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The following file is part of the
James Doyle Sell Mining Collection
ACCESS STATEMENT

These digitized collections are accessible for purposes of education and research. We
have indicated what we know about copyright and rights of privacy, publicity, or
trademark. Due to the nature of archival collections, we are not always able to identify
this information. We are eager to hear from any rights owners, so that we may obtain
accurate information. Upon request, we will remove material from public view while we
address a rights issue.

CONSTRAINTS STATEMENT

The Arizona Geological Survey does not claim to control all rights for all materials in its
collection. These rights include, but are not limited to: copyright, privacy rights, and
cultural protection rights. The User hereby assumes all responsibility for obtaining any
rights to use the material in excess of “fair use.”

The Survey makes no intellectual property claims to the products created by individual
authors in the manuscript collections, except when the author deeded those rights to the
Survey or when those authors were employed by the State of Arizona and created
intellectual products as a function of their official duties. The Survey does maintain
property rights to the physical and digital representations of the works.

QUALITY STATEMENT

The Arizona Geological Survey is not responsible for the accuracy of the records,
information, or opinions that may be contained in the files. The Survey collects, catalogs,
and archives data on mineral properties regardless of its views of the veracity or
accuracy of those data.



Expleration Department
Seouthwaster United States Division

James D. Sell
Manager

May 9, 1984

John L. Slegelmilch
Acting District Manager
Bureau of Land Management
Yuma District Office

P. 0. Box 5680

Yuma, AZ 85364-0697

Dear Mr. Slegelmilch:

Thank you for the letter of April 26, 1984 regarding the ACMP-Yuma District
(3000 (YDO)). In reply I would like to reiterate that the areas submitted
are within zones which, in the past few years, have had a large increase in
physical activity by exploration groups from within the United States, as
well as Canadian companies.

The reason for this activity and the reason I believe these areas should be
opened for mineral entry has been the relatively recent geologic recognition
of large scale thrust and/or gravity faults that have exerted a control on
mineralization. The nature of this movement has been to eliminate much of
the surface expression of mineralization and thus make the area appear de-
void of mineralization when in fact it may contain economic mineralization.

I submit these comments for inclusion in your review of the ACMP's of the
Yuma District.

Sincerely,

7
}}.ﬂr)a«/ /4/{7- V,ZZ("
y
James D. Sell/i??//,.

JDS/cg

cc: WLKurtz
JRStringham

/}SARCO Incorporated P. O. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792- 3010
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Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D. Sell
Manager

May 9, 1984

John L. Slegelmilch
Acting District Manager
Bureau of Land Management
Yuma District Office

P. 0. Box 5680

Yuma, AZ 85364-0697

Dear Mr. Slegelmilch:

Thank you for the letter of April 26, 1984 regarding the ACMP-Yuma District
(3000 (YDO)). In reply I would like to reiterate that the areas submitted
are within zones which, in the past few years, have had a large increase in
physical activity by exploration groups from within the United States, as
well as Canadian companies.

The reason for this activity and the reason I believe these areas should be
opened for mineral entry has been the relatively recent geologic recognition
of large scale thrust and/or gravity faults that have exerted a control on
mineralization. The nature of this movement has been to eliminate much of
the surface expression of mineralization and thus make the area appear de-
void of mineralization when in fact it may contain ecomomic mineralization.

I submit these comments for inclusion in your review of the ACMP's of the
Yuma District.

Sincerely, 7

James D. Sell/2?>’,,.»

JDS/cg

cc: WLKurtz
JRStringham

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792- 3010
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BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ) .
/IA;7/(4./; It Al Ly

Yuma District Office @) Mo neeer Aoty

INREPLY Post Office Box 5680 L) M rae /4;?%%&rj%%ﬂ@u
REFERTO: 3000 (YDO) Yuma, ARizona 85364~0697 )

APR 2 ¢ 1984

Mr. James D. Sell

Manager, Exploration Department
ASARCO, Inc.

P.0. Box 5747

Tucson, Arizona 85703

Dear Mr. Sell:

In January of this year, I acknowledged receipt of your company's
nominations for Areas of Critical Mineral Potential (ACMP) in the
Yuma District. T requested that you provide this office with
minerals data which would be supportive of ASARCO's nominations.

Please submit the requested information by May 15, 1984, to ensure
timely processing and consideration of your nominations. If no
response is received in this office by that date, your company's
nominations will be considered withdrawn.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

d

John L. Slegelmilch
Acting District Manager

RECEIVE!"

APR 2 7 1982
S.W. U. S, xeLth
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Yuma District QOffice
Post Office Box 5680

IN REPLY

rererTo: 3800 (¥DO) Yuma, Arizona 85364-0697

JUN

E Mr. James D. Sell
4 Manager, Exploration Department
: ASARCO, Inc.
P.0. Box 5747
" Tueson, Arizona ' 85703

7 i‘aalg{

Dear Mr. Sell:

i Thank you for your response to our request for additional data to supple-
ment your company's nominations of Areas of Critical Minmeral Poteqtial
(ACMP). Although you make interesting geologic inferences, your staff
informs us»that substantiﬁe data are not a%ailable. Based on this lack

of supporting information, your nominations camnot be designated»as ACMP's.,

hJ

We would, however, review any supportingvdata that would become available

in the future.

Sincerely,

J. Darwin Snell
District Manager

RECEIVED
JUN 29 1084

EXPLORATICN. DEPARTIENT
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AMERICEHN MEMORANDUM -, ¢ mpril 10, 1984 LEH O 1984
MINING I S TP

CONGRESS TO: Public Lands Committee and Cont/ac:ts T %
FOUNDED 1897 State Mining Associations-Noncoal, Western 5ZZ$7 )
SUITE 300 /U‘V%
xﬁgﬂéﬁgﬁan FROM: Thomas C. Nelson, Assistant to the President ... Lente
DC 20036 <>
ﬂ%ﬁﬁ&%@gmzs RE: Areas of Critical Mineral Potential (ACMP) 47/'

J. ALLEN OVERTON JR.

PRESIDENT

This memo constitutes a progress report on the Bureau
of Land Management ACMP program, a program of citizen nominations
of areas of high mineral interest that are now withdrawn from
mineral access.

More than 250 nominations have been received by the
Bureau. Almost half the nominations concern areas within
wilderness study areas. BLM assures us that the information
included in nominations will be considered in making wilderness

suitability recommendations.

Although identification of an ACMP by the Bureau does
not reflect a suitability-nonsuitability judgment, if your com-
pany has interest within a wilderness study area, the ACMP route
is an approach that certainly should be explored.

Although originally intended to close last month, the
ACMP nominations will be received by the Bureau until further
notice. The format for making nominations along with a detailed
description of ACMPs is contained in the attached Federal
Register notice of December 3, 1982.

Attachment

ASARCQ Incorporated
APR 2 3 1984

sw Exploration
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feﬂeral Register / Vol. 47, No. 233 / Friday, December 3, 1982 / Notices
I ﬁr7

. . . distributed as another
" membership service by the
Amsrican Mining Congress

- Soclal Security Administration

Realletment of Funds for 1982; Low-
Income Home Energy Assistancs
Program

AGENCY: Social Security Administration,

. HHS :

ACTION: Notice of final determination of
funds available for reallotment.

SUMMARY: Sectlon 2607 of the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (42
U.S.C. 8626) perniits the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human
Services to reailot unused Low-Income
Home Energy Assistance Program
(LIHEAP) funds among LIHEAP
grantees. Procedures established by the
Department at 45 CFR 98.81 require each

- grantee to report to us by August 1 of

each year the amount of funds available
for reallottnent. Grantees reported that
no FY 1082 funds are available for
reallotment. Therefore, we have
determined that no Fiscal Year 1982
funds will remain urused in that fiscal
year, with the exception of funds to be
held available by grantees for use in

- Fiscal Year 1983, pursuant to Section

2607(b)(2) of the Omnibus Budget

Reconciliation Act of 1881. Accordingly,

we will not undertake the reallotment of

Figcal Year 1982 funds.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Norman L. Thompson, Director, Office of

Energy Assistance, {202) 245-2030, :
Dated: November 29, 1882,

John A. Svahn,

Comunissioner of Secial Security.

[FR Doc. 82-33078 Filed 12-2-82; 845 am]

BILLING CODE 4100-11-&

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

" Bureau of Land Management
- Areas of Critlcal Mineral Potentiat

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Request for nominations to
identify “Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential”.

suMmARY: The Department of the
Interior is requesting the public to

nominate areas of high miners] interest
which are formally segregated from the
mining and mineral leasing laws, or
areas which are administratively
restricted from the mining and mineral
leasing laws. This request is made in
response to the President’s April 5, 1982,
“National Materials and Minerzals
Program Plan and Report to Congress”.

" The Department of the Interior, Burean

of Land Management will use these
nominations to identify *Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential” within
certain withdrawn lands as part of &
larger effort to return lands to multiple
use, where appropriate.

DATE Public nominations should be
submitted by March 7, 1983.

ABBRESS: Send nominations to: Directar
(580), Bureau of Land Management, 1800
C Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR PURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Dale Zimmerman, Bureau of Land
Management (202)343-3557; Mr. Robert
M. Anderson or Ms. Susan Marcus
Bureau of Land Management (202)343~
3207,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Materials and Minerals Policy,
Research and Development Act of 1980,
(30 U.S.C. 1601, et seq) directed the
President to present a program plan and
report to the Congress regarding actions
taken by the Administration to
fmplement the Act. In preparation for
the report, the President’s Cabinet
Council on Natural Resources and the
Environment undertook a review of
energy, minerals and materials policy
issues, especially the increasing
dependence of the United States and the
free world upon foreign sourtces for
strategic and critical minerals. On April
5, 1082, the President submitted his
National Materials and Minerals
program and Report to the Congress.

The national energy minerals policy
as expressed in the report recognizes: (1)
The critical role of energy and minerals
to our econory, national defernse, and
standard of living; (2} the vast, unknown
and untapped energy and mineral
wealth of America and the need to keep
the public’s land open to appropriate
energy and mineral exploration and
development; (3) the critical role of the
Federal Government in alerting the
Nation to energy and minerals issues
and in ensuring that national
decisionmakers take into account the
impact of their decisions on energy and
minerals policy; and, (4) the need for
long-term, high potential payoiff research
activity of wide generic application to
improve and augment domestically
available energy and minerals
resources. ‘

Cver time, a large amount of this land
has been withdrawn from energy and
mineral entry by administrative actions.
Indications are that some of this land
may contain energy and mineral
deposits. The public is requested to
nominate those areas so that they can
be evaluated by the Bureau to determine
their energy and mineral potential in
order to make more Federal land '
available for exploration and
development. The Administration will
focus immediate attention on those
areas as it is part of the Federal
Government's responsibility as steward
of the public lands. to remove obsolete
restrictions that limit or preciude
multiple use of the public lands,
including energy snd mineral
exploration and development.

The Department of the Interior will
use the nominations received pursuant
to this notice to identify “Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential.” It is not the
purpose of the Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential to formally classify lands but

rather to identify areas which the BLM

should consider in its withdrawal
review program. Nominations are saught
for any Federsl lands or areas of
Federal mineral interest in Arizona,
California, Coloradoe, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Oregon, South Dakota, Utah,
Washington, and Wyoming, except as
noted below. For Areas of Critical
Minerel Potential managed by the
Bureau of Land Management, the Bureau
will use the information as additional
input to its resource management
planning. For Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential managed by other Federal
agencies, the Bureau will consult with
the appropriate agency to identify
cpportunities to open the lands to
energy and mineral exploration and
development. Because of the complexity
of native claims under the Alaska
Native Claims Settiement Act and the
remaining selection entitlements of the
State of Alaska under the Alaska
Statehood Act, energy and mineral
resources in Alaska are being evaluated
under separate programs. Therefore,
nominations for Areas of Critical «
Mineral Potential in Alaska will not be
considered.

The following lands or land
management systems are not included in
this request, and nominations on these
lands will not be considered:

1. Indian reservations and other Indian
holdings:

2. National Wildlife Refuge System or other
lands administered by the Fish and Wildlife
Service or by the Secretary of the Interior
through the Fish and Wildlife Service;
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A Nationpl Park System/National Parks,

t Monuments, Historic Sites, etc:
4. Natiorial Wild and Scenic Rivers System;
5. National System of Trails; and,
8. Desigriated Wilderness Areas.

Nomindtions requested from the
public vid this invitation are not limited
to any specific energy or mineral
resource. Nominations can be in the
form of a letter and should be as specific
as possible and include:

1. Minerals of interest (optional).

2. A map or land description by aliquot
parts of thé public land surveys or protracted
surveys, shiowing the area nominated.

3. A brief statement of the rationale for the
nomination {i.e. mineral occurrence or
exploration potential).

4. A brief description of the nature and the
effect of the withdrawal or segregation, if
known. ,

5. The ndme, address, and phone number of

- the person who may be contacted by

“ technical parsonnel of the Burean of Land
Management assigned to review the
nominatich, '

Geologic maps, cross sections, and
sample ehalyses may be included.
Published literature and reports may be
cited in support of nominations. Each
nominati¢n should be limited to a
specific withdrawal or segregation.

Each nomination should be limited to
no more than three typewritten pages
but may contain maps, or bibliographic
material in excess of that limit.

The prihcipal authora of this request
are Mr. William P. (Perry) Pendley,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Energy
and Minerals and Dale Zimmerman,
Assistant to the Deputy Director, Energy
and Minerals Resources, Bureau of Land
Management.

Dated: November 28, 1982
Garrey E- Carruthers,

. Assigtant Secretary of the Interior.

[FR Doc. 82-33003 Filed 12-2-82: 8:45 am}
BILLING COUE 4310-84-4

“h
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IN REPLY“REFER TO:
ACMP
United States Department of the Interior ?gzg)
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Coanan o R
SAFFORD DISTRICT OFFICE .,:,;Q

425 E. 4th Street
Safford, Arizona 85546

(602) 428-4040

APR 2 4 1984

Mr. James D. Sell
ASARCO Incorporated
P.0. ‘Box 5747

Tucson, Arizoma 85703

Dear Mr. Sell:

As set forth in our letter to you of January 12, 1984, nominations for Areas

~of Critical Mineral Potential (ACMP) must be substantiated if they are to

meet criteria for designation. Since your nominations of the Willcox Dry

Lake Bombing Range and the Granville Recreation Area did not include any data
or analysis that would lead to designation as ACMP's, we must make the deter-
mination that they do not meet designation criteria unless we hear from you

by May 1, 1984. Even though your nominations may not meet designation criteria,
copies of your letters of ACMP nominations will be placed in the withdrawal
files so that your interest in the areas will be taken into consideration

when the withdrawals are reviewed. Your interest and concern for keeping

the nations mineral resources available are appreciated.

Sincerely,

C::%éi%éé K. Rosenkrance

District Manager

RECEIVED

APR 45 0
5. W. U. S. WL‘M@.




i

Southwestern Exploration Division

August 30, 1983

To. J. R. Stringham
F. R. Koutz

From: J. D. Sell

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential
Southern Arizona

Mr. Ron Loomis, BLM staff, 425 E. Fourth Street, Safford, AZ 85546, phone
(602) 428-4040, called on 8/29/83 to say that the ASARCO letter(s) of
2/28/83 (signed by me) that are within the Safford District had been re-
ferred to his office and that he thinks the following errors are present
and that we might want to send a correction letter.

A) Granville Recreation Area - Arizona. T138; ZLoomis says this should
be T3S.

B) (Bureau of Reclamation). TI158, R29E; Loomis says that there is
"no withdrawal" in this T-R.

C) Willcox Dry Lake Bombing Range ~ Arizona. W/2 of T15S, R24E; Loomis
believes this should be E/2 of T15S, R2Z4E.

D) Ft. Huachuca - Arizona. OK as Loomis sees it.

Please check for the errors and correct for me to resend.

Qe DAtV

‘James D. Sell
JDS/cg

Attachments




ASARCO =

Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D. Sell
Manager

February 28, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral

Potential
Frx<
Dear Sir:
in response to the BLM call for nomination of ''areas of critical mineral
potential' we nominate the following area:
Granville Recreation T13S, R29E Cu-Ag mineralization reportedly
Area - Arizona Sec. 8,16,17 occur at depth.
(Bureau of Reclamation) T155, R29E Cu-Ag veins occur in and near
Parts of: this withdrawal.
Sec. 11,12,
13,14

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

QN

1
.
&,
7 , s - :
s A0 i
~ " James D. Sell

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division February 28 1983
»

James D. Sell
Manager

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential Fre

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of ''areas of critical mineral
potential'' we nominate the following area:

Willcox Dry Lake NW/3 of Anomalous uranium in phos-
Bombing Range - Arizona T15S, R25E; phates in Playa Lake sediments;

W/2 of possible zeolites.

T15S, R2L4E;

SW/hL of

T14S, R25E;

SE/8 of

T14S, R24E.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely vyours,

r"ﬁ/v o ,/C.\\ ‘ . 4 /

B A S S I NS L
s " James D. Sell

4 JDS/cg

! ASARCO Incorporated P. O. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703

1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010
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Southwestern Exploration Division

February 22, 1983

To: W. L. Kurtz

From: F. R. Koutz

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential - Southern Arizona

As requested in your memo of January 27 | have reviewed areas of critical
mineral potential now under executive withdrawal for Southern Arizona. |
have used the BLM Surface-Minerals Management Status Maps {(1:100,000) where
available. Xerox's of the applicable portions of these maps are attached.

Clifton AZ-NM: - Granville Recreation Area: Sec. 8,16,17; T13S, R29E
) o - T

Known Cu-Ag mineralization at depth./4 "~ _ !
- San Francisco River Canyon: Parts of Sec. 11,12,13 & 14;
T155, R29E (Bureau of Reclamatioq) Cu-Ag veins on margin of Morenci

- 3 . . [ 4 -
District. DU A A 00 gt e Npeaa

Willcox: Willcox Playa - Willcox Dry Lake Bombing Range: NW/3 T15S, R25E,

W/2 T15S, R24E, SW/hL T1h4S, R25E, SE/8 T14S, R24E. Anomalous uranium
in phosphates in Playa Lake sediments; possible zeolites.

Chiricahua Peak: - No withdrawals with known mineral potential.

Douglas: - No withdrawals with known mineral potential.

Mammoth: Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area: Minor amounts of native Cu-

chalcocite-malachite in volcanics at east end of Arivaipa Canyon
(Sec. 24, T6S, R18E). (Nature Conservancy has a ranch on west end
and | believe east end of the canyon and strongly controls access.)
Also in a high potential Cu area: 8 miles W of Klondyke, near San
Manuel, Mammoth, Copper Creek, Table Mtn.

Tucson: Withdrawal areas have no known mineral potential.

Ft. Huachuca: Santa Rita Experimental Range and Wildlife Area: Map does

not show federal mineral ownership, T18,19S, R14,15E. Between Pima
District and Helvetia/Rosemont, east of Green Valley. (Titan Missile
silos in area are not located, withdrawn?)

Nogales: On Ft. Huachuca: Sheelite Ridge and QEnyon; Sec. 4,5,6; T23S,

R20E and Sec. 31,32,33,34; T22S, R20E. Shattered Sheelite plus weak
Cu-Mo in roof pendants and contact metasomatized Paleozoic.

Jirrittor, )ff P . RS \ p

Casa Grande: Withdrawn areas have no known mineral potential.
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Exploration Department
Western USA

W. L. Kurtz
Manager

August 22, 1983

Congress of the United States
House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

The Honorables: Barry Goldwater
Dennis DeConcini
Morris Udall
Eldon Rudd
Bob Stump
John McCain
James McNulty

I am delighted to reply to your letter of August 2, 1983 requesting views
on future reclassification of roadless Forest Service land in Arizona. We
continue to maintain that multiple use and access of the public to the
mineral resources of these lands are in the best interest of the citizens
of Arizona and of the United States. Considering the ample wilderness
acreage already provided in the U. S. and in Arizona, one certainly must
question the wisdom of creating more wilderness. Passage of the Arizomna
Strip Wildernmess Act will increase that acreage substantially.

We maintain that all public lands (excepting the so-called obvious crown
jewels such as those in the Park System) should remain open to responsible
mineral exploration and development. Exploration and development conducted
in such a fashion will minimize adverse environmental impacts while allow-
ing development of our natural resources.

You have in hand the Federal agencies' mineral evaluation of the Forest
areas; and you have, or shortly will have, in hand the Arizona Mining
Association's evaluations of these areas. You will note that in many areas
these evaluations differ. The AMA ratings represent assessments by private
companies whose business is finding and developing mineral deposits and
therefore are the better ratings. I must hasten to point out that these
evaluations are based on presently available data. History has shown (and
will undoubtedly repeat itself) that major mineral discoveries will be made
in areas previously declared non-mineral by the government officials. For
the economic well being of our country we must be allowed to search for

and develop these hidden resources.

I note that the Arizona Wilderness Coalition has recommended not only
Forest Service lands but also National Wildlife Refuges, certain BLM WSAs
and certain rivers. We believe all of these should remain open to mineral
entry.

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Page 2

Though in my personal viewpoint it would be a mistake to designate more
wilderness areas in Arizona, most logical choices would be those that are
currently indicated as low mineral potential by the Arizona Mining Associ-
ation.

Finally it would seem appropriate to include a clause in any new wilderness
bill that would allow private companies to conduct mineral exploration that
doesn't detract from the wilderness qualities. We have proven such can be
done by our exploration over the last several years in the Cabinet Moun-
tains Wilderness.

We would welcome the opportunity to discuss Arizona lands with you and
your staff.

Respectfully, j
. SOV TE
O

-
o

WLK/cg

bce: RLBrown
FIGraybeal
JLWoods
JBHowerton
JDSell
JRStringham
KBennett




Exploration Department

R. L. Brown
Vice President

August 9, 1983

Mr. J. D. Sell, Manager
Southwestern Exploration Div.
Tucson Office

Dear Mr. Sell:

Please note the attached letter signed by I would judge
the entire Arizona Congressional Delegation. It serves
notice that the Arizona Delegation intends to bring RARE II
to a head.

I wish you and Jim Stringham to get together and to pre-
pare a map showing those proposed Wilderness areas which are
known by us to be mineral in character.

We should at all times and in respect of all jurisdictions
maintain our posture that no land should ever be withdrawn
from staking. However some mistakes are worse than others,
and in our view the lesser mistake, which can possibly be
prevented, would be to include known mineral lands in Arizona
Wilderness. We should therefore make what facts we have
about the possible mineral character of some RARE II lands
known to the Arizona Delegation.

I am not sure how these recommendations should be conveyed
to the Arizona Delegation. There is no mention of hearings
in the letter. Failing hearings, we can simply send copies
of the map to each of the signatories of the incoming letter
with an appropriate covering letter. Please note the deadline
is September 1.

Yours very truly,

it

R. L. Brown

Attachment

cc: WLKurtz ) RECEIVED
JRStringham ) w/att.
JBHowerton ) AUG 15 1983

JLWoods wo/att. 8. W. U. S. EXPL. DM

ASARCO Incorporated 120 Broadway New York, N.Y.10271 (212) 669-1000
Telex:ITT 420585 RCA 232378 WUI 62522 Cables: MINEDEPART Telegrams: WU 1-25991



MORRIS K. UDALL COMMITTEES:

20 DISTRICT OF ARIZONA INTERIOR Ahéa;:ﬁgbAR AFFAIRS
-
235 CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING POST OFFICE AND CIVIL SERVICE
w 202/225-4085 CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES OFFICE OF TECHNOLOGY
ASSESSMENT

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES CHAIRMAN
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515 :

August 2, 1983

Jim Woods

ASARCO, Inc./Legal Department
120 Broadway

New York, NY 10271

Dear Mr. Woods:

Four years ago, the U.S. Forest Service recommended future classifica-
tions for Arizona's roadless national forest lands. There has been no
legislation by Congress yet to finalize and establish those recommendations
statutorily. We feel there are now several reasons to initiate such action.

Recently, the Ninth Circuit Court decision in California vs Bergland
was upheld on appeal. This ruled the Environmental Impact Statements upon
which Forest Service recommendations are based invaiid. At any time, a
court order could place similar Arizona National Forest roadless lands
into wilderness status whether appropriate or not, without either your
input or Congressional action.

We believe it is important that.all who are concerned about the status
or use of the extensive national forests in Arizona, be involved in how
these lands will be managed in the future.

Therefore, we are seeking the advice and counsel of miners, lumbermen,
recreationalists, scientists, ranchers, sportsmen and any other interested
group. We solicit your recommendations for classifications of RARE II
roadless inventory areas in Arizona. We ask that you submit your proposals
before September 1, 1983 in hopes that we will be able to develop a legislative
proposal before the end of the year.

We realize that this is an ambitious schedule, but we wish to act quickly
in the best interests of all Arizonans. Your cooperation and assistance
is desired and appreciated.

Sincerely, .

W T1d

e

23

Morris K. Udall Bgrry Eoidw

G

DISTRICT OFFICES:
300 NORTH MAIN AVENUE ) 1419 NORTH THIRD STREET
TUCSON, ARIZONA B5705 . PHOENIX, ARIZONA B5004
602/629-6404 602/261-3018
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Wachington Offlce

August 12, 1983

Mr. R. L. Brown
NEW YORK OFFICE

I have your note to Mr. Sell with enclosed letter relative
. to Arizona RARE II. The signatories are indeed the entire
Arizona congressional delegation.

The person to whom I would normally speak about such matters
is away until next week but I have heard of no hearings and
it would appear that at this time the delegation itself is
seeking enlightenment. If there were hearings, they would

be under the auspices of the House Interior and Senate Natural
Resources Committees and only Udall and McNulty would be
officially involved.

Johy |B. Howerton

. Muth
Woods

cc: Messrs. R.J
J.L.
W.L. Kurtz
J.R
J.Db

. Stringham
- Sell

RECEIVED
AUG 1D 1983
S. W. U. S. EXPL. P
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Exploration Depariment
Southwestern United States Division February 28, 1983
James D. Sell
Manager
Director (580)
Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240
Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential
frK
Dear Sir:
In response to the BLM call for nomination of ''areas of critical mineral
potential' we nominate the following area:
Granville Recreation T13S, R29E Cu-Ag mineralization reportedly
Area - Arizona Sec. 8,16,17 occur at depth.
(Bureau of Reclamation) T15S, R29E Cu-Ag veins occur in and near
Parts of: this withdrawal.
Sec. 11,12,
13,14

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

- [
(%{jé‘/ct") 'z/[f)~/)ffk__(;/

P

!;7("James D. Sell

JDS/cqg

ASARCO Incorporated P. O.Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792- 3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division February 28, 1983

James D. Sell
Manager

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral

Potential FRK

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of "areas of critical mineral
potential' we nominate the following area:

Willcox Dry Lake NW/3 of Anomalous uranium in phos-
Bombing Range - Arizona T15S, R25E; phates in Playa Lake sediments;

W/2 of possible zeolites.

T155, R24E;

SW/L of

T14S, R25E;

SE/8 of

T14S, R24E.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

" -
R AN i s

L L LAD ’/L«- _/-‘-1. /Ce{'

T

7~ James D. Sell

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. O. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D. Selt
Manager

February 28, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral

Potential FrK

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of '"areas of critical mineral
potential’ we nominate the following area:

Ft. Huachuca - Arizona T23S, R20E Tungsten, copper, and molyb-
Sec. 4,5,6 denum are known to occur in
T22S, R20E this withdrawal.
Sec. 31,32,
33,34

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely vyours,
’.(-\ C /w,/.’
- AN Ao L
ﬁ:}ifktéﬂ A 0/4{‘~‘;¢/
S
27 James D. Sell

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. O. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (802) 792- 3010



Exploration Department
S i Divisi
outhwestern United States Division February 28, 1983

James D. Sell
Manager

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential A

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of ''areas of critical mineral
potential'' we nominate the following, area:

S r
[ Z20EVT Al
Military Reservation T125, RSE Near Silver Bell Mine and has
or Corps of Engineering SE/4 of Sec. 9 potential for Cu-Mo-Ag-Zn.
Site - Arizona W/2, SW/L of
Sec. 20,
N/3, NW/L of
Sec. 30

I you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

N
é } /o sl
u{/i James D. Sell

JdDS/cg

ASARCQ Incorporated P. O. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D. Sell
Manager

February 28, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & € Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral

Potential FRE

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of '"areas of critical mineral
potential' we nominate the following area:

Luke Air ForceBase T1os; R18W & Cu, Au, Ag, Fe occur in
Range - Arizona T11S, R17W irregular quartz veins/
Sec. 2,10 fissure zones in Mesozoic

schist, gneiss and granite,
and offer exploration
potential.

T9S, R14W Ag, Pb, Ba, Au-, Cu-, Mo-,
F- are known to occur in
fault breccia zones cutting
Mesozoic schist and granitic
gneiss and offer exploration
potential.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

— T 'A ye f"
{f)fﬁ?65f)/4i fl,éﬂ;a;/é

7

'fJames D. Sell

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792- 3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D. Sell
Manager

February 28, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral :
Potential Fa@<

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of 'areas of critical mineral
potential'’ we nominate the following area:

Luke Air Force Base T9,10S, R3-5W This general area has

Range - Arizona T7-9S, R1-3W favorable rock types and
geology for the possible
occurrence of copper deposits.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

: Vyeye
Clincis /Lq,/w/e LS
. »—///
— James D. Sell

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D. Sell
Manager

February 28, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral

Potential F%Zﬁ-

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of 'lareas of critical mineral
potential' we nominate the following area: :

Army Yuma Test T8S, R20W Projection of mineralization in
Station - Arizona Sec. 27,28,29, Sec. 26 & 35 (Au, Ag, Fe, Cu-,
32,33,34 Mn-) in Mesozoic schist cut by

dikes and irregular granite &
pegmatite masses.

77,85, R19,20W Au, Ag, Cu, U scattered placers
Au (Ag) from quartz veins in
schist and gneiss £ Cu with
pegmatites. Anomalous U in
tuffs and lake beds.

T1S, R15W Au & Ag, local oxide Cu and
Sec. 1 ¢ " spotty Ag-Pb in lensing, irregu-
Vicinity lar masses & streaks with quartz,

pyrolusite and brecciated wall
rock, FeOx, barite in fault and
shear veins cutting Tertiary
andesite volcanics intruded by
diorite porphyry.

W/6 of T3,4S, Pb, Zn, Ag, Au, Cu. Deeply

R22W oxidized, irregular spotty and
lensing ore shoots in well
defined fissure veins and
fracture intersections in
Cretaceous-Tertiary volcanics
intruded by Laramide grano-
diorite stocks.

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Director of BLM
Page 2
February 28, 1983

Army Yuma Test SW/4 of T2S, Manganese oxides in disconnected,
Station - Arizona R22W lenticular shoots with calcite
(continued) in brecciated Tertiary andesites.

Minor lead and zinc.
N/2 of T2N, Spotty disseminated Hg with minor
R20,21W base and precious metals in

fault/breccia zones in Mesozoic
metamorphic schists.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.
Sincerely yours,
C. L7
Dtoreer Ao deC
,/;////James D. Sell

JDS/cg




Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division February 28, 1983

James D. Sell
Manager

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D. €. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential Yew

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of 'areas of critical mineral
potential'’ we nominate the following area: :

Florence Military T4S, ROE Copper with minor lead, zinc,
Reservation - Arizona Sec. 1,12,13, gold, silver, molybdenum.
24,25 Reservation is within a well
TLS, R10E defined mineral belt that con-
Sec. 3 to 7, tains major copper deposits.
18,19

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

Y AN
> (\%//LC-O A n’;&(,/
L
27 James D. Sell

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D. Sell
Manager

February 28, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral

Potential He &

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of '"areas of critical mineral
potential'' we nominate the following area:

Gok Fluk
Recreation Withdrawal - T1S, R13E Copper with minor lead, zinc,
Arizona Sec. 28,29,32,33 gold, silver, molybdenum. Area

is within a well defined mineral
belt that contains major copper
deposits. Mining and explora-
tion occurring in the area.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

¢ A

James D. Sell

JDS/cgq

ASARCO Incorporated P. O. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D, Sell
Manager

February 28, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential 6>51S

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of '"'areas of critical mineral
potential'' we nominate the following area:

29 Palms Marine Corps T3N, RSE Known gold prospects offer
Base -~ California Sec. 17 & 20 exploration potential.
TEN, R7E Hydrothermally altered
Sec. 1-5, 9-15 volcanic rock extends westward
17 & 23 from Stedman Mining District
T7N, R7E (Au-Cu) and offers mineral
Sec. 16,17,21, potential.
27-29
T5N, R10E Prospects, including the War
Sec. 27 & 33 Eagle Mine in the Lead Mountain
T4N, R10E Mining District (Ag, Pb) offer
Sec. 3 exploration potential.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

— L7
Lkt Ll

James D. Sell

ey

s

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D. Sell
Manager

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Sir:

February 28, 1983

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential 5!f5

In response to the BLM call for nomination of 'areas of critical mineral

potential'' we nominate the following area:

China Lake Naval T29S, RLLE

Weapons Center - Sec. 22 & 35

California T29S, R45E
Sec. 31
T30S, R45E

Sec. 5,8,21,28

T20S, R39E
Sec. 35 & 36
T20s, RLOE

Sec. 15-22, 27-29,

31 & 35
T21S, RA4OE
Sec. 5,6,10,14,
22-24 34 36
T22S, R4OE
Sec. 1,2,11,12

T24S, RME

Sec. 4~9, 16-18
T23S, RL1TE

Sec. 7-12, 14
T23S, R42E

Sec. 7,17,20

Widely scattered Cu, Ag, Au,
Pb, Zn prospects offer explora-
tion potential.

Geothermal potential, mercury
and precious metals potential.

Prospects (Ag, Au, Cu, Pb) are
known to occur and offer explor-
ation potential.

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703

1150 North 7th Avenue

(602) 792 - 3010



Director of BLM
Page 2
February 28, 1983

China Lake Naval T25S, RL4E Ag, Au, Pb, Cu prospects offer
Weapons Center - Sec. 23,25,26 exploration potential.
California T255, R45GE
(continued) Sec. 19,20,29-33

T26S, RA4LE

Sec. 1,2,10,11

T26S, R45E

Sec. 7,8,17,18,

20-22,29

T26S, RALEE

Sec. 34,35

T28S, RA4BE

Sec. 4,5,8,9

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.
Sincerely yours,

—. C:_) ,(" 7
( }iJ%LJ A_w&ja&,c,/

o

/- "James D. Sell

JDS/cg




Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D, Sell
Manager

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination
potential' we nominate the following area:

Chocolate Mountains T11S, R18E
Aerial Gunnery Range - Sec. 32

California T12S, R18E

Sec. 4,10,

14,15

T12S, R1SE
Sec. 32-34
T13S, R1SE
Sec. 5

February 28, 1983

Areas of Critical Mineral (9 55
Potential

of "areas of critical mineral

"Checkerboard' military with-
drawals around widely scattered
gold prospects near Mesquite
Mining District suggest explora-
tion potential.

Mesquite Mining District (lode
and placer Au) and recent
exploration projects in nearby
areas suggest exploration
potential.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead

address or telephone number.

JDS/cg

Sincerely yours,

<. b oA~

73
"’f/'v'//;:i//f(, i: :1 .»'/I‘\“,.' ";i“‘ ~ ‘/’

“James D. Sell

ASARCO Incorporated P. O. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703

1150 North 7th Avenue

(602) 792-3010



Exploration Depariment
Southwestern United States Division February 28 , 1983

James D. Sell
Manager

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral éﬂyg
Potential

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of 'areas of critical mineral
potential' we nominate the following area:

Edwards Air Force Base, T9,10N, ROW Rogers Lake - possible borate
Flight Test Center - mineral potential.
California

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

L
Ot Al f
- "///

14

- //
2" James D. Sell

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Southwestern Exploration Division

February 22, 1983

To: W. L. Kurtz

From: F. R. Koutz

Areas of Critical Minerale.
Potential -Southern“Arlzona}

Mt

As requested in your memo of January 27 | have reviewed areas of critical
mineral potential now under executive withdrawal for Southern Arizona. |
have used the BLM Surface-Minerals Management Status Maps (1:100,000) where
available. Xerox's of the applicable portions of these maps are attached.

Clifton AZ-NM: - Granville Recreation Area: Sec. 8,16,17; T13S, R29E-
Known Cu-Ag-mineralization at depth. reerted (= oecun s Ob%*“
San Francisco River Canyon: Parts of Sec. 11,12,13 &1y
T15S, R29F (Bureau of Reclamation) Cu-Ag veins on margin of Morenci
District. OCCer L ond rar JL\;\ 2o D &racaadl

Willcox: Willcox Playa - Willcox Dry Lake Bombing Range: NW/3 T15S, R25E,
W/2 T155, R2LE, SW/L T14S, R25E, SE/8 Tt4S, R2L4E. Anomalous uranium
in-phosphates in Playa Lake sediments; possible zeolites.

Chiricahua Peak: - No withdrawals with known mineral potential.

Douglas: - No withdrawals with known mineral potential.

Mammoth: Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area: Minor amounts of native Cu~
chalcocite-malachite in volcanics at east end of Arivaipa Canyon
(Sec. 24, T6S, R18E). (Nature Conservancy has a ranch on west end
and | believe east end of the canyon and strongly controls access.)
Also in a high potential Cu area: 8 miles W of Klondyke, near San
Manuel, Mammoth, Copper Creek, Table Mtn.

Tucson: Withdrawal areas have no known mineral potential.

Ft. Huachuca: Santa Rita Experimental Range and Wildlife Area: Map does
not show federal mineral ownership, T18,19S, R14,15E. Between Pima
District and Helvetia/Rosemont, east of Green Valley. (Titan Missile
silos in area are not located, withdrawn?)

Nogales: On Ft.-Huachuca: Sheelite Ridge and Canyon; Sec. 4;5,6; T23S,
R20E and Sec. 31,32,33,34; T22S, R20E. Zkattered Sheelite plus weak

Cu-Mo in roof pendants and contact metasbmatized Paleozoic. s
= e L I e i N Y]
Iuﬁcfél—(,./\\ <y ppee, e ot w oy od e i ot Raave 4y oce 18 TTLag (ot Mc sk

Casa Grande: Withdrawn areas have no known mineral potential.
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W. L. Kurtz -2- February 22, 1983

Silver Bell Mountains: Military Reservation-or Corps of Eng. site; SE/4
Sec. 9, W/2, SW/L 20, N/3, NW/h Sec. 30, T12S, RSE. 2 miles SE of -z
Oxide Pit, 1 mile NE of Wate:man qtns. Poxentiaﬁ?bu_Mo-Ag~Znu -ﬁ;nMjZfAﬁﬂf‘
- Moeas Tiliee T wae Svd bas

Sells Quadrangle: No withdrawals shown.

BLM sheets were not available for most of eastern Yuma and western Pima
Counties. The major withdrawn areas are the Luke (& Williams) AFB Ranges
and the Army Yuma Test Station. The Cabeza Prieta, Kofa and Imperial
National Wildlife Refuges and Organ Pipe National Monuments are not in-
cluded. Review of the mining properties in Pima and Yuma Counties are
included in Keith, S. B., 1974, Az. Bu. Mines Bull. 189, and 1978, Bull.
192. The only parts of the Luke AFB Range with significant mineral poten-
tial (and not also part of game ranges) are in Yuma Co. | will not sub-
divide Yuma and the new LaPaz Counties. -
7 e occor” 1A
"= LaPosa (Wellington) District (T10S, R18W) Cu;-Au, Ag; Fe: Lensing,
irregular qtz. veins/fissure zones in Mesozoic schist, gneiss and
granite,with spotty oxidized Cu and Au plus small placer Au deposits.
(Includes Sec..2-& 10, TS, RIZW.Y o meed 265 *Jf&f*j<$ Q**O ek
' @< knoon Jo  oCcyem

.~ = Mohawk Mtns. (T9S; RT4W) Ag, Pb, Ba, Au=-,Cu-, Mo=,F=, Spotty Pb

sulfide, siliceous Ag, and weakly oxidiz. Cu mineral in qtz. vn. h"

fault breccia zones cutting Mesozoic schist and granitic gneiss.» ©ond e
"~ Also lensing barite with minor fluorite in veins in Mesozoic gneiss. Zxplenhe

“Army ~Yuma Test“StatTOn'(pé_eA;7 clateus Lj S%Jb;ﬁkadvs> R -
_ 7 1 e
S

ST

- Laguna District (Sec. 27,28,29,32,33,34; T8, R20W). Projection of-
mineralization in Sec. 26 & 35 (Au, Ag, Fe, Cu=, Mn=) Free Au with
Ag and minor Cu in Fe and MnOx-rich brecciated qtz. veins % siderite
+ gypsum; along fault or fracture zones Iin-Mesozoic schist cut by
dikes and irregular granite & pegmatite masses-.

- Muggins District - General area of common corner T7,85,-R19,20W (Au, Ag,
Cu, U) scattered placers Au (Ag) from gtz. vns. in schist and gneiss
* Cu with pegmatites. Anomalous U in tuffs and lake beds.

- Sheep Tank District - Seec. 1, T1S, RI15W-and vicinity (Au, Ag, Cu, Mn,
Ba, Pb, (Be)) Sheep Tank Mine area. Au.& Ag, local oxide Cu and
spotty Ag-Pb in lensing, irregular masses & streaks-with qtz.,
pyrolusite and brecciated wall rock, FeOx, barite in fault & shear
veins cutting Tertiary andesite volcanics intruded by diorite
porphyry. lIntense silicif., chloritiz. and sericitiz. of wall
rocks {(production 17,400 tons, 1.2 Au & 2.3 Ag (0z/T)). (Sounds
like a possible winner! We should check just east of here off

i Proving Grounds!)—~c?ufha£%$7 an Aéak é;mxnfg;gL?

-




W. L. Kurtz -3~ February 22, 1983

Silver and Eureka Districts (East Edge) Southern Trigo Mtns. (Pb; -Zn,
Ag, Au, Cu).. Deeply oxidized, irregular, spotty and lensing ore
shoots in well defined fissure veins and fracture intersections in
Cretaceous-Tertiary volcanics intruded by Laramide granodiorite stocks:
Gangue is qtz., calcite, limonite, barite, fluorite. (W76 T354S,
R22W-2)

Trigo District (SW/4 T2S, R22W). Manganese oxides in disconnected,
lenticular shoots with calcite in brecciated Tertiary andesites.
Minor lead and zinc: Spotty placer Au.

LaCholla District (Dome Rock Mtns.). Spotty disseminated Hg with minor
base and precious metals. in fault/breccia zones in Mesozoic meta-
morphic schists. Local Au placers. Local tetrahedrite-Au-quartz

o .}-‘,,— / et 20 3 1

We have little information in our fileg on th%/gggt of Luké-AFB-Range in
Maricopa Co., south of Gila Bend (Sadcedd and $and Tartk Mtns.N . There

was quite a bit of ASARCO recon. work in the Sand Tank Mtns. area in the
mid 1960's and 2 holes were drilled outside the Range (Freeman Pediment
Drill Project - 1975). The AMS sheet shows a number of mine symbols with
Beu'' labels and we have a 1927 report on a new Maricopa Copper Company

23 miles SE of Gila Bend. The Sand Tank Mtns. and the SE portion of the
Sauceda Mountains have potential for porphyry copper systems.

Wy
F. R. Koutz//%?/

Attachments

cc: JDS (w/o maps) 7 o -~
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NOTE TO MAP USERS

This map is 2 general planning and management
tool, prepared from the best availabie information
but subject to certain inaccuracies.

Some surface and mineral rights of Federal
agencies are shown as patented lands (white)
because of a lack of information on acquisition.

This map's scale prohibits showing the
ownership status of smali tracts, generally

of less than 40 acres.

Ownership status and many features shown on
this map are subiect to change over time.

For the most up-to-date status on any specific tract
of land, examine official land records of B.L.M. or other

inadequacies found
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W Southwestern Exploration Division

February 18, 1983

To: W. L. Kurtz

From: H. G. Kreis

Areas of Critical
Mineral Potential

Areas of critical mineral potential are listed below and are shown on the
attached maps.

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential

Exhibit Area Township, Range Minerals & Remarks
A. ~Flerence To Ray T3S, R8 to 13E Well defined mineral
Mineral Belt i T4S, R8 to 13E belt of large copper
qufm4£r$¢}wygucmdwﬁ T 2 deposits with minor
sec., lead, zinc, gold, silver,

and molybdenum.

B. Superior Area T1S, R12,13E Well defined mineral
T2S, R12,13E belt of large copper

deposits with minor
silver, gold, lead, &

zinc.
c. Riverside Area Northeast Corner Copper mineralization
of T4S, R13E
cC. Christmas Mine Area T4S, R15,16F Large copper deposits

with minor silver,
gold, zinc.

D. White Tank Mountain ™ T3N, R3W Promising copper-molyb-

15 Thin redesdk buathdiand o denum prospect with

numerous drill holes.

E. Mineral Park, Kingman T22N, R17,18wW Large copper mine with
T23N, R17,18w molybdenum, gold, and
silver. Numerous pros-
pects & mines of gold,
silver, lead, & zinc in
the district.

F. Oatman Mining District T19,20N, R20W Numerous gold and
silver mines and
prospects.



Exhibit Area
G. Harcuvar Mountains
HGK/cg

Attachments

Township, Range Minerals & Remarks

T7N, R13W Numerous gold-copper
mines and prospects.

S F

H. G. Kreis//i?/
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W Southwestern Exploration Division

To:

S | ACCepy T “’“"0"’“’")”

2fs2

February 17, 1983

W. L. Kurtz

From: G. J. Stathis

1L

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential (Administrative
Withdrawals) - Review of

Southern California within

SWED Boundaries

Notes

Quads referred to are 1:100,000 scale BLM Surface Management Status
Maps or BLM Surface-Minerals Management Status Maps.

Quads examined and lacking nominations for critical mineral potential
include: Amboy, Blythe, Davis Dam, Death Valley Jct., Eagle Mountain,
E1 Centro, l|vanpah, Mesquite Lake, Needles, Owlshead Mountains, Parker,
San Bernardino, Soda Mountain, and Yuma.

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential

a)

Big Bear Lake Quad.- 29 Palms Marine Corps Base

Mining prospects (Au), East of Deadman Lake, T«3N.j; R.9E., Sections i)
+7-8-20-- San Bernardino County. Krown gud plospeet s, affur £ epled e jtenAee

Cuddeback Lake Quad. - China Lake Naval Weapons Center

= aohe pikAA
Widely scattered Cu, Ag, Au, Pby Zn pr05pectsﬂééate?ing around Copper

City. Pilot Knob on the north thru Granite Mtn. to Slocum Mtn. on the
south.

T.29S5., R.44E., Sections 22 & 35

T.29S., R.45E., Section 31

T.305., R.45E., Sections 5, 8, 21, & 28

All in San Bernardino County.

Darwin Hills Quad. - China Lake Naval Weapons Center

Coso Hot Springs area. Geothermal potential, mercury and precious
metals poteticl

1.205., R.39E., Sections 35 & 36

T.205., R.UOE., Sectlons 15=22; 27-29, 31, & 35

T215:, R.40E., Sections 5, 6, 10, 14, 22=24, 3L, & 36

T:228., R.A0E.. Sectlons 1, 2; 11, & 12

All in Inyo County.



3>

B

W. L. Kiurtz -2- February 17, 1983

d)

e)

f)

g)

h)

Newberry Springs Quad. - 29 Palms Marine Corps Base

Hydrothermally altered volcanic rock mapped by USGS extends westward
from Stedman Mining District (Au-Cu),drs %ffrs renwl (ri-hal.
T.6N., R.7E., Sections 1-5, 9-15, 17, & 23

T.7N., R.7E., Sectians 16, 17, 21, 27-29.

All in San Bernardino County.

Ridgecrest Quad. - China Lake Naval Weapons Center

Argus Range Area Prospects (Ag, Au, Cu, Pb) ov: Enoe: “"'? dg 'ii . i il
T.2hs., R.HIE., Sections 4-9, 16-18 zpyloTton AAAC
T.23S., R.41E., Sections 7-12, 14

T.238., R.HU2E,. Ssctions 7, 17, & 2D

All in Inyo County.

Slate Range Area Prospects (Agy Auy Pb, Cu) wa¥fuﬁ “ffor. —eAplovait yf+* .

T.255., R.4L4E., Sections 23, 25, & 26

T.258., R.45E., Sections 19, 20, 29-33

T.265., R.G4E., Sections 1, 2, 10, & 11

T«268., R.45E.; Sections 7, 85 17, 18, 20-22, 29

- e W e e

T.26S5., R.U6E., Sections 34 & 35
T.28S., R.L45E., Sections 4, 5, 8, & 9
All in San Bernardino County

Salton Sea Quad.- Chocolate Mtns. Aerial Gunnery Range

""Checkerboard' military withdrawals around widely scattered gold
prospects near Mesquite Mining District. Fufges] —emplove Aesa [oP
T.11S,, R.IBE., Section 32

i e S R.TSE., Sections 4, 10, 14, & 15

S

Sheep Hole Mtns. Quad. - 29 Palms Marine Corps Base

Prospects, including the War Eagle Mine in the Lead Mountain Mining
District (Ag, Pb)+ offv —erpluethel fJ*LmJ{Jf

TV5N., R.10E., Sections 27 & 33

T:aN. R.1OE., Section 3

Trigo Mountains Quad. = Chocolate Mtns. Aerta}-Gunnery Range

g ae

Mesquite Mining District (lode & placer Au). Followrng sections are

very close to newly discovered (Gold Fields Mining Corp.) dlssemunated

gold deposit. Feasby aveay i,r[ch -41 Ha 4~-(1* He
T.125., R.19E., Sections 32-34

T.135., R.19E., Section 5

Victorville Quad. - Edwards Air Force Base - Flight Test Center

Rogers Lake - possible borate mineral potential.

T.9 & 10N., R.9W. All in Kern County. :
il‘”“”:}*-»

G. J. Stathis

GJS/cg
Attachment

ey (../.,fl 4N (cul-‘{,,f;
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m Southwestern Exploration Division

To:

From:

February 7, 1983

W. L. Kurtz
J. D. Sell

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential

| submit the following list of areas:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)
6)
7)

8)

9)

10)

White Tank Mountain County Regional Park, porphyry copper system
with drill holes, Maricopa Co., AZ

Oak Flat Recreation Area, Forest Service, Pinal Co., AZ

Price porphyry copper system, Gila River Water-Power Withdrawal
(US Reclamation & San Carlos Water Users), Pinal Co., AZ

Luke-Williams Air Force Base Range, Sierra Pinta & Gila Mountain
portions, Yuma Co., AZ

North End Organ Pipe National Monument, Yuma Co., AZ
Yuma Test Station, Trigo Mountains & Red Buff areas, Yuma Co., AZ

Northern sections of 29 Palms Marine Corps Base, T6,7N, R5 thru 8E,
Ludlow District, San Bernardino Co., CA

Eastern section of 29 Palms Marine Corps Base, T3,4,5N, R10-11E,
Sheep Hole District, San Bernardino Co., CA

East side of China Lake Naval Center, west side of Argus Range, Argus
District, T20 thru 26S, RL42E, San Bernardino & Inyo Cos., CA

Northern and western sides of Las Vegas Bombing & Gunnery Range, NV

(as you had mentioned).

James D. Sell

JDS/cg



Expioration Department
Western USA

January 27, 1983

J. C. Balla
J. D. Sell

D. M. Smith
P. G. Vikre’

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential

Your attention is directed to the December 3 and December 13, 1982
memoranda from the American Mining Congress on ACMP. We have
experienced difficulty in acquiring a map that locates and identifies

the types of withdrawals upon which the BLM wishes comments. The
withdrawals upon which comments are requested are essentially execu-
tive withdrawals (Bombing and Gunnery Ranges, Military, recreation areas,
Bureau of Reclamation, Corps of Engineers, Forest Administrative areas,
power sites, etc.).

We would like you and your staff to prepare the requested data from
your personal knowledge without time consuming research. For
example: a few obvious areas that Asarco has interest in would be
Oak Flat Recreation area, Arizona; portions of Las Vegas Bombing and
Gunnery Range, such as, Cactus Range; Hills east of Goldfield and
Climax stock; Peck Mountain Forest Lookout, Idaho; and Hayden Hill
Forest Lookout, California.

I request that you provide and return your comments to me and Mr. Brown

by the 2lst of February so that we may finalize the comments to reach
the BLM by March 7th.

L. /- %é/g

WLK :mek W. L. Kurtz

cc: R. L. Brown
J. R. Stringham

Note to PGV:

You might enlist the services of Hal Bonham who has considerable
knowledge of the Las Vegas Bombing and Gunnery Range.
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P In response to the President's mineral policy
J ?Q,ES. submitted to the Congress on April 5, 1982, the Bureau
) of Land Managemnt, in the December 3, 1982 Federal
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Wi tions from the public on "areas of critical mineral
potential". The regquest, covering the western public
lands states plus the Dakotas and less Alaska, lists
the Federal lands excluded and the items to be covered
in the nomination of areas. Nominations should be
submitted to the Director of BLM by March 7, 1983,
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~. . distributed as another
membarship service by the
American Mining Congress

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICR
Bureau of Land Management

Aresg of Oriteal finera] Potentind

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

AcTiCM: Reguest for nominations to
identify "Areas of Critical Mineral
Potentiai”,

sunmany: The Denartment of the

- Interior is requesting the public to

nominate areas of high mineral interest
which are fprmally segregated from the
mining and mineral leasing laws, or
areas which are administratively
restricted from the mining and mineral
leasing laws, This request is made in
response to the President’s April 5, 1982,
“National Materials and Minerals
Program Plan and Report to Cungress”.
The Department of the Interior, Burean
of Land Management will use these
nominations to identify “Areas of
Critica! Mineral Potential” within
ceriain withdrawn lands as part of 2
larger effort to return lands to multiple
use, where appropriats.
DATE: Public nominations should be
submitted by March 7, 1283. )
ADDRESS: Send nominations to: Director
(580), Bureau of Land Management, 1800
C Street, NW, Washingion, D.C. 20240,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION COMTACT:
Mr, Dale Zimmerman, Bureau of Land
Management {202)343-3557; Mr. Robert
M. Anderson or Mas. Susan Marcus
Bureau of Land Management (202)343~
3207.
SUPMEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Naticnal Materials and Minerals Policy,
Research and Development Act of 1580
(30 U.5.C. 1801, et seq) directey the
President to present a program plan and
report to the Congress regarding actions
taken by the Administration to
implement the Act. In preparation for
the repord, the President’s Cabinet
Courcii on Matural Resources and the
Environment uncertook a review of
energy, minerals and matertals policy
issues, especiaily the increasing
dependence of the United States and the
fres world upon foreign sources for
strategic end critical mirerals. On April
5, 1952, the President submitted his -
National Materials and Minerals
program and Report to the Congress.
The national energy minerals policy
as expressed in the report recognizes: (1)
The critical role of energy and minerals
to our economy, naticnal defense, and
standard of living; {2) the vast, unknown
and untapped energy and mineral
weaith cf America and the need to keep
the public's land open to appropriate
energy and mineral exploration and
development; (3) the critical role of the
Faderai Government in alerting the
NeHen to energy and minerals issues
and in ensuring that national
decisionmekers take into account the
impuct of their decisions on'eneray and
minerals policy; end, (4) the need for
long-term, higk potential payoff research
activity of wide gencric application to
improve and avgment domestically
avnilable energy and minerals
resources.

QOver time, a large amount of this land
has been withdrawn from energy and
mineral entry by administrative actions.
Indications are that seme of this land
may contain energy and mineral
deposits. The public is requested to
nominate those areas so thal they can
be evaluated by the Bureau to determine
their energy and mineral polential in
order to make more Federa! land
available for exploration and
development. The Administration will -
focus immediate attention on those
areas as it is part of the Federal
Government's responsibility as steward
of the public lands to remove obsolete
restrictions that limit or preclude '
multiple use of the public lands.
including energy and mineral
explioration and development.

The Department of the Interior will
use the neminations received pursuant
1o this notice to identify “Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential.” It is not the
purpose of the Areas of Critical Minaral
Potential to formally classify lands but
rather to identify areas which the BLM
shouid consider in its withdrawal
review program. Nominations are sought
for any Federal lands or areas of
Federal mineral interest in Arizona,
California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Oregon, South Dakots, Utah,
Washington, and Wyoming, except as
noted below. For Areas of Critical
Mineral Polential managed by the
Bureau of Land Management, the Burzau

_ will use the information as additional

input to ifs resource management
planning. For Arsas of Critical Mineral
Dotential managed by other Federal
agencies, the Bureau will consult with
the appropriate agency to identify
opportunities to apen the lands to
energy and mineral exploration and
development. Because of the complexity
of native claims under the Alaska
Native Claims Settlement Act.and the
remaining selection entitlements of the
State of Alaska under the Alaska
Statehood Act, energy and mineral
resources in Alaska are being evaluated
under separate programs, Therelere, -
nominations for Areas of Critical
Minara! Potential in Aliska will net be
corsidered.

The foliowing lands or land
management systems are not included in
this request, and nominations on these
lands wili not be considered:

1. Indian reservations and other Indian
holdings:- -

2. Natienal Wildlife Refuge System or other —
lands administered by the Fish and Wildlife
Service or by the Secretury of the Interior
through the Fish and Wildlife Secvice:
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3. Nationat Park System/National Parks,
Monuments, Historic Sites, etc.

4, National Wild and Scenic Rivers System:

5. Nalional System of Trails; and, -

6. Designated Wilderness Areas. ~

Nominaiions requested from the
public via this invitation are not limited
1o any specific energy or mineral
resporce. Nominations can be in the
form of a letter and should be as specific
as possible and include:

1. Minerals of interest {optionail.

2. A map or land descriptian by aliquet
parts of the public land surveys or protracted
surveys, showing the area nominated.

3. A brief statement of the rationale for the
nomination [i.e. mineral occurrence or
exploration potential).

&. A brief description of the nature and the
effect of the withdrawal or segregation, if
known.

5. The name, address, and phone number of
the person who may be contacted by
technical personnel of the Bureau of Land
Management assigned to review the
nomination.

Geologic maps, cross sections, and
sample analyses may be included.
Published literature and reports may be
cited in support of nominations. Each
nomination should be lisnited to a
specific withdrawal or segregation.

Each nomination shou'd be limited to
no more than ihree typewritien pages
but may contain maps, or bibliographic
material in excess of that limit.

The principal authors of this reguest
are Mr. William P. {Perry) Pendley,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Energy
and Minerals and Dale Zimmerman,
Assistant to the Deputy Director, Energy
and Minerals Resources, Bureau of Land
Management. '

Dated: November 26, 1982.

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secretary of the Interior.
[FR DNnc 82-33003 Filed 12-2-82; 845 am}]
BILLING CODE 4310-84-4

re
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Federal Register outlining the Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential (ACMP) program. We promised to send you addi-
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Attached is a BLM fact sheet. Although it does
not go much beyond the original issuance, it certainly
is in a much more understandable form. )
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FACT SHEET

.. . distributed as another
memborship service by the

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential American Mining Congress

What i1s an area of critical mineral potential, or ACMP?

An ACMP 1s an area identified by the public to have significant
mineral potential. Significant, in this case, means that the
mineral resources are important to the local, regiomal or the
national .economy, or could become important in the future.

Why is the Bureau of Land Management asking for nominations?

The Bureau of Land Management is asking the public to identify
ACMPs to help determine priorities for the review of areas
currently withdrawn from the mining or mineral leasing laws.
The BLM will use information obtained from the public through
the ACMP identification,procéss to evaluate the need for the
BLM withdrawals as well as those of other agencies.

Why do I have to get my nomination in by March 7, 19832 .

Nominations arriving prior to March 7, 1983, will be promptly
reviewed. For nominations on lands managed by the Bureau, the
data could be treated as issues in the initial phase of our
land-use planning program and may cause the re—opening of BLM's
review on withdrawn lands. (A review of all Bureau-managed with-
drawals will be completed by the end of 1982.) Nominations on
lands managed by other agencies will cause the Bureau to begin
negotiations with those agencies for the early review of with-
drawals and administrative restrictions.

Nominations arriving after March 7, 1983, will also be reviewed,

but they will be worked into the schedules of the Bureau and of
other agencies as time and staffing permit.

Where should I send my nomination for an area of critical mineral
potential? -

Send your nominations to: Bureau of Land Management (580)
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

The format given in the Federal Register notice and attached here
should be used for nominations.




5. Q. - What areas may be nominated?

A. - Withdrawn areas in Arizona, Califormia, Colorado, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakcta, Oregon, South Dakota, Utah,
Washington and Wyoming, except for:

-
- Indian reservations and other Indian holdings
-— National Wildlife Refuge System and other lands
administed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Natiocnal Park System ‘

National Wild and Scenie Rivers System

National System of Tralls

Designated Wilderness Areas

6. Q. — How large an area may I nominate?

A. - You can nominate all or part of a withdrawn area.

7. Q. - What does nominating an ACMP do to the area's land status?

A. - It, along with other supporting data, will help  open areas, where
appropriate, that are now closed to the mining and mineral leasing
laws. It will not result in a separate land classificatlion that
carries any special legal rights.

8. Q. — How will nominations be evaluated?

A. - Nominations will be evaluated using the appropriate minerals

expertise in the BLM, Geological Survey, Bureau of Mines,
Minerals Management Service, and other agenciles.

9. Q. - Why are nominatioms limited to wihdrawn or administratively
restricted areas? .

A. - At this time, nominations are limited teo withdrawn areas because
that was tthe President's intent im his April 5, 1982, message

to Congress.

- Will ACMPs be shown anywhere; i.e., maps, overlays?

- They will be shown on waps in BLM District or Area offices. The
ACMP nominations will be part of the public record in these offices.

11. Q. - How will the public know when a withdrawal is revoked?

A. - Revocations of withdrawals are published in the Federal Register.
Removal of other restrictioms on mining will be on record in your
local BLM office. : .




Nominations from the public via this invitation are not limited to any
specilc energy or mineral resource. Nominations can be in the form of
a letter and should be as specific as possible and include:

1. Minerals of interest (optional).

2. A map or land description by aliquot parts of the public
land surveys or protracted surveys, showing the area

P nominated.

3. A brief statement of the rationale for the nomination
i.e., mineral occurence or exploration potential.

4. A brief description of the nature and the effect of the
withdrawal or segregation, if known.

5. The name, address and telephone number of the person who
may be contacted by technical personmnel of the Bureau of
Land Management assigned to review the nomination.

Geologic maps, cross—sections and sample analyses may be included.

Published literature and reports may be cited in support of the
nominations. Each nomination should be limited to a specific with-

drawal or segregation.

Each nomination should be limited to no more than three (3) typewritten
pages, but may contain maps or bibliographic material in excess of that
limit.

Send nominations to: Director (580)
' Bureau of Land Management
1800 C Streets, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20240




Southwestern Exploration Division

February 7, 1983

To: W. L. Kurtz.

From: J. D. Sell

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential

| submit the following list of areas:

1) White Tank Mountain County Regional Park, porphyry copper system
- with drill holes, Maricopa Co., AZ

2) Oak Flat Recreation Area, Forest Service, Pinal Co., AZ

3) Price porphyry copper system, Gila River Water-Power Withdrawal
(Us Reclamation & San Carlos Water Users), Pinal Co., AZ

L) Luke-Williams Air Force Base Range, Sierré Pinta & Gila Mountain
portions, Yuma Co., AZ )

5) North End Organ Pipe National Monument, Yuma Co., AZ
6) Yuma Test Station, Trigo Mountains & Red Buff areas, Yuma Co., AZ

7) Northern sections of 29 Palms Marine Corps Base, T6,7N, R5 thru 8E,
Ludliow District, San Bernardino Co., CA

8) Eastern section of 29 Palms Marine Corps Base, T3,4,5N, R10-11E,
. Sheep Hole District, San Bernardino Co., CA

9) East side of China Lake Naval Center, west side of Argus Range, Argus
) District, T20 thria 26S, RL2E, San Bernardino & Inyo Cos., CA

10) Northern and western sides of Las Vegas Bombing & Gunnery Range, NV

(as you had mentioned).
/V' '

James D. Sell

JDS/cg



m Southwestern Exploration Division

February 8, 1983

Koutz
Kreis
Stathis
Stringham

To:

(SN ep e sl |
R OO ep R v}

From: Carol

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential

J. D. Sell has asked me to send you the attached information on the above
subject. JDS would like each of you to list any other areas you can think
of and reply directly to W. L. Kurtz.

WLK has asked if any of you can provide a) map, geologic and b) short

statement of mineral potential on the list of areas submitted by JDS as
well as on the areas you submit.

Please note the February 21 deadline requested by WLK.

Sy

Carol Gregory

Attachments



Southwestern Exploration Division

February 22, 1983

To: W. L. Kurtz

From: F. R. Koutz

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential - Southern Arizona

As requested in your memo of January 27 | have reviewed areas of critical
mineral potential now under executive withdrawal for Southern Arizona. |
have used the BLM Surface-Minerals Management Status Maps (1:100,000) where
available. Xerox's of the applicable portions of these maps are attached.

Clifton AZ-NM: - Granville Recreation Area: Sec. 8,16,17; T13S, R29E
Known Cu-Ag mineralization at depth.
- San Francisco River Canyon: Parts of Sec. 11,12,13 & 14;

T15S, R29E (Bureau of Reclamation) Cu-Ag veins on margin of Morenci
District.

Willcox: Willcox Playa - Willcox Dry Lake Bombing Range: NW/3 T15S, R25E,
W/2 T15S, R24E, SW/bL T14S, R25E, SE/8 T14S, R24E. Anomalous uranium
in phosphates in Playa Lake sediments; possible zeolites.

Chiricahua Peak: - No withdrawals with known mineral potential.

Douglas: - No withdrawals with known mineral potential.

Mammoth: Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area: Minor amounts of native Cu-
chalcocite-malachite in volcanics at east end of Arivaipa Canyon
(Sec. 24, T6S, R18E). (Nature Conservancy has a ranch on west end
and | believe east end of the canyon and strongly controls access.)
Also in a high potential Cu area: 8 miles W of Klondyke, near San
Manuel, Mammoth, Copper Creek, Table Mtn.

Tucson: Withdrawal areas have no known mineral potential.

Ft. Huachuca: Santa Rita Experimental Range and Wildlife Area: Map does
not show federal mineral ownership, T18,19S, R14,15E. Between Pima
District and Helvetia/Rosemont, east of Green Valley. (Titan Missile
silos in area are not located, withdrawn?)

Nogales: On Ft. Huachuca: Sheelite Ridge and Canyon; Sec. 4,5,6; T23S,
R20E and Sec. 31,32,33,34; T22S, R20E. Shattered Sheelite plus weak
Cu-Mo in roof pendants and contact metasomatized Paleozoic.

Casa Grande: Withdrawn areas have no known mineral potential.




W. L. Kurtz -2~ February 22, 1983

Silver Bell Mountains: Military Reservation or Corps of Eng. site; SE/L
Sec. 9, W/2, SW/L 20, N/3, NW/4 Sec. 30, T12S, R9E. 2 miles SE of
Oxide Pit, 1 mile NE of Waterman Mtns. Potential Cu-Mo-Ag-Zn.

Sells Quadrangle: No withdrawals shown.

BLM sheets were not available for most of eastern Yuma and western Pima
Counties. The major withdrawn areas are the Luke (& Williams) AFB Ranges
and the Army Yuma Test Station. The Cabeza Prieta, Kofa and Imperial
National Wildlife Refuges and Organ Pipe National Monuments are not in-
cluded. Review of the mining properties in Pima and Yuma Counties are
included in Keith, S. B., 1974, Az. Bu. Mines Bull. 189, and 1978, Bull.
192. The only parts of the Luke AFB Range with significant mineral poten-
tial (and not also part of game ranges) are in Yuma Co. | will not sub-
divide Yuma and the new LaPaz Counties.

- LaPosa (Wellington) District (T10S, R18W) Cu, Au, Ag, Fe: Lensing,
irregular qtz. veins/fissure zones in Mesozoic schist, gneiss and
granite with spotty oxidized Cu and Au plus small placer Au deposits.
(Includes Sec. 2 & 10, T11S, RI7W.)

- Mohawk Mtns. (T9S, R14W) Ag, Pb, Ba, Au-, Cu-, Mo-, F-. Spotty Pb
sulfide, siliceous Ag, and weakly oxidiz. Cu mineral in qtz. vn. in
fault breccia zones cutting Mesozoic schist and granitic gneiss.
Also lensing barite with minor fluorite in veins in Mesozoic gneiss.

Army Yuma Test Station

- Laguna District (Sec. 27,28,29,32,33,34; T8W, R20W). Projection of
mineralization in Sec. 26 & 35 (Au, Ag, Fe, Cu-, Mn-) Free Au with
Ag and minor Cu in Fe and MnOx-rich brecciated qtz. veins % siderite
+ gypsum; along fault or fracture zones in Mesozoic schist cut by
dikes and irregular granite & pegmatite masses.

- Muggins District - General area of common corner T7,8S, R19,20W (Au, Ag,
Cu, U) scattered placers Au (Ag) from qtz. vns. in schist and gneiss
* Cu with pegmatites. Anomalous U in tuffs and lake beds. ’

- Sheep Tank District - Sec. 1, T1S, RI5W and vicinity (Au, Ag, Cu, Mn,
Ba, Pb, (Be)) Sheep Tank Mine area. Au & Ag, local oxide Cu and
spotty Ag-Pb in lensing, irregular masses & streaks with qtz.,
pyrolusite and brecciated wall rock, FeOx, barite in fault & shear
veins cutting Tertiary andesite volcanics intruded by diorite
porphyry. Intense silicif., chloritiz. and sericitiz. of wall
rocks (production 17,400 tons, 1.2 Au & 2.3 Ag (0z/T)). (Sounds
like a possible winner! We should check just east of here off
Proving Grounds!)
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W. L. Kurtz -3- February 22, 1983

- Silver and Eureka Districts (East Edge) Southern Trigo Mtns. (Pb, Zn,
Ag, Au, Cu). Deeply oxidized, irregular, spotty and lensing ore
shoots in well defined fissure veins and fracture intersections in
Cretaceous-Tertiary volcanics intruded by Laramide granodiorite stocks.
Gangue is qtz., calcite, limonite, barite, fluorite. (W/6 T3,4s,
R22W.)

- Trigo District (SW/4 T2S, R22W). Manganese oxides in disconnected,
lenticular shoots with calcite in brecciated Tertiary andesites.
Minor lead and zinc. Spotty placer Au.

- LaCholla District (Dome Rock Mtns.). Spotty disseminated Hg with minor
base and precious metals in fault/breccia zones in Mesozoic meta-
morphic schists. Local Au placers. Local tetrahedrite-Au-quartz
veins.

We have little information in our files on the part of Luke AFB Range in
Maricopa Co., south of Gila Bend (Sauceda and Sand Tank Mtns.). There

was quite a bit of ASARCO recon. work in the Sand Tank Mtns. area in the
mid 1960's and 2 holes were drilled outside the Range (Freeman Pediment
Drill Project - 1975). The AMS sheet shows a number of mine symbols with
"Ccy'' labels and we have a 1927 report on a new Maricopa Copper Company

23 miles SE of Gila Bend. The Sand Tank Mtns. and the SE portion of the
Sauceda Mountains have potential for porphyry copper systems.

F. R. Koutz
//??’
FRK/cg

Attachments

cc: JDS (w/o maps)




JDS

Southwestern Exploration Division

February 17, 1983

To: W. L. Kurtz
From: G. J. Stathis

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential (Administrative
Withdrawals) - Review of

Southern California within

SWED Boundaries

Notes

1. Quads referred to are 1:100,000 scale BLM Surface Management Status
Maps or BLM Surface-Minerals Management Status Maps.

2. Quads examined and lacking nominations for critical mineral potential
include: Amboy, Blythe, Davis Dam, Death Valley Jct., Eagle Mountain,
El Centro, lvanpah, Mesquite Lake, Needles, Owlshead Mountains, Parker,
San Bernardino, Soda Mountain, and Yuma.

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential

a) Big Bear Lake Quad.- 29 Palms Marine Corps Base

Mining prospects (Au), East of Deadman Lake, T.3N.; R.9E., Sections
17 & 20 - San Bernardino County. .

b} Cuddeback Lake Quad. - China Lake Naval Weapons Center

Widely scattered Cu, Ag, Au, Pb, Zn prospects centering around Copper
City. Pilot Knob on the north thru Granite Mtn. to Slocum Mtn. on the
south.

T.29S., R.4L4E., Sections 22 & 35

T.29S., R.45E., Section 31

T.30S., R.45E., Sections 5, 8, 21, & 28

All in San Bernardino County.

c) Darwin Hills Quad. - China Lake Naval Weapons Center

Coso Hot Springs area. Geothermal potential, mercury and precious
metals.

T.20S., R.39E., Sections 35 & 36

T.20S., R.40E., Sections 15-22; 27-29, 31, & 35

T.21S., R.40E., Sections 5, 6, 10, 14, 22-24, 34, & 36

T.22S., R.40E., Sections 1, 2, 11, & 12

All in Inyo County.



W. L. Kurtz -2- February 17, 1983

d)

e)

f)

q)

h)

Newberry Springs Quad. - 29 Palms Marine Corps Base

Hydrothermally altered volcanic rock mapped by USGS extends westward
from Stedman Mining District (Au-Cu).

T.6N., R.7E., Sections 1-5, 9-15, 17, & 23

T.7N., R.7E., Sections 16, 17, 21, 27-29.

All in San Bernardino County.

Ridgecrest Quad. - China Lake Naval Weapons Center

Argus Range Area Prospects (Ag, Au, Cu, Pb)
T.24s., R.41E., Sections 4-9, 16-18
T.23S., R.41E., Sections 7-12, 14

T.23S., R.42E., Sections 7, 17, & 20

A1l in Inyo County.

Slate Range Area Prospects (Ag, Au, Pb, Cu)
T.25S., R.4LE., Sections 23, 25, & 26

T.25S5., R.45E., Sections 19, 20, 29-33

T.26S., R.44E., Sections 1, 2, 10, & 11 .
T.26S., R.45E., Sections 7, 8, 17, 18, 20-22, 29
T.26S., R.46E., Sections 34 & 35

T.28S., R.45E., Sections 4, 5, 8, ¢ 9

All In San Bernardino County

Salton Sea Quad.- Chocolate Mtns. Aerial Gunnery Range

""Checkerboard' military withdrawals around widely scattered gold
prospects near Mesquite Mining District.

T.11S., R.18E., Section 32

T.12S., R.18E., Sections &4, 10, 14, & 15

Sheep Hole Mtns. Quad. - 29 Palms Marine Corps Base

Prospects, including the War Eagle Mine in the Lead Mountain Mining
District (Ag, Pb).

T.5N., R.10E., Sections 27 & 33

T.4N., R.10E., Section 3

Trigo Mountains Quad. - Chocolate Mtns. Aerial Gunnery Range

Mesquite Mining District (lode & placer Au). Following sections are
very close to newly discovered (Gold Fields Mining Corp.) disseminated
gold deposit.

T.125., R.19E., Sections 32-34

T.135., R.19E., Section 5

Victorville Quad. - Edwards Air Force Base - Flfght Test Center

Rogers Lake - possible borate mineral potential.

.9 & 1T0N., R.9W. All in Kern County.
,,/j)'.
o w; B

G. J. Stathis

GJS/cg
Attachment
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Rocky Mountain
Exploration Division %

February 9, 1983

NEVARS
ff s I
TO: D. |. Fletcher
FROM: D. M. Smith, Jr.

Administrative Withdrawals
BLM Call for Nominations

It appears that the only significant withdrawals subject to possible
nomination as areas of minerals interest are associated with the Fort
Bliss Military Reservation, White Sands Missile Range, and the Jornada
Range Reserve. Together, these cover a huge area incorporating all or
part of several mining districts.

You should acquire such maps (e.g., BLM Surface-Minerals Management Maps)
and data as are necessary to define areas of interest for hard-rock explora-
tion, as well as to make the necessary geologic inference required to
substantiate any area worthy of nomination.

Please have your nominations written up and documented by maps as needed
for review by me on or before February 18th.

2 //
/,/;;//j/
Douglas M//g;ith, Jr.

DMS:1b

cc: WLKurtz

RECEIVED

FEB 11 1983
EXPLORATION DEPARTHENT



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D. Sell
Manager

December 22, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential

Dear Sir:

As brought to my attention by Mr. Ron Loomis, BLM Staff, Safford District,
Arizona, I wish to correct two descriptions in my letters dated February 28,
1983.

A. Granville Recreation Area - Arizona

T13S should read T38

B. Willcox Dry Lake Bombing Range - Arizona

W/2 of T15S, R24E should read E/2

Please make these corrections on your file copies and thank your Safford
staff.

Sincerely,
. . 7 .
s KT OF
James D. Sell
JDS/cg

cc: Ron Loomis
BLM
425 E. Fourth Street
Safford, AZ 85546

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792- 3010



Southwestern Exploration Division

August 30, 1983

%

To. J. R. Stringham
F. R. Koutz

From: J. D. Sell

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential
Southern Arizona

Mr. Ron Loomis, BLM staff, 425 E. Fourth Street, Safford, AZ 85546, phone
(602) 428-4040, called on 8/29/83 to say that the ASARCO letter(s) of
2/28/83 (signed by me) that are within the Safford District had been re-
ferred to his office and that he thinks the following errors are present
and that we might want to send a correction letter.

A) Granville Recreation Area - Arizona. T13S; Loomis says this sHould%gzﬁ
be T3S.

B) (Bureau of Reclamation). T15S, R29E; Loomis says that ,there is ._
"no withdrawal™ in this T-R. &zt A Mertowtew 740 2§ £

C) Willcox Dry Lake Bombing Range ~ Arizona. W/2 of T15S, R24E; Loomis
believes this should be E/2 of T15S, R24E. ?poé

D) Ft. Huachuca - Arizona. OK as Loomis sees it.

Please check for the errors and correct for me to resend.

-~ James D. Sell
JDS/cg

Attachments




Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division

James D, Sell
Manager

February 28, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral

Potential
7
Dear Sir:
In response to the BLM call for nomination of ''areas of critical mineral
potential'' we nominate the following area:
Granville Recreation T13S, R29E Cu-Ag mineralization reportedly
Area - Arizona Sec. 8,16,17 occur at depth,
(Bureau of Reclamation) T15S, R29E Cu-Ag veins occur in and near
Parts of: this withdrawal.
Sec. 11,12,
13,14

|f you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

L

. -, /.l

; s . .
A /4I“-»L—/
P saes .

" James D. Sel]

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Exploration Department
Southwestern United States Division February 28, 1983
b

James D. Sell
Manager

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential Fr

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of 'areas of critical mineral
potential' we nominate the following area:

Willcox Dry Lake NW/3 of Anomalous uranium in phos-
Bombing Range - Arizona T15S, R25E; phates in Playa Lake sediments;

W/2 of possible zeolites.

T15S, R2LE;

SW/h of

T14S, R2GE;

SE/8 of

T14S, R24E.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,
) NN ;
B 7»]_‘/,v PAT NS ,"/(\, . /._‘ O ( pe

- - James D. Sell

JDS/cg

ASARCO Incorporated P. Q. Box 5747 Tucson, Az 85703
1150 North 7th Avenue (602) 792-3010



Southwestern Exploration Division

February 22, 1983

To: W. L. Kurtz

From: F. R. Koutz

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential - Southern Arizona

As reguested in your memo of January 27 | have reviewed areas of critical
mineral potential now under executive withdrawal for Southern Arizona. |
have used the BLM Surface-Minerals Management Status Maps (1:100,000) where
avajlable. Xerox's of the applicable portions of these maps are attached.

Clifton AZ-NM: =~ Granville Recreation Area: Sec. 8,16,17; T13S, R29SE
Known Cu-Ag mineralization at depth.ft - _ » oo ST
- San Francisco River Canyon: Parts of Sec. 11,12,13 & 14;
T155, R29E (Bureau of Rec]amatioq) Cu-Ag veins on margin of Morenci

. [} B . - -
District. R N - 22 T N VR R R 5 T Y T

Willcox: Willcox Playa - Willcox Dry Lake Bombing Range: NW/3 T15S, R25E,

W/2 T15S, R2LE, Sw/L T14S, R25E, SE/8 T14S, R24E. Anomalous uranium
in phosphates in Playa Lake sediments; possible zeoclites.

Chiricahua Peak: - No withdrawals with known mineral potential.

Douglas: =~ No withdrawals with known mineral potential.

Mammoth: Aravaipa Canyon Primitive Area: Minor amounts of native Cu-

chalcocite-malachite in volcanics at east end of Arivaipa Canyon
(Sec. 24, T6S, R18E). (Nature Conservancy has a ranch on west end
and | believe east end of the canyon and strongly controls access.)
Also in a high potential Cu area: 8 miles W of Klondyke, near San
Manuel, Mammoth, Copper Creek, Table Mtn.

Tucson: Withdrawal areas have no known mineral potential.

Ft. Huachuca: Santa Rita Experimental Range and Wildlife Area: Map does

not show federal mineral ownership, T18,19S, R14,15E. Between Pima
District and Helvetia/Rosemont, east of Green Valley. (Titan Missile
silos in area are not located, withdrawn?)

Nogales: On Ft. Huachuca: Sheelite Ridge and Canyon; Sec. 4,5,6; T23S,

RZ0E and Sec. 31,32,33,34; T22S, R20E. Spattered Sheelite plus weak
Cu-Mo in roof pendants and contact metasdmatized Paleozoic.
[RPTIRNET I ")[fc/_. A R i P ) s e T

Casa Grande: Withdrawn areas have no known mineral potential.
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAT-OBLAND MANAGEMENT
Post Office Box 5680

IN REPLY Yuma, Arizona 85364-0697
REFERTO: 3800 (YDO)

e
73
&
&

JAN 1 0

Mr. James D. Sell

Manager, Exploration Department
ASARCO, Inc.

P.0O. Box 5747

Tucson, Arizona 85703

Dear Mr. Sell:

This office has received a list of areas in our jurisdiction which have
been nominated as Areas of Critical Mineral Potential (ACMP) by ASARCO. A
check of the land status of these areas indicates that some of the areas
are not eligible for nomination. These areas, along with the reasons for
exclusion, are listed below:

1. Section 1, T. 15, R. 15 W. This township is part of the KOFA
National Wildlife Refuge. Lands in the National Wildlife Refuge
System were excluded in the request for nominations.

2. Section 29, 32 & 33, T. 8 S., R. 20 W. These sections are not
withdrawn and are thus excluded from the request for nominations.

All other nominated areas are withdrawn from mineral entry by reclamation
withdrawals or are part of the U.S. Army'’s Yuma Proving Ground. These areas
can be considered for designation as ACMPs.

In order to designate a nomination as an ACMP, BLM minerals specialists (with
cooperation from other govermment minerals professionals) review minerals data
(provided by the nominator) for (a) new data on the mineral character of the
nominated area, or; (b) a new analysis or interpretation of existing data on
the area. A nomination that meets either of these criteria may be designated
as an ACMP.

Please submit to this office mineral data, which in view of the above criteria,
support ASARCO's nominations. Any data you submit will be treated as confiden-
tial data, in accordance with the Materials and Minerals Policy, Research and
Development Act of 1980, and will not be subject to release under the Freedom
of Information Act. Contact Julio Dominguez, Yuma District Mining Engineer,

at the above address if you have any questions.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
\ E
J. Darwin Snell
District Manager RECEIVED
Enclosures JAN 11 1984

$. W. U. . ExpL. .
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e
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR \/
Bureau of Land Management

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Request for nominations to
identify **Areas of Critical Mineral
Potenual”.

tiummany: The Department of the
aterior 1s requesting the public to

nominate areas of high mineral interest
which are formally segregated from the
mining and mineral leasing laws, or
areas which are administratively
restricted from the mining and mineral
leasing laws. This request is made in
response to the President’'s April 5, 1982,
“National Materials and Minerals
Program Plan and Report to Congress™.
The Department of the Interior. Bureau
of Land Management will use these
nominations to identifv "Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential” within
certain withdrawn lands as part of a
larger effort to return lands to multiple
use, where appropriate.

DATE: Public nominations should be
submitted by March 7, 1983.

ADDRESS: Send nominations to: Director
{580), Bureau of Land Management, 1800
C Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Dale Zimmerman, Bureau of Land
Management (202)343-3557; Mr. Robert
M. Anderson or Ms. Susan Marcus
Bureau of Land Management (202)343-
3207.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Materials and Minerals Policy,
Research and Development Act of 1880.
(30 U.S.C. 1601. et seq) directed the
President to present a program plan and
report to the Congress regarding actions
taken by the Administration to
implement the Act. In preparation for
the report, the President’s Cabinet
Council on Natural Resources and the
Environment undertook a review of
energy, minerals and materials policy
issues, especially the increasing
dependence of the United States and the
free world upon foreign sources for
strategic and critical minerals. On April
5. 1982, the President submitted his
National Materials and Minerals
program and Report to the Congress.

The national energy minerals policy
as expressed in the report recognizes: {1}
The critical role of energv and minerals
to our economy. national defense. and
standard of living: (2) the vast, unknown
and untapped energy and minerat
wealth of America and the need to keep
the public’s land open to appropriate
energy and mineral exploration and
development; (3) the critical role of the
Federal Government in alerting the
Nation to energy and minerals issues
and in ensuring that national
decisionmakers take into account the
impact of their decisions on energy and
minerals policy: and. (4) the need for
fong-term. high potential pavoaif research
activity of wide generic appiication to
improve and augment domestically
available energy and minerals
resources,

Over time, a large amount of this land
has been withdrawn from energy and
mineral entry by administrative actions.
Indications are that some of this land
may contain energy and mineral
deposits. The public is requested to
nominate those areas so that they can
be evaluated by the Bureau to determine
their energy and mineral potential in
order to make more Federal land
available for expioration and
deveiopment. The Administration will
focus immediate attention on those
areas as it is part of the Federal
Government's responsibility as steward
of the public lands to remove obsolete
restrictions that limit or preclude
multiple use of the public lands,
including energy and mineral
exploration and development.

The Department of the Interior will
use the nominations received pursuant
to this notice to identify “Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential.” It is not the
purpose of the Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential to formally classify lands but
rather to identify areas which the BLM
should consider in its withdrawal
review program. Nominations are sought
for any Federal lands or areas of
Federal mineral interest in Arizona,
Cailifornia. Colorado, idaho, Montana,
Nevada. New Mexico. North Dakota,
Oregon. South Dakota, Utah,
Washington, and Wyoming, except as
noted below. For Areas of Critical
Mineral Potential managed by the -
Bureau of Land Management, the Bureau
will use the information as additional
input to its resource management
planning. For Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential managed by other Federal
agencies, the Bureau will consult with
the appropriate agency to identify
opportunities to open the lands to
energy and mineral exploration and
development. Because of the complexity
of native claims under the Alaska
Native Claims Settiement Act and the
remaining selection entitlements of the
State of Alaska under the Alaska
Statehood Act, energy and mineral
resources in Alaska are being evaluated
under separate programs. Therefore,
nominations for Areas of Critical
Mineral Potential in Alaska will not be
considered.

The iollowing {ands or land
manacement svstems are not included in
this request, and nominations on these
lands will not be considered:

1. Indian reservations and other Indian
holdings:

2. National Wildlife Refuge System or other
lands administered by the Fish and Wildlife
Service or by the Secretary of the interior
through the Fish and Wildlife Service;



54558 - Federal wegister / Vol. 47, No. 233 / Fridav. December 3. 1982 / Notices

3. National Park System/National Parks,
Monuments, Historic Sites, etc.:

4. National Wild and Scenijc Rivers System:

5. National Svstem of Trails: and,

6. Designated Wilderness Areas.

Nominations requested from the
public via this invitation are not limited
to any specific energy or mineral
resource. Nominations can be in the
form of a letter and should be as specific
as passibie and include:

1. Minerals of interest (optional}.

2. A map or land description by aliquot
parts of the public land surveys or protracted
surveys. showing the area nominated.

3. A brief statement of the rationale for the
nomination {i.e. mineral occurrence or
exploration potential}.

4. A brief descnption of the nature and the
effect of the withdrawal or segregation, if
known.

5. The name. address. and phone number of
the person who may be contacted by
technical personnel of the Bureau of Land
Management assigred to review the
nomination.

Geologic maps, cross sections. and
sample analyses may be included.
Published literature and reports may be
cited in support of nominations. Each
nomination should be limited to a
specific withdrawal or segregation.

Each nomination should be limited to
no more than three typewritten pages
but may contain maps. or bibliographic
material in excess of that limit,

The principal authors of this request
are Mr. William P, (Perry) Pendley,
Deputv Assistant Secretary for Energy
and Minerais and Dale Zimmerman,
Assistant to the Deputy Director, Energy
and Minerais Resources. Bureau of Land
Management.

Dated: November 26, 1982,

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secretary of the Interior.
[FR Doc. 82-33003 Filed 12-2-42; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M
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February 28, 1983

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential

Dear Sir:

In response to the BLM call for nomination of '‘areas of critical mineral
potential' we nominate the following area:

Army Yuma Test 78S, R20W Projection of mineralization in
Station - Arizona Sec. 27.28,29, Sec. 26 & 35 (Au, Ag, Fe, Cu-,
32,3334 Mn-) in Mesozoic schist cut by

dikes and irrecular granite &
pegmatite masses.

T7,85, R19,20W Au, Ag, Cu, U scattered placers
Au (Ag) from quartz veins in
schist and gneiss * Cu with )
pegmatites. Anomalous U in :
tuffs and lake beds.

N T1S, R15W Au & Ag, local cxide Cu and
- Sec. 1 & spotty Ag-Pb in lensina, irregu-
Vicinity lar masses & streaks with quartz,

pyrolusite and brecciated wall

rock, FeOx, barite in fault and

shear veins cutting Tertiary

andesite volcanics intruded by

diorite porghyry. i

W/6 of 173,45, Pb, Zn, Ag, Au, Cu. DOceply

R22W oxidized, irregular spotty and
lensing ore shoots in well
defined fissure veins and
fracture intersections in
Cretaceous-Tertiary volcanics
intruded by Llaramide <:anc-
diorite stocks.



Army Yuma Test
Station - Arizona

[ T
LCOnT Tl

SW/L of T28,
R22W

N/2 of T2N,
R20,21W

Manganese oxides in disconnected,
lenticular shoots with calcite

in brecciated Tertiary andesites,
Minor lead and zinc.

Spotty disseminated Hg with minor
base and precious metals in
fault/breccia zones in Mesozoic
metamorphic schists.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

JDS/cg

Y ,(ﬁ / ;/;45

Sincerely yours,

S . v T
Ll s LD ST ~

James D. Sell



mo Southwestern Exploration Division

February 10, 1984

To: J. D. Sell

From: F. R. Koutz

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential
Follow—-up II
Southern & Western Arizona

These notes are in response to your (and the BLM's) request for more data

on ACMPs I originally listed in my February 22, 1983 memo. I did not spend
much time coming up with these areas--most come from the published litera-
ture—-but here are the data including rumors on which I based the selections.

Granville Recreation Area (Sec. 8,16,17; T3S, R29E). When working for PD
in 1973 I used to drive through here several times/week on the way to the
Upper Eagle Creek water well project. There are a number of faults in the
Granville area through Ordovician Longfellow Limestone and Pennsylvanian
Tule Springs Limestone as well as the Pinal Schist. Some of the faults
(the Apache Fault for one) contain minor jasperoid-pyrite with local silver-
rich chalcocite now mostly malachite. I don't know how much these structures
have been tested by drilling but 0. B. Willis has shipped Au-Ag bearing
silica flux and metallurgical limestone from the vicinity to PD and In-
spiration. This mineralization would be similar but less well developed
than the Stevens vein-type mineralization in Garfield Gulch several miles
to the south which showed little or no alteration of the carbonate wall
rock (at least to Lindgren in 1905 and me in 1973 but I bet you could find
some). Mike Pawlowski, PD Small Mines Div. Geologist (Morenci) has men-
tioned to me that Willis had been running a 15,000 ton cyanide leach pad
from Au-Ag jasperoid (from his "Fry" claims) several years ago when gold
prices were higher and recovered ‘considerable” Au. He had some problems
with the state water pollution people which, with high costs, forced him

to shut down. The Granville area has been one of contention between local
cabin owners with the USFS for 15 some years, similar to Madera Canyon and
Summerhaven. The old town of Granville was never incorporated so the USFS
was running people out in the 1960's and tearing down their cabins. The
only reference to mineralization that I know of is in USGS P.P. 43 which
lists minor silver deposits worked in 1879 before better diggings were
found in the main Morenci District. I believe I've seen some references
to Granville in Ghost Town books and the Greenlee County Historical Society
in Clifton but almost nothing (including Asarco files) on the mineraliza-
tion. We spent some time looking for metallurgical limestone in the area
in 1973. All open ground is also staked by Willis and Don Grady according
to the BLM microfiche. Phelps Dodge has also spent considerable time over
the last 5-8 years evaluating the margins of the district and should know
the potential of the area if the USFS is interested.




i

Willcox Dry Lake - whatever part is really withdrawn. From 1975-1977 a

number of uranium companies explored the Playa lakes for phosphate type
uranium with track-etch cups, pits and track drills and possibly a few
deeper holes (by ARCO uranium) near the Willcox playa. These included
GIAP (Italian) and Urangeschelshaft (German) plus Hanna for sure. Chuck
Douthitt (ex-Exxon) who worked for Hanna, mentioned a number of these de-
tails to me in 1976. Many drill samples/water well cuttings were also
x-rayed for zeolites. I believe most of this exploration was unsuccessful
but a number of uranium anomalies (how strong?) were located.

All the Yuma (+ LaPaz) County nominations came from Ariz. BG&MT Bull. 192
(1978) "Index of Mining Properties in Yuma County, Arizona." I can add
little to these from personal knowledge except the whole region, including
pediments, is being explored for detachment/thrust zone localized Au
mineralization which usually has higher-grade Au-Ag-Cu (+ Pb, Zn, Mn),
higher—-angle veins associated with them and are a partial guide (look for
the old mines) to detachment zone areas to first prospect. Most of recent
Au discoveries in this region--Mesquite, Pichacho, Moon Mountains, Socorro
Reef, etc.——are of this type. I intend to follow up in the files, litera-
ture and field a number of these areas near the Yuma Test Station and can

write more at that time. — A+ 77, .7 ﬁérﬁ/‘,;ﬁ Cay P o worsng 5

7P e FEor
it

F. R. Koutz

/

FRK/cg

cc: JRS
File: Granville, Greenlee Co. (Morenci-General)
Willcox Area, Cochise Co., AZ
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

SAFFORD DISTRICT OFFICE
425 E. 4th Street

g::ggg%: Safford, Arizona 85546

3030 (043) (602) 428-4040

Mr. James D. Sell
ASARCO Inc.

P.0. Box 5747

Tucson, Arizona 85703

Dear Mr. Sell:

Thank you for your nominations of "Areas of Critical Mineral Potential" (ACMP).
Two of the areas nominated lie within the jurisdiction of the Safford District
Office. 1In order to meet criteria for designation as an ACMP, nominations
must either provide new data, or a new analysis or interpretation of existing
data. Your nominations of the Willcox Dry Lake Bombing Range and the Granville
Recreation Area referred to anomalous uranium and reported copper-silver min-
eralization at depth. However, no data or analysis was provided that would
lead to designating the areas as ACMP's.

If you have any information to support your ACMP nominations, please provide -
it to this office at your earliest convenience. The information will be held
confidential in accordance with the Materials and Minerals Policy, Research,
and Development Act of 1980. 1If you have any questions in this regard, please
contact Ron Loomis of this office.

Sincerely,

ol K air L n

Lester K. Rosenkrance
District Manager

RECEIVELD
JAN 10 168
S. W. U. S. ExpL. Db,
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United States Department of the Interior

BURRARLC HLAYR YANASRITN

x‘K.__7 91942

Post Cffice Box 5680 ﬂydwk{;, e Ny a~d/%u“ i~
INREPLY Yuma, Arizona 85364-0697 . chate MWQ\
REFERTO: 3800 (YDO) et . R
JAN 1 0 Tss4
Mr. James D. Sell /(;f U Seot du US bl\

Manager, Exploration Department
ASARCO, Inc.

P.0. Box 5747

Tucson, Arizona 85703

Dear Mr. Sell:

This office has received a list of areas in our jurisdiction which have
been nominated as Areas of Critical Mineral Potential (ACMP) by ASARCO. A
check of the land status of these areas indicates that some of the areas
are not eligible for nomination. These areas, along with the reasons for
exclusion, are listed below:

1. Section 1, T. 15, R. 15 W. This township is part of the KOFA
National Wildlife Refuge. Lands in the National Wildlife Refuge
System were excluded in the request for nominations.

2. Section 29, 32 & 33, T. 8 S., R. 20 W. These sections are not
withdrawn and are thus excluded from the reguest for nominations.

2ll other nominated areas are withdrawn from mineral entry by reclamation
withdrawals or are part of the U.S. Army's Yuma Proving Ground. These areas
can be considered for designation as ACMPs. -

In order to designate a nomination as an ACMP, BLM minerals specialists (with
cooperation from other govermment minerals professionals) review minerals data
(provided by the nominator) for (a) new data on the mineral character of the
nominated area, or; (b) a new analysis or interpretation of existing data on
the -area. A nomination that meets either of these criteria may be designated
as an ACMP. :

Please submit to this office mineral data, which in view of the above criteria,
support ASARCO's nominations. Any data you submit will be treated as confiden~
tial data, in accordance with the Materials and Minerals Policy, Research and
Development Act of 1980, and will not be subject to release under the Freedom
of Information Act. Contact Julio Dominguez, Yuma District Mining Engineer,

at the above address if you have any questions.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
/A L
31 Darwin Snell
District Manager RECEIVED
Enclosures JAN 1 14884

S, W. U. . ExeLh.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR \/

Bureau of Land Management

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential
AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,

Interior.

identify “Areas of Critical Mineral
Potental™.

ACTION: Request for nominations to

t3ummaRy: The Department of the
\aterior 1s requesung the public to

nominate areas of high mineral interest
which are formally segregated from the
mining and mineral leasing laws, or
areas which are administratively
restricted from the mining and mineral
leasing laws. This request is made in
response to the President’'s April 5. 1982,
“National Materials and Minerals
Program Plan and Report to Congress™.
The Department of the Interior. Bureau
of Land Management will use these
nominations to identify “Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential”™ within
certain withdrawn lands as part of a
larger effort to return lands to multipie
use, where appropriate.

pATE: Public nominations should be
submitted by March 7, 1983.

ADDRESS: Send nominations to: Director
(580), Bureau of Land Management. 1800
C Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT?
Mr. Dale Zimmerman, Bureau of Land
Management {202)343-3557: Mr. Robert
M. Anderson or Ms. Susan Marcus
Bureau of Land Management (202)343-
3207, .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Materials and Minerais Policy.
Research and Development Act of 1980.
(30 U.S.C. 1601. et seq} directed the
President to present a program plan and
report to the Congress regarding actions
taken by the Administration to
implement the Act. In preparation for
the report, the President’s Cabinet
Council on Natural Resources and the
Environment undertook a review of
energy, minerals and materials policy
issues, especially the increasing
dependence of the United States and the
free world upon foreign sources for
strategic and critical minerals. On April
5. 1982, the President submitted his
National Materials and Minerals
program and Report to the Congress.

The national energy minerals policy
as expressed in the report recognizes: (1}
The critical role of energy and minerals
to our economy. nationul defense. and
standard of living: (2) the vast. unknown
and untapped energy and mineral
weaith of America and the need to keep
the public’s land open to appropriate
energy and mineral exploration and
development: {3) the critical role of the
Federal Government in alerting the
Nation to energy and minerals issues
and in e¢nsunng thut natisnal
decisionmakers take into account the
impact of their decisions on energy and
minerals policyt and, {4) the need for
tong-term. high potential payvotf resenrch
activity of wide generic apptication to
improve and augmert domestically
available energy and minerals
resources,

Over time. a large amount of this land
has been withdrawn from energy and
mineral entry by administrative actions.
Indications are that some of thig land
may contain energy and mineral
deposits. The public is requested to
nominate those areas so that they can
be evaluated by the Bureau to determine
their energy and mineral potential in
order to make more Federal land
available for expioration and
deveiopment. The Administration will
focus immediate attention on those
areas as it is part of the Federal
Government's responsibility as steward
of the public lands to remove absolete
restrictions that limit or preclude
multiple use of the public lands,
including energy and mineral
exploration and development.

The Department of the Interior will
use the nominations received pursuant
to this notice to identify "Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential.” It is not the
purpose of the Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential to formally classify lands but
rather to identify areas which the BLM
shouid consider in its withdrawal
review program. Nominations are sought
for any Federal lands or areas of
Federal mineral interest ia Arizona,
California. Colorado, I1daho, Montana.
Nevada. New Mexico, North Dakota, -
Oregon. South Dakota. Utah,
Washington. and Wyoming. except as
roted below. For Areas of Critical
Mineral Potential managed by the
Bureau of Land Management, the Bureau
will use the information as additional
input to its resource management
planning. For Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential managed by other Federal
agencies. the Bureau will consult with
the appropriate agency to identify
opportunities to open the lands to
energy and mineral exploration and
development. Because of the complexity
of native claims under the Alaska
Native Claims Settiement Act and the
remaining selection enutlements of the
State of Alaska under the Alaska
Statehood Act. energy and mincral
resources in Alaska are buing evaluated
under separate programs. Therefore,
nominations for Areas of Critical
Mineral Potential in Alaska will not be
considered.

The following lands or land
management systems are not included in
this request. and nominations on these
lands will not be consiaered:

1. Indian reservations and ather Indian
haoldings:

2. Nauenal Wildlife Refure System or nther
lands administered by the Fish and Wildlife
Service or by the Secretarv of the Interior
through the Fish and Wildiife Service;
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3. National Park System/National Parks,
Monuments, Historic Sites, etc.:

4. National Wild and Scenic Rivers System:

5. National System of Traiis: and.

8. Designated Wildemess Areas.

Nominations requested [rom the
public via this invitation are not limited
to any specific energy or mineral
resource. Nominations can be in the
form of a letter ard should be as specific
as possibie and include:

1. Minerals of interest {optionall.

2. A map or fand description by sliquot
parts of the public land surveys or protracted
survevs. showing the arca nominated.

3. A brief statement of the rationale for the
nomunation (i.e. mineral vccurrence or
exploration potential}.

4. A bricf descnption of the nature and the
effect of the withdrawal or segregation, if
known.

5. The name. address. and phone number of
the person who may be contacted by
technical personnel of the Bureau of Land
Management assigned to review the
nomination.

Geologic maps. cross sections, and
sample analyses may be included.
Published literature and reports may be
cited in support of nominations. Each
nomination should be limited to a
specific withdrawal or segregation.

Each nomination should be limited to
no more than three typewritten pages
but may contain maps. or bibliographic
material in excess of that limit.

The principal authors of this request
are Mr. William P. {Perry) Pendley,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Energy
and Minerals and Dale Zimmerman,
Assistant to the Deputy Dircctor, Energy
and Minerals Resources, Bureau of Land
Management.

Dated: November 20, 1982,
Garrey E. Carruthers,
Assistant Secretary of the Interior.
|FR Doc. 82-33003 Filed 12-2-42: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M
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Zxoioratien Department
Toiewzsiorn Uraiad Statzs SDweson
ol February 28, 1983
~~c D Se

Director (580)

Bureau of Land Management
18th & C Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential

Dear Sir:
In response to the BLM call for nomination of '"areas of critical mineral
potential' we nominate the following area:
Army Yuma Test 78S, R20W Projection of mineralization in
Station - Arizona Sec. 27.28,29, Sec. 26 & 35 (Au, Ag, Fe, Cu-,
32,33,34 Mn-) in Mesozoic schist cut by
dikes and irreqular granite &
pegmatite masses. .
77,85, R19,20W Au, Ag, Cu, U scattered placers

Au (Ag) from quartz veins in
schist and gneiss * Cu with
pegmatites. Anomalous U in
tuffs and lake beds.

T1S, RI15W Au & Ag, locel oxide Cu and
Sec. 1 & spotty Ag-Pb in lensina, irregqu-
Vicinity lar masses & streaks with quartz,

pyrolusite and brecciated wall
rock, FeOx, barite in fault and
shear veins cutting Tertiary
and2site volcanics irtruded by
diorite porghyry.

W/6 of T3,4S, Pb, Zn, Ag, Au, Cu. DODceply

R22W oxidized, irregular spotty and
lensing ore shoots in well
defined fissure veins and
fracture intersections in
Cretaceous-Tertiary volcanics
intruded by Laramide ¢ranc-
diorite stocks.

ASARCO Incorporated P O Box 5747 Tucson, <z £4703
150 North 7th Avenye 202 722-7210



Army Yuma Te
Station -~ Ar
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i SW/L4 of T25, Manganese oxides in disconnected,
zona R22W lenticular shoots with calcite
in brecciated Tertiary andesites.
Minor lead and zinc.

N/2 of T2N, Spotty disseminated Hg with minor

R20,21W base and precious metals in
fault/breccia zones in Mesozoic
metamorphic schists.

I f you should have any questiors, please contact me at the letterhead
address or telephone number.

Sincerely yours,

Y £/ //

Ky - t PR g
il r il Sl Tt

James D. Sell

JDS/cg
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AMERICAN
MINING i )
SONGRESS TO: Public Lands Committee and Contacts J"»ﬁzﬁ

FOUNDED 1897 State Mining Associations-Noncoal, Western

SUITE 300

wﬁﬂﬁé¥§FTMN FROM: Thomas C. Nelson, Assistant to the President

DC 20036

202/8612800 . cs . .
WX 710082220126 RE: Areas of Critical Mineral Potential {(ACMP)

J. ALLEN OVERTON JR.
PRESIDENT

This memo constitutes a progress report on the Bureau
- of Land Management ACMP program, a program of citizen nominations
of areas of high mineral interest that are now withdrawn from

mineral access.

More than 250 nominations have been received by the
Bureau. Almost half the nominations concern areas within
wilderness study areas. BLM assures us that the information
included in nominations will be considered in making wilderness

suitability recommendations.

Although identification of an ACMP by the Bureau does
not reflect a suitability-nonsuitability Jjudgment, if your com-
. pany has interest within a wilderness study area, the ACMP route

is an approach that certainly should be explored.

Although originally intended to close last month, the
ACMP nominations will be received by the Bureau until further
notice. The format for making nominations along with a detailed

description of ACMPs is contained in the attached Federal
Register notice of December 3, 1982.

Attachment

RECEIVED

APR 1 6 1984

EXPLCRAT“H GEPARTIRENT

SO R ¥
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. distributed as another
membership service by the
American Mining Congress

Sccial Security Administration

Reallotment of Funds for 1982; Low-
Income Home Energy Assistancs
Pregram

AQGENCY: Social Security Administration,
HHS :
ACTION: Notice of final determination of
funds available for reallotment.

SuUMMARY: Section 2607 of the Omnibus
Budgst Reconciliation Act of 1881 {42
U.S.C. 8628) permiits the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human
Services to reailot unused Low-Income
Home Energy Assistance ngram
(LIHEAP) funds among LIHEAP
grantees. Procedures established by the
Department at 45 CFR $8.81 require each
- grantee to report to us by August 1 of
each year the amount of funds available
for realiotment. Grantees reported that
no FY 1982 funds are available for
reallotment. Therefore, we hava
determined that no Fiscal Year 1682
funds will remain unmsed in that fiscai
year, with the exception of funds to be
held available by grantees for use in
Fiscal Year 1983, pursuant to Section
2607(0){2) of the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1981. Accordingly,
we will not undertake the reallotment of
Fizcal Year 1982 funds.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman L. Thompson, Director, Office of
Energy Assistance, (202) 245~2030C.
Dated: November 28, 1382,
john A. Svahn,
Commissioner of Social Security.
[FR Doc. 82-33078 Filed 12-2-82 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4100-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Request for nominations to
identify “Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential”.

suMMARY: The Department of the
Interior is requesting the public to

nominate areas of high miners] interest
which are formally segregated from the
mining and mineral ieasing laws, or
areas which are administratively
restricted from the mining and mineral
leasing laws. This request is made in
response (o the President’s April 5, 1982,
“National Materials and Minerals
Program Plan and Report to Congress”

" The Department of the Interior, Burean

of Land Management will use these
nominations {c identify “Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential™ within
certain withdrawn lands as partof a
larger effort to return iands ¢o multiple
use, whese appropriats.

DATE: Public nominations should be
submitted by March 7, 1983.

ADDRESS: Send nominations {o: Birectar
(580), Burean of Land Managsment, 1800
C Street, NW, Washingion, D.C. 20240

. FOR FURTHER INFORIMATION CONTACT:

Mr. Dale Zimmerman, Burean of Land
Management (202)343-3557; Mr. Robert
M. Andarecn or Ms. Susan Marcus
Bursau of Land Management {202)343-

13207,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Materials and Minerals Policy,
Research and Development Act of 1580,
{20 U.S.C. 1601, et s2q) directed the
President to present & program pian and
report ta the Congress regarding actions
taken by the Administration to
implement the Act. In preparation for
the report, the President’s Cabinet
Council on Natural Resources and the
Environment undertook a review of
energy, minerals and materials palicy
issues, especially the incraasing
dependence of the United States and the
free world upon foreign scurces for
strategic and critical minerals. Cn April
5, 1982, the President submitted his
National Materials and Minerals
program and Report to the Congress.

The nationsal energy minerals policy
a8 expreesed in the report recognizes: (1)
The critical role of energy and minerals
to our economy, national defense, and
standard of living; {2) the vast, unknown
and untapped energy and mineral
wealth of America and the need to keep
the public’s land open to appropriate
energy and mineral exploration and -
development; (3) the critical role of the
Federal Government in alerting the
Nation to energy and minerals issues
and in ensuring that national
decisionmakers take into account the
impact of their decisions on energy and
minerals policy; and, {4) the need for
long-term, high potential payoff research
activity of wide generic application to
improve and augment domesticaily
available energy and minerals
resources. '

Cver time, a large amount of this land
has been withdrawn from energy and
mineral entry by administrative actions.
Indications are that some of this land
may contain energy-and mineral-
deposits. The public i8 requested ta
nominate those areas so that they can
be evaluated by the Bureau to determine
their energy and mineral potential in
order to make more Federal land
available for exploration and
development. The Administration will
focus immediate atention on thosge
areas as it is part of the Federal
Government's responsibility as steward
of the public iands 16 remove obsolete
restrictions that limit or preciude
multiple use of thé public lands,
including energy and mineral
exploration and develcpment. .

The Department of the Interior will
use the nominations received pursuant
to this notice to identify “Arsas of
Critical Mineral Potential.” It is not the
purpose of the Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential to formally classify lands but

rather to identify areas which the BLM

should consider ia its withdrawal
review program. Neminations are soughi
for any Federal lands or areas of
Federal mineral interest in Arizona,
California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Oregor., South Dakota, Utah,
Wazghington, and Wyceming, except aa
noted beiow. For Areas of Critical
Mineral Potential mianaged by the
Burean of Land Management, the Bureau
will use the information as additional
input {e {ts resource menagement
planning, For Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential mansged by other Federal
agencies, the Bureau will congult with
the appropriate agency to identify
opportunities to open the lands to
energy and mineral exploration and
development. Because of the complexity
of native clairas under the Alaska
Native Clairms Settlement Act and the
remaining selection entitlements of the
State of Alaska under the Alaska
Statehood Act, energy and mineral
resources in Alaska are being evaluated
under separate programs. Therefore,
nominations for Areas of Critical +
Mineral Potential in Alaska will not be
considered.

The following lands or land
management systems are not included in
this request, and nominations on these
lands will not be considered:

1. Indian reservations and other Indian~ t
holdings;

2. National Wildlife Refuge System or other
lands administered by the Fish and Wildlife
Service or by the Secretary of the Interior
through the Fish and Wildlife Service;

L P S
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3. National Park System{Nationai Parks,
Monuments, Historic Sies, etc:

4. National Wild and Scenic Rivers Systemn:

5. Wational System of Trails; and,

8. Designated Wilderness Arese,

Nominations requested from the
public via this invitation are not limited
to any specific energy or mineral
resource. Nominations can be in the
form of a letter and should be as specific
as possible and include:

1. Minsrals of interest [aptiopal).

2 A map or land description by aliguot
parts of the public land surveys or protracted
surveys, showing the area nomirated.

3. A bri=f statement of the rationale for the
nomination {i.e. mineral cccurrence or
exploration potential).

&, A brief description of the nature and the
effect of the withdrawal or segregetion, if
known.

5. The name, address, and phone number of
the person whe may be contacted by
techmnical parsonnst of the Buresn of Land
Management agsigned to review the
nomination. '

Geologic maps, cross sections, and
sample analyses may be included.
Published literatore and reports may be
cited in support of nominations, Each
nomination should be limited to a
specific withdrawal or segregation.

Each nomination shounld be limited to
no more than three typewritten pages
but may contain meps, or bibliegraphic
material in excess of that limit.

The principal suthers of this request
are Mr. William P. [Perry) Pendley,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Energy
and Minerala and Dale Zimmerman,
Asgsistant to the Deputy Director, Energy
and Minerals Resources, Bureau of Land
Management.

Dated: November 28, 1952,

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistont Secretory of the Interion.
[FR Doc. £2-33003 Filad 12-2-52; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-34-21
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BUREAU OF LAl

WASHINGT( AMERICAN MINING CONGRESS
1920 N STREET NW, SUITE 300
J WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 202/861-7518
Instruction Memorandum No. 84-600 J. K. S
Expires 9/30/85 .
oz -4 984
To: All State Directors, except Alaska and Eastern States

ASARCO Incorporated
From: Mirector .
. : o e SEF4 1984
Subject: Policy on Purpose, Logistics, and Identification,
of Areas of Critical Mineral Pogentlal SW Exploration
We have been successful in our effort to achieve better public
participation through the Areas of Critical Mineral Potential (ACMP)
concept. More than 100 letters, containing 272 nowminations have been
received to date. As the ACMP nominations are integrated into the
Bureau's land management programs, questions have arisen as to their
purpose, logistics, and identification. This memorandum attempts to
answer these questions and further clarify the ACMP concept.

1. Purpose: ACMP nominations provide a means for the public to tell us
_about withdrawn or restricted areas where the public would like fewer
restrictions on mineral entry. The nominations also assist the Bureau in
making its decisions on these areas.

In the Wilderness Study Program ACMP nominations are part of the
‘minerals data used to provide minerals input into our suitability
recommendations. They are used along with other minerals data to
determine mineral potential. They are also part of the public comment we
receive, which informs us about the objective data and subjective views
people have on wildermess study areas. The U.S. Geological Survey and
the Bureau of Mines compile all minerals information, including ACMP
nominations, as part of their minmeral surveys of preliminarily suitable
wilderness study areas. ACMP nominations do not alter the wilderness
study process nor do they automatically affect an area's wilderness
suitability. The information contained in an ACMP nomination may bring
new data on minerals to our attention. These new data may affect how we
regard the minerals information that is weighed with other resource
information in making our wilderness suitability recommendatioms.

2. Logistics: All transmittals or inquiries from the Washington Office
about ACMPs will be sent through each Deputy State Director for
Minerals. Tracking ACMPs will also be the responsibility of that Deputy
State Director, or his delegate. State Office minerals personnel are
primarily responsible for coordination between minerals,
withdrawal/withdrawal review, and wilderness staffs. The State Office

Minerals Divisions will transmit ACMP ‘nominations to the appropriate
Distridt Offices.



2.

3. Identification: ACMPs will now be 'identified' rather than 'designated.'
Other agencies expressed concern that the word 'designate' may be perceived
to have legal connotatiocms. In deference to this concern, the term 'designa-
tion' is now replaced by 'identification.' All maps and other references to
ACMPs should be changed to reflect this new terminology. -

The process the Bureau uses to identify ACMPs needs to be clarified. That

is, how does an ACMP nomination become identified by the Bureau as an ACMP?
First, the nomination is reviewed by the State or District Office minerals

staff to determine whether it is in an area excluded from ACMP nomination.

These excluded areas are listed in the Federal Register, December 3, 1982,

pages 54557-8, and in a copy of that Federal Register notice enclosed with.
IM 83-583. 1f the pominacion is in an excluded area, the nominator should

be so notified.

If the nomination is not in an excluded area, a determination must be made
as to whether the nomination contains data or interpretations that were not
previously evaluated in our withdrawal, wilderness, or other land-use
management program. I1f the nomination contains no new information or inter-—
pretations, the nominator should be thanked for their information or
expression of interest, and the nomination should be put in the appropriate
withdrawal, wilderness, or other case~type file. These nominations are not
-~ identified by the Bureau as ACMPs. An important exception to this part of
the ACMP screening process may occur when more than one nomination is
received on the same, or part of the same, area. This expression of interest
may indicate strong public concern about the area's availability to mineral \
entry, irrespective of the mineral potential. The Bureau must be sensitive . \
to public concerns about land management while realizing that ACMP nomina- V
tions may represent only one of many opinions on a given area. Therefore,
where more than one nomination is received on an area, an ACMP may be
identified by the State Director or his designate due to the expressed
public interest, even though the overlapping nominations do not contain new
information or interpretations. As with other identified ACMPs, the
identification will not, by itself, affect the Bureau's wilderness or
%, withdrawal decisionmaking processes. However, the public concerns will be
" weighed with other factors and information as the Bureau develops its land-
use management recommendations for the area.

The remaining nominations containing new information or new interpretations
are then identified as ACMPs. They should be noted as such on the maps
required by IM 83-583. The nominator should be notified of the Bureau's
identification. 1If the area is withdrawn or restricted and other agencies
are involved, these agencies should be encouraged to give the ACMP priority
in withdrawal review. The nominating letter should be placed in the
wilderness, withdrawal, or other appropriate case-type file, and noted as
an identified ACMP. The information or interpretations should be used by
the Bureau in its wilderness suitability. or withdrawal recommendation

process. 7{41)
. ﬁ Arnold E. Petty

Acting Associate Direcpér .
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M April 10, 1984

AMERICAR MEMORANDU P
MIKIKG . .
COXGRESS TO: Public Lands Committee and Contacts
FOUNDED 1897 State Mining Associations-Noncoal, Western
e

REET NwW s i i
WASHINGTON FROM: Thomas C. Nelson, Assistant to the President
DC 20036
202/861+2800 RE: Areas of Critical Mineral Potential (ACMP)
TWX 71098220126

J. ALLEN OVERTON JR.
PRESIDENT

This memo constitutes a progress report on the Bureau
of Land Management ACMP program, a program of citizen nominations
of areas of high mineral interest that are now withdrawn from
mineral access.

More than 250 nominations have been received by the
Bureau. Almost half the nominations concern areas within
wilderness study areas. BLM assures us that the information
jncluded in nominations will be considered in making wilderness
suitability recommendations.

Although identification of an ACMP by the Bureau does
not reflect a suitability-nonsuitability judgment, if your com-
pany has interest within a wilderness study area, the ACMP route }
is an approach that certainly should be explored.

Although originally intended to close last month, the
ACMP nominations will be received by the Bureau until further
notice. The format for making nominations along with a detailed
description of ACMPs is contained in the attached Federal
Register notice of December 3, 1982.

Attachment

ASARCO Incorporated
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. distributed as another
membership service by the
American Mining Congress

Social Security Administration

Realiotment of Funds for 1982; Low-
income Home Energy Assistancs
Program

AGENCY: Social Security Administration,
HHS :

AcTior: Notice of final determination of
funds available for realiotment. N

SUMMARY: Section 2807 of the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1881 (42
U.S.C. 8828} permniits the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human
Services to reallot unused Low-Income
Home Energy Assistance Program
(LIHEAP] funds among LIHEAP -
grantees. Procedures established by the
Department at 45 CFR 96.81 require each

- grantee to report to us by August 1 of

each year the amount of funds available
for reallotment. Grantees reported that
no FY 1882 funds are available for
reallotment. Therefore, we have
determined that ao Fiscal Year 1882
funds wili remain unused in that fiscal
year, with the exception of funds to be
held available by grantees for use in
Fiscal Year 1983, pursuant to Section
2607(b)(2) of the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1881. Accordingly,
we will not undertake the realiotment of
Fiscal Year 1882 funds,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman L. Thompson, Director, Office of
Energy Assisiance, (202) 245-2030.
Dated: November 28, 1882,
john A. Svahn,
Commissioner of Social Security.
{FR Doc. 82-33078 Filed 12-2-82: 845 am}
BILLING CODE #190~11-N

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

Areas of Critical Mineral Patential
AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Reguest for nominations to
identify “Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential”,

summarY: The Department of the
Interior is requesting the public to

e,

/.....

b

nominate areas of high mineral interest
which are formally segregated from the
mining and mineral leasing laws, or
areas which are administratively
restricted from the mining and mineral
leasing laws. This request is made in
response to the President’s April 5, 1882,
“National Materials and Minerais
Program Plan and Report to Congress"”.
The Department of the Interior, Burean
of Land Management will use these
nominations to identify “Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential” within
certain withdrawn lands as part of a
larger effort to return lands to multiple
use, where appropriate.

DATE: Public nominatians should be
submitted by March 7, 1983,

ADDRESS: Send nominations to: Director
(580), Bureau of Land Management, 1800
C Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
Mr. Dale Zimmerman, Bureau of Land
Management {202)343-3557; Mr. Robert
M. Anderson or Ms. Susan Marcus
Bureau of Land Management {202}343-
3207.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Materials and Minerals Policy,
Research and Development Act of 1983,
(30 U.S.C. 1801, et seq) directed the
President to present a program plan and
report to the Congress regarding actions
taken by the Administration to
implement the Act. In preparation for
the report, the President’s Cabinet
Coundil on Natural Resources and the
Environment undertock a review of
energy, minerals and materials policy
issues, especially the increasing
dependence of the United Stetes and the
free world upon foreign sonrces for
strategic and critical minerals. On April
5, 1882, the President submitted his
Nationai Materials and Minerals
program and Report to the Congress.

The national energy minerals policy
as expressed in the report recognizes: (1)
The critical role of energy and minerals
to our economy, national defense, and
gtandard of living: (2} the vast, unlmown
and untapped energy and mineral
wealth of America and the need to keep
the public’s land open to appropriate
energy and mineral exploration and
development; (3] the critical role of the
Federal Government in alerting the
Nation to energy and minerals issues
and in ensuring that national
decisionmakers take into account the
impact of their decisions on energy and
minerals policy; and, (4) the need for
long-term, high potential payoff research
activity of wide generic application to
improve and augment domestically
available energy and minerals

resources.

- e

Y

Over time, a large amount of this land
bas been withdrawn from energy and
mineral entry by administrative actions.
Indications are that some of this land
may contain energy and mineral
deposits. The public is requested to
nominafe Wcse-areas-so-tharthey tan
WWMG

“theirepergy and mineral potential in
order to make more Fede
available for explorationand

development. The Administration will
focus immediate attention on those
areas as it is part of the Federal
Government's responsibility as steward
of the public lands to remove obsolete
restrictions that limit or preclude
multiple use of the public lands,
including energy and mineral
exploration and development.

The Department of the Interior will
use the nominations received pursuant
to this notice to identify “Areas of
Critical Minera! Potential.” It is not the
purpose of the Areas of Critical Mineral
Potertial to formally classify lands but
rather to 1dentu‘y areas which the EIM
should consider in its withdrawal
review program. Nominations are soughi
for any Federal lands or areas of
Federsl mineral interest in Arizona,
California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Oregon, South Dakota, Utah,
Washington, and Wyoming, except as
noted below. For Areas of Critical
Mineral Potential managed by the
Bureau of Land Management, the Bureau
will use the information as additional
input to {ts resource management
planning. For Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential maneaged by other Federal
agencies, the Bureau will consult with
the appropriate agency to identify
opportunities to open the lands to
energy and mineral exploration and
development. Because of the complexity
of native claims under the Alaska
Native Claims Setilement Act and the
remaining selection entitlements of the
State of Alaska under the Alaska
Statehood Act, energy and miner
resources in Alagka are being evaluated
under separate programs. Therefore,
nominations for Areas of Critical -
Mineral Potential in Alaska will not be
considered.

The following lands or land
management systems are not included in
this request. and nominations on these
lands will not be considered:

1. Indian reservations and other Indian
holdings;

2 National Wildlife Refuge System or other
lands sdministered by the Fish and Wildlife
Service or by the Secretary of the Interior
through the Fish and Wildlife Service;
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3. Mational Park SystemfNatonal Parks,
Monuments. Historic Sites, sics

4. Nationat Wild and Scenic Rivers Systern;

5. Natiooa! System of Trails; and,

& Designated Wilderness Areas.

Nominations requesied from the
public via this invitation are not limited
tp Bny specific energy or min
resource. Nominations can be in the
Sorm of a letter and should be as specific
as possible and include:

1. Minerals of interest {optional).

2 A map or land description by aliquot
parts of the public land surveys or protracted
surveys, showing the ares nominsted.

3. A brief statement of the rationale for the
nomination {i.e. mineral nccurrence or
exploration potential).

4. A brief descrintion of the nature and the
effect of the withdrewal or segregation, if
novwn.

5. The name, address, and phone number of
the person who may be contacted by
technical personnel of the Bureau of Land
Menagement assigned to review the
pomination. ’

Geologic maps, cross sections, and
sample anslyses may be included.
Published literature and reports may be
cited in support of nominations. Each
nominetion should be limited to a
specific withdrawal or segregation.

Each nomination should be limited to
no more than three typewritten pages
bui may contain maps, or bibliogrephic
meterial in excess of that Emit

The principal authors of this request
are Mr. William P. (Perry] Pendley.
Deputy Assiztant Secretary for Energy
and Minerale end Dale Zimmerman,
Assistant to the Deputy Director, Energy
and Minerals Resources, Bureaun of Land
Management.

Dated: November 28, 1352
Garrey E. Carruthars,

. Assistant Secretary of the Interion
BILLING CODE £310-44-4

i
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FOUNDED 1897 State Mining Associations-Nonc al Western

SUITE 300

Fo20 N STAEET KW FROM: Thomas €. Nelson, Assistant to the President

DC 20036

%&%?ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁmzs RE: Areas of Critical Mineral Potential (ACMP)

J. ALLEN OVERTON JR.

PRESIDENT

This memo constitutes a progress report on the Bureau
. - of Land Management ACMP program, a program of citizen nominations
: of areas of high mineral interest that are now withdrawn from

mineral access.

More than 250 nominations have been received by the
Bureau. Almost half the nominations concern areas within
wilderness study areas. BLM assures us that the information
included in nominations will be considered in making wilderness

suitability recommendations.

Although identification of an ACMP by the Bureau does
not reflect a suitability-nonsuitability Jjudgment, if your com-
pany has interest within a wilderness study area, the ACMP route
is an approach that certainly should be explored.

Although originally intended to close last month, the
ACMP nominations will be received by the Bureau until further
notice. The format for making nominations along with a detailed
description of ACMPs is contained in the attached Federal

Register notice of December 3, 1982.

Attachment

ASARCO Incorparaied

APR 2 4 1984

SW._ Exploration
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.. . distributed as another
membership service by the
American Mining Congress

Social Security Administration

Reallotment of Funds for 1882; Low-
income Home Energy Assistancs
Program

AGENCY: Social Security Administration,
HHS :
ACTION: Notice of final determination of
funds available for reallotment.

SUMMARY: Section 2607 of the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (42
U.S.C. 8628) permits the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human
Services to rzallot unused Low-Income
Home Energy Assistance Program
(LIHEAP) funds amqong LIHEAP °
grantees. Procedures established by the
Department at 45 CFR 96.81 requira each

. grantee to report to us by August 1 of

each year the amount of funds available
for reallotment. Grantees reported that
no FY 1082 funds are available for
reallotment, Therefore, we have
determined that no Fiscal Year 1982
funds will remain urmsed in that fiscal-
year, with the exception of funds to be
“held available by grantees for use in

- Fiscal Year 1983, pursuant to Section

2607(b)(2) of the Omnibus Budget

Reconciliation Act of 1981. Accordingly,

we will not undertake the reallotment of

Fiscal Year 1982 funds.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Norman L. Thompson, Director, Office of

Energy Assistance, (202) 245-2030.
Dated: November 29, 1882,

John A. Svahn,

Commissioner of Social Security.

[FR Doc. 82-33078 Filed 12-2-82: €45 am})

BILLING CODE 4190-11-M

]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

Areas of Critical Mineral Potential
AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Request for nominations to
identify "Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential”,

suMmAaRY: The Department of the
Interior is requesting the public to

federal Registei | Vol. 47, No. 238 / Friday, December 3, 1982 / Notices

nominate areas of high mineral interest
which are formally segregated from the
mining and mineral leasing laws, or
areas which are administratively
restricted from the mining and mineral
leasing laws. This request is made in
response to the President’s April 5, 1982,
“National Materials and Minerals
Program Plan and Report to Congress™.

- The Department of the Interior, Burean

of Land Management will use these
nominations to identify “Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential” within
certain withdrawn lands as part of a
larger effort to return lands to multiple
use, whete appropriate.

DATE: Public nominations should be
submitted by March 7, 1983.

ADDRESS: Send nominations to: Directar
(580), Bureau of Lend Msnagement, 1800
C Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20240.

. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Mr. Dale Zimmerman, Bureau of Land
Management (202)343-3557; Mr. Robert
M. Anderson or Ms. Susan Marcus
Bureau of Land Management {202)343~

'3207.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Natiocnal Materials and Minerals Policy,
Research and Development Act of 1980,
{30 U.S.C. 1601, et seq) directed the
President to present a program plan and
report to the Congress regarding actions
taken by tha Administration to
implement the Act. In preparation for
the report, the President’s Cabinet
Council on Natural Resources and the
Environment undertook a review of
energy, minerals and materials policy
issues, especially the incressing
dependence of the United States and the
free world upon foreign sources for
strategic and critical minerals. On April
5, 1982, the President submitted his
National Materials and Minerals
program and Report to the Congress.

The national energy minerals policy
as expressed in the report recognizes: (1)
The critical role of energy and minerals
to our economy, national defense, and
standard of living; (2) the vast, unknown
and untapped energy and mineral
wealth of America and the need to keep
the public’s land open to appropriate
energy and mineral exploration and
development; (3) the critical role of the
Federal Government in alerting the
Nation to energy and minerals issues
and in ensuring that national
decisionmakers take into account the
impact of their decisions on energy and
minerals policy; and, (4) the need for
long-term, high potential payoff research
activity of wide generic application to
improve and augment domestically
available energy and minerals
resources. '

Gver time, a large amount of this land
has been withdrawa from energy and
minera} entry by administrative actions.
Indications are that some of this land
may contain energy and mineral
deposits. The public i3 requested to
nominate those areas so that they can
be evaluated by the Bureau to determine
their energy and mineral potential in
order to make more Federal land
available for exploration and
development. The Administration will
focus immediate attention on those
areas as it is part of the Federal
Governmant's respongibility as steward
of the public lands to remove obsolete
restrictions that limit or preciude
multiple use of thé public lands,
including energy and mineral
exploration and development.

The Department of the Interior will
use the nominations received pursuant
to this notice to identify *Areas of
Critical Mineral Potential.” It is not the
purpose of the Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential to formally classify lands but
rather to identify areas which the BIM
should consider in its withdrawal
review program. Nominations are sought
for any Federal lands or areas of
Federal mineral interest in Arizona,
California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Oregon, South Dakota, Utah,
Washington, and Wyoming, except as
noted below. For Areas of Critical
Mineral Potential managed by the
Burean of Land Management, the Bureau
will use the information as additional
input to its resource management
planning. For Areas of Critical Mineral
Potential managed by other Federal
agencies, the Bureau will consult with
the appropriate agency to identify
opportunities to open the lands to
energy and mineral exploration and
development. Because of the complexity
of native claims under the Alaska
Native Claims Settlement Act and the
remaining selection entitlements of the
State of Alaske under the Alaska
Statehood Act, energy and mineral
resources in Alaska are being evaluated
under separate programs. Therefore,
nominations for Areas of Critical «
Mineral Potential in Alaska will not be
considered.

The following lands or land
management systems are not included in
this request, and nominations on these
lands will not be considered:

1. Indian reservations and other Indian
boldings:

2. National Wildlife Refuge System or other
lands administered by the Fish and Wildlife
Service or by the Secretary of the Interior
through the Fish and Wildlife Service;
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i 3. National Park System/National Parks,
Monuments, Historic Sites, etc.
4, Natiorial Wild and Scenic Rivers System;
l 5. National System of Trails: and,
I 6. Desigriated Wilderness Areas.

Nomindtions requested from the
public vid this invitation are not limited
to any specific energy or mineral
resource. Nominations can be in the
form of a letter and should be as specific
as possible and include:

1. Minerals of interest (optional).

2. A map or land description by aliquot
parts of thé public land surveys or protracted
surveys. sHowing the area nominated.

3. A brief statement of the rationale for the
nomination (i.e. mineral occurrence or
exploration potential).

4. A brief description of the nature and the
effect of the withdrawal or segregation, if
known.

S. The ndme, addreas, and phone number of
the person who may be contacted by

- technical personnel of the Bureau of Land
Management assigned to review the
nominatich. ‘

Geologic maps, cross sections, and
sample analyses may be included.
Published literature and reports may be
cited in support of nominations. Each
nominatién should be limited to a
specific withdrawal or segregation.

Each nomination should be limited to
no more than three typewritten pages
but may contain maps, or bibliographic
material in excess of that limit.

The principal authors of this request
are Mr. William P. (Perry) Pendley,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Energy
and Minerals and Dale Zimmerman,
Assistant to the Deputy Director, Energy
and Minerals Resources, Bureau of Land
Management,

Dated: November 26, 1962
Garrey E. Carruthers,

. Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

{FR Doc. 82-33003 Filed 12-3-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING COUE 4310-84-M
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IN REPLY REFER TO:

United States Department of the Interior 3000(028)
ACMP f£24-15
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Phoenix District Office
2015 West Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027

AUG 1 1384

Mr. James D. Sell
Exploration Manager
ASARCO, Inc.

P. 0. Box 5747
Tucson, AZ 85703

Dear Mr. Sell:

We received your nomination for an Area of Critical Mineral Potential
(ACMP) located in the Florence Military Reservation withdrawn under
Executive Order 1633, dated October 28, 1912 and identified as follows:

T. 4 S., R. 9 E., G&SRM
Section 1, 12, 13, 24, 25

T. 4 S., R. 10 E., G&SRM
Sections 3 - 7, 18, 19

In May, 1983, a mineral report concerning the mineral potential of the
Florence Military Reservation was written by the District Mineral staff.
This report was prepared for withdrawal review conducted in 1983. Inquiry
was made of Mr. Bill Kurtz, of your company. He explained that several
holes were drilled on your claim group east of the reservation. He also
stated that ASARCO let their claims lapse. The recommendation of the
mineral report was to allow for a ten rather than twenty year interim in
the future for withdrawal review in light of potential volatile market
conditions for copper.

In order to designate a nomination as ACMP, BLM mineral specialists (with
cooperation from other government mineral professionals) review minerals
data (provided by the nominator) for (a) new data on the mineral potential
of the nominated area, or; (b) a new analysis or interpretation of
existing data on the area. A nomination that meets either of these
criteria may be designated as an ACMP.

EXPLORALION DEPARTMENT
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Please submit to this office mineral data, which in view of the above
criteria, support your nomination. Any data you submit will be treated as
confidential data, in accordance with the Materials and Minerals Policy,
Research and Development Act of 1980, and will not be subject to release
under the Freedom of Information Act. If you have any questions, contact
Mr. Paul J. Buff, Assistant District Manager, Mineral Resources, at (602)
863~4464 or at the above address.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marlyn V. Jones/

District Manager
cc: Commander, Arizona National Guard
5636 E. McDowell Road
Phoenix, AZ 85008

ASO, (920)



IN REPLY REFER TO:

3000(028)
ACMP #24-16

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Phoenix District Office
2015 West Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027

AUG 13 1384

Mr. James D. Sell
Exploration Manager
ASARCO, Inc.

P. 0. Box 5747
Tucson, AZ 85703

Dear Mr. Sell:

We received your nomination for an Area of Critical Mineral Potential
(ACMP) located in the Yuma Test Station, Kofa Wildlife Refuge, and in
lands not identified as withdrawn from mineral entry. The following
described lands are not withdrawn and, therefore, are excluded from
designation as an ACMP:

T. 8 S., R. 20 W., G&SRM
Sections 27 - 29, 32 - 34
Approximately 3,840 acres

The following described lands are identified as part of the Kofa National
Wildlife Refuge and your nomination of these lands are excluded from
consideration:

T. 1 S., R. 15 W., G&SRM
Section 1: All
Approximately 640 acres

The following described lands which you nominated are located in the Yuma
District and, therefore, subject to their action:

T. 2. S., R. 22 W., G&SRM
T. 3 S., R. 22 W., G&SRM
T. 4 S., R. 22 W., G&SRM
T. 2 N., R. 20 W., G&SRM
T. 2 N., R. 21 W., G&SRM

The following lands which you described are within the Yuma Test Station
and subject to nomination of an ACMP:

Te 7 Se, R. 19 W., G&SRM RECEIVED
Sections 1 ~ 36

AUB 15 1984
EXPLORATIGN DEPARTHENT
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T. 8 S., R. 19 W., G&SRM
- Sections 1 - 18, 20 - 23
Section 19: Lots 1, 2, EX NW%, E}
Section 24: W
Section 27: N%
Section 28: N%

T. 7 S., R. 20 W., G&SRM
Sections 13, 14, 22 - 27, 34 - 36

In order to designate a nomination as ACMP, BLM mineral specialists (with
cooperation from other government mineral professionals) review minerals
data (provided by the nominator) for (a) new data on the mineral
potential of the nominated area, or; (b) a new analysis or interpretation
of existing data on the area. A nomination that meets either of these
criteria may be designated as an ACMP.

Please submit to this office mineral data, which in view of the above
‘criteria, support your nomination. Any data you submit will be treated
as confidential data, in accordance with the Materials and Minerals
‘Policy, Research and Development Act of 1980, and will not be subject to
- release under the Freedom of Information Act. If you have any questions,
contact Mr. Paul J. Buff, Assistant District Manager, Mineral Resources,
at (602) 863-4464 or at the above address.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marlyn V. Jones
District Manager

éet Commander, Yuma Proving Ground
ASO, (920)

L




IN REPLY REFER TO:

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Phoenix District Office 5 CI3-HYEY
2015 West Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027

3000(028)

October 25, 1984

Mr. James D. Sell
Exploration Manager
ASARCO, Inc.

P. 0. Box 5747
Tucson, AZ 85703

Dear Mr. Sell:

We have recieved six nominations for Areas of Criticial Mineral Potential
(ACMP) from you for the following withdrawals: 1) Yuma Test Station; 2)
Florence Military Reservation; 3) U. S. Air Force installation in T. 12
S., R« 9 E.; 4) Luke Air Force Base Range; 5) Fort Huachuca Military
Reservation; and 6) U. S. Forest Service Picnic and Campground in T. 1 S.,
R. 13 E. 1In order for us to perform an evaluation of these areas for
identification as ACMPs, we need additional information as requested by
letters sent to you during July and August. If we don't receive the
additional information by November 15, 1984 we will not be able to
consider these areas for ACMP status.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

ful ) by

Paul J. Buff
Assistant District Manager
Mineral Resources
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Southwestern Exploration Division

August 23, 1985

FILE MEMORANDUM

Area of Critical Mineral Potential
A Review by BLM

Oak Flat Recreation Area

Superior East Project

Pinal County, AZ

On August 23, 1985, J.R. Stringham, W.D. Gay, and J.D. Sell met with
Paul J. Buff, Assistant District Manager, Supervisory Geologist,

Bureau of Land Management, 2015 W. Deer Valley Road, Phoenix, AZ 85027,
Phone: (602) 863-4464.

The Oak Flat Recreation Area was nominated by Asarco to be within an 'area
of critical mineral potential" in a letter to the Director (580), BLM , on
February 28, 1983.

On October 25, 1984, Asarco received a letter from Mr. Buff requesting
additional data. On November 7, 1984, I called Mr. Buff and offered to

let him review the site, assays, core, etc., under the restriction that

all information was confidential. At that time he stated that... physical
information on the parcel in question is the main point for a ACMP."

On August 20, 1985, Mr. Buff called and requested a meeting to review the
Asarco information around the QOak Flat Recreation Area.

On August 23, 1985, Mr. Buff arrived at the SWED office for that review
with Stringham, Gay and Sell.

The claim map of Superior East area, graphic logs of holes A-4 and A-7,
and assay results of holes A~4 and A-7, were provided for review.

Mr. Buff took about a page of notes, mainly the assays and intervals.

I also discussed and broadly pointed out the probable continuity of
minerals between A-4 and A-7, in the Whitetail Conglomerate, and the
same with the Magma mineralization in limestone and that found in the
limestones cut by A-4.

My impression was that Mr. Buff was ''positive"™ in his thinking abbut
mineralization and continuity and that mining below Oak Flat would have
no impact on the surface use of Oak Flat. Mr. Buff did mention that this
type of information is stored in a confidential room with only 5 people
having access (in title names, as the individuals come and go in several
of the titles!). (He mentioned that Asarco and Peabody Coal data on
Indian lands are stored in the confidential room.)




FILE MEMORANDUM August 23, 1985
Page 2

What will result from the meeting is unknown and was unstated.

= ‘I; = 7
%:;Zib?@éﬁ Avfuxixéé;}f
~" James D. Sell
JDS:mek

~ec: F. T. Graybeal
W. L. Kurtz
J. R. Stringham
W. D. Gay
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ASSAY RESULTS DRILL HOLE A-4
SUPERTOR EAST PROJECT

ASARCO Total Oxide Weighted
Sample No. Depth Interval Cu, 2 Cu, 3 Average

Rotary Cuttings:

A-L-14 2212-2236 24! 0.01 T
A-4-15 2236-2265 29! 0.01

A-4-16 2265-2294 29! 0.02

A-4-17 2294-2324 30' 0.02

A-4-18 2324-2354 30! 0.04

A-4-19 2354-2384 30" 0.13

A-L4-20 2384-2414 30" 0.08 3
A-4-21 2414-244Y 30! 0.06 so
A-4-22 24442474 30' 0.04 P\
A-4-23 2474-2497 23! 0.04 K
A-L- ] 2497-2535 38’ 0.04 o
A-4-24 2535-2565 30! 0.04 .
A-4-25 2565-2595 30! 0.04 >
A-4-26 2595-2624 29" 0.04 -
A-4- 2 2624-2640 16" 0.04 N
A-4- 3 2640-2659 19! 0.05

No sample 2659-2670 ! -——-

A-4- 4 £ 2670-2700 30! 0.09

A-4- 5 2700-2708 8! 0.08

A-4- 6 2708-2737 29! 0.05

A-4- 7 2737-2764 27! 0.07

A-4- 8 2764-2785 21! 0.07

A-4- 9 2785-2814 29! 0.11 T
A-4-10 2814-2844 30" 0.12

A-4-27 2844-2864 20! 0.11

A-4-28 2864-2868 4 0.15 3
A-L-11 2868-2898 30! 0.14 so
A-4-12 2898-2920 22! 0.18 o
A-4-29 2920-2928 8! 0.12 S
A-4-13 2928-2958 30’ 0.13 o
A-4-30 2958-2969 1! 0.10 ]
A-4-3] 2969-2989 20" 0.10 >z
A-4-32 2989-3014 25! 0.07 .
A-4-33 3014-3048 34! 0.07 0
A-4-34a 3048-3078 30! 0.09

A-L4-34b 3078-3108 30" 0.17

A-4-35 3108-3138 30° 0.11
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ASSAY RESULTS DRILL HOLE A-4
SUPERIOR EAST PROJECT

- 2 i amy b 4

ASARCO Total Oxide Weighted
Sample No. Depth Interval Cu, % Cu, % Average Au & Ag
Rotary Cuttings (cont'd.):

A-4-36 3138-3170 32! 0.05
A-4-37 3170-3200 30" 0.05
A-4-38 3200-3229 29' 0.03
A-4-39 3229-3259 30! 0.03
A-L-40 3259-3289 30 0.05 s
A-l-1] 3289-3321 32! 0.0L -
A-L-42 3321-3343 22! 0.05 O
A-L-143 3343-3363  20' 0.07 <
A-l-L 3363-3384 21! 0.05 Z)
A-L4-45 3384-3405 21! 0.09
A-L-46 2 3405-3424 19" 0.07 s
A-L-L47 3424-3444 20" 0.05 -
A-4-48 3444-3467 23! 0.06 n
A-L-4g 3467-3488 21" 0.08 N
A-L-50 3488-3509 21! 0.06
A-4-51 3509-3529 20! 0.05
A-4-52 3529-3549 20" 0.08
A-4-53 3549-3569 20" 0.08
A-4-54 3569-3593 24! 0.07

Note: The following samples were cut from core taken during the above rotary

drilling intervals

2708-2716
2716-2737
3092-3119

Continuous Core Samples:

A-4-C131
A-4-C132
A-4-C133
A-4-C134
A-4-C135
A-4-C136
A-4-C138
A-4-C139
A-L-C140

A-L-C141

z
[l

3593-3610
3690-3710
3790-3810
3890-3910
3990-4010
4090-4110

L2g90-4310

4390-4410
4490-4510
4590-4610

8 1
21"
27!

17!
20!
20!
20'
20!
20!
20!
20!
20!

20'

O OO

.05
.05
.05

.09
.05
.05
.06
.18
.09
.05
.05
.0k
.16

@ 0.08% Cu

1,487 ft.
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ASSAY RESULTS DRILL HOLE A-4
SUPERIOR EAST PROJECT

ASARCO Total Oxide Weighted
Sample No. Depth Interval Cu, % Cu, % Average Au & Ag
Core Samples (cont'd.): '
A-b-C142 L6950-4710 20! 0.06
A-4-C143 4790-4810 20" 0.04
A-4-C126 4890-4910 20! 0.20
A-4-C127 4990-5010 20" 0.07
A-4-C128 5010-5030 20! 0.07
A-4-C129 5030-5050 20! 0.07
A-4-C130 5050-5070 20' 0.06
A-L-C 4 5070-5080 10! 0.03 0.01
A-L-C 5 ~ 5080-5090 10 1.36 1.01 N TN
A-4-c 6 5090-5100 10! 1.24 0.93 0 3°
A-4-Cc 8 5100-5120 20! 1.17 0.66 hagin
A-h-C 9 5120-5140 20" 0.31 0.07 3 8 %o
A-L-C 10 5140-5160 20" 0.93 0.34 oo £S -
A-b-C 11 5160-5180 20 0.57 0.27 A S22
A-4-C 12 5180-5195 15! 0.19 0.04 o
A-4-C 7 5195-5215 20" 1.38 0.90 ®
A-4~C"13 5215-5230 15! 0.93 0.49 .
A-4=C 14 5230-5250 20" 0.83 0.59 “
A-4-Ci15 5250-5270 20! 0.97 0.35 o
A-L-C 16 5270-5290 20" 0.81 0.46 ~
A-4-C 17 5290-5310 20! 0.91 0.4k
A-4-C 18 5310-5330 20! 1.22 0.65
A-L-C 19 5330-5350 20! 0.79 0.40
A-4~-C: 20 , 9350-5370 20! 0.15 0.10
, =z L
: A-4-C 21 5440-5460 20 0.06 -
i o)
?j A-b=C 22 5520-5540  20° 0.05 2
| A-4-C 23 5630-5640  10° 0.03 ©
i A-4-C 24 5640-5650 10 0.27 .ﬁ
g A-4-C 25 5650-5660 10! 0.65
B A-4-C 26 5660-5670 10" 0.04 A
i A-4-C 27 5670-5680 10" 0.04
[+ A-4-C 28 5680-5700 20 1.42 ‘r"
s A-4-C229 5700-5710 10! 0.77
: A-4-C. 30 5710-5720 10! 0.57 S
A-4-C 31 5720-5730 10! 1.18 o0
A-L-C732= 5730-5740 10! 0.13 b
A-4-C 33 5740~-5750 10! 0.75 o
A-L-C334 5750-5760 10! 0.25 @
A-4-C 35 5760-5770 jo! 1.40 .
A-L-C 36 5770-5780 10" 1.40 w“
A-L-C 37 5780-5790 10 0.62 o
A-4-C 38 5790-5800 10! 0.06 o
A-4-C:39 5800-5810 10! 1.23 1

ton Ag



Fage +

rd ASSAY RESULTS DRILL HOLE A-k
SUPERIOR EAST PROJECT

ASARCO Total Oxide Weighted
Sample No. Depth Interval Cu, % Cu, % Average Au & Ag
Core Samples {cont'd.):
A=h-Ccho 5810-~5820 10" 0.27
A-b-ch1 5820-5830 10! 0.09
A-L4-Ch2 5830-5840 10" 0.03
A-4-C43 5840-5850 10! 0.03
A-L-chh 5850-5860 10" 0.0k ©
A-4-ChL5 5860-5870 10 0.07 S
A-L4-CLb 5870-5880 10! 0.03 .
A-L-Ch47 5880-5890 10" 0.03 <
A-L-Ch8 5890-5900 10" 0.0k ©
A-4-CLg 5900-5910 10! 0.16 o
A-4-C50 5910-5920 10! 0.06 e
A-4-C51 5920-5930 10! 0.08 3
A-L-C52 5930-5940  10* 1.07 T
A-4-C53 5940-5950 10" 0.14
A-4-C54 5950-5960 10" 0.16
A-h-C55 5960-5970 10! 0.25
A-4-C56 5970-5980 10" 0.47 T
A-4-C57 5980-5990 10! 0.63
A-4-C58 5990-6000 10 0.13
A-4-C59 6000-6010 10" 0.19
A-4-C60 6010-6020 10" 0.39 5
A-4-C61 6020-6030 10" 3.81 <
~ A-4-C62 6030-6040 10" 1.91 &
A-4-C63 6040-6050 10 0.11 . ~
A-4-C6h 6050-6060 10 0.04 -
A-4-C65 6060-6070 10" 0.18 @
A-L4-C66 6070-6080 10 0.94 W
A-L~C67 2 6080-6090 10° 2.15 *
A-4-C68 6090-6100 10" 1.91 =
A-4-C69 6100-6110 10° 2.04 T
{ A-L-C70 6110-6120 10 2.38
; A-4-C71 6120-6130 10" 1.32
g A-4-C72 6130-6140 10! 0.36
: A-L4-C73 6140-6150 10" 0.19
| A-L-C 7L 6150-6160 10" 0.29
; A-L-~C75 6160-6170 10 0.26
; A-4-C76 6170-6180 10" 0.44
¥ A-L-C77 6180-6190 10 0.60
| A-L-C78 6190-6200 10! 0.14 3
! A-4-C79 6200-6210 10! 0.45 ~
i A-4-C80 6210-6220 10" 0.76 g;
, A-4~C81 6220-6230 10 0.47 .
; A-4~C82 6230-6240 10° 0.65 ‘;
A-4-C83 6240-6250 10° 0.38
, A-L4~-C84 6250-6260 10" 0.19 »
‘ A-4-C85 6260-6270 10" 0.31
A-L-C86 6270-6280 10 0.36 Py
. A-h-C87 6280-6290 10" 0.23A~ N
Ay A-4-C88 6290-6300 10" 0.30
l A-L4-C89 6300-6310 10" 0.26
1 A-L4-C90 6310-6320 10" 0.19
3; A-4-C91 6320-6330 10" 0.11




ASARCO
7N Sample No.

~4-C92
-C33
-C94
-C35
-C96
-€97
-C98
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Note:

5080-6540 =
5680-6540 =

Core Samples (cont

6330-6340
6340-6350
6350-6360
6360-6370
6370-6380
6380-6390
6390-6400
6400-6410
6410-6420
6420-6430
6430-6440
6440-6450
6450-6460
6460-6470
6470-6480
6480-6490
6490-6500
6500-6510
6510-6520
6520-6530
6530-6540
6540-6550
6550-6560
6560-6570
6570-6580

- 6580-6590

6590-6600
6600-6610
6610-6620
6620-6630
6630-6640
6640-6650
6650-6660
6660-6664

ASSAY RESULTS DRILL HOLE A-4
SUPERIOR EAST PROJECT

1460 feet of 0.7
860 feet of 0.9

Total
Interval Cu, %
10! 1.05
10! 0.68
10! 1.09
10! 0.59
10! 1.06
10! 8.15
10! 3.20
10" 8.65
10! 0.10
10! 0.24
10! 0.57
10" 1.09
10! 0.57
10! 0.84
10! 0.36
10' 1,26
10! 0.72
10! 1.16
10! 0.69
10" 0.28
10" 2.55-
10! 0.09
10! 0.47
10' 0.07
10" 1.58
10" 0.14
10! 0.20
10" 0.81
10! 0.05
10' 0.04
10! 0.03
10! 0.04
10! -0.05
4 -0.05

0 O

Oxide
Cu, %

30 ft
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Average
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Assay Resul ts
) _ Hole A-7
Superior East Project

Amer. Anal. Reas. Lab. Southwestern Assayers
Sample Total Weighted Total Weighted
Numbe r Unit Footage Copper Average Copper % Average
' - as ppm below
A-7-1 2555-2577 60 2445 to 3150
' ' 705' @ 60 ppm
-2 3200-3210 908
-3 3300-3310 319
-4 Tw 3400-3410 572 3150 to 3682
-5 3500-3510 379 532' @ 806 ppm
-6 3550-3560 224
-7 3560-3570 2100
-8 L 3600-3610 138 1
-9 Slide 3700-3710 1576 3682 fo 3730
1 . k&' @576 ppm
-12 3790-3795 670
-10 3795-3805 660
-13 3805-3810 583 3730 to 4275
-1 Tw 3900-3910 128 545' @ 454 ppm
-14 4000-4010 230 :
-15 4100-4110 492
-16 i 4200-4210 588 1
=17 S1ide? 4300-4310 390 4275 to 4332
: 1 __ 57'_@,390 ppm
~18 LL4oo-4410 2000
-19 . 4500-4510 279
-20 Tw L600-4610 784 ggg% é08:§9gpm
=21 4680-4690 329
~22 1 4690-4695 626 1
- as % below as % below
-23 4695-4700 0.50 | 0.52 [
~24 4700-4710 0.67 4695 to 0.62 4695 to
-25 4710-4720 0.59 . 4750 , 0.60 4750
-26 Tw 4720-4730 1.47 55' @ 1.64 55' @
-27 4730-4740 2.83 1.17% 2.92 1.24%
-28 4740-4750 0.62 | 0.77 I
=29 4750-4760 0.04 ] 0.05
-30 L4760-4770 0.12 4750 to 0.18 4750 to
=31 4770-4780 0.08 4800 0.07 4800
-32 4780-4790 0.06 50' @ 0.08 50' @
-33 _ 4790~4800 0.20 O]IO% 0.12 0.10%




Amer. Anal. Reas. Lab. Southwestern Assavyers
Total Weighted Total Weighted
Unit Footage Copper Average Copper % Averagg
' as % below as % below

4800-4810 1.09 0.38

4810-4820 0.62 0.63 :

4820-4830 0.31 4800 to 0.36 4800 to

4830-4840 1.79 4910 2.13 h91o

L8LO-4850 1.97 110" @ 1.72 110" @ .

4850-4860 1.61 1.46% 1.82 1.51%

L4860-4870 1.83 1.99

4870-4880 1.46 1.54

4880-4890 1.48 1.72

4890-4900 2.03 2.17

4900-4910 1.83 4910 to 2.17 4910 to

4910-4920 0.24 4960 0.25 4960

4920-4930 0.20 50' @ 0.10 50' @

£930-4940 0.09 0.16% 0.08 0.13%

49 40-4950 0.04 0.04

4350-4960 0.22 o 0.16

4960-4970 " 1.34 0.92

4970~4980 0.52 0.60

4980-4990 0.37 0.33 .

4990-5000 - 0.18 4960 to 0.22 4960 to
Tw 5000-5010" 0.29 5070 0.27 5070

5010-5020 0.29 110' @ 0.26 110' @

5020-5030 1.30 0.70% 1.04 0.58%

5030-5040 0.68 0.67

5940-5050 1.46 0.67

5050-5060 1.04 0.85

5060-5070 0.28 0.50 ,

5070-5080 0.1 5070 to 0.16 5070 to

5080-5090 0.30 5120 0.23 5120

5090-5100 0.24 50' @ 0.32 50' @

5100-5110 0.40 0.31% 0.36 0.32%

5110-5120 0.41 l 0.52 !

as ppm below
5120-5130 ‘835
"~ 5130-5140 280

5140-5150 L71

5150-5160 471

5160-5170 442

5170-5180 452

5180-5190 350 5120 to

5190~-5200 554 5360

5200-5210 - 367 240! @

5210-5220 504 583 ppm

5220-5230 - 495

5230-5240 = 684

5240-5250 938




Amer. Anal. Reas. Lab. Amer. Anal. Reas. Lab.

5680-5690

Sample : Total Weighted Total Vleighted
Number Unit Footage Copper Average Zinc pom Average
as ppmbelow
A-7-79 5250~5260 628 .
-80 5260-5270 601
-81 5270-5280 692
-82 5280-5230 580
-83 52390-5300 583
-84 5300-5310 832
-85 5310-5320 888
-86 5320-5330 765
-87 5330-5340 616
-88 5340-5350 421
-89 5350-5360 553 I
-90 5360-5370 1059 1 311
-91 5370-5380 1076 41y
-92 5380-5390 1498 489 5360 to
-93 5390~-5400 1419 Lok 5440
-94 5400-5410 - 2300 399 80' @
-95 Tw 5410-5420 1710 428 Lhs ppm
=96 5420-5430 1990 535
=97 5430-5440 - 965 578 S
-98 5440-5450 1410 1690
-99 5450-5460 1630 5360 to 2500
=100 5460-5470 1100 5610 1820
=101 5470-5480 720 250' @ 1380
-102 5480-5490 1290 1380 ppm 1350
~103 5430~-5500 543 : 1227 5440 to
- =104 5500-5510 738 1700 5610
-105 5510-5520 835 1630 170" @
-106 5520-5530 616 1018 2066 ppm
-107 5530-5540 823 1685 .
-108 5540-5550 903 2900 )
-109 5550-5560 1198 3400
-110 5560-5570 1947 . 3900
111 5570-5580 1705 | ! 3400
=112 5580-5590 3600 2800
-113 5590-5600 515 , 1140
=114 N 5600-5610 2900 1575 R
=115 5610-5620 10,600 1425
=117 5620~5630 1210 590
-118 5630-5640 6700 1470
=119 Ps 5640-5650 1590 597
=120 565055660 709 384
, -121 5660-5663 629 740
q. -122 5663-5670 508 354
) -123 5670-5680 495 330
0 -116 a4 736 2800
13



Synopsis:
Total .
Unit Footage Feet Copper - Meighted Average
2445-3150 705 60 ppm
3150-3682 532 806 ppm
3682-3730 48 1576 ppm
3730-4275 545 L54 ppm
4275-4332 57 390 ppm :
Tw 4332-4695 363 823 ppm 2445 to 5610
4695-4750 55 1.17% 3165 ft. @ 1550 ppm
: 4750-4800 50 0.10% or 0.156%
’é 4800-43910 110 1.46%
; 4910-4960 . 50 0.16%
4560-5070 110 0.70%
5070-5120 50 0.31%
5120-5360 240 583 ppm
5360-5610 250 1380 ppom
] Ps '5610-5630 80 2823 ppm 2823 ppm
Various Combinations:
Tw 2445-5610 3165 0.16%
or o .
Tw 2445-4695 2250 0.05%
Tw 4695-5610 915 0.43%
or
Tw 4695-5120 425 0.78%
or
- . .84y
W g s 2843

Tw 4695-43910 215 1.07%
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WILDERNESS MYSTERY EXPLAINED

Dear Colleague:

This January when the new Congress convenes it will
consider a host of proposals to create new wilderness
areas throughout the United States. The relentless
push for our constantly expanding wilderness system
gives rise to what should be called, for lack of any
better term, the great wilderness mystery. The
mystery is this: What logic drives the crusade for
the exponential growth of wilderness?

The wilderness mystery and its corollaries can be
especially baffling at times. For example, with the
myriad of statutes and regulations designed to protect
the public land from overuse and irresponsible
development why must all uses and development be
prohibited? Or, if wilderness designation is designed
to protect the land for future generations, and the
present generation is prevented from using these
areas, does that mean that wilderness designations
must be withdrawn in the future so that future
generations can enjoy the land being preserved

today? And finally, will we ever run out of land
suitable for wilderness designation?

Examples of the exponential growth of wilderness are
everywhere. This term an effort will be made to
designate the 1.5 million acre coastal plain of the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge as wilderness. When
the refuge was created in 1980, Congress declined to
place the area into wilderness; instead, it directed
the Secretary of Interior to study the area's oil and
gas potential. The draft study is now out, and it
describes the resource potential as "clearly the most
outstanding oil and gas frontier remaining in the
United States." With North Slope production about to
decline this is crucial. Yet many members of Congress
have already signed on the effort for wilderness
designation.

In the December issue of Sierra Club's magazine,
Sierra, the cover story blesses the awesome Cranston
Southern California 4.5 million acre wilderness and

555 Capitol Mall, Suite 350 - Sacramento, CA 95814 .« (916) 444-0154

Seatile Liaison Office: 1200 One Market Union Square « Seattle, WA 98101 « (206) 447-7264
Alaska Liaison Office: 807 G Street « Anchorage, AK 99501 « (907) 278-1731
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park bill as the next holy crusade for the California environmental
movement. And, as a further example or preservationism run amok,
some of the public land with the richest hard rock mineral
potential in Nevada, Colorado, and Idaho has been proposed as
wilderness.

Understanding the mystery behind this push for more and more
wilderness is crucial if we are to inject rationality into the
debate. Interestingly, the solution to the great wilderness
mystery is simple if the wilderness ethic is understood and what
may be called the public land wilderness theorem is followed:

1. The simplest and best way to preserve an ecosystem is
through wilderness designation.

2. Every unique ecosystem must be preserved.
3. Every ecosystem is unique.
4. Every area of public land constitutes an ecosystem.

5. Therefore, every area of public land must be
designated as wilderness.

This wilderness theorem may seem absurd, but it explains the
motivations of the more radical advocates of wilderness
preservation.

It is not the position of Pacific Legal Foundation that wilderness
areas are necessarily unwise. Indeed, there are areas where the
nation's best interest may be served by wilderness designation.
However, in PLF's involvement in public lands issues and litigation
it is our position that a balance must be achieved between
essential resource development and protection of the environment
and habitat. Therefore, PLF will submit comments to the Interior
Department in favor of arctic coastal plain oil and gas leasing.
And PLF will continue to fight for loggers and miners in Alaska,
California, Oregon, and throughout the United States whenever the
ability to conduct environmentally sensitive resource development
is threatened.

In sum, the push for wilderness should not sacrifice our strategic
and national security interests because all land and ecosystems are
not threatened by regulated resource development and all public
land should not be designated as wilderness. If common sense is
not followed, we may find the answer to the wilderness mystery of
little interest when confronted by the wilderness paradox: What
use is a wilderness area if we are too poor to enjoy it?

Sincerley yours,

ﬁ:@:{s‘t BURLING
ttorney

Enclosure
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WHAT SHOULD A MODEL BILL CONTAIN?

In the drafting of an actual new law to modernize the
Mining Law of 1872 along the lines of the foregoing "Blue-
print for Revision," every effort should be made to accom-
modate, as equitably as possible, the legitimate (and some-
times confliéting) interests of miners (large and small),
environmentalists, Federal and State governments, and the
" national interest. Also, the new law shouli be as complete
as possible, replacing or codifying existing statutes dealing
with hardrock mining so that "it can all be found in one
place.”™ This description of a "model bill" for a "new law"

describes how those things might be accomplished.

EXISTING CLAIMS
The new law should deal up front with existing claims.
In general, for both constitutional and peolitical reasons
these should be "grandfathered," so that the rights attendant
upon the old claims can continue to be pursued under the old
law. An important exception would be to substitute the new
law's more realistic requirements for expenditures for

assessment work at an early date (possibly phasing them in).

LANDS AND MINERALS SUBJECT TO LOCATION
Regarding ACCESS, the new law should make clear that
public lands open to entry under the old law would continue

to be open to "location" under the new law. 1In addition,

o mEmTREEER = " TNy N

Livermiore /5unoé;/4&&n



"acquired lands" under the jurisdiction of the Department of
the Interior and Department of Agriculture which are presently
" leasable (some 44.2 million acres), and all other acquired
lands as to which no authority to dispose of the mineials
exists (some 15.6 million acres, including 13.5 million

under jurisdiction of the Department of Defense) should be

- made available for location under the new law. An additional
2 million acres of public domain lands not within the mining
law states would also be made available.

The new law should specify what minerals are to be

subject to "location". 1Included would be all metallic min-
erals, as well as nonmetallic minerals, such as diamonds,
that are not of wide occurrence or localized marketability.
Excluded would be minerals that are presently salable or
leasable, and the distinction between common varieties of
such minerals and those of "distinct and special value"

would be elminated.

"LOCATION" OF CLAIMS
There should be a Title of the new law governing the

"location” of mining claims, the rights of locators, and

procedures for locating.

Under it, only U.S. citizens and.U.S. corporations
would be entitled to locate and hold claims; non-citizens
who have declared their intention to become citizens would

no longer qualify.




Locators of mining claims would have the exclusive
right to explore for, patent, develop, mine, produce and
dispose of all minerals subject to location within the
vertical planes extended downward along all boundaries of
their claims (not just the end lines,-as under existing
law.) In addition, they would have the right of possession
and use of so much of the surface within the boundary lines

of their claims as is reasonably necessary for mining and

processing operations, this right, however, being subject to

the provisions of Section 6 of the Act of August 13, 1954,
("The Multiple Mineral Development Act") and Section 4 of
the Act of July 23, 1955 ("The Multiple Surface Use Act").
The new law would provide that mining claims and the
rights incident thereto are real property and, except as
otherwise limited by the new law itself, fully alienable.
Under existing law, a claim owner can follow a located
mineral vein beyond the claim boundaries (other than end

lines) by asserting extralateral rights; these rights would

be abolished by the new law (except to the extent grandfathered).

It may be well to note here that the nature and extent of a
patent is to be revised in accordance with the "Blueprint,"
by limiting it to the minerals only (not the land surface)
and to a term of years (not perpetuity). However, the new
law would give the locator of a claim the right to use the
land surface to the extent reasonably necessary to carry on
the mining, processing and removal operations, subject to

the provisions of the laws cited.
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The new law also should make the exercise of the locator's
rights subject to the authority of the Secretary, under
FLPMA and other applicable laws, to manage the public lands
so as to prevent unnecessary or undue degradation and to
afford environmental protection. It would require that a
plan of operation, including provision for reclamation, must
be approved prior to any activity likely to result in more
than negligble disturbance of the land, and it would empower
the Secretary to reguire a bond or other undertiking to
assure compliance. This is not intended to change existing
law (other than BLM's 5-acre exemption in 43 C.F.R. §3089)
but simply to make clear that the Secretary's authority to
manage the public lands and to enforce environmental laws is
integral to mining law.

The new law would provide that all mining claims located
after the effective date of this Act shall be of one type.
The distinctions among claims as lode, placer, tunnel and
mill sites that were established by the Mining Law of 1872
would be abolished, and extralateral rights would be discontinued.
Future claim locations would have to conform as nearly as
practicable to the U.S. system of public land surveys and
the rectangular subdivisions of such surveys or protracted
surveys. This is intended not only to reduce costs but to
eliminate fractional claims, overlapping claims, problems of
geographic location, and other confusions and conflicts that
have often arisen from lack of uniformity in the siting and

description of claims. 1In general, each claim shall be



1

approximately square and no more than one-sixteenth of a
section on surveyed land or 40 acres on unsurveyed land.
Under present law, a claim is generally twenty acres, but
can vary considerably.

Currently, the specifics of mining claim location are
governed by state laws. The new law should bring about
greater uniformity. Thus, with respect to claims on surveyed
lands, it would require that the boundaries of each claim
conform to the lines of the public land survey, and further
that the description of the boundary lines by reference to
the township, range, segtion and legal subdivision of said
survey shall determine the claim's boundaries on the ground.

This should make the mapping of such claims more orderly.

In 1872 public land surveys were very limited. The rectangular

system of surveys has now been extended over 1.4 billion
acres of the original'l.B billion-acre Public Domain area.

Of the 374 million acres of land remaining to be surveyed at
the close of the fiscal year 1985, approximately 76 percent
are in Alaska. The remaining unsurQeyed land lies exclusively
in eleven Western states; the largest unsurveyed area is
located in Nevada, where approximately 19 million acres are
unsurveyed.

Under the new law, mining claims loéated on unsurveyed
lands would have to be placed in approximate north to south
and east to west directions and the boundary lines as marked
on the ground by the corner monument of the claim would

control as against any description of the claim. Again,



this is intended to enhance orderliness and to minimize
boundary disputes.

The new law should describe in detail how a mining
claim location shall be made. It would provide (1) for the
erection of corner monuments (which would be biodegradable)
and for their markings and (2) for the posting of a location
notice on the northwest corner, and it would detail the
information required to be included in the location notice.
It would further require (3) the filing of a signed identical
copy of the location notice in a BLM office designated by
the Secretary after payment of a filing fee of not less than
$25 for each claim, and it would provide that failure so to
file within 90 days after the posting of the location notice
shall render the claim null and void and forfeit all rights
thereunder. At present, the filing fee is $10.00 for the
equivalent claim size, which was set by regulation in
1978; prior to that, there was no filing fee.

There should be a provision that the locator or owner
of a claim, in stating the number of acres in the claim,
shall be entitled to rely on the accuracy of records and
plats maintained by BLM for administering the public lands.
At present, acreage figures for a claim depend upon a
survey; this subsection entitles the claim locator to rely
on BLM records and plats.

There should also be a provision that, once all the
acts prescribed have been properly completed, the rights of

the locator shall be deemed to have been established with



respect both to the United States and to all other persons.
The new law would spell out how amendments to location
notices and mining claims must be done. This is intended to
make possible the adjustment of a mining claim for a technical
location correction, without having to file a new claim as
is usually done under cﬁrrent law to avoid losing .the claim.
An important element of the new law would be to provide
for the locations of a group of contiguous claims by a ’
single locator, to be called a group claim. A group claim
must embrace one complete surveyed section (or 640 acres of
unsurveyed land), and the requirements as to posting,
marking and the contents and filing of location notices g
should be spelled out in detail. This would correct a |
defect of existing law; using groups of claims is a
practical requirement of modern exploration, and this would
simplify the group of claims and make them easier to locate

on the ground, thus reducing unnecessary cost of explo- i

ration.

MAINTENANCE OF CLAIMS

A key Title of new law would cover the maintenance of
mining claims. In establishing assessment work or diligence
requirements, it would clarify, modernize and codify historic ,
requirements for the continued holding of a claim, provide

for due and proper diligence, and reduce the need for unnecessary

disturbance of land imposed by current law as a condition of

holding a claim.
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First, there would be a provision that no less than the
amounts to be prescribed in the new law must be expended,
during each calendar year, for each acre within a claim, for
"assessment work." Assessment work includes labor, materials,
surveys or any activity reasonably related to the effort to
discover or develop mineral deposits or to reclaim or
restore land disturbed by exploration or mining. For
purposes of assessment work, an "assessment block"™ may be
designated by the claimant, which block cannot exceed one
mile sguare. Any assessment work performed within this
block (but not wérk performed outside) can constitute work
requirement for all claims within the block. The claims
need not be contiguous for this purpose, nor does the
assessment work have to benefit each and every claim, as is
required currently. Also, expenditures in excess of the
amount required in one calendar year may be applied to meet
the requirements for up to 3 succeeding years. (This also
is new and expands the credit allowed for a major expenditure
on one claim at one time, to take account of modern technology.
It also reduces the need for disturbance of land simply to
meet holding requirements that bring little benefit to the
claim.)

The minimum annual expenditures for assessment work
would be fixed as follows: for an individual 40-acre claim
or group of 40-acre claims up to 16 claims within one mile
square, $15 per acre during each of the first 10 years of

assessment work and $30 per acre each year thereafter; and



for a group of more than 16 claims larger than one mile
square, $15 per acre during each of the first 5 years of
assessment work and $30 per acre each year thereafter. This
differential is to discourage the holding of excess property.
Under the 1872 mining law, the minimum expenditure has been
a mere $5 per acre per year. (However, since 1978 Alaska
has imposed $10 per acre per year on tentatively selected
state lands.) The expenditures required by a model bill
would more accurately reflect true exploration expenditures.

There should be a provision requiring the amount of
assessment work on claims smaller than 40 acres to be the
same as for 40-acre claims.

All assessment work requiréments would apply in the
year of location éf a claim, unless the date of location is
on or after July 1. This is in deference to the realities
of field requirements in some geographic areas. A July 1
date, plus the 90-day filing period to be provided below,
can delay the possibility of exploration beyond the available
field season.

The model bill would afford claim owners the election
to pay cash into the U.S. Treasury in lieu of, but equal to,
the amounts required and not expended for assessment work.
This new provision serves the dual purpose of avoiding "make
work" in order to maintain a mining claim and at the same
time assuring proper holding costs. Credit for any excess
payment could apply to meeting expenditure requirements for

up to 3 succeeding years. After 10 years, cash payment in



lieu of assessment work becomes mandatory. This is to
encourage early physical exploration, and to discourage
needless disturbance on property that has been explored for
10 years.

A section of the new law would concern proof of labor,
i.e., how to prove that the assessment work requirements
have actually been met. In general, that sectidn would be
not so much new law as making clear and uniform what has
become often uncertain and varied. Under it, the owner of a
mining claim would be required to file with BLM each year on
or before December 31 an affidavit that the required
expenditures for assessment work (or payment in lieu thereof)
have been made for that year. The information that must be
contained in that affidavit should be detailed, and the
claim owner would be required to preserve documentary proof
of those expenditures for five years'after the expenditure,
and to make it available to BLM upon written request at any
time during that period. Failure to furnish adequate documentation
of the timely performance of required assessment work, unless
shown to the Secretary to be justifiable, shall result in
forfeiture of the claim. After 5 years, however, an affidavit
of expenditure shall be conclusive, in absence of fraud.
There should be a provision that any person making false
statements in the required documentation or affidavit shall
forfeit all rights in any claim owned by such person, and
~ such person shall thereafter be barred from acquiring any

right or interest under the new law. This puts teeth into
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the requirement for honesty in affidavits of performance of
assessment work.

Where a claim owner elects to make payment in lieu of
assessment work, such payment should be made at the time of
filing the affidavit.

The new law should provide for deferment of or exemption
from diligence requirements in certain circumstances (there
are no such provisions currently). In cases such as lack of
right of way, or other legal impediments to the claimant's
right to enter his claim, the Secretary could grant deferment
of assessment work requirements and of payment in lieu thereof
until the impediment is removed. During a period when access
to a claim is denied or withheld by an officer or agency of
the U.S., the Secretary would be required to exempt the
owner from assessment work reguirements or payments in lieu
thereof.

However, the deferred amounts of annual expenditures
for assessment work or payment in lieu thereof would accrue
throughout the period of deferment, and thereafter, until
they are fully expended or paid, the claim owner must add
the accrued expenditures or payments to those then required,
at annual rates at least equal thereto.

A claimant who has received or petitioned for a deferment
or exemption would have to file a notice thereof annually in
the same time, place and manner as required for filing a
proof of labor affidavit, and the information to be included

in such filing should be specified in the model bill.
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Any deferment or exemption would be in addition to any
relief available under any other Act of Congress.

The penalty for late filing of the affidavit regarding
assessment work required or, if applicable, the notice of
deferment or exemption, would be as follows: if the filing
is not made, the Secretary must give notice to the claim
owner that rights in the claim shall be forfeited, and the
claim would be void after 30 days from the issuance of such
notice; however, if the claim cwner makes the required filing
within said 30 days, his rights in the claim shall be preserved
and the claim shall remain valid, provided, that the claim
owner pays a cash penalty in addition to, and equal to 50%
of the amount of, the assessment work expenditure or payment
in lieu thereof required for the year to which the late
filing applies, even if assessment work expenditure, or
.payment in lieu thereof, is itself deferred or exempt for
that year.

Another section, having to do with penalty for forfeiture,
would prescribe that a claim owner who forfeits or relinquishes
his or her rights in a claim for any reason shall be precluded,
for the next ensuing year, from locating, directly or indirectly,
a new claim on the same land (this is new). If he or she
relocates a claim after one year but before five years after
the date of forfeiture, the amount of annual expenditures
for assessment work or payment in lieu thereof required in
the year of relocation and each year thereafter will be the

same as if the claim owner had never forfeited the claim.
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The model bill would establish a Mineral Information
Program, whose purpose is to add to the government's knowledge
regarding the mineral resources of the public lands, while
protecting the confidentiality of privileged or proprietary
information in order not to discourage exploration for minerals
needed by the national economy. In brief, claim owners
would be required to submit to the Secretary all non-interpretive
raw data, including a map of drill holes and sample points
showing relative location on claim, geologic logs and depth
information, and geological, geophysical and geochemical
survey reports obtained from exploring, developing or producing
any mineral pursuant to the new law. Assay and other processed,
analyzed and interpreted information is excluded. This
information must be supplied after the 10th assessment year,
or when the claim is relingquished or abandoned or declared
invalid in a validity proceeding.

Such information received by the Secretary shall not be
released to the public while the claims'are in good standing,
and whenever a Federal employee reveals information in violation
of the aforesaid regulations, the claim owner, or anyone to
whom that owner sold the information under promise of
confidentiality, may commence a civil action for damages
against the Federal government, and in any such action the
government may not raise the defense of sovereign immunity
or any claim that the employee who released the information

was acting outside the scope of his employment in so doing.

A claim owner's failure to provide the required information
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wcould result in forfeiture of the claim, and a claim owner
who failed to provide the information required upon forfeiture
or relinguishment would be barred by the Secretary from
acquiring any right or interest under this law for such
period as the Secretary determines is appropriate in the
circumstances. Any bond provided by the claimant cannot be
released uﬁtil the information satisfactory to the Secretary
.has been received. \

Regarding the validity of claims, the new law should
érovide that a mining claim properly located on lands available
for location and on which there is no pre-existing valid
claim shall be valid with respect to the U.S. and all other
persons, and the claim shall carry all the rights provided
by this law so long as the owner maintains the claim in

accordance with this law. "Discovery" and "pedis possessio"

- would no longer be required for unpatented claims.

PATENTS
One of the key Titles of the new law would be that
covering mineral patents. The first section would provide
that a claim owner would be entitled to a patent (1) upon
submission of satisfactory proof that the claim contains a
"valuable deposit" of one or more minerals locatable under
the new law, and (2) upon compliance with this Title.

A valuable deposit would be defined as one capable of

being mined, removed and marketed at a prospective profit in

the foreseeable future under either existing average or
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forecasted market conditions, without reliance upon speculative
technological breakthroughs or possible government price
support programs, if the land claimed has a present (even
though not profitable) value for mining purposes. The
prospective profitability may be based on the existence of
deposits only part of which are within the élaim.. Existence
of a valuable deposit may be established by actual physical
exposure of the mineral and inference based on relevant
geological and geophysical data, and where a patent is
sought for more than one claim in a group of claims under
the same ownership, physical exposure will not be required
on any claim within the group as to which the Secretary
determines that circumstances justify reliance on proof by
geological inference alone.

This section would make several changes in existing
law. Notably, it would broaden the definition of "valuable
deposit™ to include one that could be mined profitably under
average, and not just existing, market conditions; it would
no longer require profitability to be based only on deposits
totally within the claim boundaries; it would permit
inference based on geological data to be taken into account
in establishing the existence of a deposit, and it would no
longer necessitate physical exposure on every claim in a
group under the same ownership as a condition of patent.

The next section would delineate (and limit) patent
rights. Under it, a patent would transfer, for thirty vyears,

title to all locatable minerals found within the vertical
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planes extended downward along the boundaries of a claim,
plus the right to use so much of the surface area within the
claim boundaries as is necessary to develop and mine the
minerals by any appropriate mining technigue, including

surface mining methods. The 30-year limit on the patent can

be extended but only for so long as minerals are being produced,

or where the Secretary, upon showing satisfactory to him,
extends the term of the patent as provided elsewhere in the
bill. 1In addition, the owner of a claim qualifying for a
patent would have the right to select open and unreserved
federal lands cutside the claim boundaries that said owner
demonstrates are reasonably necessary for "ancillary uses"
such as milling, processing, mining and related operations
that are not required for other uses determined by the
Secretary to be of greater public value. The duration of
-ancillary uses would be coterminous with the mineral
patent(s) to which they relate. Also, except as limited by
other laws, the Secretary would have to grant such rights of
way over adjoining and nearby federal lands as might be
required for access to and development of minerals patented
under this Title. |

That section would thus make a basic change in the
Mining Law of 1872, under which a patent conveys all the
land surface within the claim boundaries along with the
minerals and also conveys title to the claimant in perpetuity.
By iimiting the patent to a term of years and to the minerals

themselves (plus a right to use the surface but only to the
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extent necessary for mining), this bill would remove the

cames .

bases for some of the most persistent criticisms of the 1872
law. 1In aadition, "ancillary uses" of other Federal lands
by the claim owner would be subject to the Secretary's
determination that those lands are not required for other
uses of greater public value.

An ensuing section, payment for patent, would prescribe

that the holder of a mineral patent shall pay fair market
rental (a) for lands used for ancillary uses and (b) for the
surface of the patented claim used in exploiting the minerals.
Any surface resources, including nonlocatable minerals and
vegetative materials, taken from the land within the claim
boundaries in the course of mining or related activities i
would have to be paid for at fair market value.

The next section would deal with mine plans. Noting

that all patents are issued subject to the Secretary's
authority to manage the public lands to the same degree and
in the same manner as provided for unpatented claims, it
would require that the Secretary shall review and approve a
mine plan for the development and reclamation of a claim
prior to permitting its development. The issuance of a
patent to the minerals would be a prerequisite for approval

of the mine plan. The patentee would have 10 years from the

date of issuance of the patent to prepare and file for
approval a mine plan, including feasibility study, in
preparation for production. The Secretary would be required

to develop procedures for timely processing of applications
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for approval. Failure to apply for an approved mine plan
within said ten years would result in forfeiture of the
claim owner's rights, and the Secretary would have to cancel
the patent after 30 days notice.

The new law thus would strongly affirm the government's
authority over the public lands and, by requiring approved
mine plans covering both development and reclamation, would
give the Secretary continuing control over the use of land
whether under claim or patent. The purpose is to eliminate
abuses of the land that allegedly have occurred under the
1872 Act. |

The next section would pertain to surveys and is important
in clarifying and specifying how to identify claims geographically.
It would require that, prior to applying for a patent, the
owner of a mining claim that is located on unsurveyed land
or whose exterior boundaries do not conform to the lines of
the public land survey, shall obtain a survey of the claim
made by a surveyor appointed by the United States Chief
Cadastral Engineer and certified as correct by that officer
or his delegate. No survey would be required of a claim
located on surveyed lands, the exterior boundaries of which
conform to the lines of the public land survey. 1If the
exterior boundaries of a claim located on surveyed land
conform or can be made to conform as intended to the lines
of the public land survey, the description of the claim by
reference to the township, range, section and legal subdivision

of the public land survey would at all times after patent
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constitute the highest authority as to what claim is
patented. For a claim located on unsurveyed lands or whose
boundaries cannot be made to conform to the public land
survey, the monuments on the ground marking the boundaries
of the claim as shown on the approved survey plat would at
all times after patent constitute the highest authority as
to what claim is patented. Where a claim owner seeks to
patent a contiguous group of claims that has previously been
located as provided earlier for group locations, and a
survey is required, only the posted external boundaries of
the group would need to be surveyed, except to the extent
necessary to delimit lands contained within the group that
are unavailable for location. |

Another section would prescribe mineral patent procedure.

It would state that, in order to obtain a patent, a claim
owner must file, in the office designated by the Secretary
(1) an application, under oath, describing the boundaries of
the claim or claims, (2) the affidavit of at least 2 persons
that a notice of the application has been conspicuously
posted on the land itself, (3) a copy of said notice, and
(4) satisfactory evidence that the claim owner is qualified
to hold claims and that the particular claim or claims meet
all requirements of the new law for locating, maintaining
and patenting claims.

The section would further require the authorized officer
to publish notice, weekly for eight successive weeks, that

the application for a patent has been made; it would prescribe
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the method therefor and also require the claim owner, at the
end of the publication period, to file an affidavit that the
notice has been posted on the land during that period.

Next, if no adverse claim has been filed by the end of
the publication period and if the claim owner otherwise
meets the requirements of this law, he or she wou}d be
entitled to a patent to the claim upon payment of the
prescribed amounts and thereafter no objection from third
parties to the issuance of a patent shall be heard.

Also, the application for patent and the affidavits
required of the claim owner could be made by an authorized
agent conversant with the facts.

There would be a requirement that the costs of processing
a patent application, including the costs. of any necessary
survey, be borne by the applicant according to a fee schedule
established by the Secretary. |

There would be a provision that if a claim owner fails
to meet the requirements for a patent, he may continue to
maintain the claim under the applicable Title of this bill.

Another section would provide for the issuance to a

claim owner of a special use permit for lands selected for

ancillary uses (such as milling, processing, etc.) upon

specified conditions. The procedures should be set out.

Another section, on adverse claims, would provide an

opportunity, during the 8-week period of publication of a
patent or permit application, for an adverse claimant to

file a claim. It must be filed'under oath and show the
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nature, boundaries and extent of the adverse claim. Thereupon
the patent or permit proceedings would be stayed until the |
controversy is settled or decided in court or the adverse
claim waived. The adverse claimant would have to commence
court proceedings within 30 days of filing his claim and
prosecute same with reasonable diligence, and failure to do

so would constitute a waiver of his claim. After final

court judgment, the winning party could proceed-to patent

the minerals (or obtain the ancillary permit) without further
notice.

Patent termination would be covered, first, by providing

that, upon failure to pay any rentals when due, the Secretary
shall give 30 days notice of cancellation, and the patent
owner can preserve his right only by paying, within said 30
days, the rents due plus an additional 50% of that amount.
(This, of course, would be new, since existing law requires
no rental fees to be paid by a patent owner.) Next, there
would be a provision that failure by the patent owner to
comply with the patent terms, an approved mine plan, or any
of the provisions of the new law or of regulations thereunder
shall subject the patent to cancellation by appropriate

court proceedings. This, too, represents new law. Next,
there would be provision that cessation of production after
the end of the primary term (30 years?) of a patent shall
terminate the patent 60 days after the Secretary issues
notice to that effect, unless production is resumed prior to

that time. Production from one patented claim within a
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group of patented claims would satisfy this requirement.
This would be new, since under existing law a patent has no
term. 1In addition, the Secretary, upon a showing
satisfactory to him, could extend the primary term after
cessation of production. Further, a patent holder would
have a right to relinguish it at any time after 60 days
notice to the Secretary. Existing law has no provision for
relinquishing or forfeiting a patent. Similarly, it should
be provided that the forfeiture or relinquishment of a
mineral patent results in the forfeiture or relinquishment
of any permit for related ancillary uses. Next, the forfeiture
penalties applicable under an earlier section to unpatented
claims would be applied to patented claims. This, too, is
new law. And it should be made explicit that forfeiture
does not abrograte reclamation requirements.

A concluding Title would cover the EFFECT ON OTHER
LAWS. It would repeal various statutes (which would be
enumerated) except to the extent that the new law provides
for grandfathering certain rights. It would further declare
that the new law preempts the laws and regulations of the
states respecting location and maintenance of mining claims,
but that nothing in the new law exempts mining claim owners
from federal, state and local laws relating to the protection
of the environment and nonmineral resources.

Statutes to be repealed are: (List)
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CHECKLIST Of MAJOR PROVISIONS
FOR MODEL MINING LAW BILL

I. Existing Claims

A. Grandfather: 1872 Mining law still applicable except assessment work
requirements which will be governed by new law. '

B. Exceptions:

1. Claims for common variety-type minerals as defined in new law (see
111 below); claimants will be afforded a reasonable period to
apply for patent under 1872 law (5 years) after which such
minerals may be disposed of only by sale as provided by the Mineral
Materials Act of July 31, 1947 (30 USC § 601 et seq); existing
claimants have preference right in bidding for mineral materials,

2. Tunnel sites eliminated after 5 years.

3. Millsites eliminated after 5 years. New law applicable to all
appropriations for milling, processing or other uses incident to
mining.

C. Relocation: Holder of mining claim, mill site or tunnel site given
exclusive right to relocate under new law for 5 years, Retain existing
configuration of claims to extent conformity to new location
requirements prevented by pattern of ownership on ground.

11. Lands Open to Location: Same as now plus expand to include acquired
1ands.

I11. Minerals Subject to Location

A. Hardrock, metallics and scare nonmetallics.

B. A1l common variety-type minerals (sand, stons, clay e:z.}
specifically identified and excluded (including bentprits,
diatomaceous earth etc.); “"distinct and special valus" ciziinctiion
eliminated.

C. Currently leasable minerals will continue to be leasable.



Iv.

Vi.

VI1I.

Rights of Locators

A.

B.

Exclusive right to locatable mireres withir bouncaries of claim
(NB: extralateral rights eliminatec); other minerals (leasable
saleable) remain subject to dispesition under applicable laws.

Federal surface management authority remains the same except
regulatory (BLM) S-acre exemptior “ror plar of operations
requirement eliminated.

Uhiformity of Claims

A.

D.

One type of claim: placer, lode, millsite distinctions and tunne?
site designation eliminated. '

Maximum sixe: Qquarter-quarter section or 40 acres.

If land within public land survey grid, location must conform if
possible; survey description controls if discrepancy between it
and boundaries marked on ground.

If unsurveyed, locate in cardinal directiors; boundaries on ground
control if conflict with descripiizr,

Location Procedure

A.
B.
cC.
D.

Corner monuments.
Location notice at northwest corner.
90 day filing period.

$25 fee per claim,

Maintenance of Claims (Diligence)

k.

Assessmant work includes any aztivity reasonably related to effort
to discover or develop minere’ Zenzsits or t¢ reclaim or restore
lands disturbed thereby.
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For cieim o cizim group encomp2ssing fewer than 640 acres:
15 per acre first five years; $30 per acre thereafter.

For claim group larger than 640 acres: $20 for five years,
then $40.

The a7au~t of assessment work required of claims less than
40 acres ir size is the same as for 40 acre claims.

C. Group Assessment work

1.

2.

Work credit can be spread among group of claims controlled by
single operator up to the equivalent of one surveyed section
in size (640 acres, if unsurveyed), :

Claims need not be contiguous and proof of benefit to claims
receiving credit not required.

D. Excess expenditures can be applied to meet requirements for up to
3 succeeding vears.

E. Assessmeni work requirement applies in year of location unless
claim located on or after July 1, in which case it begins the
following year.

F. Payment-in-lieu option first 10 years, thereafter cash payment
becomes mandatory, regardless of amount of assessment work done.

6. Assessment work on calendar year basis.

Proof of Labor

A. Annual filing of Proof of Labor Affidavit on or before Decem-er
31; reasonatie fiting fee required.

B. Claimar: rzie'n Jocumentary proof of expenditures for 5 years,

1.

Faiture to provide sufficient documentation to maraging agency
upon request subjects claim to forfeiture.

Absent fraud, assessment work affidavit conclusive after 5

Ferrily Toe o fragdiyn fo-felture of claim and claimant barred
M = unZzv omining lew,

T
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Deferment of or Exemption from Assessment Work

£.

5.
C.

Deferment if impeliment to working claim (e.g. access over
surrouncing private lands blocked); amounts required accrue and
must be expended or paid when impediment removed at rate equal to
and in addition to expenditure requirement for year in which
impediment removed and subsequent years, until fully expended or
paid.

Exemption if U.S. is cause of impediment.

Annual filing of notice of deferment or exemption required.

Penalty for Late Filings

A.

or

-+ U

":
L=

Failure to file affidavit of expenditure or notice of deferment or
exemption will result in forfeiture after 30 days notice from
managing agency.

Late filing within 30-day notice period accepted upon additional
cash payment of 1/2 of expenditure amount required for year in
question.

5 for Forfeityre: C(laimant precluded from relocating same land
eriod of one year. ’

Mineral Information Program

A.

™
.

Claim holders must submit specified non-interpretive raw data
(including map of drill holes and sample points, geologic logs and
depth information and geological, geophysical and geochemical
survey reports) to appropriate agency following the 10th
assessment year or upon forfeiture or relinguishment of a claim;
assay and other interpreted information is expressly excluded.

Safeguards to protect confidentiality of information submitted
while claim in good standing will be provided.

Failure to provide required informatior sha'l result in forfeiture
of claim and may bar claimant form hoiding any mining ¢iazims in
future,



Xill.  Validity of Claims

k. Compliance with location, maintenance and filing requirements
establishes validity of claimant's possessory rights,

1. Discovery requirement and pedis-possessio doctrine
eliminated for unpatented claims.

el 7 ) ‘
w”{lﬁ*”“‘ 2. Long term withdrawal (for initial period of more than 5
years) will void a claim unless a patent is issued upon
application made within 180 days; a claim may be maintained
during short term withdrawal under the assessment work
exzmption provision.
3. Compensation: In the event a claim is voided by a
Reguired o~ wWithdrawal, the claimant will be entitled to recover required
acaq,@y £ led assessment work expenditures or payments-in-lieu thereof made
during the previous 10 years.
XI1v. Patent
A.  Test: valuable deposit.

1. New Definition: Prospective profitability under average or
forecasted market conditions,

2. Claims may be aggregated to meet test.

3. Proof by physical exposure and, at discretion of Secretary,
geological inference (if patent sought for more than one
claim).

B. Rights

1. Mineral ownership.

2. Use of surface, subject to federal surface managemsnt
requiations.,

! L Zo
@l TETS Duration: 30 years ancd so long thereafter as produce in
paying quantities.

4. Special use permit for additional land for mining, milling
and processing operations; same duration as related mineral
patent. .

5. Necessary rights of way for access and development.



C. Payhent: Fair market value for surface use of patented lands and
lands held under special use permit; also fair mariet value for
any surface resources used, such as timber, sand & gravel,

D, Mine Plan
1. Patent is prerequiste to mining.

2. Claimant has 10 years after patent issued to apply for
approval of mine plan for development and reclamation of

claim; penalty for failure to file timely application is
cancellation of patent and forfeiture of claim.

E. Survey required unless conform to public Iaﬁd survey; also survey
to extent necessary to exclude lands unavailable for Iocation and
patent.

F. Procedure
1. Application.

2. Posting.

3. Publication.

4., Payment (FMV for surface).

5. Processing costs paid by applicant.

G. 1f patent denied, claim still valid.

H. Adverse claims resolved judicially.

I. TJermination

1. Failure to pay rent: Notice and cancellatior of patent
untess pay 50% penalty.

2. Judicial canzellation for failure tc comply with terms of
patent, mine plan or law,

3. Cessation of paying production unless requirement suspended
by Secretary.

4. Voluntary reilinguishment.

XV. - State Location anc Mining Claim Maintenanze Laws
State and local Enviornmental and Resource Proiezcs



301 W. Golf View Drive
Tucson, AZ 85704

December 9, 1986

Mr. Bill Carter, Team Leader
Bureau of Land Management
2015 W. Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027

Reference: Arizona Wilderness
Study Area 2-197
Ragged Top

Dear Mr. Carter:

This study area should not be included in the wilderness preservation system
for the following reasons:

1.

5.

It is surrounded by an open pit mine within about 2 miles, a natural
gas line about 1% miles away, and a frequently used county road about
2 to 2% miles to the west. All of the aforementioned would tend to
render Ragged Top a low order area for wilderness.

It is in a mineral potential area.

Although public comment indicated it was an area of excellent wildlife
population, no figures were presented to verify this claim.

The size of the study area is so small that it would not serve a
sufficient amount of recreational activities for the costs that
would be incurred.

It is about 6 miles west of an urban sprawl area. This urban area,
in the not too distant future, is going to move westerly.

I recommend that this area (Ragged Top) be looked at very closely and that
emotional desires not overcome practical solutions.

bl

.CC:

Very truly yours,

Glllon .

William D. Gay

L. Brown
L. Kurtz
D. Sell

=™
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lternative “uses’ of ‘eachiresdiircs
- Options-_range? from “planining™ for h

‘production’’-to complete’ protection’
articular ~resource;” There™i§

sidentifyia

étween résource use alternatives o
- For example, consider.an area with a het

2 ;of -"_gattle; : Alte\r’n}ativeg _inélude ma_nagiri‘gjfbr;

‘BLM" asks”"What's importan 1o you in' this
“planning area?. What problems:and oppo e
the future 2242

s
blic sentiment canliredt thosmphasisand =
ichndos el amely




6. WHATARE THE EFFECTS
. COSTS OF THE ALTERNATIVES? >
'~ MORE BLM HOMEWORK

The.BLM must now assess the effects of the
nses, and their costs,

A,
ad

7. SELECTION OF TH
“PREFE

-+ BLM will alao make a recommendation fortha

best maet the needs of the public, thelaw, and
. tha land. An assessment of all the alternatives
and:BLM's yecommendation for the “pre-
-ferred alternative” are reported to the public
in.a "Dratt Plan and Environmental Impact -
Statement.” This report is subject to public
‘review and comment that may present new”
information; point out problems in the BLM-
recommendation, and suggest other alterna-
. Wves hs bettér choices.

e
=%

* s oSy e
_The public comment ig now analyzed by BLM, -
“and -the Final Environmental Impact State-
“'ment is written,.The final statement responds ~2&,
to:the. public: comment, and announces the
alternative selected to be carried out as the_
:-"Resource . Management Plan” The District. T
: Manager then.sends the Final Environmental”
" Impact -Statement {o the State Director for <

+ approval. R ot :

- MONITORING __ -

#2.Once _the plan Js ‘approyed; by:

-~ Director, if'a time to begin carrying i

<" BLM requests funding to implement the plan

..’and lists the specifi¢ jobs needed {o do that

'BLM also schedules a review of the plan every>-
five years to see if it is still workable as time*
goes on. Meanwhile, the public monitors how
BILM does the job it planned to do. A plan

“'cannot be fully catried eut, of cotirse, unless’
Congress appropriates monéy to do the job.x
e e 5 N

ek,

Sk i

Planning for the management-of ‘the "y :
% lands alfects all of us.-Your participatioii in the;
“='planning is important, not only to yourself, but

:-also to your- children and your children’

e For.more lnfofmaﬁéﬁ;éﬁ "hdﬁﬁBLM‘pl‘dn'ninch‘ B
“ process,. contact -the district- planninig_coordi
“oLe S nator - in- the BLM -office nearest . yoi1,.. BLM

rog 5?; planning is also explained in detail in Part 1600+

e ST

BLM OFFICES IN ARIZONA

o

Phoenix, Arizona 85017 | Yuma, Arizona 85364 -
{602) 241-2501] -..(602) 726-2612
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MEMO TO: T. E. Scartaccini, General Manager, SWMD
J. D. Sell, Manager7gSED

RE: Arizona Wilderness Congressional Hearings

It is imperative that Asarco prepare written and oral testimony
for the upcoming Congressional hearings on Arizona wilderness.
These hearings will focus on specific areas that could
eventually be designated as wilderness. The Silver Bell area,
better known as the "Ragged Top WSA" is an area of specific
interest to Asarco. Although the AMA will provide written and
oral testimony, it will be up to individual companies to testify
on areas of specific concern to then.

Attached is a map of the Silver Bell Wilderness and information
on the hearings. I urge you to call ASAP to reserve a time to
testify. If the hearing in Phoenix is closed, I would recommend
reserving time at the L. Havasu hearing.

Stuart A.Bengson
Agronomist

SAB/kh

Attach.



| April 28, 1989 | " Ken Burton 202-225-2844
FOR RELEASE: CONTACT:  Mark Trautwein 202-225-8331

WILDERNESS HEARINGS SET FOR PHOENIX, LAKE HAVASU CITY

Hearings will be held in Phoenix on June 9 and in Lake Havasu
City on June 10 on proposed wilderness legislation for Arizona,
Congressman Morris K. Udall, D-Arizona, chairman of the House Interior
Committee, announced today.

The Phoenix hearing will be held in the Prescott Room at the Phoenix
Civic Center, and the Lake Havasu City hearing, at the Nautical Inn. Both
will be before the Interior Committee's Subcommittee on National Parks
and Public Lands and will convene at 9 a.m.

"These hearings are part of the process of gathering public opinion
that the Arizona congressional delegation started two years ago," Udall
said. "We now have written proposals from conservationists, miners,
ranchers, fish and wildlife managers and many others. Hopefully,
Arizonans will expand on their ideas during these hearings."

The Arizona delegation is considering recommendations by the Bureau
of Land Management and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for wilderness
designations for the areas under their jurisdiction. Pursuant to a
1976 law, BLM has inventoried 2.1 million acres of roadless lands in
the state and recommended that just over 1 million acres be managed as
wilderness. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service studied the four wildlife
in the mid-1970s. President Gerald Ford recommended that 1.5 million
acres of these refuges be designated as wilderness in 1975. All the
lands studied must be managed as wilderness until a final determination
on their status is made by Congress.

"Everyone in Arizona will benefit from the bill that comes out
of this process," Udall said. "We will protect the wild lands so vital
to our natural heritage and return the rest to multiple use.” Although
no Arizona wilderness legislation has yet been written, it is expected

that one or more bills will be introduced in the Congress prior to the
hearings. '

Persons wishing to testify at the Phoenix hearing on June 9 should
contact Mark Trautwein, House Interior Committee, 1324 Longworth HOB,
Washington, D.C. 20515 (202-225-8331).

Persons wishing to testify at the Lake Havasu City hearing should
contact Stan Sloss, Subcommittee on National Parks and Public Lands,
Room 812, HOB Annex 1, Washington, D.C. 20515 (202-226-7736).

To accommodate a larger number of witnesses, individuals will be
asked to limit oral testimony to three minutes. Remarks written for
the record may be as extensive as desired.
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ASARCO DRICC HOLE AT Lo

ROTARY:

J.0.Barnes, Howard-Turner
w/air package
Aug.17-Sept. 16,1973
Surface-3150 ft.
CORE:
Boyles, CP-50
Nov.27,1973~Feb.9,1974
3150-6042 ft.

cte
light orange brown to pink orange and white mottled, air- welded tuff.

- Earlier Volcanics

Whitetail Conglomerate , angular to subangular clasts set in gritty to

muddy matrix. Minor oxide copper , cuprnite and native \n upper
portions.

ACP*: ©9schist, Il schultze, Bdb, 8pEqtzite, 4€Eqtz

M* . 28%, darkbrn  in upper half

ACP*. B9 schist, 9schultze , 2 pEqgtzite
M* :  28% bn to orange in lower half

Schultze Granite slide block ( M~1Atype) 99%, schultze, | Y schist

ACP* : immed. below block: 57 schultze,42schist, | Eqtzite
M* : 199 red bn

ACPx* : remainder: 95schist, 4schultze, | Eqtzite
M* : 239 dark bn

Whitetaii Conglomerate

Fault Zone in Whitetail or slide block
ACP*: 78schist, 22 schultze
M* : 79, red bn

Whitetail Conglomerate

CP*: 9B 5schist, Ischultze, 0.5 Eqtzite
Mx* : 219, red bn.

Native c‘g)’Eper cuprite and minor absorbed {green)copper in Whitetail Cgl.
ACP* - 89

db, Sschist, 2 pEaqtzite , 2 Eafzite, | paleo, I schultze
M : 189 dark greenblk to dirty bn

ACP*: 40db, 26 pEatzite 22 Egtzite, 12 schist
M3*: 129, dirty bn

Whitetait Conglomerate

ACP*: 38db, 28 Eqtzite, 12 pEqtzite , 8 paleo, 7schist, 7schultze
M*: 139, red bn

ACP*: 3|poleo, 26db,25p€Eqtzite, |0 Eqtzite, 7schultze , I schist
Mx: 219 bn to green bn

4~ -— 5610’ Supai Formation

mudstone

tuffaceous sandstone

limy gtzite siltstone

Naco Limestone , very fine crystalline , med. to light gray,

fosstiliferous limestone w/ sandy layers and shale’beds

: averuge clost percentage * M : motrix percentage

T1S, R I3E.
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