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UNITED STATES OFAMERICA

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATIAT qET OF ThE ItTEMO 


OcoIs MIn?aIs Adm;ist100 


EXPLORATION PROJECT	 T'	 RECEIEO 


(Short Form)	 AR 3 1 1953 


IT IS AGREED this 23rd	 day of	 MØZCh	 1953 , between the United States of America, acting 

through the Department of the Interior, Defense Minerals Exploiation Administration, heaeinafter called the "Government," 


2	


:'	


Si 1. wi**	
C 


-	 I	 3'tn4vtU*p Ut*k	 ( 


hereinafter called the Operator," as follows 


ARTICLE I Authority for contract —This agreement is entered into under the authority of the Defense Production Act Qf 
1950, as amended, pursuant to DMEA Order 1 entitled ' Government Ai4 in Defense Exploration Projects' 


ARTICLE 2 Operator's property rights —With respect to that certain land situated in the State of 
Ut.b	 County of _	 I	 described as follows 
bIp*t1flted d* si*t ei*i toc*ted	 *2es *th aM vsst of ?.splm 
1t*4 ** c*utm c*qan. J.. Aasz *o. 1., *ttsche 


the Opei ator represents and undertakes 


(a) That the Operator is the owner, in possession and entitled to possession, and that the propeity is subject only to the 
following claims liens or encumbrances as to each of which the subordination agreement of the holder is attached 


-	 . 


(b) W*X 
The Operator shall devote the land. and a11 existing improvements, facilities, buildings, installations, and appurtenances to 


the purposes . of the. exploration project without any allowance for theuse,rental value, depreciation, depletion, or other costof 



	


-acquiring, owning, or holding possession thereof.	 . . .	 .	 .	 . . . . .	 .. 
- S ARTICLE 3..Exploration project.—The Operator, within	 days from thedate of this contract shall commence



.\vork or a projectof . explorátion for' JtWi1*----------------------------------------.: 


in or upon the described land, and shall bring the project to completion within a period of tbi. *tbs (3) from the 
date of this contract. The work to be performed is more fully described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto, which, wjth any maps 
or drawings thereto attached, are made a part of this contract. The Government'will contribute to the cost of this' work as' here-
after provided. The work shall be performed by the Operator or by independent contractor or contractors efficiently, expertly, 
in a workmanlike manner, in accordance with good mining standards and State regulations for health and safety and for work-
men's compensation 'and employers' liability insurance, with suitable and adequate equipment,' materials, and labor, to bring the 
project to completion within the time fixed. 'The Government shall have the right to enter and observe and inspect the work at 
all reasonable times, and the Operator shall provide the Government with all available means for doing so. The Government 
may consult with and advise the Operator on all phases of the work. 


ARTICLE 4. Costs of the pro ject.—The agreed, estimated costs of performing the work, expressed in terms of units of work 
to be performed (per foot of drifting, per foot of drilling, per cubic' yard of material to be moved, 'etc.) are set 'forth iii 'Eihibit 
"A," attached 'hereto.' The Government will pay ------ (90)------- -percent of these agreed, estimated costs, as they 
accrue, for units of work 'actually performed that conform with the description or specifications for the work set forth in this 


contract, in an aggregate total amount not in excess of .2,1O6-	 which is ------------90.--------percent of s!30-.00 

the agreed, estimated total cost of the project in which the Government will participate: Provided, That until the Operator's 
final report and final accounting have been rendered to the Government and any final check or auditing required by the Govern-
ment has been made, and a final settlement of the contract has been made, the Government may withhold from the last voucher 
or vouchers such sums as it sees fit not in excess of ten (10) percent of the maximum total which the Government might have 
been called upon to pay under the terms of the contract. The Government may, as it sees fit, make payments direct to the Opera-' 
tor's independent contractors, if any, for the account of the Operator, rather than to the Operator. 


ARTICLE 5. Reports, accounts, audits.—(a)Progress reports. The Operator shall provide the Government with monthly 
reports of units of work performed under the contract, in quintuplicate (five copies), upon forms provided by the Government. 
These progress reports shall be certified by the, Operator, and shall constitute both the Operator's invoice of units of work per-
'formed on the project during the period covered by the report and his voucher for repayment by the Government, unless the 
Government requires the use of a standard voucher form with invoice attached. Progress reports shall include surface ard7or 
underground engineering-geological maps or sketches showing the progress of the exploration, with assay-reports on samples 
taken concurrently with the advance in mineralized ground 


If sufficient sp'ice is not provided in any blank use an extra sheet of paper and refer to it in the blank 
2 State name, address, and nature of organization if any. 	 ' 
3 Give legal description or enough to identify the property, particularly excluding any land or interest therein to which the Government's lien is not to attach or the production from which is not to be subject to the Government's percentage royalty. 


Strike out the provision not applicable. 
'Name of mineral or minerals.- 	 --'	 ' .	 to-65329-i







& 
(b) Final report.—Upon completion Whe exploration work or termination of the cVact the Operator shall iovide he 


Government with an adequate geological and engineering report, in quintuplicate (five coi*es), including an estimate of ,re 
reserves resulting from the exploration work. 


(c) Compliance with requirements.—If, in the opinion of the Government, any of the Operator's reports are insufficient 
or incomplete, the Government may procure the making or completion of such reports and attachments as an expense of the 
exploration work; and the Government may withhold approval and payment of any vouchers depending upon insufficient or 
incomplete reports. 


(d) Accounts and audits.—The Operator shall keep suitable records and accounts of the units of work performed, which the 
Government may inspect and audit at any time. The Government may at any time require a check of the work performed and 
an audit of the Operator's records and accounts, by a certified public accountant or otherwise, the cost thereof to be treated as a 
cost of the project. The Operator shall keep and preserve said records and accounts for at least 3 years after the completion 
of the project or the termination of this contract. Upon the completion of the project or termination of the contract the Opera-
tor shall render a final account and statement of work performed to accompany his final report. 


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


(1) One and one-half. ( 1 1/2) percent of any such net amounts not in excess of eight dollars ($8.00) per ton. 
( 2 ) One and one-half ( 1 1/2 ) percent of any such net amounts, plus one-half ( 1/2 ) percent of such net amounts for each 


additionalfull fifty cents ($0.50) by which such net amounts exceed eight dollars ($8.00) per ton, but not in excess of five (5) 
percent of such net amounts. 


(For instance: The percentage royalty on a net amount of five dollars ($5.00) per ton, would be one and one-half (1%) 
percent; on a net amount of ten dollars ($10.00) per ton, three and one-half ( 3'/2) percent.) 
(b) As here used, "net smelter returns," "net concentrator returns," and "other net amounts realized from the sale or other 


disposition," mean gross revenue from sales, or if not sold, the market value of the material after it is mined in the form in 
which and the place where it is held. In the case of integrated operations in which the material is not disposed of as such, these 
terms mean what is or would be the gross income from mining operations for percentage depletion purposes in income-tax 
determination. 


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


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


ARTICLE 7. Assignment, transfer, or loss of Operator's interest.—Without the written consent of the Government, the 
Operator shall not assign Or otherwise transfer or hypothecate this contract or any rights thereunder. The Operator shall not 
make any voluntary nor permit any involuntary transfer or conveyance of the Operator's rights in the land described in Article 2, 
without making suitable provision for the preservation of the Government's right to a percentage royalty on production and 
lien for the payment thereof; Provided, that mere failure by the Operator to maintain the Operator's rights in the land, without 
any consideration running to the Operator other than relief from the cost of maintaining such rights (as by surrender of a 
leasehold, failure to perform assessment work, or failure to exercise an option), coupled with complete abandonment by the 
Operator of all interest in or operations on the land for a period of 10 years from the date of this contract, shall not constitute 
such a transfer or conveyance. Should the Operator make or permit any transfer or conveyance in violation of this provision, 
the Operator shall be and remain liable for payment to the Government of the same amounts, at the same times, as would have 
been paid under the terms of the percentage royalty on production. If for any reason the net smelter returns, net concentrator 
returns, or other net amounts realized from the sale or other disposition of such production are not available as a means of meas-
uring the amount of the Operator's liability, the amount thereof shall be estimated as well as may be, and in the event of dispute 
as to such estimates, the determination thereof by the Administrator of Defense Minerals Exploration Administration or by his 
successor shall be final and binding upon the Operator. 


ARTICLE 8. Termination and completion.—The Government may, at any time, by written notice to the Operator, terminate 
this contract: (a) If the Operator fails to provide his share of the money necessary to prosecute operations pursuant to the 
terms of the contract; (b) if the Operator, in the opinion of the Government, fails to prosecute operations pursuant to the terms 
of the contract; or (c) if, in the opinion of the Government, operations up to the time of the notice have not indicated the prob-
ability of making any worth while discovery and in the opinion of the Government further operations are not justified. 


ARTICLE 9. Changes and added provisions 


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


By ---------------------------------------------------------------------- &*ssttt* 
71S14 'i*, Z*Øo* 0 


I, /	 , certify that I am the	 secretary 
of the' corporation named as Operator herein; that 	 , who signed 
this contract on behalf of the Operator, was then 	 of said corporation;

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


of its corporate powers.


rcoRPoRATE 


/	
L SEAL 


U. 8. GOVERHI4ENT PRINTING OFFICE	 16-66329-i 
/1
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Mutex No. 1. 


The .toiowir..	 tented	 c1i ot recoX'd in the 
County Eeoorder"5 officø, xez Courty, Utah 


Claim Pat. Book 


a NO, I 3u.23.3$SO '• 8 517 
Little aa No. 2 3.'233.950 J	 8 18 
Little Erzna NO. 3 3u23"P14950 J	 8 518 
4tt1e	 rnria No. 6 6.l2.1952 J	 3.0 112 


Brown Dog No. 14 642.4952 .1 - 10 ho 
Wild Hor8e No. 2 6-12-1952 J - IC) 3.05 
Wi3d Hozse NG, 3; 2-3.552 •J '.10 108







o


.pimr "14" 


SCt49r qthe$rk. 


The 'work cneiats of mproving 7 mL)es of road rorn 
Temple ountain to Chute Canyon and 2O0 feet of blidozer 
stripping. The stripping will be confined to the ore bearing 
horiaon near the base of th Shinax'ump conglomerate and the 
present workings, and must be deep enough to expose the aend" 
stone and mudatons where the carbonaceous material is concen 
trated. This work will be done on the Little Erma flo. 1, 2, 
and 3, and the z'owu Dog to. 4 claims as shown on 1gure 4 which 
is attached. and made a part of thin exhibit. 


Improving 7' ilee o road including rental 
of P8 caterpillar or equivalent including 
operator, fuel, repairs, and any other costa 
Incident to completing the work	 $ 468.00 / 
3200 teat of rim stripping with D'8 cater 
pillar or e^valent inclu4ipg operator, 
fuel, repairs, and any other costs incident 
to completing tbe work	 1,872.00 / 


Total Cost f Project	 34O..Q0 


Goverrment Participation at 90	 2,106.00 


/ The entire ork oetttutes the uuit of work,







SKETCH MAP OF CHUTE CANYON CLAIMS .	
EMERY COUNTY, UTAH 


.	 0	 200	 4OO	 600 FEET I	 I	 •	 ___ 
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FIG. 4


. .	 .	 -	 .	 :____ DEFENSE MINERALS 	 DOCKET NO 2689 
EXPLORATION ADMNISTRATION 


N	 EXPLANATION 


I'
. Area of proprosed Exploratory work 


Road

P9921 


Approximate location of 
proposd stripping work.


Adapted from F Morgons map 
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STANDARD FORM NO.64 


Office Memndum UNITED STA' GOVERNMENT 


TO	 E. Win. Ellis, ]]1EA Member, Uranium Commodity	 DATE: January	 l95)i. 
Committee	


I 


FROM	 Arthur P. Butler, Jr., USGS Member, Uranium 
Commodity Committee 


SUBJECT: Final Field Team Report, ]]YIEA Docket 2689 (Uranium), Contract Idm-E500, 
F. L. and E. B. Morgan, Contractors; Little Erma Claim group, Chute 
Canyon, Ehnery County, Utah 


The Final Field Team Report on resu.lts of exploration at 
the property indicated in the subject above has been reviewed. 


Bull dozer sfripping of cover along 1800 feet of line or 
outcrop of the Shinarump conglomerate failed to find any minable 
uranium ore, and little uranium-bearing mineralized rock. Only one 
of eleven samples contained more than 0.10 percent U308, and in 
eight of them the 1J 308 content is less than 0.01 percent. Two small 
scour .channels filled with Shinarump conglomerate were revealed and 
twognificant zones of slightly abnormal radioactivity were ex-
posed.


The Field Team recommends that no further exploratory work 
be done under tX'4EA auspices at the present time and. that no certi-
ficate of discovery be issued, I concur in these recommendat ns, 


Copies to: E, Win, Ellis (2)







UNITED STATES ','I;? 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION



WASH INGTON 25, D. C. 


2211. New Customhouse .	 December 16, 1953. 
Denver 2, Colorado 


Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Committee 


From:	 DMEA. Field Team, Region IV 


Subject: DMEA Docket No. 2689 (Uranium), Contract No. Idm-E500, 
Frank. L. Morgan and. Erma B. Morgan, Emery County, Utah. 


Reference is made to our memorandum of October 30, 1953 
to the Chairman of the Operating Committee whereby we transmitted 
the original and three copies each of the final engineering report 
by the Bureau of Mines and the final geological report by the Geological 
Survey, and wherein we advised that the Operator's final report,:: 
attached to his final MF-lOi report for the month of April 1953,would 
be forwarded upon processing of the MF-1011. report by the Fiscal Office, 
Region IV.	 - 


We have today processed the Operator's final Form MF-1011, 
Operator's Monthly Progress Report and Voucher for the month of April 
1953 for final pajment to him in conformance with the final Report of 
Review by the Contract Administration and. Audit Division, dated Octo-
ber 21, 1953, which was released to this office Deceer 15, 1953. 
The Operator's report for the month of April is the only monthly re-
port submitted inasmuch as the work was completed within that period. 
Washington Office copies of the April report will be forwarded to you 
upon processing by the Fiscal Office, Region IV. 


The exploration work consisted of 1800 feet of rim stripping 
and preparation of roads and trails at a total accepted cost of $2,311.0, 
in which the Government participated to the extent of 9C* or in the 
amount of $2,106. The exploration work did not result in a signifi-
cant discovery of Uranium ore; therefore, no Certification of Discovery 
or Development is recommended.


-


A. H. Koschmann
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


PROJECT STJ]1MARI BEPORT 



By: F. L. Knouse	 November 16, 19S3 


1.	 DNEA Docket No. 2689 (Uranium) 
Contract No. Idma.E500 
Property	 Chute Canyon claims 


Emery County, Utah 


Operator:	 frank L. Morgan and Erina R. Morgan 
P. 0. Bc 227 
Springville, Utah 


Operator's Property Rights: 


Owner 


2.	 Contract — dated March 23, 1%3 


Work authorized 


* Improving 7.s miles access road 
with D-8 Caterpillar tractor $	 I68.0O 


* 3200 ft. Rim Stripping with D-8 
Caterpillar $1, 872.00 


Total cost of project $2,3liO.00 
Government participation	 90 $2,106.00 


* Both items set up as a complete unit of work. 


Amendments — None







-2-	 • 


Work completed - 
•	


7- miles of road improvement and 
1800 feet Rim Stripping 
D-8 Caterpillar tractor 
* 18 days . $]J.8/day 	 $2,6614.00 


(* Worked in excess of 8 hours) 


Labor: 


•	 Supervision	 360.00 


Jackhammer arid powder man 	 229.00

Compressor expense, gasoline, oil and 


drifl steel 655.00 
Explosives.	 :	 216.09 


Total	 $14,1214.09 
Government participation	 $2,106.00 


3. Audit Certificate - 


Report of Review, dated October 21, l9 


Total Accepted Cost (no exceptions) 	 $2,3lLO.00 
Government participation 90%	 $2,106.00 


14. Certification of discovery or development was not recommended 
since exploration wOrk did not result in a significant die-
covery of uranium ore. 


5	 Comments: 


•	 Small bodies of uranium mineralization were found on the 
property associated with carbonaceous tree arid "trash carbon" 
material in conglomerate arid coarse sandstone lenses near the 
base of the Shiriarump formation. 


This project was established to find additional uranium 
ore bodies in the highly carbonaeeous sandstone, conglomerate, 
and, mudstone along and near the Shinarumnp4loenkopi contact by 


•	 stripping the talus overburden to expose the contact zore. It 
•	 • was believed the probability of finding more and larger orebodies 


•	 along -this zone were favorable. • The rim-stripping expozed only 


	


• 	 two small Shinarump-fifled scour channels along this contact zone 
•	 showing encouraging ihineralization. Radiometric observations and •	 -	 sampling of these channels showed little uranium content. Out of 


	


•	 eleven samples cut across these scour channels t. (10) contained







.	 . 


0.003 to o.o6% U30 and one showed 0.101 U308 content. In 
•	 view of the above findings no additional exploration is reccn-


mended, 


•	 •	 The project work ás conducted in an efficient and 
•	 •.	 economical manner. 	 •


Ernest Wm. Ellis, Chief. 
Rare & Misc. Metals Division
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION


;'V 
I ?'	 j 


--


WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 
224 New Custonthouse 
Denver 2, Colorado 


Memorandum 


To:	 Chairman, Operating Committee, DA 


From:	 DA Field Team, Region IV


October 30, 1953 


Subject: Docket No. DI€A 2689 (Uranium), Contract Idm-E500, Frank L. Morgan 


: and Erma R0 Ivbrgan, Emery County, Utah 


Reference is made to your letter of October 27, 1953, wherein you 


request advice as to when you will receive the final reports of the Field 
Team and the operator, and also request recommendations relative to the 
issuance of a certificate of discovery. 


In conjunction therewith, enclosed are the following final reports 


relative to work performed under the contract: 


1. Original and three copies of the final engineering report by 


the Bureau of Mines. 


2. Original and three copies of the final geologic report by the 


Geological Survey. 


The operator's report, attached to his final1I64 form for the 
month of April 1953, appears to be adequate as a final report under the 


circumstances and we recommend that it be accepted as such. 


Processing of the operator's final MF-104 report for the month of 


April 1953 has been deferred pending release of a report of review by the 


Contract Administration and Audit Division. The Washington office copies 


of the forms will be forwarded immediately upon processing by the Fiscal 


Office, Region IV. 


The exploration work did not result in a significant discovery of 
uranium ore, therefore no certification of discovery or development is 	 // 


recommended. 


Rcvietyed by 
/ DIvIEA OFRATING COMMITTj I


(date)


W. H. King 


fr-'A. H. Koscbmann 


Enclosures 







•	 Q 
UN ITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF MINES 


1600 EAST FIRST SOUTH STRETJ 
SALT LAKE CITY 1. UTAH	 D 


JuJy2D,1953


Minnq Div1sfó 
C)tfe Rec'cL 


JUL 22 1953 


BUREAU OJ MINES



Deiyez, o1ox'ado 


}morandum 


Tos	 W. H. Ling, Chief, )ffning Division, Region IV 


Frms	 Chief, Minerals Dev&Jopnant Branoh Mining Division, 
BegionlV 


Subjects DEL-2689, Contract Idi500, Frank L. Morgan and Erina R. 

Morgan, Chute Canyon fis, Emery County, Utah 


Enclosed are the original and 10 copies of a final engiu. 
neering report covering work completed under the subject contract. 
The permissible work inolsded a small amount of road bd]. i{ng and 
rim stripping only, and was started and completed during April 1953. 
The final and on]y set of IF-104 forms was mailed to your office 
June 15, 1953. 


No ore discovery resulted from the exploratory work. 
The contract was drawn on the short-form F..200 (A), with all work 
completed on a unit basis. The Government has no equitjy r in unused 
supplies and materials, or equipment. 


The ne'norandwn transmitting the above-mentioned W-104 
forms inc1ided a reconunendation that reimbursement to the operator 
be withheld until receipt of proper final report from the operator 
and final audit. The operator has been requested to su1ait a final 
report, but to date none has been received. Because of the apparent 
difficu]. in obtat dng a final report from the operator, the rele-
tive]y simple nature of the project and the improbaht1i1 of addition 
of information not alree4y at hand, it is recommended that the re-
quirement concerning the operator's final report be waived. 


It is believed this reomniendation is in conformance with 
inøtiiiotions contained in Ibinoranda Nos. 14 and 20 from the Operating 
Committee to all Field Teams.


tephen R, Wilson 
,,,Eno1osure


Rv1ewed by



DIvEA OFERATLNG COMMITTEE 


_i/-'O--53 
(date) 


I
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RRK L 14tQAN AND ER& IL 1CRG1N 
Ciium CMI MLNF 
EEIa , camrrz, UTAR 


D1'EA-2689

ContraCt Idm'J5OO



Uranium 


Final Report 


II K. Thurber, Jr. 
i.fini g engineer 
Bureau of Mines


Rvi.ewod by 
EA OPERATING CO1vUtITTE 


J/Jf 
(date)
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SUNRX, CCtCiZIUS AND BGO}NDAi(I 


Eloratoz7 work under ContraótIdmE5OO n the Little Erina 


No 2 claim belonging to Prank L and Erina It. Morgan of Springvills, 


Utah, was completed on April 28, l933. The propert is located in 


the Chute Canyon area of Emery County, Utah (fig. 1) • Work consisted 


of stripping the Shinaruznp-'}4oenkopi contact in areas partial ex-


posed in a small Canyon tribitary to Chute Canyon. The work in re-


lation to the c1a1-'n boundary is abc on fig. 2., attached. 


Rim stripping in the somewhat difficult terrain revealed two 


small, Shin8rwnp$iiled, scour ohannela cut' into the underlying 


Lower Triasaic Moenkopi formation. Radioinetric observation and 


sampling as indicated on fig. 2, however, show little uranium minerali-


zation	 ly one sample is above the minInimn grade acceptable under 


current .AEC guaranteed price schedules.. 	 . 


In view of the above, it is recommended that no additiona]. o,, 


ploraticn or development be financed y the D1EA. It is further 


recommended that no certification of discovery be made. It is believed 


the grade of the ore, as indicated ty that mined the operator prior 


to the DIEL contract and ty observation of the stripped areaa precludes 


the poseibili of economical production from propertr.







IESCRIFiIcII THE WK 


Work conducted under DIEA Contract Idm . O0 consisted of rim 


stripping approximately 1,800 linear feet of outcrop on the Little 


Erma No. 2 claim. The talus and weathered material was removed by 


bu.11dozing to expose the Shinarump"Hoenkopi contact for sam1ing and 


observation. The rim stripping was accomplished with a Caterpillar 


D-8 tractor-dozer, a portable l05-ofni, air compressor, and a hand-


held drill and accessories. The tractor-dozer was furnished and 


operated by a subcontractor on an hourly rental basis. 


The attached map, fig. 2, indicates by symbol the area that was 


stripped during the project. It will be noted that the total length 


of stripping does not equal the total length estimited by the original 


exe,ninl1rg geologists and permitted by contract. The difference between 


the contract footage and the actual work done arose from the original 


acceptance by the e'•m(ning geologists of the applicantts sketch map 


showing the area proposed to be stripped. This map shows a consider-


ably larger area than the Geological Surveyts recent plane table map. 


All the area intended by the original eTwn4(ng geologists to be 


àtripped has been stripped. The money kas been expended in an efficient 


and wor]cmrilike manner, and, although the cost per foot was higher 


than originally estimated, it is not believed to be excessive for this 


type of bil]4ozer work.


.
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Work under the contract was started il 7, 1953, and completed 


April 28, 1953. During this period, the operator was able to work 


iear]y the full number o days indicated, since there was little 


mechanical diificuUy. A total of appro4ate]y 2 days was lost due 


to breakage of bulldozer blade parts. The repairs were completed at 


the camp' of Utah Uranium Corp. at Temple Mountains approximate2y 7* 


miles distant. 


The nature of the talus material which bad to be moved to expcse 


the Shinaruiup-Moenkopi contact was such that, over most of the length 


of outcrop, the rock was easi]y moved. However in some areas, notab)y 


at the point of intersection of the outcrop with the line of the draw, 


and in the areas where the stripping nears the south sideline of the 


Little Erina No. 2 claim, large boulders of conglomerate and coarse 


sandstone, which had slu.mped from the outcrop above, required blasting. 


Two delays in the actual rim stripping were the result of the. 


bulldozer slipping from the rim cut, toirard the bottom of the canyon. 


Fortunate3, the machine remained upright each time this mishap occurred, 


and neither driver nor machine was injured. Blasting was required in 


both oases before the bulldozer could be returned to the rim cut. 


Money allocated tr the contract for road improvement was expended 
in changing the grade and rerout4g some sections of the access road 


from the Temple Mountain camp of Utah Uranium Corp.,. a distance of 


apprornate]y miles.
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TEE L*P81TS 


The Lower Trias sic I4oenkopi formation represents the oldest rooks 


exposed in the immediate area of the project. This formation is oom 


posed mainly of thin beds of brown-to.-purple shale, with a few beds 


of brown sandstone and sandy limestone The uoonformab]y ove:r]ying, 


ore-bearing Triassic Shinarump formation s composed of interbedded 


conglomerate lenses and coarse sandstone lenses 30 to 0 feet thick 


and generally brown-to-grey in color, and in some areas oontatning 


a considerable percentage of fossil trees and carbon trash, all lying 


on a persistent gray natdstone. A well-defined contact may usually 


be observed between this grey madstone and the immediate]y underlying 


purple sha].es of the Moenkopi formation. The unconformable Shinaxump-


Mc.nkopi contact often ethibita channe]ing or stream scouring which is 


filled liy the rooks of the Shinarump formation. These channels are 


considered to be the moat favorable areas for uranium deposition, and 


thus are sought in rim stripping. 


The conformably overlying Upper Triassic Ch{nle formation is 


colnpc sod mainly of red shales, with some variegated, sandy shale and 


sandstone beds. The bedding in ± Ohinle is uniform in color and 


thickness. 


•	 The distinctive, massive, cliffformin Lower Jurassic Wingate 


formation over]ios the Ohinle formation and is the youngest formation 


in the project area. The Wingate in this part of the San Rafael Swell is
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buff colored, contrasted to the usual red and sa].mon color observed 


in the canyons of the Green and Colo*ado Rivera. 


The uranium mineralization on the Chute Canyon property is found 


associated with oarbonaceoue material in conglomerate and coarse sand-


atone lenses near the base of the Shinaruinp formation. The smafl 


tonnage of ore mined by the operator was taken from the adits shown 


on the attached nap. The ore consisted of tree material and sandstone 


containing "trash carbon", adjacent to the tree material. The production 


was close]iaorted and rpreaented on]y a small percentage of the total 


vo]12m0 of waste moved. The operator reported that results from the 


buying station showed the shipment to asay on2 0.18 percent U308. 


Ores of this grade are uneconomical for other than hand in	 by a 


single miner.. 


Sample results by the D1L representative are tabulated below and 


on fig. 2, attached. The samples were taken over what is considered 


to be a ininnim minable thickness, and the small areas of high-grade 


tree material were avoided. 


The 1]. samples tabulated below are believed to be indicative of 


the general tenor of the ore in this areas 


'1 •gth of	 Peróent	 Percent 
mnlIo.	 cu feç	 _____	 Qa0a 


1	 2.0	 '	 0.005	 12.5 


2	 22	 0•056	 15.0 


3	 3.0	 0.007	 7,85
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Length of	 Percent	 Percent 
amle.	 tfO.t	 U0g	 Ga00 


	


4	 2.0	 0.101	 9.3 


	


5	 2.0	 0.017	 22.15 


	


6	 1.5	 <0.003	 21.8 


	


7	 0.9	 OOWf	 2.85 


	


8	 1,9	 <0.003	 2.65 


	


9	 1.2	 0.005	 23.2 


	


10	 2.0	 0,003	 15.35 


	


1].	 2.0	 0.005	 23,55 


Only one sample of te group tabx1ated is above the minimum 


acceptable grade listed on current AEO price schedules; thus no ore 


reserves can be calculated.


ENDITU1S 


The short-form contract under which the work was accomplished 


permits a total expenditure of $1,872 for rim stripping and $468 for 


access road improvement, or a tàtei of $2,340 for the entire project. 


The inspecting engineerts niemorandwn accompanying the operatorts 


only W-l04 forms reoonuuend ieimbirsement of $2,106 to the operator; 


or 90 percent of $2,340, the total allowable expenditures under the 


contract, An amount in excess of funds allowable was expended 1 the 


operator to complete the project work, as shown on fig. 2. This excess 


amounted to approximate] $1,000; thus the total amount actually ex-


pended t the operator totaled approdinately $3,300.
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The small production mentioned in an earlier paragraph was 


mined by t&ie operator prior to the contract date; tue no royalty 


can be eisimed on this ore, Production from this deposit is not 


believed to be economically feasible, due to the small, discontinuous 


and erratic nature of the uranium deposition. i this basis, it is 


recommended that no certification of discovery be made. 


The short'.form contract under which this project operated, pr-


vided that the work be paid for in a lump sum, the entire job consti-


tuting the unit of work; thus the Government has no equity in equip-


ment or supplies parohased for the rim stripping or the road improve-


ment. The tractor-dozer was furnished and operated by a subcontractor 


on an haur]y rental basis.
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADM IN ISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.	 -	 fr 


200 New Customhouse 
Denver 2, Colorado


July 22, 1953 


Memorandum 


To:	 DMEA Field Team, Region IV 


From:	 A. H. Koschmann 


Subject: DIv1EA Docket 2689, Contract ldm-E500, Little Erma, Chute 
Wash, Emery County, Utah 


Enclosed are II copies of a final geologic report by John F. 
Powers of the U. S. Geological Survey covering the above docket. 


No significant discovery of uranium ore was made under subject 
contract and it has been recommended that no further exploratory work 
be done at the present time.


is 


A. H. Koschmann 
Supervising Geologist 
Colorado-Wyoming 


Enclosures (II)


Rvieved by 
DA OPERATING C0MMITTZ 


//-1'M- 3T. 
(data)







. 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


Room 208 - 222 So. West Temple 
Salt Lake City 1, Utah 
July 17, l93 


morandu.m 


To:	 . H. Koschmmm, Field Team, Region IV 


From:
	 J. William Hasler, for R'. 3. Roberta 


Utah-Nevada District Office 


Subject: D1E1 2689, Little Erina, Chute Wash, Emery County, Utah 


Enclosed are eleven óopies of a final geologic report on the 
Little Erma Nine, Chute Wash, Emery County, Utah (Uranium), Docket DME! 
2689, by John F. Powers. 


i. contract was executed, and the applicant rim-stripped 1,800 
feet, on the west aide of Chute Wash to explore the base of the Shinarump 
formation for uranium ore of commercial grade. 


Ore minerals occur in the basal part of the Shinaruitp conglomerate 
in small scour channels, however, the rim stripping under DNE at the 
Little Erma property did not find any uranium ore of commercial grade. 
No significant discovery of uranium ore was made and it is recommended that 
no further exploratory work be done under DNE at the present time. 


Ralph 3. Roberts 


3. William Has1r' 


Roviewed by



DMEA OPERATING COMMITTER 


(daV)
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UNTIED STJTES 
DEPARTNT OF TRE INTERIQR



DOUGLAS MCKIA!, SECRETIARY 


DE'ENSE MINERALS PLORAT ION JADMINISTR(AT ION 


REPORT OF EXIMINiATION BY F]EID TEIAN

REGIONIV 


)W 2689 LITTlE ERML 


CHUE WASH. EI'ERY CYON. UT[AH 



(Urani.uni)' 



By 


John F. Powers 
U. S. Geological Survey 


July 17, 1953


Rvieved by



DIEA OPERATING CO1ITT 


(date)
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OLOG]E REPORT 


DE1A 2689, LITTlE ER 


CHUTE WJASH, E VERY COUNTY, UTAH 


INTRODT.ETION 


The Defense Minerals Exploration JA.dministration entered into contract 


with Mr. Frank Morgan, owner of the Little Erina group of claims, to explore 


for uranium on his property in Chute Wash, Emery County, Utah. 


The government's share of the money expended in this program was 42,l88.00. 


The loan was used in rini stripping 1,800 feet at the base of the Triassic 


Shinarump. No commercial quantities of ore were discovered. 


While the work was in progress the property was mapped by John F. Powers 


and C. G. Tillman on April 6 and 7, and later sampled by H. K. Thurber of the 


U. S. Bureau of Nines.


LOCATION AND ESSIB]1T]Y 


The Little Erma Claims are located in'Sec. 24, T. 25 S., R. 10 E., SLB&N, 


7 1/2 miles southwest of Temple Mountain. 


The property can be reached from Green River, Utah by driving south 38 


miles on Utah State Highway 24, thence 10 miles west to Temple Mountain, 


thence southwest 7 1/2 miles to Chute Canyon (Fig. 1). 


The exploration work was confined to the west side of Chute Canyon. 



OLOGY LAND ORE DEPOSITS 


The Little Erma No. 2 property Is on the southeastern flank of the San 


Rafael Swell in Chute Canyon, Emery County, Utah. The San Rafael Swell is 


an eroded anticlinal fold trending northeast • The èedimentary rocks in 


Chute- Canyon make up part of the southeastern limb of this fold. 


The rocks exposed at the Little Emma property are the Triassic Noenkopi







formation, Shinaruinp conglomerate and Chinle formation (F 1g. 2). The 


Shinarump conglomerate overlies the 1'1oenkopi formation and is below the Chinle 


formation; lithologically, the Shinaruinp formation is made up of sandstone, 


conglomerate and some green mudstone lenses. ' The top of the formation is 


made up of current bedded buff sandstone with lenses of conglomerate.. The 


next unit is coarse sandstone with interfingering conglomerates and shale 


lenses with some carbonaceous matter. The lowest unit is current bedded sandstone 


with a grey-green mudstone at the contact. The thickness varies from 50 to 


75 feet. 


The strike of the formations is about N. 30° E. and dii 100 


southeast. 


The ore minerals occur in the basal part of the Shinarun conglomerate 


in small scour channels • At the Little Erma the scour channels trend north—


south and are about 200 feet in width. Throughout the channels there is 


more carbonaceous matter present than in the adjacent rock, particularly at 


the base of the channels. 


The main primary uranium ore mineral is pitchblende (?) which is 


disseminated in a sandstone lense at the base of the Shinarunip. Galena, 


sphalerite, chalcopyrite and unidentified cobalt and nickel minerals accompany 


the pitchblende (?). Secondary minerals include malachite, azurite, chalcanthite, 


ery-thrite, torbernite, and autunite. 


The rim stripping at the base of the conglomerate did not disclose any 


ininable bodies of uranium.


Exploratory Work 


Exploratory work at the Little Erina amounted to 1,800 feet of rim 


stripping the base of the Shinarump. No minable ore body was found by the 


stripping, as demonstrated by the sampling (Fig. 2); however, two additional 


zones of abnormal radioactivity were found but they are unimportant economically.







S	 . 
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMIvENI)ATIONS 


The Little Erina No. 2 claim is on the southeastern flank of the San 


Rafael Swell in the Triassic Shinarump conglomerate. The Shinarump strikes 


N. 300 E. and dips 100 SE. 


The uranium ore minerals occur with carbonaceous material in 


sandstones and shale scour channels at the base of the Shinaruinp. The 


uranium mineralization consists of pitchblende (?) and its alteration products. 


There are no blocked out ore reserves. The applicant has "rim stripped11 


1,800 feet at the base of the Shinarump. No minab].e ore body was discovered. 


Slight radioactivity was found at two locations, but they are unimportant 


economically. 


Because the exploratory work did not find ininable ore bodies it is 


recommended that no discovery be certified. No further exploratory work 


is recommended at this time.


..3..
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STANDARD FORM NO. 64 


Office Memorandum • UNITED STATES GOVERNT 


TO	 E. Wm. Ellis, tNEA Member, Uranii.nn Commodity	 DATE: 9ctob ?2,1953 
Committee	 [H 


FROM	 Arthur P. Butler, Jr., USGS Member, Uranium 
Commodity Committee 


sUBJEcT: Memorandum of September 25, 1953, and supporting information from 
Region IV, ])E1 Docket 2689 (Uranium), Contract Idm-E500, Frank L. 
and Erma R. Morgan, contractors, Springville, Utah, Little Erma 
ClaIin Group, Chute Canyon, nery County, Utah 


The memoranda ind.éntified in the subject above concerning 
exploration on the Little Erina Group of claims have been reviewed. 


Owing to an inaccurate map supplied by the operator, the 
linear distance to be stripped in exposing possibly uranium bearing 
Sinarump conglomerate turned. out to be 1,800 instead of an estimated 
3,200 feet. In addition, because the ground was more difficult to 
strip than anticipated, the contractor spent more money than the 
contract maximum in stripping the shorter distance. Work performed 
however, was toward defined objectives, and. all agree that the con-
tract maximum was expended on work performed within the limits defined 
by the contract and on the ground. No particular geologic condition 
is involved with respect to allowing a settlement. 


Inasmuch as the specified work was completed, a settlement 
on any basis that seems equitable to L!EA would be appropriate. 


Copies to: E. Wm. Ellis (2)
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UNITED STATES.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


OCT19.1953 


• Mr • W, H. King .• 
Executive Officer 
DMA Field	 Region XV 
22k New Customhouse Bt43dtni 
Denver 2, Color*40


Re: 


Dear Mr. King:


FILE COPY 
SURNAME: 


Prank L.. Morgan and 
irma R. Morgan 
Docket DMEA-.2689 (Uranium) 
Cntraot Xdia'E50O 
mezy County., .UtSh 


Reference is made to pour memoranduni ot September 
25, 953, in regaxd to stripping work done on the above-
citec project. 


Zn Exhibit "A" of the contract, under the headirt 
"Description of the Woz'k," the following specification is 
made:


"The stripping will be confined to the orebeazing 
horizon rte*r the base of the Shin*rump oonglom' 
erate and the present workings, arid must be deep 
enough to expose the sandstone and muds tone where 
the carbonaceous material is concentrated. This 
work will be done on the Little irma No • 1, 2, 
end 3, and the Brown Dog No. k claims as shown 
on Figure k which ia attached snd made a part of 
this exhibit." 


Piguz'e k, *tt*Ohed to the contract and made & part of it, 
is a drawing of the work required. However, under the head 
ing Estim&ted Coets of the Wont," the phraae "3200 feet 
of rim stripping . .. ., "• is used.	 •	 .• 


it is agre.4 by all parties that the rim stripping 
outlined in Pigure k hSs been *c*pli*hed but th&t it 
amounted only to 1800 *nd not 3200 feet, Nevertheless, 
the objective of the contract has been accoaplithed, and the 
Operator should be p*id. the entire amount of the costs of 


• the unit, as agreed to in the contract, without any amend 	 • 
merit thereof being necessary. Enclosed is a memorandum 
of the Chief Counsel to the kcimintstr$tQV explaining in 
detail the reasons therefor. 


• 5C \&	 X::0 ---	 • 
-'c4&.) z'rsj7


•	
•'•
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:Lko	 SURNAME 


..	 UNITEDSTATES	 . .	 .. . . . 


:. •j°	 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ,	 . 
qr	 DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION 


,	 :	 WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 	 •	 . 


il	 iQ.'Q1	 Octobez' 7, 19 3 


Me*or*n'um 
tG2	 T1* M4r4atrator 


From	 Chje1 Cowsel 
ub3eot zrank L. & Era Morgan, Docket No. DME2689 


Contract Zdm5OO (1r*x4ia) 
Zn a *emorandu at the Exeeztive Qtticer, Region 


xv, to IOU, dated September' 25, m. 1C!rig Oint Ozt that 
this w4t-coBt contract, prpzred and executed in the tie4, 
dLescribee one unit ot the work as N3,200 test ot 'ia etrip 
ping . ", whezeas the atna1 *Ount ot Stripping pertoz'med 
by the Operators ie onty , 800 test. This dicrep*noy arose, 
Mr. King says by reason of an erroneous 	 of the work 
furnished by the Operator and aoceptød by the Pield 1e*a 
Although the actus amount of stripping requit!ed is auch 
1e55 than that inioate4 in the description of the unit, 
yet the cost of the finished work, according to Mr. King, 
is more than the unit cost fixed bi the contract, which is 


Zn these rc stances, Mt'. King recommends ". . 
that the contract be amended to cIlanr the presently stipu-
lated 3,200 feet to re&d 28O0 feet. 


tt is tr opinion thet no eüoh eseuent is neces-
sarr, and that the Operator should be paid the amount 
stulated for the performance of the unit, in the sum of 
$I,U72.00


The deacripti*n of the work in the contsct states 
that the work is to be done , . . as shown on iigure 4 
which is ttaohed a*1 made a part of this exhibit . The 
map referred to delineates the rim stripping to be performed, 
without ar indication on the taos of the ap of the rn*ther 
of feet, t'he language used in the estimate of costs3,200 
teet may e taken simply as a further deso*iption or the 
unit of work which is delineated and set forth on $igure 14
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This is an example of too litt1e field work and too simple a 
contract. It makes for easy work and administration, but brings 
forth other problems. 


A careful field inspection of area where work was to be performed 
should have indicated stripping distance on map. was over estimated. 


Cost:;estimates were not realistic. 


Based on previous instructions to the Field Team as to what 
constitutes a unit of work, the Operator should be paid only 9/16% 
of the cost of the item for rim stripping. Approving the entire item 
sets a bad precedent for the Field Team in view of our instructions 
to pay only for that part of a unit of work that has been completed. 


However, because of the small amount of the contract and approval 
by the Field Team that the work performed was satisfactory, and 
accomplished the purpose intended under the contract, full payment 
should be made for the item of rim stripping. The cost per foot for 
stripping under the conditions stated by the Operator and Field Team 
uhder dat5of 9/2/53 and 9/25/53 does not appear excessive. 


Frank	 hnson
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UNITED STATES	 1 0 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


October 7, 1953 


Memorandum 


To:	 The Administrator 


From:	 Chief Counsel 


Subject: Frank L. & Erma Morgan, Docket No. DMEA-2689 
Contract Idm-E500 (Uranium) 


In a memorandum of the Executive Officer, Region 
IV, to you, dated September 25, Mr. Ki:: points out that 
this unit -cost contract, prepared and executed in the field, 
describes one unit of the work as "3,200 feet of rim strip-
ping . . .", whereas the actual amount of stripping performed 
by the Operator is only 1,800 feet. This discrepancy arose, 
Mr. King says, by reason of an erroneous map of the work 
furnished by the Operator and accepted by the Field Team. 
Although the actual amount of stripping required is much 
less than that indicated in the description of the unit, 
yet the cost of the finished work, according to Mr. King, 
is more than the unit cost fixed by the contract, which is 
$1,872.00.


In these circumstances, Mr. King recommends ". 
that the contract be amended to change the presently stipu-
lated 3,200 feet to read 1,800 feet." 


It is my opinion that no such amendment is neces-
sary, and that the Operator should be paid the amount 
stipulated for the performance of the unit, in the sum of 
$1,872.00.


The description of the work in • the contract states 
that the work is to 'be done ". . . as shown on Figure k 
which is attaóhed and made a part of this exhibit ." The 
map referred to delineates the rim stripping to be performed, 
without any indication on the face of the map of the number 
of feet. The language used in the estimate of costs,"3,200 
feet," may be taken simply as a further description of •the 
unit of work which is delineated and set forth on Figure ii.







It is my understanding that the Operator has, per-
formed the unit 'of work delineated on Figure b, and that no 
further rim stripping is desired. The fact that the per-
formance of this unit of work actually cost more than the 
unit price provided for it, aids in coming to this conclusion. 


Suppose that a unit of work should be described as: 
"100 feet of drifting, from x to y, as delineated' on the map, 
$3,000.00." Suppose that the distance from x to y actually 
turned out to be 80 feet instead of 100 feet. If no more 
than' 80 feet of drifting is necessary to accomplish the pur-' 
pose, the operator will be entitled to his unit price of 
$3,000. 00 regardless of the erroneous description of the 
unit. However, if it had turned out that the distance from 
x to y was 120 feet instead of 100 feet, it is my opinion 
that the operator would have to perform the drifting from 
x to .y at the unit price agreed upon regardless of the extra 
distance. These conclusions might be different. If it is 
established that "100 feet" was viewed'by both parties as an 
essential element of the description of . the unit, but was 
fixed at that amount through a mutual mistake of fact. Where 
the actual cost of performing the unit is as much and more 
than that' agreed upon in the co'ntract, and where , the perform-
ance of the unit accomplishes' the purpose of the contract, 
it seems unnecessary to me to hunt f or a mutual mistake of 
fact or to 'deprive the operator of the	 mm' s contribu-
tion to his actual cost.


7J/L.	 nd 
(hief Counsel 


Copy to: W. H. King, Reg. IV
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p	 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
4Q ch 3	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


. .	 .	 .	 . .	 .	 . . .	 WASHINGTON 25, D. C.	 .	 .	 . 


October 7 l95 


Memorandum


The Alminiatratox! 


From:	 Chief Counsel 


$ubect: 1?vank L. & Erma Morgan, Docket No. DMEA-2689 
Contract tdm-5OO (Uranium) 


In a memorandum of the Executive Officer, Region 
tV, to you, dated 8eptember 2, Mr. IL	 points out that 
this uriitcost contract, prepared and executed in the field, 
describes one unit of the work as "3,200 feet of rim strip. 
ping . • .", whereas the actual ezaoutit of stripping performed 
by the Operator is only i,800 feet. This discrepancy arose, 
Mr. King says, by reason of an erroneous map of the work 
furnished by the Operator and accepted by the Field 9eam. 
Although the actual amount of stripping required i much 
less than that indicated in the description of the unit, 
yet the cost of the finished woz'k according to Mr. King, 
is more than the unit cost fixed by the contract, which is 


• $1,872.00.


in these d.z'cumstanees, Mr. King reommendB fi. 
that the contract be amended to chan*e the presently stipu-
lated 3,200 feet to read 1 b 800. feet.	 S 


It is my opinion that no such antezidment is necea. 
sary, and that the Operator should be paid the amount 
stipulated for the performance of the unite in the sum of 
$1,872OO


The description of the work in the contract states 
that the work is to be done ". . as shown on Figure 1 
which is attached aitd made a part of this exhibit." The 
map referred to delineates the rim stripping to be performed, 
without any indication on the face of the map of the number 
of feet. ¶Phe language used in the estimate of costs,"3,200 
feet," may be taken simply as a further deeeiption of the 
unit of work which is delineated and set forth on Figure k.
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September 25, 1953 


From:	 Executive Officer, DA Field Team, Region IV 


Subject: Docket No. DMEA-2689 (Uranium), Contract Idmn-E500, Frank L. 
Morgan and Erma R. Morgan, Emery County, Utah 


Enclosed are the following memorandum reports and data relevant 
to a discrepancy between the work authorized under the contract and that 
actually performed by the operator:	


\	
t 


1. Four copies of Forms MF-4 and F4Qsubmitted by the 
operator for work performed during the month of April 1953. 


2. Four copies of a letter, dated Septemb 1,l953, from 
S.R. iAiilson, Chief, Minerals Development Branch, MinigDivision, Region 
IV, to Frank L. Morgan, the operator. 


3. Four copies of a letter, dated September 2, 1953, from 
Frank L. Morgan to S.R. Wilson in reply to Wilson's letter under item 2. 


4. Original and three copies of a memorandum report, dated 
September 2, 1953, from C.G. Tillman for R.J. Roberts, Utah-Nevada 
District, U.S. Geological Survey, to A.H. Koschman, Field Team, Region 
IV.


5. Original and three copies of a memorandum report, dated 
September 2, 1953, from H.K. Thurber, Jr., to S.R. Wilson, and transmittal 
thereof, dated September 3, 1953, from the' Chief, Minerals Development 
Branch, Mining Division, Region IV, to N.H. King, Executive Officer, 
DA Field Team, Region IV. 


The contract authorized 3200 feet of rim stripping at an 
agreed unit cost of l,872.O0. The operator completed the rim stripping 
of the intended area which actually consisted of only 1800 feet. 


The discrepancy is due to the fact that the map supplied by 
Morgan as a part of his original application for Government assistance 
was in error as to the extent of rim to be stripped. The operator's 
map was used as a basis for the recommendations of the examining engineer 
and geologist, in conformance with which the contract was prepared. 
Mapping of the area by the Geological Survey during april 1953 revealed 


S 
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


224 New Customhouse	 WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


Denver 2, Colorado 


Memorandum 


To:	 C. 0. Mittendorf, Administrator, DMEA







.	 I 


the inaccuracy of the operator's map. The matter to be resolved before 
final pannent can be effected is the discrepancy between the 3200 feet 
of ri-ni stripping authorized in the contract which in reality amounted 
to only 1800 feet. 


Apparently there was no intent on the part of the operator 
to defraud the Government or intentionally misrepresent facts. The 
costs to the operator of performing the 1800 feet of rim stripping 
were considerably in excess of the agreed costs stipulated in the 
contract for performing the authorized 3200 feet. Therefore, we 
recoxnniend that the contract be amended to change the presently 
stipulated 3200 feet to read 1800 feet.


W. H. King 
Enclosures


2







S 


COPY 


Mr. S. R. Wilson, Chief' 
Minerals Development Branch 
Mining Division 
Region IV 


Dear Mr. Wilson:


Springville, Utah 
September 2nd, 1953. 


In reply to your letter of September 1st regarding DIA Docket 
No. 2689 Contract Idm-E500 wish to submit the following information. 


When this project was started April 7th pictures were taken by 
Mr. Thurber to show the condition of the proposed rim stripping these 
no doubt will show the rough terrain we proposed to strip. 


Present was, Mr. Thurbe, Mr. Finch, Mr. Powers, Mr. Tillman and 
Mr. Hinkley they inspected the property and all agreed that the rim 
should be stripped to the face and down to the purple shale as that 
was the contact zone, they marked out an area they wanted stripped and 
all agreed that they would consider the project completed when this area 
was exposed, also it was the opinion of all I was short of funds to do 
this stripping. 


I completed this stripping as designated, besides went over a trail 
I had made to get machinery to the upper part of the canyon and stripped 
it down to the purple shale in the hopes of exposing something interesting, 
when I made application for an additional 6OO.00 to complete the circle on 
the Brown Dog No. 4 I had been advised by Mr. Powers and Mr. TilJinan that I 
had avery good chance of opening up a channel, the application was turned 
down but I stripped it on ray own and completed the circle. 


This rim stripping turned out to be a lot heavier than anticipated 
and in order to strip it up to the face that was in place required moving 
several thousand yards of material, besides the air compressor and Powder 
man were working constantly drilling boulders and shooting ahead of the 
bull dozer. 


The bull dozer worked straight through the week, Sundays and all in 
order to get the job completed, and worked from daylight to dark. 


I dated my Narrative report and final report April 25th, the contract 
called for 2,340.00 worth of work as a unit, listed please find a list of 
expenditures from July 7th to July 25th inc., 


18 days Bull Dozer Work	 2,664.O0 
Jack Hammer & Powder Man 	 229.00 
Supervision	 360.00 
Compressor, Gas, Oil, Steel, 
Bits & Etc.,	 655.00 


Dynamite, Caps, Fuse & Etc., 	 216.09	 Total 4,l24.09







. 


I was informed that it was not necessary for me to break down the actual 
costs of this exploration project or I would of done this before, I realize that 
the original contract was below the amount that I put into the project, but after 
I had completed what the engineers had specified that I do to complete the contrac 
and the additional loan was turned down, I did not want to stop in the middle of 
the area so made arrangements to complete the circle to take in the area that 
I was told looked to be the most promising, and make the area more accessib'e 
for the Geologists to really see what the formation looked like. 


I am at a loss to try and figure out just what this is all about, I 
have more than completed what I was supposed to do in order to complete my 
contract, the Company that I had do the work are wondering why they do not get 
their money, the job was well done and the proof of the amount of material 
moved shows for itself on the property, it would be impossible to move this 
much material in the length of time spent on this project without the coopera-
tion of the Company I dealt with and the operator and equipment I used. 


When the engineers and field men saw where the proposed stripping 
was to be done they did not believe I would get half way down for it was rough 
going, but the men I had working there were seasoned road construction men that 
knew how to operate machinery and they worked it long and hard hours to com-
plete the job in order to get the machinery loose to move out on a road con-
struction job that was waiting for it, this is one job where we were not just 
trying to get in time, we had a job to do the same as if we were on contract, 
so we put in every hour that daylight would let us work, and the men came in 
many a time after it was dark and refuled by electric light in order to have 
the equipment ready to go the next morning. 


I have made several trips to the property since this project was 
completed, and I have contacted Mr. Thurber several times but to date I have 
not been able to get any information of any kind regarding the results of the 
exploration.project, I am ready to cooperate in every way to make this opera-
tion a success and ready to move machinery in that is needed to mine and start 


mining.


The A.E.C. Crew in charge of Dave Hinkley have passed me up on the 
core drill program and worked all around me, I developed two good water holes 
so they would have water to drill with, they used it on other property, they 
did do some plane table work but I never hear any of the results. 


.Trusting that this information is what you requested and that it 
will enable you to complete your files, I remain. 


Very truly yours, 


Frank L. Morgan 
Box-227 
Springville, Utah.







.
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COPY	 UNITED STATES 
DEPARTIVENT OF THE INTERIOR 


BUPEAU OF MINES 
1600 East First South St.

Salt Lake City 1, Utah 


September 1, 1953 


Mr. Frank L. Morgan" 
P.O. Box 227 
Springville, Utah


Re: DIVEA Docket No. 269 
Contract Idm-E500 
Operator's estimate of 
• expenditures during 


Dear Mr. Morgan: 	 project period. 


Mr. H.K.Thurber, Jr., of this office, visited you in Springville 
on August 17, 1953, and discussed the desirability of obtaining 
from you a letter stating how much money was expended by you to 
strip the rim under the subject contract. Such a statement will 
aid in justifying the increased cost per foot of rim stripping due 
to the fact that less rim was stripped than called for in the 
contract. This difference arose from a disagreement of two maps 
made by the D.M.E.A. and through no oversight of yours. 


Our records show that you expended approximately 3,255 up 
to April 20, 1953, at which time you were at the limit of the 
stripping area outlined in the contract. Between this date and 
approximately Ppril 28, you comtinued to strip rim outside the 
project area and thereby increased your total expenditures to 
approximately 4,l24. It was understood that this additional 
work would not be paid for by the D.M.E.A. since your request for 
amendment was desired on a geologic basis. 


Please confirm that the above expenditures are correctly 
stated and, if not, supply the actual costs of the project during 
the above dates.


Sincerely yours 


S. R. Wilson, Chief 
Minerals Development Branch 
Mining Division 
Region IV
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMEN.T OF THE INTERIOR 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 3. 


Room 208 - 222 So. West Temple 
•	 Salt Lake City 1, Utah 


September 2, 1953 


Memorandum 


To:	 A. H. Koschmann 
Field Team, Region LI. 


From:	 C. G. Tilhtnan for R. J. Roberts

Utah—Nevada District 


Subject: DNEA Docket 2689, Little Ernia Claims, Chute Canyon, 
Emery County, Utah. 


The following memorandum was prepared at the request of 
H. K. Thurber, U. S • Bureau of Mines, to expedite payment 9f Mr. 
Frank Morgan for work done under DIVEA contract, docket 2689, on the 
Little Emma No. 2 claim, Chute Canyon, Emery County, Utah. 


Figure 4 of the original geologic report entitled, 0Sketch 
Map of Chute Canyon claims, 0 was supplied by Mr. Morgan and the 
outline of the proposed exploratory work as represented on the sicetch 
map was thought by him to be accurate. Later mapping of the area 
of exploration by Powers and Tilunian, figure 2 of the final geologic 
•report entitled, "Geologic Map of the Little Erma No. 2' revealed that 
the claim map was inaccurate both in the orientation of the claims and 
in showing the proposed exploratory work to extend from the Little 
Erma No. 2 claim onto the Little Ernia No. 3 claim. The exploratory work 
was actually performed on the Little Erina No. 2 claim and the Brown Dog 
No. 4 claim. 


Copies of both figures referred to above are attached. 


Ralph 3. Roberts 
Utah—Nevada District 


C. G. Tihiman 


CGT/rs 
Enclosure - 2
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UNITED STATES	 " 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTthIOR 


BUREAU OF MINES 


1600 EAST FIRST SOUTH STREET	 '' 


	


SALT LAKE CITY 1, UTAH	 '3j_• 


Denvex Co10-. 
September 3, 1953 


Memorandux/ 


To:	 W, H. King, Executive Officer, DJ'EA Field Team, Region IV 


From;	 Chief, Minerals Development Branch, Mining Division, 
Region IV 


Subject: Docket No, DIEA 2689 (Uranium), Contract Idm-E5OO, 
Frank L. and Erma It. Morgan, Emery County, Utah 


Enclosed are six copies of a memorandum prepared by H. K. 
Thurber outlining information concerning discrepancies between the 
originally estimated footage of bulldozer stripping and that actually 
performed under the contract, 


Thurberts memorandum discusses the source of information 
shown on figure 4. An original map prepared by the owner proved 
to be incorrectly prepared, as disclosed by later work by the 
Geological Survey. The original estimate of the amount of stripping 
to be performed was taken from the wn t s map; thus the distances 
were incorrect. 


We have been unable to obtain actual costs of the project' 
work from the operator. Thurber di$cussed the problem with Frank L, 
Morgan 'August 17, 1953, and at that time requested the operator to 
submit cost information. No word has been received to date. 


It'is recommended that the operator be reimbursed in the 
amount of 2,lO6. This wnotmt is 90 percent of 2,34O, the total 
allowable cost established in the contract.


Wi son 


Enclosure















UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


224	 v WASH I NGTON 25, D. C. 


Denver 2, Colorado	 May. 7, 1953. 


•	 •.	 prank L. Morgan and £raa L Morgan	 • 
P.0.Box227 
Spring'ville, Utah


Re: Docket DMEL 2689 
Contract ld*ik,500 


Dear ir and Madan:	 •' 


ference is dade to your 1etr of April 20, 1953 to 
•


	


	 Mr. Stephen R. Wilson, Chief, Minerals Develoent Braieb, Mining 
Division, Iegion IV, wherein yoi apply for an increase of funds 
under Contract Id50G in the a*omt of *600.00 to persit addi-


•


	


	 tional ru stripping. The letter was referred to the DML 1eld 
lean, Begion IV, for reply. 


The rini stripping perfor*ed under the contract failed 
to disclose the presence of significant isineraliatiou and it has 
bean concluded troa investigation of the exposures that additional 
ru stripping is not warranted • Therefore, your application for 
additional funds is denied.


Ye7 trt4y yrour


-	 - - 
w.u.xing	 ri 
D	 Fie Tean, igion IV 


cñ&c 
LL Xoacheazm 
DME Field Teen, Fegion IV 


cc Sec. Oper. Committee w/copies incoming correspondence / 
aHKoscLinann 


•	 Si1son	 -	 •	 • 


JTownsend	 • 	 • 	 • 	 • •	 S 


Contract 
Chron















j ., ' C 
prnvU1ot4h. 


Lpr1 


r. Ctop?on 't1oGn,ChLot 

!LtcrQ1s ovtct *'3flCb 
tthtni ity1sion,t'flon IV 
ureau Of riies,t4OQ ' tot ) 
t1t ikO LtP 1,$tth.


Gs )OCk5t	 2669. 


ear Tr.. tfloos: 


tOgLEtn tho! abo	 contract,! voii1d 1fle to 
a1ieittn tot an. tient as follows. 


t:e hive vortod 8trnic3t throurrj t)w vcek and vo evOr 
eto,pe otnae tttng thto p Jo working 10 hours a & werags 
in oror to' cotnlate it and *ye. toltowid the roce , tions of 
r. Thurbot 3rd rr, Lineh aftet their field inspection and htvs 


zw eomplete additiorl otripptsg to a point that t1 geologicits 
that de the ,lai tb1* *pptng felt thould ha etripped. 


I nutd like: to rn3ko application for an aditoMl 0600.00 
otneXon on the above D4 loan in order to exteid the etrippie on 
the 3rown Dog Claim tø a pOint that wouit intersect the bottom of 
+ehjtoConaethipotntthatwasbPOi*r)tttGtho 
attent&o15 of ir. John Vowepe and 'r. Jko 'ttlnn white they ves tn&klng 
their pinga in luatt 	 thie is an t,tten*iOft of the origil 
pinn nd wee not included in the first apphtoatiofl. 


The tltent is 'otill on the' rorty end ther oulct like to 
colete the pro3oct betere io4n tt they hive 4ork for th2o equiptent 
and ie vorr anzioue to' ot it toved. 


Trueting that the above tooto tgth the s,provai o the boaid 


incer1y, 


/(' i,fdv" 
- Vtath 1. rergi' 


Boxi.2Z. 
epringviflo,Uta*.


Th 


7







• i	 UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


• DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25 D C 


224 New Customhoise 
Denver.2,Cól.rado	 • 	


0 	


May7,1953 


I 
Frank L, Morgan and Eria R. )brgen 
P. 1. Box 227 
SpringvUle, Utah	 I .L 


Dear Sir and Ms4cm: 


Information. supplied. this office indicates that work wider 
Contract Idn. E500 was started april 7, 1953 and completed April 27, 1953. 


With reference to the completion of work under the contract, 
your attention is directed to rtic1e 5 of Exploration Project Contract 
Form MF..20C}(A). Pn.rticular reference is made to Article 5 "(b) Final 
Iteport". The required final angineer5iig and. geologic report, in narrative 
form, complete with maps which show work accoinpliehed, is necessary in 
addition to the brief narrative report which must accompany Form MF-104, 
(erator's Monthly lieport and Voucher, which you wiU submit as a claim 
for reimbursement under the terms of the contract. The final narrative 
report should be captioned "'inal Report" and include statements as 
fofl-ows:


1. Starting and completion dates ol the project work. 


2. amount of work aocoi*plisned acid costs thereo±. 


3. Geologic conditions encountered in performing the work, 
results of the work accomplished, and extent or absence 
ofadscovery.


Very truly yours, 


W.Lling 
!xecutive Otficer, DMEA 
Field Team, Region IV 


i r 
cc Sec Oper Coiimittee 


•	 •	 •	 A.HKoschniairn	 •	 0 	 • 	


0 	 • 	 • 	 • 	


0 


• 0


	


• skcalson	 • 	 • 	


0 	 • 	


0 


• 	 • 0
	


• 	 JTownsend	 •	 •	 •	 0 	 • 	 • • 	 • 


• •	 •	 Contract	 •	 •	 •	 •	
•	 • 


0 	 • 	 • 


•	 Chron	 • 	
0 •	 • 	


0 	 • 	
0 	 •







F'	 700 Ij
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25 D C 


April 15, 1953 


e orcjwi


azel err, Operatiu Coxu1ttee 


From:	 Grace L. Ault, tae &	 fotala Jvion 


Subject: C1earaxce on Rein IV i i Uzed eotvact 


11is ias reviewed e f110	 co tr1ct8 
and aprove3 thee: 


/ 
MtA ..26C9	 50 'nk L. oxan and .nua R. oran (ranitim} 


Lted \arch 23, 1953	 Tot1 arunt: 2,3k0.00 


	


•	 A.N2fl6 Idrn..E50.6 ar Uuit and Andrew Hunt, a .paxtner-(Jranitun3 
thp, 1a ed pr11 9, 1953 Total amount: 7,368.00 


race L.Ault 


4i


APR 22 L53 


	


•	 :	 •	 DEF&vse 
COUNS	 •
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UMTED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


4ch3 t	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


221i. New Customhouse 
Denver 2, Colorado
	


March 21, 1953 


REGISTERED 


Memorandum
OF TE f1to 


To:	 C • 0. Mittendorf, Administrator, (EA 	 Mtrfj 
ECEIYEO 


From:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region IV MAR 3 i 1953 


Subject: Contract IdmE5OO, Docket DA 2689, Frank L. Morgan 
and. Ernia R. Morgan (Uranium) 


Enclosed are the original and two copies of Contract 
1dm4500. Copies of this contract have been given to the operator, 
the Fiscal Officer, Region IV, and a copy has been retained for 
our files.	 / 


/


W. H. King 


Enclosures







SThNRD FORM NO. 64	


V	


I,., 


9ffice Memorandum . UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO	 : E. Wn. Ellis, DNEA Member 	 DATE: April 15, 1953

Uranium Commodity Committee 


FROM :• Arthur P. Butler, Jr., USGS Member, Uranium Commodity Committee 


SUBJECT: Final report, DNEA Docket 269 (Uranium), p*1, 
Emery County, Utah •


k1i953' 
I have reviewed the report by the Field Team pertaining to 


the property identified in the subject above. The Field Team recommends 


3,200 feet of rim-stripping to explore the Shinarump conglomerate for 


additional radioactive zones near the Chute Canyon claims, and necessary 


repair of access road.. 


I concur with the recommendations of the Field Team that 


Government assistance for exploration, as set forth in the Field Team 


report, be granted for the Government's proportionate share of the total 


cost of 2,342.00.


Arthur P. Butler, Jr. 


Copy to: E. Wm. Ellis (2)
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/	
IN REPLY REFER TO 


UNITED STATES 


•	 '•'	 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR• 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


E. w,. E1lt, D)IEA Mamber	 April 15, 1953 


Uranium Coulmodity Committee 
Artkiir P. Butler, Jr., U80$ Mmber, Uranium Conodity Comrnittle 


Fine]. repo rt, DMEA Docket 2689 (Uranium), Chute Canyon Mines, 
ry County, Utah', 


I hay, reviewed the report by the Fi114 ream pertaining to 


the property identified in the subject above • The Field Team recoza tads 


•	 3,200 feet of rim .etripping to explore the Shinarump conglonmrate for 


additional radioactive sones near the Chute Canyon claims, and necessary 


repair of access road. 


I concur with the reoomendations of the Field Team that 


•	 Government assistance for exploration, as set forth in the Field Team 


•	 report, be 'granted for the Goverrnnent'e proportionate char. of the total' 


cost of 2,342.00


Arthur P. Butler, Jr. 


Copyto:E.Wa.alie(2)
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF MINES 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C. April 9, 1953 


Memorandum	 'ji Q i IiiiIOi 


&ca	 isMrjj 
To:	 Ernest William Ellis, DMEA Member 


Uranium CoinmodityComrnittee, Room i.6i.o	 0 1953 
From:	 H. D. Keiser, Bureau of Mines Member,



Uranium Commodity Committee 


Subject: Final report, DNEA. Docket 2689, Chute Canyon Mines, 
Emery County, Utah. 


I have reviewed the subject final report by the Field 


Team, Region IV, and have discussed it with Joseph 0. Hosted, 


representative of the Atomic Energy Commission. 


It is recommended that the report be approved. 


The report has been forwarded to the Chief, Minerals 


Division, in accord with the routing slip attached thereto. 


H. D. Keiser







.
	


S 
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


22I New Customhouse 
Denver 2, Colorado
	 March 26, 1953 


Memorandum 


To:	 C. 0. Mittendorf, .cting Administrator 
Defense Minerals Exploration Adm1nistration 


From:	 Field Team, DNEA, Region IV 


Subject: Final Report, DMEA Docket 2689 (Uranium), Chute Canyon 
Mines, Emery County, Utah 


Enclosed are four copies. of the final report on Docket 


2689. A contract has been pepared and is in effect. 


-	 ..,	


W. H. King . 


A. . Koschmann 


Enclosures


by 


DMEA OFEiATZiG c:.MTTE 


-	 (date)
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 
zoo — 
D.ever 2, Co1sr


	


Nov	 25, 1952 


DMEAP1.ld: oes, Reglee IV 


A. H. •Kctmsn 


£*4EA Oe.. 26e9, Uflh p Er No. 2,	 f . 4 y	 (fy 


S	 .,. Eec1osØ sr• ii cop.o of tM g.oi.qkt repQrt by JOh1	 S 


•	
*nd. A11*n T*ytor, of th U.. S. a3.slcet Sw'vey, cóverh to


docket. It bs beon rcgupo•. • n. Th*t t* Ieee b *ipfroed. 


A H. Ko$csn 
SØrvlslng GsoIc$tst 


•	 •	 CoIre4o-W1R 


E*c:isur*s (1$) 


.
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John Powers & Allen Ta2or

U. S. Geological Survey 
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LITIE ERI'1 #2, CHTJE CANYON, EI COUNTY, UThR 


DIIL 2689 (Uranium) 


- - Introd.ction 


t. Frank L. rgan, owner of 18 claims that include the Little Erma, 


Wild Horse and Brown Dog claims located, in Chute Canyon, 7 milee aowthwest of 


Ten1e Mountain, Emsry County, Utah, has applied to the Defense Minerals 


Exploration Administration for a loan to explore far uranium ore on these 


claims.


A field exeinination was requested by the Field Team, Region, 1V, 


September U, 1952, to determine the advisability of góvermmsnt assistance. 


An exemination was made September 10-U, 1952 for the Trace Elemsnts section 


of the Mineràl Depàsita Branch, U. S. Geological Survey, by John F. Powers, 


Allen 0. Taylor and Leo F • Ezamstt. "This exiin1nation serves as a basis 


for this report.


Location and Accessibility 


The Little &'maclalms 'e located in Sec. 24, T. 25 S., R. 10 L, 


SLBM, (unsui'veyed). The claims can be reached by driving 38 miles southwest 


from Geen River, Ubah via Utah State Highway 24, thence driving west 10 


miles through South Tenle wash to Teiple Mountain, thence southveat miles 


to Chute Canyon. The road from Green River to Ten1e Mountain is an all-


weather improved dirt road; the seven and 1/2 miles of road from Temple 


Mountain to Chute Canyon, however, is unimproved road in poor condition. (Fig. 1) 


History and Production 


There baa been no production of uranium from the Chute Canyon C1piiiS. 


Of the '18 claims owned by the applicant in Chute Canyon, exploratory work has 


been done only on the Little Erma No. 2. The work consists of 20 feet of 


•	 drift', a 20 foot trench, and 60 feet of rim stripping.







O	 . 
Geology 


0


	


	 The Little Erma No. 2 prospect is on the southeastern flank of the 

San Rafael well in Chute Canyon, Emery County, utah. The San Rafael Swell 


is an eroded anticlina]. fold about 70 miles long and whose iñin axis trends 
northeast. The property is eleven iidles southeast of the mRin axis of the 
anticllne. 


The sedimentary rocks exposed In the area are of Triassic and Jurassic 


age (fig. 2) • The 4oenkopi formation of Triaàsic age is the oldest fármation 
expoèed. I is a thim..ibedded, brown to lavender-colored ahaJ.e that contains 
some brcwn sandstone and sandy limestone • The Triassic Shinarump conglomerate 
overUse the 1benkopi formation and is compàsed of conglomerate and lenses of 
brown sandstone with green zmidatone. The sandstone and imidatone are local1y 
carbonaceous. Overlying the Shinarump is the Chinle formation also of 


.


	


	 Triassie ae. The Chinle formation is mRinly composed of • varigated shales

and red sandstone. 


The Wingate sandstone of Jurassic age rests on top of the Chinle 
formation and is generally a masóive red to brown cross ..bedded sandstone. 
In places, however,. it is cream-colored; the cream color is unusual and may 
be due to bleaching by migrating bydrocarbona in the fcrmation, The Jurassic 
Kayenta formation lies over the Wingate, and is composed of red sandstone with 
some brown and red shales. The Navajo sandstone rests conformably over the 
Kayenta and is also of Jurassic age. The Navajo sandstone is lflAifliy a massive, 
cross..bedded, light brown to grey sandstone. 


The strike of the formations are from N 45° E to East-West and dip 
10 SE to S. The rocks are displaced by high .angle normal fault8 that are 
nearly perpendIcular to the inj axis of the antjcljne. The TnAjfl set of faujta 
strike East-jest and dip steeply either North or South. Another set of faults 
strike Nortlmtoat and dip either Northeast or Southwest.







Ore Deposits 


5 '.	 iLt the Little frma No. 2 ' the ore occurs in the basal part of the Shinarump



conglomerate. The Shinarump locally is between 30 and 50 feet thick and is 


composed of con4omerate and lenses of coarse brown sandstone underlain by green 


mudstone. In this area the sandstone and mudstone are highly carbonaceous. The 


highest grae uranium ore is in the sandstone and mudstone where the carbonaceous 


material is concentrated. 


The main primary uranium ore mineral is pitchblende(?) which is disseminated 


in coarse-grained, cross-bedded, carbonaceous sandstone. hè sandstone is iron-


stained and is cemented by calcite. Ga].ena, sphalerite, chalcopyrite and 


unidentified cobalt and nickel minerals accompany the pitchblende(?). Secondary 


minerals include malachite, azurite, chalcanthite, erythrite '(?) and other 


unidentified uranium,' vanadium and copper minerals. With the exception of the 


pitchblende and the secondary uranium minerals, the other ore minerals are of 


Slittle comaercial significance at present. There is a distinct resemblance in 


this suite of minerals as we].]. as in the geologic setting of the Little 'ma No. 2 


and the Happy Jack Mine at White Canyon, Utah, and the Lucky Strike Mine in the 


San Rafael Swell, Utah. 


The Shinarump conglomerate has been explored in the Little 'ma No. 2 by 


60 feet of rim stripping and a combined total of 40 feet of drift and open 


cut. (Fig. 3) The workings have uncovered small pockets of high grade ore and 


a larger volume of lower grade ore. 


Ore Reserves 


There are no blocked out ore reserves at the Little 'ma property,' but 


the triangular area extending from B adit to five feit southeast of edit with 


an average thicbiess of l.5 feet ii inferred to contain 230 tons of ttranium ore. 


The ore in the workings contains on the average of O.U9% V308; it is reasonable 


to assume that. ore of comparable grade and thickness is iresent in the intervening 


area.







S
	 I 


!Lt the present price of uranium, the inferred ore should have a value of 


approximately. $2,100.00 with an LE.C. bonus. 


Proposed Exploration 


The applicant has proposed, 12 days or 3,200 feet of rim stripping with an 


RD 8 bulldozer to explore for other radioactive zones along the Shinaru and 


three days of bulldozer work repairing the road. 


By bulldozer stripping of the Shinerunrp as well as stripping and exploring 


under the present workings, additional radioactive zones may be found. This 


proposed exploration appears to be sound and should adequately test the. rim of 
the Shinarun formation at this location. 


Costs of the Proposed 1oration 


The costs of the exploratory work at the Little frma NO, 2. are as 
follows: 


.	 15 days of RD 8 bulldozer work, includes 3 days of 
road work and drayage . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $1,782.00 


Suervision for 15 days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 	 300.00 


Laborer for 15 days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 	 200.00 
Powder fuse and caps . . . . .


	


	 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - 60ç



TQEAL . . . . . . . . .. . . $2,342.00 


Summary and Cànàluaions 


The Little Erma No. 2 property is on the southeastern flank of the San 


Rafael, swell in the Shinarump conglomerate. The Shinarunip strikes generally 
East-West and dips 1003. 


The uranium ore ocaUrs with carbonaceous material in pockets near the 
base of the formation in a brown sandstone and green mudatone. The uranium 
mineralization consists of pitohblende(?) and its alteration products. Inferred 


. ore reserves are 230 tons of ore averaifig 0.119% V308 
The applicant proposes to strip 3,200 feet with an RD 8 bulldozer the 


base of the Shinarwnp conglomerate to uncover additionaj. radioactive spots on







.. 
the Little Erina No. 2 property and also to improve existing road from Temple 


Mcmntáin to Chute Canyon. The total cost of the stripping and road repairs is 


$2,431.00. 


The program appears sound, arid the chance of finding wanium ore good. 


It is recomnnded that the governnnt enter into a contract with the applicant 


• as outlined, Th. govei'nunta share on a 9):lo participation basis would be 


•$2,188.uu.


.


—5--
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CHUTE CANYON MENES 
ENERY COUNTY, UTAH 


DIYEA-2689 
Uraniwn 


fl	 Memorandum engineering report 


By N. N Gilkey 
Mining engineer 
Bureau of Mines 


.







A memorandum dated December 17, 1952, to S. R, Wilson from the 


Executive Officer, Field Team, Regioi IV, asked for a memorandum 


engineering report on the subject docket, 


The claims are in axi unsurveyed area about 7j miles by road southa 


west of Temple Mountain in Emery County, Utah., Projection of section 


lines places the site of the proposed work in Sec. 24, T. 25 5,, R, 10 E,, 


S ,L,B.,N., The locations are valid from the standpoint of withdrawals, as 


there are no withdrawn areas in this township., 


Eleven copies of the claim map showing the proposed work with 


reference to the side lines accompany this report, 


The minutes of the Operating Committee, No. 139, have been cbnsidered, 


HISTORY AND PRESENT STATUS 


To date, the only exploration on the property has been done on the 


Little Erma No, 2 claim. This work consists of 18 feet of drifting in 


Adit A, 6 feet of drifting in Adit B, and 75 feet of open cutting and 


rim stripping (fig, 3 of the Surveyts report), There are no measured 


ore reserves. 


The applicant reports that several samples taken from ore exposed 


by this work have assayed from 0,37 percent 1J308 to as high as 5.09 


percent 11308. The examining Survey geologists state that 230 tons of 


ore averaging 1.5 feet thick and containing 0,119 percent 11308 may be 


inferred from this exploratory work, Although the average grade of the 


inferred tonnage is low, it seems probable that in stripping an addi-


1 







.
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...


tional 3,200 feet of the same horizon, ore of commercial grade and 


in commercial quantity will be found, 


DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPCIED WORK 


AU of the proposed work will be subcontracted and is to be done 


by means of an RD- 8 bulldozer, The project may be started within 30 


days of the date of the contract and will require 15 days for completion. 


Preliminary to the 'actual stripping will be three days of work on 


the road from Temple Mountain. The condition of this 7- miles of road 


is such that, in axiy case, the bulldozer will be wa.1ked" from Temple 


Mountain to the property, Following the road wori will be 12 days of 


rim stripping, during which time it is expected that 3,200 feet of rim 


can be exposed The stripping is to be done on four claims, the Little 


Erma Nos. 1, 2, and 3, and the Brown Dog No, 4 (fig, 4 of the Surveyts 


report).


ESTITED CT OF PROPC&ED WORK 


15' days of RD-S bulldozer work at $14.85 per hour, ---- $1,782 
or ll8,80 per day. (This is the 'standard 
figure in this area for an RD-S bulldozer, and 
includes all drayage charges) 


Supervision for 15 days at $20 per day ------------- 300 


1 laborer for 15 days at $l3,33 per day ---------------200 


Powder, caps and fuse	 '60 


Total --
	


$2,342 


O 


.'
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Because of the short duration of the project, transportation of 


supplies, charge for miscellaneous tools, etc,, are not included in 


the estiniation of costs, The applicant (supervisor) will provide these 


items at his own expense,


RECOMMENDATIONS 


The fact that promising exposures of uranium ore have been encountered 


in the small amount of exploratory work done to date, and the probability 


of finding a commercial deposit or deposits in stripping an dditional 


3,200 feet in the same horizon, indicate that the project is justified,. 


•	 It is, therefore, recommended that the Defense Minerals Exploration 


Administration enter into a contract with the applicant to do the proposed 


work at a total cost of 2,342.







1-1027 
(April 1946) 


Appro..: 
Date: 
Time: 
No.: 
To:


_____	 UNITED STATES	 r::::Eyr Ø r: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTELCIOR	 &c Minerals Athn50 


RECEIVED 
AGENCY Bureau of Mines	 9 10 Originatot' ' 'Q	 I" 


TELETYPE	 Ext. :------------------Room: 


March 23, l93:	
Unattended service WA .$1p 


C. 0. Mitterxlorf, Administrator, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 
Washington 25, D.C. 


Subject:


Please assign a number to contract covering Docket No. DI€A 2689, 


Frank L. Morgan and Erma R. Morgan, P. 0. Box 227., Springville, 


Utah. Contract dated March 23, 19S3. Commodity uraiium, property 


located ii Emery County, Utah. Tots]. amount of contract $2,3LO.0O, 


Government participation $2,106.00. 


Confirmation Copy


V. H. King 
(j//	 Executive Offlc 


tX4EA Field Ten, Region IV 


Authorize4: 


4 JFS:ld 


	


Sign original message and transmit to Room
	


in duplicate 


U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING oFrtCE 	 16-509154











,	 PW1 1F ThE 1flTEj	 ,.,	 &izz;4i:• 


MAR 24i53 


W	 DN 23 1k XXXX DN 235 BUR NINES	 3 23 53	 L& P00 PM 


C 0 MITTENDORF	 - 


PLEASE ASSIGN A NUMBER C TO CONTRECT COVERING DOCJET NO DMEA 


WILL START OVER 


PLEA'SE.ASSIGN A NUMBER TO CONTRACT COVERING DOCKET NO DMEA8-9 


XXXX 2689, 'FRANK L MORGAN AtID ERNA R MQRGAN P 0 BOX 227 SPRINGVILL 


UTAHNXXX UTAH.	 CONTRACT DATED NARCH 1/1/ MARCH23 1953,. 


COMMODITY URANI UN PROPERTY KXX LOCATED IN EMEW1 COUNTY UTAH. TOTAL 


NO.UNT OF CONTRACT	 I 


XXXX$23XXXX	 $23 L&0'.00 GOVERNMENTYARTICIPATION $2106.00. 	 - 


-	
W H KING EXECUTIVE OFFICER DNEA
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UNITED STATES	
T iio 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERR inrs in;trafl 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 	 EEEU 


22i New Cttstomhouse	 WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 
Denver 2, Colorado


January il', l95j3 


a2'. 
Memorandum 


To:	 Aimth1strator, Defense Minerals Exploration Adxn1nistration 


From:	 Field Team, Region Iv 


Subject: Final Report, DME Docket 2689 (Uranium) Frank L. Morgan and. 
zna B. Morgan, Chute Canyon Mines, Emery County, Utah 


The application for Government assistance in exploration work 
estimated, to cost $23112 has been approved by us and a contract is being 
prepared..	 .	 S 


Government participation will be 90 percent, or $2,107.80. 


Four copies of the Final Report will be forwarded when the 
contract is processed. 


The original and one copy of Form 3b is attached.. 


A. H. Koschmann 


Enclosures
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UNITED STATES 


PARTMENT OF THE INTERIO!R 
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION 


Denv.z 2, coiorsdo	 WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


CE1 O i ITEIOR

Defense Minerals kithfraIion



RECEIVED 


3sai :Lk, L953• 


tot	 i;L*t'&t, )toa: Ueer4. *]erstio* MZthI*tretton. 


Fie34L Team, .*egion fl 
$b3ects.	 epCit, aI Dockàt 2689 (Ur Le) tr.zk L. M3rga*1 eat 


*z IL. ).rIa, Ct Csee *i*es, ez' eunty, et& 


Ia	 icatton tor Iav*rn:ent usi*tóaee ifl diorstiQn •iicrk 
estl*atit t eost $231e2 baa been qrovet b us sat s contract te being 
prepsre&.


Gaernt partioipiition vii be 90 percent, or $,ic.8G. 


Ftr .oi 0 ot tbe 71*1 wt iii be rwor4ei *sn tbe 
contreet is preease4. 


The erigiriel sat on. cm of tcs* 3b i. sttscbet. 


A.LXosfnn 


'*nciosuz'ee
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UNITED STATES	 r-rmr, * 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR uu Ihersk áEeisfr$U$ 
\ 3 / 	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


22Ji New Custonthouse	 WASHINGTON 25, D. C.	 5EP 8 1952 
Denver 2, Colorado


September 5, 1952. 


Memorandum 


To:	 Acting Administrator, Defense Minerals Exploration 
Administration Attention; Code 210 


From:	 Executive Officer, Fieii Team, Region IV' 


Subject: Docketing for Exploration Assistance 


Enclosed herewith in dupliôate is DMA Form 3a and 
Form MF.'103 in triplicate and supporting data pertaining to the 
following application for Government assistance in exploration 
work:


Frank Morgan & Erma Morgan 
P. 0. Box 27
	 fl1EA-2689 


Springville, Utah


W. H. King 


Enclosure 


Returned to Region IV; DMEA-2689 - Two copies each NF..103, map, and 
Assay Sheet.
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Budget Bureau No. 42-R1035.2. UNITED	 TES DEPARTMENT OF THE INT1DR Form Approved. 


DEFENS INERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRA N 


APPLICATIOI FOR AID IN AN 

EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE 



PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED


Not to be filled in by applicant 


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


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


mailingaddress: -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
&ffMorgu.________________ 


•	 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------.DJox227. 
•	 pvllUth.________________ 


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


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


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


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


----Ermallo's-1-2--4-5-6----Wild Horse No t a-
astle Dale, Emery 


----en-----e	 ed in Chute Canyon 


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


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


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


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


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


(b) State past and current production, and ore reserves, if any, giving quantities and grades. None. 
(c) Describe the geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, etc.), and your 


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


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


(e) State the availability of manpower, materials, supplies, equipment, water, and power. Refer to separab1eet.







5. The exloration proJect._–tate the mineral or minerals for which yoh to explore -----


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


(c) The work will start within ---------days and be completed within ------2 	 months from the date of an exploration 
project contract. 


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


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


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


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


•(c) Operating materials and supplies.—Furnish. an itemized list, including items of equipment costing less than 5O each, 
and power, water aid fuel. 


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


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


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


(g) Miscellaneous.—Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of repairs to and maintenance of operating equipment (not 
including initial rehabilitation or repairs of the Operator's equipment), analytical work, accounting, workmen's compensation 
and employers' liability insurance, and payroll taxes. 


(h) Contingencies.—Give an estimate of any necessary allowances for contingencies not included in the costs stated above. 
N0TE.—No items of general overhead, corporate management, ihterest, taxes (other than payroll; and sales taxes), or any 


other indirect costs, or work performed or costs incurred before the date of the contract, should be included in the 
estimate of costs.	 -. 


7. (a) Are you prepared, to furnish your share of the cost of the proposed project in accordance with the regulations on 
Goyernment participation (Sec 7, DMEA NQ 1) 


(b) How do you propose te furmsh your share of the costs 


Money S	 Use.of equipment owned by you 	 Other	 '	 - 


Explain in 'detail on acompanying paper. 	 - 


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


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


Dated- -	 --------------------------------------------195 - 


Title 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it a criminal oFfense to make a wlIully falsestatement or representation to any depart-
ment or agency oF the United States as to any matter within its jurisdiction. 	 : 


U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICC 	 16-06551-1







D& •0rder4 


No.5 Applicant' e Property righte. 
(?)	 Claime unp3tnted, reietered 0ounty Recorfter, iery County,Utah, 


Name. 
Paiomix


ritrj No. 
75041


Date. Book. 
J8


Page. 
541 arch 25,1960 


Q1n1e 75040 March 25,1960 J.s8 540 
Nild toree No.1 75035 March 23,1950 J-8 538 
iU Foroe No.2 79356 Jvne 12,1952 J40 108 
i1d flóree No.3 79357 June 12,1952 J-40 lOB 
Itld	 orae No.4 79358 June 12,1952 J40 109 
ti1d	 OZ'ZO No.5 79369 June 12,1952 109 
Little	 rvia 'o.t 75026 arch 25,1950 J'8 517 
Little rma No.2 73027 March 25,1960 J-8 518 
Little	 rma No.5 75023 March 25,1950 3 .8 518 
Little irma No.4 79362 June 12,1952 J40 111 
Little irma No.5 79563 June 124952 3-10 112 
Little	 rna No.6 7936+ June 12,1952 J-t0 112 
Brown Dog No.1 76029 March 23,1950 3-8 535 
Brown Dog No.2 75030 March 23,1960 3-8 535 
Brown flog No.3 750*1 Marc1a 25,1950 3-8 536 
Brown Dog No.4 79560 June 12,1962 340 110 
Drown Dog No.5 79361 June 12,1952 3-10 111


ae A,11ow*

ire. 


10*50 ILL 
io.4s A.. 
10*20 Ak4. 


.11135 IL!T. 
it4o 
ils45 A.M. 
11:50 A.M. 
9*35 ILL 
940 f&.N. 
945 ILL 


1^sCS P.M. 
• 12*10 P.i. 


12*15 P.M. 
9*50 A.L 
9* A.M.. 


10;00 AJ. 
11:55 AJt. 
12*00 A.. 


No.4 p) reicei 4eocription.	 • 	 • • 	 • 	 • • 	 ; 


(A ) There has been 2 abort tunnele started on the Little ra No. 2, the firet one te in 
about 6 tt, and the aaeay eheete show the z'ecults at what was encountered,the 2 nd tunnel 
wae drove in approxiate1y 18 ft on a cba1t I3loow showing and no ore waa found of coezci1 
value,thie tunnel is 75 ft aet of the diacovery tunnel,there baa been several trenchee dug 
up to the face to deteriino if the ong1oiterate waa etill carrying the carbontceoua i*terta1, 
which we found. this fce will have to be nioved with a bull doter, otripping diong the n-
gtonerate foriation, making a road or ramp from which to work from, and will detarnine dust 
where the tunnete ehould be. The ramp Irne been etarted,but due to £1nncial conditione, 
base net been able to extend it to the diecoverj tunne3,the formation shows indicatLone elong 
the entire face of the claim where ever I have dug a trench to it. I have b41t 7 milee of 
road to thie property that can be traveled by pick up, 3eep or na11 car 8irciiy to the cabin 
on the EtinG igLt.	 • . 	 . 	 . 	 • • . • 


(B ) thie is a new discovery ond ex1orotion pro3oct,the bull dozer rork zequoted ebould dat-
ermine the poadbititie of the propertj, the attached eeaay eheet will varifj the indicat-
lone.	 • 


(0) The Chinar*np Conglomerate carries Corbonaceoue n%atart$, and tree formation. all along 
the ce, with Cobalt Bloom showings and Copper outcrops, please refer to copy of (Complete 
Analysis by The Colorado Assaying Co. of July 18th.1952) 
(fi) The prosent road passable for light vehicles, but would require approximately 3 days bull 
dozer work with ED 8 bull dozer for heavy hauling. !tenpLe ountain is apprdiaato1y 7fr miles 
North and East where a good road is located, the property is 52 miles from (rcen aiver, Utah. 
transportation and shipping ftci1itiee would be very good. 
() Man power and equipment available for this project, water for di illing or any working use 
is on the property, cul1inry water woula have to be hauled in. 
No.5 The ZxpIoration Project. 	 • 	 • 	 • 	 • 	 • 


The bull dozer work will be let on contract, I would like to work approximately 5 days on the 
road to the mine,this can be done when the bull dozer is walked from 'emp1e ountain as that 
to as far as they can transport it, the distance is 7 miles, 7 days bufl dozer work at the 
location eight of the Little Erma No.2 moving rock and material away from the taco of the 
mountain along the Chinarump Con ioerate face that carries the indications that proepe the 
filing of this application, and moving material to make room for ore bins, and. roads on the 
property to get wachinery'up to th proposed. mining locat&ona.. 







%p'••	 .	
.	


PAGE No.2 


( D) The bull dozer work will be under the upervicion of ozpter'onced pex'sonel, and will 
be under contract by the hour. 
I operated the Silver Reef Property at Leeds, 1Jashington County,Utah. and ohipped the Vitro 
Chemical Co. Salt Lake City, their first carload o flraniutn on liquidation No.1 and }ave had 
expierence in the Uranium fiolds for the past 1.0 years. I am service man for the flhinoie 
Powder atg a,. Gold 1oaa1 xp1oeivee, and have been .n the fe1d for them for 25 yeara tork'. 
trig in 28 States in genera' construction nd mining. 
No.6 atimate of' coats.	 - 
(A) The bull dozer work for this exploration will be lot on contract, it iI1 require an 
RD 8 bull dozer and thc contract price to $12.50 per hour 2'or everything to be furnished, 
the estimated iorking hours re 80 hours or ].00Q.00. 
(B) None. 
(0) None. 
(n.) None.	


0 •	 . 	 . 	 .. 	 . 	 . 	


: 	 , 	 . . 	 . 


(E) one. 
() Material for loading bins Lunber,1ai1a,13olte tnd ect. , 42Q.00. 


Material for mine prope, portats and eat. , 25O.00. 
. (G) wone.	 .	 . :	 . .	 .	 :	 -	 • 


(B) None. 
. The .totti eost ;of this project i .. ostted . as: 1.5OO.00 the ainont• of thi DZ A.pplicatioño 


No.7	 - 
I em prepared to meet y part of this op1orati on, with canh. 


This property is clear of all encwnberanees and is owned by m and my wife, we have filed 
all aoresements as they came due, and thia te an indopendant operRtion, due to financial 
conditions we have not been able to properly explore it. 
We have built 7 miles of road to the mine eight, and have built a cabin on the property, 
we have started 2 tunnels and submitted samples for assay purposes, all we ak is help on 
the bull dozer work to further our exploration, we have onaulted some of the best geologists 
and mining men in the business In regard to the pofnibilits es of the property, and tneir 
comments have been very fttrorable. 


We propose to operate this property on & lessor baste and have several lessee' e that ais 
roady to move in as soon as we got the bull door work completed, thie work will be clone 
on a royalty basis by competent miners, (contract work) they w.tl provide a place to live 
and. their own mining machinery, we will in turn pay the loan out of our part of the royalty 
or on the baai.a of the terms n article No.9 Fon :P•2OO. 


These leasor's will work on short term contracts, and this will eliminate workmens Comp-
ensation nd nployers Liability Insurance, and pay roll taxes. 


The terms o the. lease will be attractive . enough to encoarage the miners to t to nog, 
ottato for a contract, I have several applications on hand now, and will be able +, furnish 
miners with expierence who are capable. 


I am encJosing reports of assays showing the possibilities of this property, as I have rep-
orted this is a new exploration pro3eet, nothing has been shipped and it is puny a ezp-
loration. project. 	 .	 .	 .	 .	 .1 
Trusting that all reports are in order, and that e may have an early resort on this app-
ltcàtion, we	 .	 .	 .	 . .	 .	 •
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TH QOLORAD ASSAYING )M?AN!. 
I 


D1V 00	 ),JULY 18th, 1952.. 


• REP H? ON MPLETE. ANALYSIS SUBMITT) BY MR. FRANK L MORGAN,, SRINGVILE,UTAH. 


ELEMENTS PRESENT ERCENTAGE8 


COMBINED WATER AND HYDROCARB0NS—-- 	 __—.—sr— -----a 12.20 
S IL I -_	 24.53 


-- ALUMINUM 5,35 IRON 3.54 
15.60 
17.13 SULPHUR TRIOXID	 (except eulphate with baz'iurn)- -	 ---	 6.84 


BARIUM SULPHATE..-----.--.-. 4.45 
-	 0.18 


'O,57 
00P?ER----- 0.25 


1.45 
1.90 


URANIUM. OXIDE..-.-.----..-.- --------...--...-.- ---	 1.62 
VANADIUM PTOXIDE------------------ 0.05 
CALOIU	 0XIE——	 -- ..-------.' 5.10 
MAGNESIUM OXID	 ---.----.--....	 ____ --'--	 00 
PHOSPHORUS P	 TOXID-.- 0.35 
MANGANESE 0.04 
SODIUM AND POTASSIUM o.4o


99.85 
GOLD TRA.. 
SILVER 0.80 OUNCES PER TON A? 901 PER OUNCE.. 721 PER TON. 
COPPER 0.25% AT 14.00 PER UNITi. 'i $1.00 PER TON. - 
LEAD 1.45% AT $ 2.70 PER UNI? $3.92 PER TON. 
ZINC 1.90% AT $1.70 PER UNIT ... $3.23 PER TON. 
URANIUM OXIDE 1.6 AT $4.00 PER LB. $129.60 PER TON. 
ARSENIC, CHROMIUM:,TITANIUM TRACES,PLATINUM AND PLATINUM GROUP METALS,NONE. 


THIS SAMPLE CONSIS?$ CHIEFLY OF FINE SAND (SILICA), SOFT CLAY (COMPLEX ALUMINUM SILICATE), 
BLACK LIGNITE (CARBON,HYDROOEN AND OXYGEN) AND METALLIC YELLOW IRON PYRITE (IRON AND SULPR 
UR ). SMALLER AMOUNTS OF HEAVY WRITE BARITE (BARIUM SULPHATE) ANI) SOFT WHITE GYPSUM (HYDROUS 
CALCIUM SULPHATE)	 i'REsiwr. THE METALLIC STEEL GREY CRYSTALS ARE GELENA (LEAD AND SULPHUR) 
THE URAItM. IS P1OBABLY PRESENT IN THE FORM 0?	 CRBLENDE (A HEAVY BLACK URANYL tJRANATE). 


THIS ORE IS MOST VALUABLE. FOR IT$ URANIUM: CONTENT. THE SILVER, COPPER,LEAD AND ZINC AND COBALT 
CONTENTS ARE OF COMMERCIAL INTEREST. 


•	 •	 • THE COLORADO ASSAYING (JO. •	 •	
EDMUND 'PHILLIPS. 
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


BUREAU OF MiNES 


1201 NORTH DIVISION STRtT 


SPOMNE 2, WASHINTnN 


OFFICIAL BUSINESS


S 
Chairman, Operating Committee 
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 
Department of the Interior 
Washington 25, D. C.
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r- N1	 UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


224 Nw C tose	 WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


Denver 2, Colorado	 •	 •	 October 0, 1953 


To:	 Chairman, Operating Committee, D)A	 S 	 S 


From:	 DNEA Pield Team, Region IV	 S 


Subject: Docket No • JJi 2689 (Uranium), Contract Idm4500, Frank L. Jbrgan 
and Lnna R. I4organ, Emery County, Utah 


1fere'ice is made to your letter of October 27, 1953, wherein you 
request advice	 to wxien you will receive tne final reports of the io1d 
Teem and the cpexator, and also request rscorenctatione relative to the 
issuance of a certificate of discovery. 


In conjunction therewith, ec:L.sed are the following final reports 


relative to ,rkper.iormed under the contract: 


1. (rigini]. and three copies of the final engineer5.ng report by 
the 8ureau of Mines. 


2. OrIginal and three copies o the finc.l geologie report hy the 
Geological Survey.	 . 


The operat.r ts rert, attached to his final NP'104 form. for the 
month of April 1953, appears to be adequate as a final report under the 
óircumstancss and e recomseth th.t it be accepted as such. • • 	 S 	 •• 


	


•	 Processing of the operator's final iiilO4 report for the montb.ef 
April 1953 baa been deferred pending release of a report of review by the 
Contract Administration and Audit Division. The Washington office copies 


•	 of the forms will be forwarded iimi.ediateiy upia processing bj the Fiscsl 	 • 
Office, Region IV. 


The exploration work dd not result in a significant discovery of 
uranium ore, therefore no ertific.tion of discovery or development is 	 • 


	


• •	 • recomierded . •	 • .•	 •	 • •	 •	 •	 • • 


RV1ewed by 
DME OPERATThG COMMITT


' 4' 


	


•	
•	 Jbschasnn. 


S 	 • 	 S 


S 	 • 	 S 


Field Team's final
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Por Operator's final report, see final M'-'lO for April, 1953, 
which Field Team recommends be accepted as Operators final, report. 


Re Operator's final 
report







EFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATIO	 97023 


PRODUCTION EXPANSION DIVISION 


PROCUREMENT APPLICATIONS 


Name of Company and Address _______________________________ 


Name of Mine and Location __________________________________ 


Docket No. DMA - _____________ Date received by P.E.D. 


Metals or Minerals involved ___________________________________ 


Length of Contract (preproduction plus production) _________ 


Amount of Metals or Minerals in tons, units or pounds ______ 


Floor price or Guaranteed price and whether or not escalated 


Maximum Government Commitment - 


Comments on Contract: 	 ____	 ____ 


Date sent to Legal Division _______________________ 


Date of Recommendation to D.P.A. for Certification 


Date Certification sent to G.S.A. by D.P.A. ______ 


Date signed into Contract by G.S.A. _____________ 


Additional Remarks: 


NOTE: If application is denied, or if it is recommended for change into 

exploration, etc., please state under additional remarks. 


nturtoz —Dup1tcattng $ootto, WaugtoP, o. c.	 Signed
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IIOUINIS1iRATIO 
coI.rRAcp A INISTRAION AND AUDIT OI1r 


RPowtpP RIVIZW 


I have reviewed the Monthly Reports of: 


•	 :	 •.	 rrrk L Morsza and nna B • Morgan ...' 	 . 
- -	 -	 ..	 •.. -.	 -.	 .• 


•	 .	 .:	 .	 . ________	 -	 . . 


SrinuiUe,Jtah'	 ,.	 . 


pertaining to Exploration Project Contract Xdin5OO, Z*4EA Docet 2C9, • .. .• covering a project for expiomtion Of Uranium, located in the Cbuto



	


Ceriyon area, Emery County, Uteh d, referred a as the i4ttIe	 NC)•

2 Claim, for the month of Aprl, 1953 


My review included en examination of the Monthly Reports 
(form MFwlO4i- and support3.ngdocu*ents attached thereto, comparison of 


c1a1zied with the contract arid pertinent che4u1es cons lta.tio 
with the Executive Officer a the Field ream n charge of the project, 


arid a detex7nination of the reasonableness and. proprlet; of the c8t. 


This review was made in liCu of a final audit of tne Operat4" S 
aøeounte and. records for the foUovinj reaaone• 


The contract provides for p&yment by the Government n the 
basis of agreed estimated costs of units of wor1 actually perfriiei 


The review disclosed the fol1owin facts lit regard to the az13tult 
paid or to be paid the contractor: 


Total coøt as billed by Contractor	 $2311C) 0-) 
- .	 .	 - Exceptions:	 .	 - ..	 .	 . 


3y U4A Finance Officer None 
£Iy Audit	 None	 None •	 .	 •	 -	 . 


fetal Aceped Cost	 _________ 


The cOutrsct calls for a 90 percent participation of eplor 
• .::--.. - ation xpenss b the United States Government. Threfore, paymeflt. to 


the contractor by the Government in the sinouzit of rwo Thouesnd One 
Hundred, $ix and no/l00 Dollars


.00'-


Is considered valid and proper. 


Dted' October 21, 1953 


•	 -	 S	 - -	 -	 •	 -	 -	 •.	 -.,,	 -.	 - 
Donald Fins, Iudti 


Report of Review by 
LA itor dated 10/21
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	 UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


41Q3	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25 D C


Octcr 1. Z93 


Me 


Tos	 The Administrator 


Ctder Counsel 
uboct* trvtic X, Zrma Morx, Dooket No tNEA-2639 


ontrsct Zde*5OO (Ursn1*) 
In s *iorsx* of t* EzeoubiYe Otfioer Region 


ZV to *u dst.d 3ept.tbs*' 25 I. 	 points out that 
this unit-cost contreet, pz'epsred st e*seuted in the tie3d, 
desoribes one unit of the work as 3,200 feet of rue otrip 
ping	 whexss the ectual ount of stripping pertormed 
by U Operator ie onlV ,800 feet. Thts discrepsnai arose, 
Mr. King says, by reason at an erroneous sep of the work 
ft*rniahed by the Operator sd accepted by the Pi*14 
Although the actual ses*tt of stripping required is unich 
lass then tbmt ittcatd 1* the description ot the unit, 
yet the cost of the finished work, according to Mr. King, 
ts more than the unit cost fixed by the contract, Mch is 
$1,&T2 4OO


Zn thes cirosestamee, Mr. King re ands 
thet the octstreet be iMed to chane the presently stipu 
Isted 3,200 t*t to read 1,800 test. 


Zt is my opinion that i such seendment is neces-
sary, s* that the Operator s*3d be paid the rtmt 
stipulated tar the performance of the unit, In the e ot 
"b,r2,oa.


The description Of the work in the contract stateø 
that the work is to be done . 	 as shown on rizre k 
which is attached - t mads S pert or this ethibit The 
sep referred tO delineates the ri* stripping to be pSrDQI'sed, 
wtthoat azi trtostion on the face of the p of the r*aber 
of feet. T 2angiai used in the eat3te of costs,3,200 
feet, may be taken elaply as a further description at the 
unit at work which in delineated and set forth on Figure .
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224 sw Cuatehuze 
)enver 2, Colerado	 S.ptb.r 25, 1953 


14emorandum 


To.	 C. 0. MLttenderf, Mminiatrator, D& 


From.	 Ex.cutivø Officaz, D)A Field Team, Pagion IV 


3uD;ect. Docket Nd D)A2689 (Uranium), Contract Ida .E50O, Frank L. 
Morgan and Erma R. Morgan, Emery County, Utah 


nc1sed are the following memorandum reports and data relevant 
to a discepaney bet.n th work anthorised under t contract d tbt 
actually performed by the operator. 


1. pour copies of Forms M? .! 104 and M104A 5W*9itted by the 
operator for work performed during the month of Apr1 1953. 


2. Four copies of a letter, dated eptember 1, 1953, froni 
S.L' Wilson, Chief, 1inerals Development Branch, )4inirg Division, Region 
IV, to Frank L. )'rgan, the operator. 


3. Four copies of a letter, dated .ptember 2, 1953, from 
Frank L. Morgan to ,F. Wilson in reply to Wilson's letter under item 2. 


4. Original and three coplea of a memorandum report, dated 
Septe*br 2, 1953, from C.G, Tiliman for U. Ioberts, Utah-bIe'vada 
District, U.s. Geological SUrYeY, to . IL Kche,	 Tea Beg1 
Iv.


5. )riginal and three copies f a memorandum report', dated 
ept.*bar 2, 1953, front H.L Thurber, Jr., to .R. i1on, 'arid trazittal 


thereof, dated September 3, 1953, from the Chief, Minerals Development 
Branch, Mining Di,isi.on, Ieion IV, to 14. H. .King, Executive Officer, 
DME Yield Team, Region IV 


The contract authorized 3200 feet of rim stripping at , an 
agreed unit cost of 1,72.00. The operator. completed the rn stripping 
of the intended area 'which actually consisted o only 3200 feet. " .': 


Th4iacrepcy is due to the fact that the appplied by 
Morgan. as 'a part . of his original application for Government assistance	 ' 
'was in error as to the extent of rim to be stripped. The operator's 1 


map was used as a lasis for the recommendations of the. examining engineer 
jJ	 , 'and geologist., in conformance with which the contract was prepared. 	 ' 


\'	 Mapping of the area by the Geological Survey during April 1953 revealed



















. 


I was infoz'iud that it was not necCasary for . to break down thø actual 
costs of this exploration project or I would ' of done this bOfore, I realizø that 
the original contract was be.Low the sacunt that I put into the project, but aftir 
I had completød wh*t the engineers had epeciftid that I do to complete the contrac 
and the additional loan was turned down, I did riot want to atop in thø middl. of 
the area so made arrangements to cømplete the circle to take,in the area that 
I was told looked to be the most promising, arid make the area more accessible 
for the Geologists to really see what the formation looked like. 


I em at $ loss to try and figure out just what this is $11 about, I 
have nore then completed what I was supposed to do in order to complete my 
contract, the Company. that I bad do the work are wondering why tbiy do not get 
tbpx money, the job was weU 'donø and the proof of the amount of nat.rial:. 
mo "k, abows for itself on the property', it would be iriipoaibl, to niove this 
m"srial in the length of time spent on this project without the coopera. 
tioI\ \, * ie Company I d.alt with arid the operators and equipment I used. 


• :''	 ',',	 'N	 *U the engineers end field men saw where the propoad stripping 


	


was to	 \ne they did not believe I would get half way down for it was rough 


	


going,	 men I had working there were seasoned road, construction men that 
knew hoL1 yerate machinery arid they worked it long and hard hours to com 
plet* the b in order to get th. machinery loose to move out on a road con 
atrttotion jb that was waiting for it, this is one job where we were not just 
trying, to get in time,. we'bs4 a job to do the aazns *8 if we . wàr'on contract, 


'so wi'put in aery hour that daylight would let us work, arid tb. men came in 
many a time after it was dark arid refuled by electric light in order to have 
the equipment ready to go the next morning. 


I have made several trips to the property since this project was 
completed, and I have contacted Mr. Thurber gevaral times but to data I have 
not been able to get any information of any kind regarding the results of the 
•loration project, I em ready to coàperate 'in. every way to make this op.ra' 


	


tiOD' *	 and ready to move machinery in that is, needed to mine and start 
mining.


The A.E.G. Crew in cbar,e of Dave Hinkley havi passed mi up on th 
oore drill program and worked all around me, I daveloped two good watar boles 
so they would have water to drill with, they used it on other property, they 
did do some plane table work but I never bier any of the results. 


Trusting that this information is what you requested and that it 
will enabli you to complete your files, I remain. 


Very truly yours, 


Frsnk L. Morgan 
]3ox..227 
Springville, Utah.
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(February 1952)	 •	 .	 . . .	 Bn	 . ' S. 


OMMOD G	 - 


.. .. . .	 .:	 UNITED.STATESOFAMERICA	 S 


	


.. : •::. • .	 .	 DEPARTMENT OF THE: INTERIOR	 . . . . .	 . . . 


	


: •.. : • •: : • • • . .. •	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION	 :F Th çjy	 : 
CQ	 Mhwrats 


.: • :. ........... . EXPLORATION PROJECT, CONTRACT' . 	 ED .	 . . . . .,. 


(Shod Form)	 MJtR 3 1 1953 


IT IS AGREED this 23rct	 day of	 March	 195 , between the United States of America, acting 
through the Depaitment of e In rwr, Jefense Minerals Exploration Administration, hereinafter called the "Government," 


d	
•	 ,.	 .	 .ia... Morgan eM Enna R. . Morgan .	 .	 :	 :	 . •. .	 . . •	 ... an- -------------------------------


P;OBc227------------------------------------------------------------------


..TT'---------------..	 - 


hereinafter called the "Operator," as followS; 	 .	 . . 1	 . .	 . ... 


ARTICLE 1 Authority for contract —This agreement is entered into under the authority of the Defense Production Act of 
1950, as amended, pursuant to DMEA Order 1 entitled "Government Ai in Defense Exploiation Projects" 


.	 ARTICJ2 • Operator's property 'ights.—Wespect to that certain land situated in the State of	 , 


tt0ii ciaini:iocatea i miles 	 cr ;;:,ow:r 'remple 


Mountain 1n Chute 1anyon . See Annex Ho . 1, attached 


the Operator represents and undertakes : 	 .	 .	 . . . . . .	 . 


(a) Thatthe Operator is the owner, in possession and entitled to. possession, and that the property is subject only to the 
following claims, lins, or encumbrances as to each of which the subordination agreement of the holder is attached: . ---------------


.	 .	 .	 .	 None	 .	 .	 .	 ..


----
The Operator shall devote the land and all existing improvements, facilities, buildings, installations, and appurterntrices to 


the purposes of the exploration project without any allowance for the use, rental value, depreciation, depletion, or other cost of 
acquiring, owning, or holding possession thereof.	 .	 . 


ARTICLE 3.ExploratiOnjroject.—The 0 erator, within 8iXt	 days from the date of this contract shall comnience 
. work on a project of exploration for ' !!'—! ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


in or upon the described land; and shall bring the project to completion within a period of'e---------------from the 
date of this contract. The work to be performed is more fully described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto, which, with any maps 
or drawings thereto attached, are made a part of this contract. The Government will contribute to the cost of this work as here-
after provided. The work shall be performed by the Operator or by independent contractor or contractors efficiently, expertly, 
in a workmanlike manner, in accordance with good mining standards and State regulations for health and safety and for work-
men's compensation and employers' liability insurance, with suitable and adequate equipment, materials, and labor, to bring the. 
project to completion within the time fixed. The Government shall have the right to enter and observe and inspect the work at 
all reasonable times, and the Operator shall provide the Government with all available means for doing so. The Government 
may consult with and advise the Operator on all phases of the work. 


ARTICLE 4. Costs of the pro ject.—The agreed, estimated costs of performing the work, expressed in terms of units of work 
to be performed (per foot of drifting, per foot of drillin, ,pe cuic yard of material to be moved, etc.) are set forth in Exhibit 
"A," attached hereto. The Government will pay 	 —!7S291---------------percent of these agreed, estimated costs, as they 
accrue, for units of work actually performed that conform with the description or specifications for the work set forth in this 


contract, in an aggregate total amount not in excess of -- -.00 , which is ---------- -----------percent of g,30-.00 - 
the agreed, estimated total cost of the project in which the Government will participate: Provided, That until the Operator's 
final report and final accounting have been rendered to the Government and any final check or auditing required by the Govern-
ment has been made, and a final settlement of the contract has been made, the Government may withhold from the last voucher 
or vouchers such sums as it sees fit not in excess of ten (10) percent of the maximum total which the Government might have 
been called upon to pay under the terms of the contract. The Government may, as it sees fit, make payments direct to the Opera-
tor's independent contractors, if any, for the account of the Operator, rather than to the Operator. 


ARFICLE 5. Reports, accounts, audits.— (a) Progress reports. The Operator shall provide the Government with monthly 7 
reports of units of work performed under the contract, in quintuplicate (five copies), upon forms provided by the Government. / 
These progress reports shall be certified by the..Operator, and shall constitute both the Operator's invoice of units of work per-/ 
formed on the project during the period covered by the report and his voucher for repayment by the Government unless th/ 
Government requires the use of a standard voucher form with invoice attached. Progress reports shall include surface and!1 
underground engineering-geological maps or sketches showing the progress of the exploration, with assay-reports on sampit 
taken concurrently with the advance in mineralized ground 


1 If sufficient space is not provided in any blank, use an extra sheet of paper and refer to it in the blank. 	 - . - State name, address, and nature of organization if any. 
'Give legal description or enough to identify the property, particularly excluding any land or interest therein to which the Government's lien is not to 


attach or the production from which is not to be subject to the Government's percentage royalty. 
Strike out the provision not applicable. 


'Name of nineral or minerals. 	 10-66329-1







(b) Final report.—Upon cop1eti the exploration work or termination of th*tract the Operator shall provide the 
Government with an adequate geological and engineering report, in quintuplicate (five copies) , including an estimate of ore 
reserves resulting from the exploration work.	 .	 . 


(c) Compliance with requirements.—If, in the opinion of the Government, any of the Operator's reports are insufficient 
or incomplete, the Government may procure the making or completion of such reports and attachments as an expense of the 
exploration work ; and the Government may withhold approval and payment of any vouchers depending upon insufficient or 
incomplete reports. 


(d) Accounts and audits.—The Operator shall keep suitable records and accounts of the units of work performed, which the 
Government may inspect and audit at any time. The Government may at any time require a check of the work performed and 
an audit of the Operator's records and accounts, by a certified public accountant or otherwise, the cost thereof to be treated as a 
cost of the project. The Operator shall keep and preserve said records and accounts for at least 3 years after the completion 
of the project or the termination of this contract. Upon the completion of the project or termination of the contract the Opera-
tor shall render a final account and statement of work performed to accompany his final report. 


ARTICLE 6. Repayment by Operator.— (a) If, at any time, the Government considers that a discovery or a development from 
which production may be made has resulted from the exploration work, the Government, at any time not later than 6 months after 
the Operator has rendered the required final report and final account, may so certify in writing to the Operator. The certifica-
tion shall describe broadly or indicate the nature of the discovery or development. In the event of such certification, any minerals 
mined or produced from the land described in Article 2 within 10 years from the date of this contract, including any mined or 


. produced before the certification,shall be subject to a percentage royalty which the Operator or his successor in..interest'shall 
pay to the oyernment, upon the net smelter returns, the net concentrator returns, or other net amounts realized from the sale 
or other disposition Of any such production, in whatever form disposed of, including ore, concentrates, or metal, until the total 
amount contributed by the Government, without interest, is fully repaid, or said -10 years have elapsed, whichever occurs first, 
as follows :	 .	 , .	 .	 . 


(1) One and one-half ( 11/a ) percent of any such net amounts not in excess of eight dollars ($8.00) per ton. 
( 2) One and one-half ( 1 1/ ) percent of any such net amounts, plus one-half ( % ) percent of such net amounts for each 


additional full fifty cents ($0.50) by which such net amounts exceed eight dollars ($8.00) per ton, but not in excess of five (5) 
percent of such net amounts. 


(For instance: The percentage royalty on a net amount of five dollars ($5.00) per ton, would be one and one-half ( 11/2) 
percent; on a net amount of ten dollars ($10.00) per ton, three and one-half ( 3 1/2) percent.) 
(b) As here used, "net smelter returns," "net concentratorreturns," and "other net amounts realized from the sale or other 


disposition," mean gross revenue from sales, or if not sold, the market value of the material after it is mined in the form in 
which and the place where it is held. In the case of integrated operations in which the material is not disposed of as such, these 
terms mean what is or would be the gross income from mining operations for percentage depletion purposes in income-tax 
determination. 


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


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


ARTICLE 7. Assignment, transfer, or loss of Operator's interest.—Without the written consent of the Government, the 
Operator shall not assign or otherwise transfer or hypothecate this contract or any rights thereunder. The Operator shall not 
make any voluntary nor permit any involuntary transfer or conveyance of the Operator's rights in the land described in Article 2, 
without making suitable provision for the preservation of the Government's right to a percentage royalty on production and 
lien for the payment thereof; Provided, that mere failure by the Operator to maintain the Operator's rights in the land, without 
any consideration running to the Operator other than relief from the cost of maintaining such rights (as by surrender of a 
leasehold, failure to perform assessment work, or failure to exercise an option), coupled with complete abandonment by the 
Operator of all interest in or operations on the land for a period of 10 years from the date of this contract, shall not constitute 
such a transfer or conveyance. Should the Operator make or permit any transfer or conveyance in violation of this provision, 
the Operator shall be and remain liable for payment to the Government of the same amounts, at the same times, as would have 
been paid under the terms of the percentage royalty on production. If for any reason the net smelter returns, net concentrator 
returns, or other net amounts realized from the sale or other disposition of such production are nOt available as a means of meas-
uring the amount of the Operator's liability, the amount thereof shall be estimated as well as may be, and in the event of dispute 
as to such estimates, the. determination thereof by the Administrator of Defense Minerals Exploration Administration or by his 
successor shall be final and binding upon the Operator. 


ARTICLE . Termination and completion.—The Government may, at any time, by written notice to the Operator, terminate 
this contracts (a) If the Operator fails to provide his share of the money necessary to prosecute operations pursuant to the 
terms of the ontract; (b) if the Operator, in the opinion of the Government, fails to prosecute operations pursuant to the terms 
of the contract; or (c) if, in the opinion of the Government, oprations up to the time of the notice have not indicated the prob-
ability of makingany'worth while discovery and in the opinion of the Government further operations are not justified. 


ARflCLE 9. Changes and added provisions 


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


By
Executive Off iq4, 4EA 


By --------------------------------------------------------------------- -Fie1d Team, Reton IV 


I,	 , certify that I am the	 secretary 
of the corporation named as Operator herein; that 	 , who signed 
this contract on behalf of the Operator, was then 	 of said corporation;



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


r CORPORATE 
L SEAL 


U. 8. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 	 16-66329-1
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nnex No. 2. 


Tie toilc ni w tented iith. cIe* 0 record. in. the 
County Eecordr'e o2tioe, ter County. Utah 


•	


: Date 


Lt1* Er.. woe 1 339!O 4 .1i 
LtttLe	 t'	 No. 2 3.43..3$O


. 
J - 8 


Litt3e	 * No. .3 3-2$4 J	 8 
Little	 No. 4$ 6.42-1952 J - 30 112 
Pz'mm Dog !to. 4 642.19^2 .1 - io no 
WU4 iloafee No. 2 sL2-1952 4	 10 108 


•J-10 1C8
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I.,


cptionf taeJrk 


The work consists of improving 7 miLes of road t*om 
Temple ountain to Chute Canyon and 3200 feet of bulldozer 
stripping. The stripping will be confiued to the ore bearing 
horizon near the base of the binarump conglomerate and the 
present voz'kings, and must be deep enough to expose the aarid. 
stone and nntdstone where the carbonaceous material is concen. 
trated. This work will be done on the Little Exa We. 1, 2, 
and 3, and the Brown Dog We. 4 claims as shown on figure 4 which 
is ittached. and made a part of this exhibit. 


Itimated. Coats of the Wor 


Improving 7* miles of road including rental 
of 1)8 caterpillar or equivalent including 
operator, fuel, repairs, and any other costs 
incident to completing the work 	 $ 46.00 / 


3200 feet of rim stripping with D.8 cater 
pillar or equivalent including operator, 
fuel, repairs, end any other costs incident 
to. completing the work -	 1,872.00 3/ 


Total Cost of Project	 2,340.00 


(ovez'nment Participation at 90%	 2,106.00 


3/ The enti'e work constitutes the unit of work.
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Audited	 RK ANAIXSIS SHEET — DNEA PROJE• 


7 Certified	 Ana:lysis as of 5p. 7- / j' 
mci, Voucher for __________ 


Name	 /-,--,, , 4.. /7,	 i, / Er,,, 
State	 Commodity L/'ii"


a 
Actual Cost 


Øigreed Unit Costs 


Docket No. 


Idm-E No. b22) 


OPERATION	 Units	 I Ufl1•S
	


NET COST 


Drifting & Crosscutting 


Raising 


Shafts 


Winzes 


Drilling 
(Specify) 


Surface Excavation if/'-'	 J T7e Oa' 
fl,,,"1 


Underground Excavation	 / 


Roads and Trails	 4fT2O 
Operating Equipment Purchased 	 __________ 


Surface Rehabilitation & Repairs	 ___________ 


Underground Rehabilitation 	 _________ 


New Building, Iiprovements, etc. 	 __________



Other (Specify)


Totals	 J4'6c7ü


I /, f7ejj 1fl!eM 


4"t46 VITa 


' I	 ? +' n 


Ppared by ________________________ 


71626
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	 E. Wm.	 a&	 CCit7	 J&?y 22, 19514 
Ccitte 


Arthur P. 1*tler, li'., T$O N lb*t*, 7Qflj 
Ccmiodit Ci*ttee 


•	 Final Field Teee ieort, Th Dee3 R69 (Ursd*), Coutract XdmE3OO, 
F. L. and L L *vrp*, Ooetrsctorsj Little !r*a 01*1* p, Chute 
0syo*, isery Coirnbi, Ut.. 


The FlasI YL03 Ten Report en resulta of içploratio* at 
the properti id1csted in the .subjtct aboire thu. bee*. revt'L' 


lull 'oser ijaj f cover *1oe 1800 lest of Un. or 
eutcroj of the $b1nswa ecnglømevste f**I to ±nt ny atnøl* 
uisniia are, sad little	 iu*bnrii **neziilised reek. Oely one

of eleven s*ijlt* oatsi*M iiare than 0.10 ercasnt U30, 
sight of the* the U303 content is lees than 0.01 persent. wo 
scow channels filled with SMuer eon4cserst• were revealed and 
two4iant sense of sli$tt1i abnorsaL radioactivity wer ex-


The Field Teen reoce..a 'that fwther 4xlsrstery rk 
be done wader ZKA. auspics* at the present t1*s sad that no certi-
ficate of discovery be issued. Z concur in these rescisMstons. 


Ccprna to: L Wn. Ellis (2)
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UNITED STATES 


PARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
FENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION



WASH 1NGTON 25, D. C. 


224 XTew customhouse 
Denver 2, Colorad


y', 2./f 


-	 •:y 


January 5, 19514. 


1emorandum 


To:	 Secretary to. the Operating Committee 


From:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region IV 


Subject: • DMEA Docket o. 2689 (Uranium),. Contract. No. idmE500, 
Fraxk L. Morgan and Erina R. Morgan, Emery County, Utah. 


Enclosed are two copies of the Operator's Monthly Progress 
Report, Form MF-1Oi and £F1O14A, Operator's Narrative Report, In-
specting Engineer ' a Narrative Report, -and other supporting data per-
taming to work under the subject contract for the. month of April 
1953.


Also enclosed axe two copies of a memorandun to Mr. T A. 
Christensen, dated December 16,. 1953, relative to final payment 
under the terms of the subject contract. 


Final pannent to the Operator in the amount of $2,106.00 
has now been zna4e in conformance with the Report of Review by the: 
Contract Administration and Audt Division dated October 21, 1953. 


Enclosures
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
1 


WASHINGTON 25 D C 


224 New Czstomhouse 	 ..'	 ..	 December i6, 1953. 
Denver 2., Colorado	 .	 . 


Memorandum.


P. A. Christensen	 .	 . 


From:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region IV 


Subject DMEA Docket No. 2689 (Uramum), Contract No Idm..E500, 
Frank L Morgan and Erma R Morgan, Emery County, Utah 
Operator's Monthly Progress Report for the month of 
April .1953 . . FNAL PAYMENT	 .	 . 


Enclosed are the original and four copies. of Form MF-1O1	 . .. 
and MFlOi A, Operator's Narrative . Report. an Inspecting Engineer 'a 
Narrative Report for the above period. This report constitutes the 
Operator's final claim for reimbursement under the terms of. the con 
tract and is the only report submitted inasmth as the work was com-
pleted within that period. 	 .	 .. 


The Operator, has complied with the terms of the 'contr'act 
and final payment is reeozranended as follows, which is in conformance 
with the final Report of Review by the Contract Administration and 
Audit Division dated October 21, 1953, which was released to this 
office December 15, 1953.	 .	 . 


Basis for Final Ppient 


Total accepted cost 	 $2,3llO.00 
Government participation at 90- 	 .2,106.O() 
Total prior payments	 .	 None 


Balance due the Operator	 $2, l. 00 


.W. K. ring 
Enclosures 


JWT:cwm 


cc. óntract 
'secretary to the Oper. .C_m. (2)	 . 


•	 SRWjlson	 .	 . . . 
Chron.	 .	 ..	 .' 
JWTownsend	 •. .	 .	 .















S. R. Uileon	 1953 


f 
U. K. Thurber, Jr. 


DiEA-26a9, Contract Idn-Z500, 	 ik L, end rma. E.organ property, 
ry County, Utah. 	 iO4 Lorma and monthly progre3s report 


The subject property was inspected ay 4 1953, The work wider 
the contract was completed I.pril 28, 1953, and the operators 
were removing the equipment from the pz'ojeut area on the date of the 
inspection. The W'.1C)4 forms attached are the last and only forms 
to be submitted on this work, 


The work accomplished under the contract consisted of rim strip.. 
ping an area on the little anna group of claims where the Shinaz'ump 
ore horizon is exposed t a eie canyon t,ritutary to Chute Canyon. 
The rim stripping was accomplished with some difficulty, due to the 
large bould*ra encountered in the talus cover. Twice during the 
operation the bmUdozer vu driven off the rim cut, occasioning delays 
returning the machine to the working place. 


The attached map, made by the Geological $urvey, indicates the 
area stripped. It wiil be noted that the total length of stripping 
does not eqiai the tobal length estimated by the original examining 
team end called for in the contract. This difference arose from the 
original acceptance by the Geological Survey of the owners' sketch 
map, which shows the proposed stripping area. This map shows the 
are considerably larger than the Geological Survey's recent plane 
table map. AU the area intended by the origina.L exioi-ning geologists 
to be stripped baa been stripped and the money expended in an efficient 
and sincere maimer, The cost per Loot was higher than originally esti-' 
mated, t.tt is not believed to be excessive for this type of bUdozer 
work.


The expenditure of 468 for road improvement was used in areas 
along the ? miles of access road from Temple Mountain to the aubjeot 
property. 


The rim stripping exposed two scour channels in the project 
area which coni.ain ac uranium mineralization indicated by Geiger 
counter. It is suggested that theSe reas be systematically sampled 
by this office to assess the results of the project. This would re-
quire approximately two days in the project area, 


With due consideration of the map discrepancies outlined in 
foregoing paragraphs, it is recommended that the operators, Frank L. 
and irma R. Morgan, be reimbrsed in the amount of $2,106, which is 
90 percent of 2,340 the total allowable expenditures dex' the contract, 


U. K. Thurber, Jr,
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	 3prthvU1.,Jtah. \
Ppril 2th.t9. 


Mr. 3tiphen R. Wt1.on, cLt.f	 ( 
Minerole	 1opeent 3ren** 
Kthing Dtviiiion, Region XV	 • 


aur.uCfS11.s.16OO*1.ti 
3o3t Lake City 1, 3tmh.


1LVR?	 • 


a *i,. 


1.or Mr. 4ileons 


The work covered by U	 $o. 2669 has been cospleted and is

t.ody fOr laspostion. 


This stripping operation turt out to b. very rusd as 
had to keep the air cospr..a.r end pwder can working constantly shied 
of the bull dozer blasting l*r boulders in order fOr the bull doser to 
hendi. the, at eons pl*oes iE*er. the f&oe i*s in p3*e. and theirs wee r* 
materiel .lu?f.d off t Ui. fOr a toed bed ws had to sorap fbr t.ri4 
in order to cross the gap. the bull dose. slipped off of the stvtppi 
are twice on aoocimt of the base of the grade .lidi,tman*tcly he wee 
facing the corren floor end went down head first. 


The area is strtppd down to the purple shale that the ft.ld 
teen designated as the cont*et *rea,tbeee to heav7 vdseraltcation th the 
oonglesrat.,ahoi4ng oopp.r,eob.lt and iron jyrit. ststas,the catcirtal that 
shows radio activity is in the y.flov clay above the purple shale end the 
carbonaceous cat.stal that *. .rpoaM, there is * very active sees of blask 
ieaterial consentratad in the .onglos.rate on tho 2lsrth sid, of the eason on 
the Little	 N.2 that shows signs of a flow fron either a trough or it 
has been fOrced fis below. 


?he erie strIpped on the st end of the Little	 showed 
vaay bevy ath.*lisatten end a heavy ocasentration *1' trees end cerbom*c.oa. 
eat.riat with a **et in several plaos,the hinarwsp Cbngloner'tts waS quits 
t)4* at this point, with a thI* end eto.s that 1oo.d od in the tense whets 
the njlcecrct. øplit and the tst earth *4* very ettr*Ing odor with lots 
of cotorisetion. 


• This ccon l,ok. very promising and as plee en ho taken that will 
run sbov. 4, tirsntun but the sen. airs os41, core drilling should develop a 
onjor deposit tMt has d^poetted these ftesurse, a sointUlator ' rtitwre 
btvee 10 mnd 15 on the I seal. *nyplee alon& the bot'on a the ofon, and 
will regIster 10 to 15 on th. 25 scalö at ptaaes etrtiped 1on the fce. 


irrueting that the above narrative report is in ordeir. I retzth. 


our* ary ?ruly


117j,:L!	 1
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Fors	 O4 (Rev.)	 UNITED STATES 
EPARTMENT OF THE INTERIO	 r 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


OPERATOR'S MONTHLY REPORT AND yOUCHER 	 1 - 1'53 


Month of	 , 195.	 Docket No DMEA	 ' Conjct 
Operator s r ame	 ,.-	 -'	 ,Mi1erais 


Address p -o 	 11	 - Contract Amount, $ '.yj	 '	 o%	 Amount, $ 


FOR OPERATOR'S USE	 FOR GOVERNMENT USE ONLY 


ITEMS OF COSTS
Monthly	 Totals Previously	 Totals To Date	 Approved	 Approved Totals 


Total	 Reported	 Monthly Total Previously Reported 


(1) Independent
Contracts: 


Short Form 
Drilling------------------------------------------------------------------
Bulldozing..----------------------------1.87R.o - -------------------------3.872.-CO --------------------------------------------
Crosscutting„,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 
Drifting---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


(2) Labor and Supervision: 
Labor---------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Supervision-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
TechnicalServices---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


(3) Operating Mat'ls. and Supplies: 
Timber-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Explosives............................................................................................................................................ 
Pipe---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


-	 'Track--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


Approved Totals

To Date 


(4) Operating Equipment: 
Rental--------------------------------
Purchase-----------------------------
Depreciation------------------------


(5) Initial Rehabilitationand Repairs„, 
(6) New Bldgs., Improvements, etc„, 
(7) Miscellaneous: 


Repairs to Equipment 
Sampling and Analysis 
Payroll Taxes-----------------------
Liability Insurance 


(8) Contingencies (specify): 


-------------------


TOTALS-------------------------------


_


!	 -	 2,.00


siaT . 
Signature-------


(Authorized Cer ylng Officer) 


Date	
"7iother	 / 


_	 -v---------------------


_____________________________ 2.iO.Oo 
I certify that the above bill is correct andust and th payment th r or has no 


been received. 
Date	 95PaYee	 -------


Per---------------------------------------------Title -----
• r heI1 a voucher is signed or receipted in the name of a company or corporation, the name of the person writing 


the company or coi'porate name, as well as the capacity in which he signs, must appear. For example: "John. 
Doe Company, per John Smith, Secretary,” or "Treasurer," as the case may be. 	 a) 
—* NOTE.—Title 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to make a willfully 
faIe statement or representation to any department or agency of the United States as to any matter within its 
jurisdiction.


(Instn1ctbons on reverse) 


/ The *tth Wii'k Constitut*s tiis unt of wx,rk


Pursuant to authority vested in me, I certify 
that this account is correct and proper for pay-
ment in the amount of:







'I 


(For Government use only) 


CERTIFICATION BY GOVERNMENT REPaESENTATIVE: 


I certify that to the best of my knowledge and belief the contractor submitting this voucher is operating a Defense Minerals 

-	 J	 .—SD	 •.	 •.. 


Signature	 Date ..DEC1---1953.. 


MONTHLY REPORT OF OPERATOR 


The Operator (Contractor) of an exploration project is 
required to make a monthly report to the Government 
through the Regional Executive Officer. This report con-
sists of three parts as follows: 


(a) Form MF-104—Operator's MonIhly Report and 
Voucher.—This form details expenditures and consti-
tutes a voucher for reimbursing the Operator for the 
Government's share of costs; 


(b) Form MF-104A—Operator's Unit Cost and Prog-
ress Report.—This is a statistical report of expenditures 
which shows costs for the various types of operation; 
and


(c) Narrative.—A concise narrative description of 
progress made, results accomplished, and any unusual 
difficulties encountered must be furnished as an attach-
ment to this Report and Voucher. Wherever possible, 
the narrative is to be illustrated with maps or sketches 
showing formations penetrated and location and assays 
of samples taken as well as advances in workings. In 
the case of diamond drilling or churn drilling, the loca-
tion and inclination of holes is to . be shown on a map; 
logs and assays also are to be submitted. 


The Monthly Report of Operator should be prepared in 
an original and four copies all of which must be sent to the 
Executive Officer of the Region not later than the 15th of 
the month following. 


Preparation of Form MF-104—Operator's Monthly Report 
and Voucher.—All the applicable spaces in Form MF-104 
should be filled in by the Operator, and the Operator or his 
agent should sign the certification in the lower left corner of 
the form. 


The items of costs are arranged in the order they appear 
in Article 6 (a) of Form MF-200 (Revised February 1952), 
however, this form is readily adaptable for use in reporting 
activities under other contract forms. 


Under Item (1) delete words "Short Form" if the contract 
is a sub-contract under Form MF-200; and delete word 
"Independent" if the contract reported is on , Form MF-200 
(A). Also, report work paid for on a unit basis under con-
tract Form MF-200 as though it were performed under an 
independent contract. 


Under Item (2) include labor, supervision and technical 
services incurred for the exploratory operations. Do not 
include labor, supervision and technical services used for 
work performed under items (5) and (6). 


Under Item (3) include the costs of material and supplies 
used in the project other than that used under items (5) 
and (6).	 V 


'Under Item (4) appear the three types of operating equip-
ment expenditures, that is, rental, purchase and depreciation. 
The expenditures made for renting equipment belonging to a


third 'party will be reported under "Rental". The amount 
paid or duly obligated for payment for the purchase of equip-
ment will be reported under "Purchase". The amount of 
expenditures due the Operator to reimburse him for deprecia-
tion of equipment owned will be reported under "Deprecia-
tion". 


Item (5) comprises costs of labor, supervision, technical 
ser'vices, materials, etc., which are used in the initial rehabili-
tation and repair of existing buildings, installations, fixtures, 
and equipment. These costs, therefore, should not be reported 
under items (2) and (3). 


Item (6) includes the labor, supervision, technical services, 
materials, etc., used in the installation or construction of new 
buildings, fixed improvements, etc., necessary for the project. 
These costs, therefore, should not be reported under. items 
(2) and (3). 


Item (7) covers miscellaneous types of expenditure such as 
payroll taxes, liability insurance, workmen's compensation 
insurance, repairs to equipment and sampling and analysis. 
Only that part of payroll taxes, liability insurance and 
workmen's compensation which are paid by the operator 
should be reported under item (7). The share paid by 
the employee as a payroll deduction is to be included 
under item (2) as labor costs. 


Item (8) includes any unforeseen costs not included in the 
other seven categories. 


The original of Form MF-104 when submitted for reim-
bursable expenses incurred under contract Form MF-200 
must be supported by original documentation or by certified 
copies of purchase orders, payrolls or transcripts of payrolls, 
unless such documentation has been waived by the Regional 
Executive Officer. This certification may be stated thus, 
"Certified True Copy (or Transcript)", .followed by appro-
priate ignature. If the Executive Officer of the Region 
deter,jnines that a contract under Form MF-200 should have 
an "on-site" audit, that is, a Government auditor should 
make an audit of the Operator's books and records of account, 
the Operator riced not support his monthly voucher with 
original or certified documents except in cases of equipment 
purchases whose individual costs exceed $50.00. In these 
cases the origipal or a certified copy of the purchase order or 
invoice should be attached to the Monthly Vouchr. .N. .-
Only the original of ?orm MF-104 is required to be docu-
mented. The four copies of Form MF-104 are not to be 
thus supported.	 .	 V 


Form MF-104 submitted for reimbursement under fixed 
price contracts on Form MF-200 (A), however, are not re-
quired to be supported by documentation of any kind. The 
Operator will submit . his claim under .itenv (1) of orm, 
MF-104 by deleting as stated above the word "IrMependent", 
and by showing the number of feet or other units immediately 
after the appropriate descriptive word, such as, drilling, bull-
dozing, crosscutting, drifting, etc., and giving the "Monthly 
Total" amount due. "Totals Previously Reported", and 
"Totals to Date" columns should also be filled in. 


GPO 83 . 38476	 -







UNIT CosTs 
\To DATE 


IiiI 
0; 


-1- ------ -


AVTRORIZED BY CONTRACT. 


Units	 Unit Costs 


UNITS TO

DATE


1,372.00---


Budget Bureau No. 42-R1151 


/	


piovaepJres 6-3063. 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION	 - 


OPERATOR'S UNIT COST AND PROGRESS REPORT 


Month of ---------- 1953	 Docket No D 
Operator's Name 1rthk 


Address	 - -227 S1!1ift$Vi-


Fo1


A 2609	 Contract Noi$5OO 
Minerals h*niia---------------


OPERATION 


Drifting-------------------- --- -------
Crosscutting 
Raising 
Shafts--------------------------------
Winzes-------------------------------
Drilling: Core----------------------


Churn 
Auger--------------------


Stripping 
Trenching---------------------------
Test Pits----------------------------
Roads and Trails------------------


UNIT	
.	


CosTs TO DATE 


S --------


1111z168.oi '1IIZIIIIIIII 1111111z168.40-


TOTAL DISTRIBUTED COSTS------ It-----------------I---------------II-----------------------


Operating Equipment Purchased-------------------------------
Initial Rehabilitation and Repairs 
New Buildings, Improvements, etc----------------------------


TOTAL COSTS----------------------------2,O.00 	 2,3ZiO.0O...


\ 
0\ 


Hiiiiiiiiiii±iiii


AUTnORIZED BY 
CONTRACT 


The undersigned company, and theofficial executing this certification on its 
behalf, hereby certify that the information contained in this report is correct and REMARKS. 


complete to the best of their knowledge and b lief. 	 /--------------------.J___________________________________ 


P	 Centr-ecleted----------------------


Date4pri]!?5*i953 Operator	 . . tI9'-
Per---------------------------------------------


-* NOTE.—TWe 18, U. S. Code (Crimes). section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to make a wUhfWIy	 . 
false statement or representation to any department or agency of the United States as to any matter within 
Its jurisdiction. - 0	 (Instructions on reverse) 


(For Government use only) 


j/ The entire iork .onatitutee the unit of' work.







. 


INSTRUCTIONS 


Preparation of Form MP-104A—Operator's Unit Cost and Progress Report .—Aplicable 
places on Form 104A should be filled in b' the Operator. The purpose of this form is 
twofold as follows: (1) to furnish the supervising engineers and other administrators with 
statistical information necessary to better determine the progress of the project; and (2) to 
furnish more permanent information on mining costs for future use. The more important 
phases of operation on which permanent information is desired have been outlined in the 
form. There are blank lines, however, for those unusual phases which may need to be 
reported for a particular project. It will be necessary for the Operator to distribute his 
costs among the applicable phases reported with the exception of three items the costs of 
which are not to be distributed by the Operator. These three items are: "Operating Equip-
ment Purchased", "Initial Rehabilitation and Repairs", and "New Buildings, Improve-
ments, etc." The reason for not distributing these items on a monthly basis is doubtless 
clear to the Operator, since such distribution might well overstate the cost for any one 
month or period short of the entire contract period. 


Form MF-104A has been designed to tie in with Form MF--104 for both monthly and 
cumulative costs. The "Total Costs" on Form MF-104A for each month should equal 
the monthly "Total Costs" as reported on Form MF-104. This is also true of the "Total 
Costs To Date". 


In preparing Form MF-104A, it will be necessary frequently to distribute certain 
costs over a number of items. For instance, supervisory and engineering costs may have 
to be distributed over several phases, uch as, drifting, croscuttiug; raising, etc., provided 
that these items were reported active for the month. Such distributions should be made 
on :the basis of time spent on the various phases, on man days of labor charged to such 
phases, or on some other equitable basis. "Operating Equipment", "Initial Rehabilita-
tion and Repairs", and "New Buildings Improvements, etc.", will be distributed to the 
several phases of the project by the Washington Office of DMEA at the close of the project 
if determined necessary. The last two columns headed "Authorized by Contract" will be 
filled in by the Operator if such information is found in the contract. This information is 
usually a part of Exhibit "A" of the contract. A space for remarks has been provided, for 
the use of the Operator to call attention to any unusual circumstances causing excessive or 
disproportionate unit costs. 	 . 


4	 .	 4.,


GPO 83.38475
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINiSTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


•1 


224. New Ctstozahousé	 'December i6, 1953. 
Denver 2, Colorado 


Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Committee 


Prom:	 DMEA Field Team, Region IV 


Subject: .DA Docket No. 2689 (UranIum), Contract No. Idm-E500, 
Frank L Morgan and Erma R. Morgan, Emery County, Utah 


Reference is made to our memorandum of October 30, 1953 
to the Chairian of the Operating Committee whereby we transmitted 
the original and three copies each of the final engineering report 
by the Bureau of Mines and the final geological report by the Geological 
Survey, and. wherein we advised that the Operator S8 final report, 
attached to his final MF-l04 report for the month of April l93,.wou1d 
be forwarded' upon processing of the )4F'.104 report by the Fiscal Office, 
Region 'IV.	 . ' 


We have todEly processed the Operator's final . Form 
Operator's Monthly Progress Report and Voucher for the month of April 
1953 fr final payment to him. in conformance with the final Report of 
Review by the Contract Administration and Audit Division, dated Octo 
ber 21, 1953, which was released to this office December 15, 1953. 
The Operator's report for the month of April is the only monthly re-
port submitted Inasmuch as the work was completed within that period. 
Wasbingon Office copies of the April report will be forwarded, to you 
upon processing by the Fiscal Office, Region IV. . 


The exploratIon work consisted of 1800 feet of rim stripping 
and preparation of roads and trails at a tots]. accepted cost of $2,340, 
in which the .Goverrmient participated to the extent of 94 or in the 
amount of '$2,106 The exploration work did not result in a slgnifi'. 
cant discovery of Uranium ore, therefore, no Certification of Discovery 
or Deve.oprnent 'is recoirnended.	 .	 . 


W li King 


t	 I'__) 
H Koschmaxin 


\,
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FOR OPERATOR'S USE 


Monthly	 Totals Previously 	 Totals To Date 
Total	 Reported


FOR GOVERNMENT usE ONLY 


Monthly Total Previously Reported 
Approved
	


Approved Totals	 Approved Totals 
To Date 


ITEMS OF COSTS.


- 


ForLrFit (Rev.)	 .	 UNITED STATES	 =•3251O36.3. 


WPARTMENT OF THE INTERIORW 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


C .	 . OPERATOR'S MONTHLY REPORT AND VOUCHER'"pr 


Month of	 , 195	 Do ket No. DMEA	 Co$ract1Nb.4 
Operator's Name


	


	 Ern*	 Minera1s' Za 
P.O.. x 27 3prinvi1e Uth 


Contract Amount, $----' 	 Government Participation:	 Amount, $ 


(1) Independent
Contracts: 


Short Form 
Drilling------------------------------
Bulldozing--------------------------
Crosscutting 
Drifting-----------------------------


(2) Labor and Supervision: 
Labor---------------------------------
Supervision--------------------------
Technical Services 


(3) Operating Mat'ls. and Supplies: 
Timber------------------------------
Explosives 
Pipe----------------------------------
Track--------------------------------


(4) Operating Equipment: 
RentaL. ----------------------------
Purchase----------------------------
Depreciation-----------------------


(5) Initial Rehabilitation and Repairs 
(6) New Bldgs., Improvements, etc 
(7) Miscellaneous: 


Thrtn 4,-,	 iiirmonf.


872.00r 


Sampling and Analysis 
PayrollTaxes. 
Liability Insurance---------------------. 


(8) Congfcies(	
4680(	 463.00 


TOTALS----------------------------------	 - ---------------------------------------------


I certify that the above bill is correct and jus) aip th&,,t	 Pursuant to authority vested in me, I certify 
been r2ceiv. .	 .	 / V p	 that this aeoount is correct and proper for pay-
Date P! '53Payee -------------------"	 ment in the amount of: 


Gmers & Op.ratori 
Per	 Title	 $ 


'When a voucher is signed or receipted In the name of a company or corporation, the name of the person writing 
the company or corporate name, as well as the capacity In which he signs, must appear. For example: "John 
Doe Company, per John Smith, Secretary," or "Treasurer," as the case may be. 


.-*' NOTE.—TltIe 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), section 1001, makes It a crimInal offense to make a willfully 
false statement or representation to any department or agency of the United States as to any matter within Its 
Jurisdiction. 


/ Th EfltIre	 unit of work


Signature................................................... 
(Authorized Certifying Officer) 


Date--------------------Vou. No. .................... 

(See other side)







9.	 (4 
(For Government use only) 


CERTIFICATION BY GOVERNMENT REPRESENTATIVE: 


I certify that to the best of my knowledge and belief the contractor submitting this voucher is operating a Defense Minerals 


Exploration Administration project under Contract No. —500 in accordance with the termiof the contract. 


Signature	 7.I!St----------------------------Title .J41n1	 --------------- Date 


APPROVAL BY DMEA EXECUTIVE OFFICER OR ALTERNATE: 


Signature	 Title	 Date 


MONTHLY REPORT OF OPERATOR 


The Operator (Contractor) of an exploration project is 
required to make a monthly report to the Government 
through the Regional Executive Officer. This report con-
sists of three parts as follows: 


(a) Form MF-104—Operator's Mon(hly Report and 
Voucher.—This form details expenditures and consti-
tutes a voucher for reimbursing the Operator for the 
Government's share of costs; 


(b) Form MF-104A—Operator's Unit Cost and Prog-
ress Report.—This is a statistical report of expenditures 
which shows costs for the various types of operation; 
and


(c) Narrative.—A concise narrative description of 
progress made, results accomplished, and any unusual 
difficulties encountered must be furnished as an attach-
ment to this Report and Voucher. Wherever possible, 
the narrative is to be illustrated with maps or sketches 
showing formations penetrated and location and assays 
of samples taken as well as advances in workings. In 
the case of diamond drilling or churn drilling, the loca-
tion and inclination of holes is to be shown on a map; 
logs and assays also are to be submitted. 


The Monthly Report of Operator should be prepared in 
an original and four copies all of which must be sent to the 
Executive Officer of the Region not later than the 15th of 
the month following. 


Preparation of Form MF-104—Operator's Monthly Report 
and Voucher.—A1l the applicable spaces in Form MF-104 
should be filled in by the Operator, and the Operator or his 
agent should sign the certification in the lower left corner of 
the form. 


The items of costs are arranged in the order they appear 
in Article 6 (a) of Form MF-200 (Revised February 1952), 
however, this form is readily adaptable for use in reporting 
activities under other contract forms. 


Under Item (1) delete words "Short Form" if the contract 
is a sub-contract under Form MF-200; and delete word 
"Independent" if the contract reported is on Form MF-200 
(A). Also, report work paid for on a unit basis under con-
tract Form MF-200 as though it were performed under an 
independent contract. 


Under Item (2) include labor, supervision and technical 
services incurred for the exploratory operations.. Do not 
include labor, supervision and technical services used for 
work performed under items (5) and (6). 


Under Item (3) include the costs of material and supplies 
used in the project other than that used under items (5) 
and (6). 


Under Item (4) appear the three types of operating equip-
ment expenditures, that is, rental, purchase and depreciation. 
The expenditures made for renting equipment belonging to a


third party will be reported under "Rental". The amount 
paid or duly obligated for payment for the purchase of equip-
ment will be reported under "Purchase". The amount of 
expenditures due the Operator to reimburse him for deprecia-
tion of equipment owned will be reported under "Deprecia.. 
tion". 


Item (5) comprises costs of labor, supervision, technical 
ser'vices, materials, etc., which are used in the initial rehabili-
tation and repair of existing buildings, installations, fixtures, 
and equipment. These costs, therefore, should not be reported 
under items (2) and (3). 


Item (.6) includes the labor, supervision, technical services, 
materials, etc., used in the installation or construction of new 
buildings, fixed improvements, etc., necessary for the project. 
These costs, therefore, should not be reported under items 
(2) and (3). 


Item (7) covers miscellaneous types of expenditure such as 
payroll taxes, liability insurance, workmen's compensation 
insurance, repairs to equipment and sampling and analysis. 
Only that part of payroll taxes, liability insurance and 
workmen's compensation which are paid by the operator 
should be reported under item (7). The share paid by 
the employee as a payroll deduction is to be included 
under item (2) as labor costs. 


Item (8) includes any unforeseen costs not included in the 
other seven categories. 


The original of Form MF-104 when submitted for reim-
bursable expenses incurred under contract Form MF-200 
must be supported by original documentation or by certified 
copies of purchase orders, payrolls or transcripts of payrolls, 
unless such documentation has been waived by the Regional 
Executive Officer.. This certification may be stated thus, 
"Certified True Copy (or Transcript)", Lollowed by appro-
priate Aignature. If the Executive Officer of the Region 
determines that a contract under Form MF-200 should have 
an "on-site" audit, that is, a Government auditor should 
make an audit of the Operator's books and records of account, 
the Operator need not support his monthly voucher with 
original or certified documents except in cases of equipment 
purchases whose individual costs exceed $50.00. In these 
cases the original or a certified copy of the purchase order or 
invoice should be attached to the Monthly Voucher. N. B.—
Only the original of Form MF-104 is required to be docu-
mented. The four copies of Form MF-104 are not to be 
thus supported. 


Form MF-104 submitted for reimbursement under fixed 
price contracts on Form MF-200 (A), however, are not re-


• quired to be supported by documentation of any kind. The 
Operator will submit his claim under item (1) of Form 
MF-104 by deleting as stated above the word "Independent" 
and by showing the number of feet or other units immediately 
after the appropriate descriptive word, such as, drilling, bull-
dozing, crosscutting, drifting, etc., and giving the "Monthly 
Total". amount due. "Totals Previously Reported", and 
"Totals to Date" columns should also be filled in. 


GPO 89.38476







•	 Budget Bureau No. 42-R 1151.1 


. .	


Approval expires 6-30-53. 


-	 UNITED STATES	 .	 :: :i



	


DEPARTMENT OF TH.E INTERIOR	 L	 LU* I 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


OPERATOR'S UNIT COST AND PROGRESS REPORT	 ' •' 


Bai-1O4A	 a - 
7Aprfl 1952) 


Co 


Month of	 . 195..JL'	 Docket No. DMEA-----2689
 Operator's Name - F*k Lr&tne Morgan sx4 Zz rutf $z'gaii 


	


Address	 etJOX--227, 


	


OPERATION	 UNIT	
COSTS Tais I UNITS Tnis I I	 I UNITS TO 


Ii MONTE I MONTH	 COSTS TO DATE	 DATE


Contract No. i'$500----- -
Miflerals	 iuM................. 


AUTHOELZED BY CONTRACT 
UNIT COSTS 


TO DATE
Units	 Unit Costs 


Drifting---------------------------------------------


Shaft --------------------------------------------


Crosscutting_.------------------- ---------------------
Raising---------------------------------------------------


Winzes--------------------------------------------------------


872.Q0 1eO0 Stripping....


Drilling: Core_-----------------------------------------------


------------------------------------------


Churn---------------------------------------------
Auger----------------------------------------------


....................................... .1,72OO  


Trenching-------------------------------------------------------------------------------


46L(
1'-----------------------------


468,00 Test Pits---------------------------------------------------
Reads and Trail&_---------------------------------- )---------------------.................................................................... .468QQ.


POTAL COSTS 
AUTHORIZED BY 


TOTAL DISTRIBUTED COSTS----- - II-----------------I---------------II-----------------------I	 I	 CONTRACT 


Operating Equipment Purchased---------------------------------------------------------------------------
Initial Rehabilitation and Repairs--------------------------------------------------------------------------
New Buildings, Improvements, etc---------------------------------------------------------------------------


TIVI'AT. fln q'rq	 2.34U -----------------234O-.0O--------------------------------------------------2,14Q..QQ.. 


The undersigned company, and the'official executing this certification on its 
behalf, hereby certify that the information contained in this report is correct and 
complete to the .best of their knowledge and belief. 


/a/ Frank Iota • Morgan 


Date	 Operator 


Per---------------------------------------------Title-----!!$....PP'


--- ----- -


(For Government use only) 


f T1* sntlre york conitituts. the unit of work.


REMARKS:_ 


NOTE.—TWe 18. U. S. Code (Climes), sectIon 1001, makes It a crlmlflal offense to make a.wflhlklIy 
false statement or representation to any department or agcncy of the United States as to any matter within 
Its jurisdiction.


(Instructions on reverse), 







1	 iii;:" I 


INSTRUCTIONS 


Preparation of Form MF-104A-- 'Operator's Unit Cost and Progress Report.—Applica'ble 
places on Form 104A should be filled in by the Operator. The purpose of this form is 
twofold as follows: (1) to furnish the supervising engineers and other administrators with 
statistical information necessary to better determine the progress of the project; and (2) to 
furnish more permanent information on mining costs for future use. The more important 
phases of operation on which permanent information is desired have been outlined in the 
form. There are blank lines, however, for those unusual phases which may need to be 
reported for a particular project. It will be necessary for the Operator to distribute his 
costs among the applicable phases reported with the exception of three items the costs of 
which are not to be distributed by the Operator. These three items are: "Operating Equip-
ment Purchased", "Initial Rehabilitation and Repairs", and "New Buildings, Improve-
ments, etc." The reason for not distributing these items on a monthly basis is doubtless 
clear to the Operator, since such distribution might well overstate the cost for any one 
month or period short of the entire contract period. 


Form MF-104A has been designed to tie in with Form MF-104 for both monthly and 
cumulative costs. The "Total Costs" on Form MF-104A for each month , should equal 
the monthly "Total Costs" as reported on Form MF-104. This is also true of the "Total 
Costs To Date". 


In preparing Form MF-104A, it will be necessary 'frequently to distribute certain 
costs over a number of items. For instance, supervisory and engineering costs may have 
to be. distributed over several phases, such as, drifting, crosscutting, raising, etc., provided 
that these items were reported active for the month. Such distributions should be made 
on the basis of time spent on the various phases, on man days of labor charged to such 
phases, or on some other equitable basis. "Operating Equipment", "Initial Rehabilita-
tion and Repairs", and "New Buildings Improvements, etc.", will be distributed to the 
several phases of the project by the Washington Office of DMEA at the close of the project 
if determined necessary. The last two columns headed "Authorized , y Contract" will be 
filled in by the Operator if such information is found in the contract. This information is 
usually a part of Exhibit "A" of the contract. A space for remarks has been provided, for 
the use of the Operator to call attention to any unusual circumstances causing excessive or 
disproportionate unit costs. 	 ..	 '	 .


GPO 83.38475







OF 7	 IN REPLY REFER T) 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


WASHINGTON 25. D. C. 


L W. 11ia, Di	 Lber	 April 15, 1953

Uraui Codity Cozittae 
Arthu' P. Butler, Jr., U8G Member, Uranium Comidity Coaittss 


Final report, DM Idcet 2689 (Urenium), Chute Csren Mine., 
ery County, Utah.	 /	 9 


I hai. reviewed the report by the Field ?ea* pertaining to 


the property idntif led in the eubj set above. The Field Tham reco arid. 


3,200 feet of rirn'strippLn to explore the 3hinarwup oong1omsrit. for 


&dditiOYi1 radioactive sonic near the Chute Cann clainLs, and necesa.ry 


repsir of access ros4. 


I conou,r dtb the reco exlations ot the Field Tea th.t 


Goverrt	 taZlCI3 fOr	 loratio!l, as $et forth in the fle1d 


report, be r&nted• for the Gorzment'e proportionate share of the total 


cost of $2,342.00.


Arthur F. Butler, Jr. 


Copy tot .	 . 1iUis (2)







c/3fr!Te& 
p


UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF MINES 


WASHINGTON 25. D. C. P%Pri3 9, .Z93


	


1	 iE1O 


Zrct ViUisa iiø, Z*EA N*er	 Dfi8 Mwrrals	 trabn 


tønJ	 ccitt.e 


U. D eiier, 1'ØØ ot *iflSC 
Urai** Ccu4itr Ccittee 


$tthjeet: F1a*1 report, ZII1{A Docket 2669, chute 	 Mis,.

ery Cotzxty, Utah. 


Z have revteved the ei&ject ft. rep. b the ?i24 


es Reicei V, ai b*ve diaeusse4 it with Josep O Ho*tad, 


represorit*ttve or the AtcLtc eer Ciest. 
•	 Xt is. reci*ezidsd that the report be arovsd. 


•	 .	
. report 2*e been forwarded to the Cist, iner*1a



Division,. in accord With the routin6 sJip attached t1iereto 


0. X. dser 


HDKeiser: d.b


APR10 1953 


Copy to: Rare and Precious Metals Branch
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION 


New Cuatbou*e	 WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


Denhcer 2, Coicrado 


To:	 C • 0 • Mittefldor, 'cting AministratOr 
Ifense inere1$ tzploration d.n1atraticYfl 	 r 


from:.	 Ftetd Teaa, D4E!, Regtn IV 


tject; ?in*l Report, DWJ Docket z689 (Ursniu), Chnte Canyon 
tha*, !aery Count Utai 


Enclosed are Zow copiet of the fine]. ?eport on t)OCSt 


2689. A contrt bubeen prepared td is in effect. 


Ebc1o8ure 


J iU 


cc, Dockit 
Chrn 
Xoscsnn


7j1'J 
DM/ OP	 2Y• CT9 


1arch 26, 1953.















S	 S 
•	 UNITED STATES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 
200 $ø* Custmaus. 
Derwer 2, Colorado


Neveer ZS1 • 192 


Mdu* 


To	 OIEA Fiend	 Re 10* 


Frcm	 A. 14. Kosc$inn 


SubJet : . DMEA Duckent 26e,, LYtt ten E4ee $. 2, Chute Csnyo, E*ery Couty, 
Utah.. 


.


	


	
E*clese4 ar It copies of the e iIca1 renpQrt by Johi wirs 


and Al ten T.ytr, of t1e U. S. Duotoic.i :Survy, coveving the ahove 


*,cklt, it hue been recows*sd*d ttt th 1oar be approvud. 


A. H. Køscpsnr, 
SupervlsinG..1ø1*t 
Of	 Wyemin 


EzcIosvres (H)
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Kayento formation 
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Wingate sandstone 


Chinle formation
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S	 U) 


Shinarump conglomerote 


Hm 
Moenkop' formation	 J 


Contact 


High angle foulf

(U,upthrown side;D, downthrown side) 


30 
Strike and dip of beds 


Strike of approx. vertical joint system

(aased on photo-interpretation) 


Approx. location of rood 


Proposed Exploratory Work


U. S. DE•TMENT OF THE INTERIOR
	


. irt rrir'A,	 IIQIEV


EXPLANATION 


Jn



Navajo sandstone 


ADAPTED FROM PHOTOGEOLOGIC MAP 
OF STINKING SPRING CREEK 11-14 
PHOTOGEOLOGY BY C.E. BATES 


FIG. 2
	


PHOTOGEOLOGIC MAP OF CHUTE CANYON 


EMERY COUNTY, UTAH 
0	 .5	 IMILE 
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EXPLANATION 


Chinle formation 


s	 1 
/	 / Shinarump canglomerate 
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Moenkopi formation 


A-225chipsompte 
O.0O7%U3080.04°/0V205 Open cut 


A-3 2.5 chip sample 
O.012%U3O8 O.Q2%V2Q5 Dum


B-I ichip sample 
0.743 %U 3O8 0.04% vo5 


Uranium bearing	 / --
carbonized	 B-2 1.5 chip sample 


O.033%U3O8O.02%V205 


Adit B	 A-I O.75'chip san 
0.101 0/0 U308 0.11 


/,/' I,,
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/////,


¼ 3 
Adit 


/// I,, //// I,,.,, 
'/i/////Iy'/ 


Section along me A-A'
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A ør::: dated .Deeebor Z?, 19%, to . R, WUSOL. ra the 


1*c&tiv Oif leer, ie1 Ten, RegLozi IV, .ki4 tor a 


engineering r9po$ Ofl t. øub act docket 


The CRi. are In *fl W VeYe4 .sria about 7fr *Ue., reed south 


west of Tep1e *urtsii. In	 Utah ?oJection. Of $SCtiCfl 


Uee p acee the *tte of the proposed work in •Sec, 24, T. 25. S., R. 10*4, 
,LB4$4 Thi Ocaions *i '&d from 1.h standpoint of w	 *i4.s, a



the are 10 withdrawn areas intha 4w:thip. 
Eleven: COPiCs of the C*4i :*uop 	 the prcpos.4 work. with, 


ferencs to thø	 2:U*$ sCCO*p:.. t:$ rport. S	 The nthutes Of the Operating Coin. ttee, No4 ]3 ha been con.øider.4. 


'LT AND ZWiN $1E 


To d&te, the a e1orstion on the propsi .	 beøn 4o eon the



Z4Ltt2 £x$L No. .2 ci4. This wo*. conøt of ]$ f6et of drifting in 
ULt A, 6 feet of di4t Li: dit , *fl4 75 *t OS E1 Cut ng 


riz stripping (fig 0 3 of the $urrI report) There are no Uaeaured 


or reserves 


The p1ct rep:. that2 sev.r4 os Lea t*,. fro.: o se. 


th$ wkhYCsedSO,37ptU3O8 tO *3i4:. 5O9 


.percit •10a The e*1i1ng Suri;sr geologists at te that .230 tons of 


ore aiiereging 1.5 f**t thick n4 ccnt*nIng 0419 percent U308 mq be I err 51; this eq c :itox work0 Afthcugh e aiege gr	 of the 


•	 :inferr4 tonn* :: is 1c, it SiI. probable that in $ri pg. , add 1*







0 
. 


S


tjOfl$] 1,200 tet of 1 se bO:i*Ofl,; Ore Ct .	 cià gr*de iad. 


in co;..:rcia ue14. wiU be toimd. 


U t s. pped work W33 be e*ab'ritrcted. end. is. to. be 4one 


i! .*Sfl•Of en FD$ bU400r. The project	 started within O



4ie o the dee ot 'the contract. at4 4U rsqt$re ]:5 d$ for cOipiot1Qn. 


ret1n:re..:. to the ae*4 striz'.g will be tI; ds. ot wozk on 


the road .fo.. e*p]* *untein, The. condition of th ? *les of road 


is :$UC. th%, 1: *ny C*$ø, thil: bUUdcI.er will be "Waki'4" tro* Ts.Le 


Moufltsin o the prop9rty'. FoUoing the ro*d work idli be 12 dra of 


:r* str*	 , thirin. wh	 tie it is expeet:4 that 3,20 teet of na 


cn be e4 The atzippig is to be done on tour cZ:d,....,. the 14tt3 


Eriiallos. 2, 2, an 3, sd theBn: DOgNo,4(tig4O,*Si 'a. 


repont).


:$E	 OCUT 


15 des ' of. RD-8 u2oser vOi* at 3h.$5 per	 41,782 
or $Z18,$ø per 4r, (this is the steda$ 
figure in thi area or an RD.8 bizlldoser, end 
inc]d6s aZ drayee chez'.es) 


:$pSr4LbjQ'	 'drn5 at *20 per dá r	 300 


I 1abOrr for i ds at l3.33 per 4q	 -•r. 


Pcidsr, cape end: j$Ø I . stuP:	 ______ 


'JOt4	 2,42 


.







I,-w •1,-


.


c'i oi th ;rt dur*t$on of 'the; pzO4act, trensptioiz of 
supp3iu, cbsx'ge tar iiecellsneous tools, eto,, are not inc2*zdd in 


th eøti tic of coats. The ajp1icnt (su pevisoz) wi.U. pro$de these 
ft. at 4s own Oçpenae.


1EcNDkTiW9 
+j, p:jjg epour ot ura :Li, or. have bee: ncc nt red. 


i tie emLI anount of	 oratorr work. done to 4ate d, the :babi1ft: 


of tindizg, corcia1 dsp sit or deposits in atrtpping en a.W tonal 


3,200 eet in t. aue hanson,. iM*c*tø that tle j*cjeot j 1.wt4fle4, 


it i*, iherEtox, reconnded tht tie Deten8. rerá. Elorstio 


Adminietz'atj.on anton into a contract 4th the ppliant to do the proposed 


work at a tctaZ cost of 


/
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CQftBACT 4XNi3TIATIQN AND AUDL 1)XV1I3I -	 -	 L 


______________	 p 


I have reviewed tie Month1r Bepoz!t o: 


?r	 L.	 id 'mi ft. 14zn 
LtP1-1.	 —	 r— - 


ertainin io apIoratLc* 'roject Contrwt XdZ, £*4FA aoacet 2u89, 
e iDOieCt for exploratiotk o Uzu4wu, locateu	 tte Chute 


Cnjon ure, erj County, Utah, az4	 ezrei to	 the Ltte	 ci. 
Cisim, or tne nth 'f Apr..1, I9i3, 


Ly review ixic1t*1ea a exaininatton of the Mnthl fteortM 
(Foru F'1ii) &M aujperUr 4oineuta sttahe Lhe'et, inparisrt o.e 
otB 1id with the contra Ltr4 pertineit $cbedu3eL%, czirn*1tatin 


with the xecutive Officer of the iie34 Te in chre of the pxjec, 
a etermiwttion f the reasonao1enes3 m1 popxiet $Y th cos . 


-:	 ibis- review was :ade in lieu 4f a t14f1 axiit of the )peratoz"a 


	


cuzs wiLL reccx'r3.s for tue foUowin 	 aBon: 


The ctract roviea for arnt o the ierurent on the 
ba	 of reeci estirated costø of units t wr1 tu1i De,ried. 


The €eviev iscloee i&le fo1Lvi facts in reaA1 the eiiunt 
*s14 or Go be paid the contractors 


Total cost as bi11e bi Coutrctor 
ceptira: 
Bj i*4EA Einance ()fficez' Noae 
i3y AuLii	 kne	 flone -U--.-U 


otu1 ete Cost	 _______ 


The ontrct cL1s for a 9) ereAt a ticitiou of ezp3.ox' 
atioa ecpenae by the Untze4 3tatea Government. Tkieretore, *yinb 
tbe coxitrator o4y the Government in tue munt of Pu3 Thuad )ne 
flwdred Six arn n/1J) a11ars 


in considez'e valid 4 proper. 


LLte: Octobe' L, 3.953
-	


c 
.a	 t11 J3	 1-	 W1	 $11ø. 


-	 -	 -	
Dona1d . inIi,	 LitOr







For.)(Rev.)	 UN ITED STATES 
JIDARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


OPERATOR'S MONTHLY REPORT ANDYOUGHERkt 


Month of	 , 1953	 Docket No DMEA	 Ceiltract 
Operator's ffme Frank Leral*e sad Erzs Ruft Mar-gsa	 Minra1s Ursaiia 


Address 
Contract Amount, 	 -----(xovernment k'articipation: 4o%	 Amount, 


FOR OPERATOR'S USE	 FOR GOVERNMENT USE ONLY 


ITEMS OF COSTS
Monthly	 Totals Previously 	 Totals To Date	 Approved 


Total	 Reported	 -	 Monthly Total 


(1) Independenti	 --è'Contracts: 
Short Form 


Drilling-------------------------------------/-------------------
2/  Bulldozing-------------------------------1,872.0--i-,ai-.-oo 


Crosscutting 
Drifting-------------------------------------------------


(2) Labor and Supervision: 
Labor-----------------------------------------------------
Supervision 
Technical Services 


(3) Operating Mat'ls. and Supplies: 
Timber 
Explosives 
Pipe----------------------------------
Track 


(4) Operating Equipment: 
Rental 
Purchase 
Depreciation 


(5) Initial Rehabilitationand Repairs-
(6) New Bldgs., Improvements, etc. 
(7) Miscellaneous: 


Repairs to Equipment 
Sampling and Analysis 
Payroll-Taxes 
Liability Insurance----------------


(8) Contingencies (specify): 


	


.	 i41


Approved Totals	 Approved Totals 
Previously Reported 	 To Date 


------------------::--
______ 


	


TOTALS	 -	 3tiO.O 
I certify that the above bill is correct and just a that yayiient t,herefor hs not /Pursuant to authority vested in me. I certify 


been received. 


	


Date April	 ---
t! 'ihat this acoount is co 'rect and prOpe 'r for paj-


ment in the amount of: 


Per	 Title nrtu,rs_Op.r&4r,---
W hen a voucher is signed or receipted in the name of a company or corporation, the name of the person writing 


the company or corporate name, as well as the capacity In which he signs, must appear. For . example "John,. 
Doe Company, per John Smith, Secretary," or "Treasuftr," as the case may be. 


—* NOTE.—Title 18, U. S.Code (Crimes), section 1001, makes It a criminal offense to make a willfully 
fab'e statement or representation to any department or agency of the United States as to any matter within its 
jurisdiction.	 - 


(Instructions on reverse) 


2/ The Rtfr. Work Constitutes the uit of work


Sgnatur
(Authorized Certifying Officer) 


Date LØ V34J 
(See other side)







_____________.	 _. -


(For Government use only) 


CERTIFICATION BY GOVERNMENT REPRESENTATIVE: 


I certify that to ' the best of my knowledge and belief 1 contractor submitin this voucher is ' operating a efènse Minerals 


Exploration Administration ojec	 er Co ract
	


in accordance with the terms of the cotract. 


Signature	 -	 Date 


APPROVAL BY DMEA ExEcUTIvE OFFICER OR ALTERNATE: 	 2'	 c" 


Signature ------------------' Ti	 Date E- -


HLY REPORT OF OPERAJOR 
The Operator (Contractor) of an exploration project 'is 


required to make a monthly report to the Government 
through the Regional Executive Officer. This report con-
sists of three parts as follows: 


(a) Form MF-104—Operator's Monthly Report and 
Voucher.—This form details expendituree and consti-
tutes a voucher for reimbursing the Operator for the 
Government's share of costs; 


(b) Form MF-104A—Operator's Unit Cost and Prog-
ress Report.—This is a statistical report of expenditures 
which shows àosts for the various types of operation; 
and


(c) Narrative.—A concise narrative description of 
progress made, results accomplished, and any unusual 
difficulties encountered must be furnished as an attach-
ment to this Report and Voucher. Wherever possible, 
the narrative is to be illustrated with maps or sketches 
showing formations penetrated and location and assays 
of samples taken as well as advances in workings. In 
the case of diamond drilling or churn drilling, the loca-
tion and inclination of holes is to be shown on a map; 
logs and assays also are to be submitted. 


The Monthly Report of Operator should be prepared in 
an original and four copies all of which must be sent to the 
Executive Officer of the Region not later than the 15th of 
the month following. 


Preparation of Form MF-104—Operator's Monthly Report 
and Voucher.—All the applicable spaces in Form MF-104 
should be filled in by the Operator, and the Operator or his 
agent should sign the certification 'in the lower left corner of 
the form. 


The items of costs are arranged in the order they appear 
in Article 6 (a) of Form MF-200 (Revised February 1952), 
however, this form is readily adaptable for use in reporting 
activities under other contract forms. 


Under Item (1) deletewords "Short Form" if the contract 
is a sub-contract under Form MF-200;. and delete word 
"Independent" if the contract reported is on ,-Form MF-200 
(A). Also, report work paid for on a unit basis under con-
tract Form MF-200 as though it were performed 'und, ,er an 
independent contract. 


Under Item (2) include labor, supeivisioii and 'techniëal 
services incurred for the exploratory operations. Do nbtt 
include labor, supervision and technical services used for 
work performed under items (5) and (6). 


Under Item (3) include the costs of material and supplies 
used in the project other than that used under items (5) 
and (6). 


Under Item (4) appear the three types of operating equip-
ment expenditures, that is, rental, purchase and depreciation. 
The expenditures made for renting equipment belonging to a


third party will be reported'under "Rental". 'The amount 
paid or duly obligated for payment for the purchase of equip-
ment will be reported under "Purchase". The amount of 
expenditures due the Operator to reimburse him for deprecia-
tion of equipment owned will be reported under "Deprecia-
tion". 


Item (5) comprises costs of labor, supervision, technical 
services, materials, etc., which are used in the initial rehabili-
tation and repair of existing buildings, installations, fixtures 
and equipment. These costs, therefore, should not be reported 
under items (2) and (3). 


Item (6) includes the labor, supervision, technical services, 
materials, etc., used in the installation or construction of new 
buildings, fixed improvements, etc., necessary for the project. 
These costs, therefore, should not be reported under items 
(2) and (3). 


Item (7) covers miscellaneous types of expenditure such as 
payroll taxes, liability insurance, workmen's compensation 
insurance, repairs to equipment and sampling and analysis. 
Only that part of payroll taxes, liability insurance and 
workmen's compensation which are paid by. the operator 
should be reported under item (7). The share paid by 
the employee as a payroll deduction is to be included 
under item (2) as labor costs. 


Item (8) includes any unforeseen costs not included in the 
other seven categories. 


The original of Form MF-104 when submitted for reim-
bursable expenses incurred under contract Form MF-200 
must be supported by original documentation or by certified 
copies of purchase orders, payrolls or'transcripts of payrolls, 
unless such documentation has been waived by the Regional 
Executive Officer. This certification may be stated thus, 
"Certified True Copy (or Transcript)", .followed by appro-
priate ignature. If the Executive Officer of the Region 
determines that a contract under Form MF-200 should have 
an "on-site" audit, that is, a Government auditor should 
make an audit of the Operator's books and records of account, 
the Operator need not support his monthly voucher with 
original or certified documents except in cases of equipment 
purchases whose individual costs exceed $50.00. In these 
cases the original or a certified copy of the purchase order or 
invoice should be attached to' the Monthly Voucher. 
Only the original of Form MF-104 is required to be docu-
mented. The four copies, of Form MF-104 are not to be 
thus supported. '	 ';:. I - 


Form MF-104 submitted for reimbursement under fixed 
price contracts on Form MF-200 (A), however, are not re-
quired to be supported by documentation Of any kind. The 
Operator will submit ' his claim under 'item:. '(1). of .'ortn. 
MF-104 by deleting as stated above the word "Independent" 
and by showing the number of feet or other units immediately 
after 'the appropriate descriptive word, such as, drilling, bull-
dozing, crosscutting, drifting, etc., and giving the "Monthly 
Total" amount, due. "Tptals Previously Reported", and 
"Totals to Date" columns should also be filled in. 


GPO. 8.38478







S 
Forx1i MF-1OA 


.J'Lprft 1952)'


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
--


OPERATOR'S UNIT COST AND PROGRESS REPORT
	 - 


Month of	 L95	 Docket No. DME 2 	 Contract j,lj.'E5O 
Operator's Name	 Minerals 


Address I'-------------------------------------------------


. 


OPERATION
UNu CosTs 


TO DATE 


	


UNIT V 
CosTaTifis UNiTs Tuis	 COSTS To DATE	 UNITS TO 


MONTE	 MoNTH:	 DATE


AUTHORIZED BY CoNTRAcT 


Units I	 Unit Costs 


Drifting------------------------------
Crosscutting---------------------
Raising-------------------------------
ShaftS--------------------------------
Winzes-------------------------------
Drilling: Core----------------------


Churn-------------------
Auger--------------------


Stripping----------------------------
Trenching---------------------------
Test Pits----------------------------
Roads and Trails ------------------


lIFt. III II!7°(	 180OIII 1111 	 7I.IlII	 lIIIlIII	 1,!72.-0 


lIlIiIIIl-lI.ioclli 


• TOTAL COSTS 
AUTHORIZED BY 


TOTAL DISTRIBUTED COSTS------ II-----------------I----------------II -----------------------


Operating Equipment Purchased-----------------------------
Initial Rehabilitation and Repairs---------------------------
New Buildings, Improvements, etc--------------------------


TOTAl COSTS	 2,3LsO.	 2,3!i.O.uO ilIlIIliiiilill -_IlIii -_IIIIlllllIIiiIIlIIiliil - liii


The undersigned company, and theThificial executing this certification on its 
behalf, hereby certify that the information contained in this report is correct and REMARKS. 


complete to the jest of their knowledge and b hef	 naot compl.ted	 - 


Date April 25, 1953 Operator 


Per---------------------------------------------Titlo-------------------------------------------------


NOTE.—TItte 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), sectIon 1001, makes It a criminal offense to make a wlflfnlly 
false statement or representation to any department or agency of the United States as to any matter within 
Its Jurisdiction.


(Instructions on reverse)	 - 


(For Government use only) il The entfro work conititUte the. unit of' work.







.	 . 


INSTRUCTIONS - 


Preparation of Form MF-104A—Operator's Unit Cost and Progress Report.-4plicable 
places on Form 104A should be filled in by tEe O&rator. The pürpdse' of thi fofm is'-' 
twofold as follows: (1) to furnish the supervising engineers and other administrators with 
statistical information necessary to better determine the progress of the project; and (2) to 
furnish more permanent information on mining costs for future use. The more important 
phases of operation on which permanent information is desired have been outlined in the 
form. There are blank lines, however, for those unusual phases which may need to be 
reported for a particular project. It will be necessary for the Operator to distribute his 
costs among the applicable phases reported with the exception of three items the costs of 
which are not to be distributed by the Operator. These three items are; "Operating Equip-
ment Purchased", "Initial Rehabilitation and Repairs", and "New Buildings, Improve-
ments, etc." The reason for not distributing these items on a monthly basis is doubtless 
clear to th Operator, since such distribution might well overstate the cost for any one 
month or period short of the entire contract period. 


Form MF-104A has been .designed to tie in with Form MF--104 for both monthly and 
cumulative costs. The "Total Costs" on Form MF-104A- for each month should equal 
the monthly "Total Costs' as reportd on Orm M–lO4. -Thi; is also true of the "Total 
Costs To Date". 


In -preparing Form MF-104A, it will be necessary. frequently to distribute certain 
costs over a number of item For instance, supervisory and engineering costs may have 
to be distributed over several phases §uch as, drifting, crosscutting; raising, etc., provided 
that these items were repor.ted active for the month. Such distributions should be made 
on the basis of time spent on the various phases, on man days of labor charged to such 
phases, or on some other equitable basis. "Operating Equipment", "Initial Rehabilita-
tion and Repairs", and "New Buildings Improvements, etc.", will be distributed to the 
several phases of the project by the Washington Office of DMEA at the close of the project 
if determined necessary. The last two columns headed "Authorized by Contract" will be 


• filled in by the Operator if such information is found in the contract. This information is 
usually a part of Exhibit "A" of the contract. A space for remarks has , been provided, for 
the use of the Operator to call attention to any unusual' circumstances causing excessive or 
disproportionate unit costs. 	 - 


t	 q,


GPO 83.38475
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIGJR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION ; 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


2211. New Custonthouse
	 January 5, l95. 


Denver 2, Colorado 


Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Committee 


From:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region IV 


Subject: DMEA Docket No. 2689 (Uranium)., Contract No. Idm-E500, 
FrankL. Morgan and Erma R. Morgan, Emery County, Utah. 


Enclosed are two copies of the Operator's Monthly Progress 
Report, Form MF-lOi. and MF-iOiA, Operator' a Narrative Report, In-
specting Engineer's Narrative Report, and other supporting data per-
taining to work under the subject contract for the month of April 
1953.


Also enclosed are two copies of a memorandum to Mr. P. A. 
Christensen, dated December 16, 1953, relative to final parment 
under the terms of the subject contract. 


Final pament to the Operator in the amount of $2,106.00 
has now been made in conformance with the Report of Review by the 
Contract Administration and. Audit Division dated October 21, 1953. 


Enclosures







S	 - - 
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
3%8	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25 D C 


22ii Ne Customhouse	 Decetther 1(5, 1953 
Den'ver 2, Colorado 


To.	 T. A. Cnristewcn 


From	 Jxecui4ve Officer, DMLA Field Te&4 Region IV 


3ubject EA. Docket No. 2669 (Uranium), Contract lb Ida-'E5OO, 
Frank L Morgan arid Erma R Morgan, Emery County, Utah. 
0erator's MonchJ.y Progress Beprt for the month of 
April 1953 FThAL PAYMEN 


Enclosed are the original and four copies of Form 2'iP.1O 
and ?F'1OA, Operator' a Narrative Report and Inspecting Engineer' a 
Narrative Report for the above period. This report constitutes the 
Operator's final claim for reimbursement under the terms of the con-


.:tract and is the on] report submitted. inasmicb as the. work was com 
pleted within that period 


The Operator has canplied with the terms of the contract 
and final payment i recoimended. as follows, which is in conformance 
with the final Report of Review by the Contract Administration ath 
Audit Djyiion dated. October 21, 2.953, which was released to this 
office December 15, 1953 


Basin for Final Paynient 


Total accep ted. cozt	 2, 31#O 00 
Goverziment participation at 9C 	 2,106 00 
Total prior payments 	 ione 


Balance due the Operator	 2,1O& 00 


w lLKi 
Enc1osure 


JWT cizm 


cc 9'ntract 
ecretary to the Oper. Comm (2) 


SRWilson 
Chron 
JWTownsend















S.. R. WilSOfl
	


j4ayr iZ l953 
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U. K. Thurber, tr. 


D}EA-2689, C tract Idm 500, prank L. and xma B. Morgan property, 
imory County, Utah.	 -'l04 formS ad monthy progre ss report 


• The subject property was inspected May 4, 1953. The work under 
the contract was completed tr April 28, 1953, and the operators 
were removing the equipment from the project area on the date of the 
inspection. The MF-104 forms attached are the lust and only forms 
to be submitted on this work, 


The work accomplished uider the contract eonsistød of rin. etrp-


ping an area on the Little rma group of claims where the Shlnarump 
ore horizon is exposed y a side canyon tributary to Chute Canyon. 
The rim stripping was accomplished with some difficulty, due to the 
large boulders enoounterd in the taluS cover. Twice during the 
operation the bulldozer was driven off the rim cut, occasioning delays 
returning the machine to the working place.. 


The attached map., made trr tie G€o1ogca1 Survey ,. indicates the 


area stripped. It will be noted that the total length of stripping 
does not equal the total length estimated t y the original examining 
team and called for in the contract. This difference arose from the 
original acceptance tr the Geological Survey of the owners' sketch 
map, which shows the proposed stripping area. This map shows the 
area considerably larger than the Geological Survey's recent plane 
table map. AU the area intended y the original examining geologists 
to be stripped has been stripped and the money expended in an efficient 
and sincere manner. The cost per foot was higher than or.ginal]y esti-
mated, but is not believed to be excessive for this type of bul]4ozar 
work. 


• The expenditure: of $468 for road ixnprovem.nt was used in areas

along the 7fr miles of access road from Temple Mountain to the subject 
property. 


The rim stripping exposed tVo. scour channels in the project 
area which contain some uranium mineralization indicated tr Geiger 
counter. It is suggested that these areas be systematicaflY sampled 
tr this office to assess the results of the project. This would re-
quire approXimateY two days in the project area. 


With due consideration of the map discrepancies outlinsd in 
foregoing paragraphs, it is recommended that the operators, Frank L. 
and irma R. Morgan, be reimbursed in the amount of $2,106, which is 
90 percent of $2,340, the total allowable øxpendi a un r the contract. 


V/7 
H.. K. Thurber, Ii'. 1
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1pringvil1o,Utab. 
April. 25th.19. 


Kr. iitsphe* . W$.leon, it.f 
Minerals Derelopseat r*nth 
Mining Dtvisioa, Regto* IV 
BL*T*LU Of Minss 1600 * let 3 
$alt Lsk• Otty 1, Utah.


M*RA?IV Rt.P0RT 
D*A 1.. 2689. 


D.iir Mr. VIZ eons 


Th. work covered by UflM No. 2689 has been cosipl.tad and is 
ready for tnsp**tion. 


•	 This stripping operation turned out to be very rugged as we 
had to keep the air 000pr.eaor and powder a vo*tng constantly ahead 
of the bull d*t a1astin larg, boulders In order for th. bull dozer to 
hendi. thea, at see. places there the ft.. was in plaoesi4 there wee no 
isetertal .lutfW off to use fbi' & road bid we had to scrap for eaterial 
in order to ases the gap, the bull dozer sUpped oft of the stripping 
aria twiee se account of th. base of the pad. itiding,fbrtunst.1y he wna 
facthg the	 floor and went dow* head first. 


•	 • The area is *ttipped dow* to the purple shale that the field 
teon deeigs*t.d as the coatsot srea,th.re is heavy idneralisation in the 
eongleasrat.,abowiag .spp.r,eobslt and Iron yrit. atai*e,ths iseterial that 
shows radio activity I. in the ySllO .1*7 above the purple shale and the 
carbocaceous material that wee exposed, there is a wiry active sean of black 
material concentrated in the oongloserat. on the North side of the canyon on 
the Little ma No.2 that shows signs of a flow fron either a trough or It 
has been forced from below. 


The area stripped en the 'ast end *t the Little	 No. showed 
•	 very heavy minersutsatise and a heavy sons.ntratton of trees end carboz*csous 


material with a count in several placee,tho Ihiasriap lbngloserat. was quits 
•	 • thick at this point, with a thick sandstone that looked good in the iseze whore 


• the (baglomerato split end the moist earth had a very *t$**ing odor with lots 
of eoloriaation. 	 •	 •	 •	 • • 


•	 This csron looks very prodethg and ssz*ples can b. token that will 
run above 1I% Urani* but the seans are 11 core drilling should develop a 
m*er deposit that has diposited these fissures, a 3cintillator 
betweeá 10 and 1 on the 1 scale anyplase along the bott of the canyon, and 
wiU register 10 to IS on the scale at places stripped along the f&c.. 


Trusting that the above narrative report is in ordur, I reith 


Tours Very Truly, 


•	 )\	 )i	 /2
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UNITED STATES Y 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


WASHiNGTON 25 D C


November 18, 1953 


Frank L. Morgan and Erma B. Morgan 
P. 0. Box 227 
Spring'ville, Utah	 .	 .	 .	 . 


Re: Docket No. DNEA-2689 (Uranium)
0 


Contract No. Idm-E500 
Chute Canyon ciiiiis 
Emery. County, Utah	 S 


Dear Sir and Madam 


This is with reference to the subject Exploration Contract 
between you and the Government. 


The final audit of the contract expenditures and the final 
reports of the Operator and of the Field Team have been received and 
accepted by this Administration.	 The total amount of $2,314O.00 ap-
proved under the contract was expended, 90 percent of which, or 
$2,106.00, represented the Government's share. 	 There were no unused 
materials, supplies or equipment to be disposed of for the joint ac-
count of the Operator and the Government • 	 The exploration work was 
completed in a satisfactory manner. 


Because the results of the exploration were unfavorable, it 
is not our intention to make a certification of discovery or develop-
ment which would create a lien against the subject property. 	 We are, 
therefore, closing ourbooks and records with respect to this project. 
Your, attention is called, however, to Artióle 5 (d) of the Contract 
which requires the Operator to "keep and preserve said records and 
accounts for at least 3 years after the completion of the project or 
the termination of this contract". 


Your interest in the Jxploration Program of the Defense 
Minerals Exploration Administration and your willingness to partici-. 
pate therein are appreciated.


Sincerely yours, 


/s/ C. 0. Nittendorf 


FLKnouse/gla	 Administrator 
cc to:	 Adm. Reading File 


Operating Committee 
Docket 


Messrs. H. D. Keiser, Rm. 3614 
A. P. Butler, Rm. 3212, GSA 
Ellis 
Knouse 


DNEA Field Team, Region IV (2)
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.. Dót.No	 29. 


•	 o.my.fli 


DEARTMEO.TEFLJJTERIOR 


DEFENSE.,. MIRALS....ELORAT1O1..ADMINISTRATION 


STB.ATQIO.. A D.CRLTICALJUJALS...EIATI.Qi. PRO GRA! 


.Oi .Chief. ..Finniic.&..Zecti.on. Budget:.and..F.inana.e....Bran.ch Bureau. ..f Mines 


	


.....,..P.1ease.ent.er....on_therc.orda.	 xp1oration 
t a...atratgic.ath...Cr.i.tica]. .Minera.1...Exp1oration 


Prp raia9,,. .the.....foi1o.wing , cmtrat or.. ai te3.d eLto. ...c ontract... 


.Cntc,t 


	


]te....oL .ontracttTeEeut.. ..	 a Z95.3 


•	 .. .	 Addres,s.o.f.. Operator: 


.L.. o:,.in	 .. Irtma . 
?, 


•	 . Amount...of. Got 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA	 E1cEIfl OF ThE 1TEW 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR	 Cftne MhraIs Adthisfrau 
'DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 	 •.	 RECEIVED 


.	
.	 .	 ..	 ..	


. MAR 3 i 1953 
EXPLORATION PROJECT CONTRACT' . .	 . 


(Short Form) 


IT IS AGREED this	 -------------- day of------------------------------, l95, between the United States of America, aëting 

through the Department of the Interior Defense Minerals Exploration Administration, heieinafter called the "Government," 
and2 -------------------------------FL	 ....---------------------------------------------------






P. 0. Box 227 
Springyille Utah 


hereinafter called the "Operator," as follows: 	 .	 . .	 . . 


ARTIcLE 1. Authority for coiitract.—This agreement is entered into under the authority of the Defense Produôtion Act of 
1950, as amended, pursuant to DMEA Order 1 entitled "Government Ai in Defense Exploration Projects." 


ARTIcLE 2. Operator's property rights.—With respect to that certain land situated in the State of.................................... 
-Utah-, County of ------------------it'.QY-------------------------------------, described as follows: 
wipatented lode minin.g claims located 7- miles south and west of Temple 


------MOt tLQ.1---------nn--xN 


the Operator represents and undertakes: .. 


(a) That the Operator is the owner, in possession and. entitled to possession, and that the property is subject only to the 
following claims, liens, or encumbrances as to each of which the subordination agreement of the holder is attached: ............... 


None 


(b) 
The Operator shall devote the land and all existing improvements,, facilities, buildings, installations, and appurtenances to 


the purposes of the exploration project without any allowance for the use, rental value, depreciation, depletion, or other cost of 
acquiring, owning, or holding possession thereof. 


ARTICLE 3. Exploration project.—The Operator, within .s LtL...(6LL)...... days from the date of this contract shall commence 
workoiaprojectofexplorationfor'JJX.?fli.Wfl-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


in or upon the described land; and shall bring the project to completion within a period of 9J1 (3.)......from the 
date of this contract. The work to be performed is more fully described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto, which, with any maps 
or drawings thereto attached, are made a part of this contract. The Government will contribute to the cost of this work as here-
after provided. The work shall be performed by the Operator or by independent contractor or contractors efficiently, expertly, 
in a workmanlike manner, in accordance with good' mining standards and State regulations for health and safety and for work-
men's compensation and employers' liability insurance, with suitable and adequate equipment, materials, and labor, to bring the 
project to completion within the time fixed. The Government shall have the right to enter and observe and inspect the work at 
all reasonable times, and the Operator shall provide the Government with all available means for doing so. The Government 
may consult with and advise the Operator on all phases of the work. 


ARTICLE 4. Costs of the pro ject.—The agreed, estimated costs f performing the work, expressed in terms of units of work 
to be performed (per foot of drifting, per foot 'of drilling, per cubic yard of material to be moved, etc.) are set forthin Exhibit 
"A," attached hereto. The Government will pay 	 ---------------- percent of these agreed, estimated costs, as they

accrue, for units of work actually performed that conform with the description or specifications for the work set forth in this 


contract, in an aggregate total amount not in excess of 	 ----- , which is ------------9.O..... percent of .$ 
the agreed, estimated total cost of the project in which the Government will participate: Providd, That until the Operator's-
final report and final accounting have been rendered to the Government and any final check or auditing reqIired by the Govern-
ment has been made, and a- final settlement of the contract has been made, the Government may withhold from the last voucher 
or vouchers such sums as it sees fit not, in excess of ten (10) pe rcent of the maximum total which the Government might have. 
been called upon to pay under the terms of the contract. The Government may, as it sees fit, make payments direct to the Opera-
tor's independent contractors, if any, for the account of the Operator, rather than to the Operator. 


ARTICLE 5. Reports, accounts, audits.—(a)Progress reports. The Operator shall provide the Government with monthly 
reports of units of work performed under the contract, in quintuplicate (five copies), upon forms provided by the Government. 
These progress reports shall be certified by the Operator, and shall constitute both the Operator's invoice of units of work per-
formed on the project during the period cOvered by the report and his voucher for repayment by the Government, unless the 
Government requires the use of a standard voucher form with invoice attached. Progress reports shall include surface and/or 
underground engineering-geological maps or sketches showing theprogress of the exploration, with assay-reports on samples 
taken concurrently with the advance in mineralized ground. 	 - -. 


1 If sufficient space is not provided in any blank, use an extra sheet of paper and refer to it in thblank. 	 ,	 - 
2 State name, address, and nature of organization if any. 	 . 
3 Give legal description or enough to identify the property, particularly excluding any land or interest therein to which the Government's lien is not to 


attach or the production from which is not to be subject to the Government's percentage royalty. 
Strike out the provision not applicable. 


'Name of mineral or minerals. 	 i6-6t3329-i







.	 * 
(b) Final report.—Upon comp1eof the exploration work or termination of tlWntract the Operator shall provide the 


Government with an adequate geological and engineering report, in quintuplicate (five copies) , including an estimate of öre 
reserves resulting from the exploration work. 


(c) Compliance with 'requirements.—If, in the opinion of the Government, any of the Operator's reports are insufficient 
or incomplete, the Government may procie the making or completion of such reports and attachments as an expense of the 
exploration work ; and the Government may withhold approval and payment of any vouchers depending upon insufficient or 
incomplete reports. 


(d) Accounts and audits.—The Operator shall keep suitable records and accounts of the units of work performed, which the 
Government may inspect and audit at any time. The Government may at any time require a check of the work performed and 
an audit of the Operator's records and accounts, by a certified public accountant or otherwise, the cost thereof to be treated as a 
cost of the project. The Operator shall keep and preserve said records and accounts for at least 3 years after the completion 
of the project or the termination of this contract. Upon the completion of the project or termination of the contract the Opera-
tor shall render a final account and statement of work performed to accompany his final report. 


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


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

•	 ( 2 ) One and one-half ( 1 1/2 ) percent of any such net amounts, plus onehalf ( ) percent of such net amounts for each 


additional full fifty cents ($0.50) by which such net amounts exceed eight dollars ($8.00) per ton, but not in excess of five (5) 
percent of such net amounts. 


(For instance: The percentage royalty on a net amount of five dollars ($5.00) per ton, would be one and one-half (1½) 
percent; on a net amount of ten dollars ($10.00) per ton, three and one-half (3½) percent)	 - 
(b) As here used, "net smelter returns," "net concentrator returns," and "other net amounts realized from the sale or other 


disposition," inan gross revenue from sales, or if not sold, the market value of the material after it is mined in the form in 
which and the place where it is held. In the case of integrated operations in which the material is not disposed of as such, these 
terms mean what is or would be the gross income from mining operations for percentage depletion purposes in income-tax 
determination. - -	 S 


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


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


ARTICLE 7. Assignment, transfer, or loss of Operator's interest.—Without the written consent of the Government, the 
Operator- shall not assign or otherwise transfer or hypothecate this contract or any rights thereunder. The Operator shall not 
make any voluntary nor permit any involuntary transfer or conveyance of the Operator's rights in the land described in Article 2, 
:without making suitable provision for the preservation of the Government's right to a .percentage royalty on - production and 
lien for the.payment thereof; Provided, that mere failure by the Operator to maintain the Operator's rights in the land, without 
any consideration running to the Operator other than relief from the cost of maintaining such rights (as by surrender of a 
leasehold, failure to perform assessment work, or failure to exercise an option), coupled with complete abandonment by the 
Operator of all interest in or operations on the land for a period of 10 years from the date of this contract, shall not constitute 
such a transfer or conveyance. Should the Operator make or permit any transfer or conveyance in violation of this provision, 
the Operator shall be and remain liable for payment to the Government of the same amounts, at the same times, as would have 
been paid under the terms of the percentage royalty on production. If for any reason the net smelter returns, net concentrator 
returns,-or'other -net amounts realized from the sale or -other disposition of such production are-not available as ameans of meas-
uring the amount of the Operator's liability, the amount thereof shall be estimated as well as may be, and in the event of dispute 
as to such estimates, the determination thereof by the Admimstrator of Defense Minerals Exploration Administration or by his 
successor shall be final and binding upon the Operator. 


ARTICLE 8. Te'rinination and completion.—The Government may, at any time, by written notice to the Operator, terminate 
this contract: (a) If the Operator fails to provide his share of the money necessary to prosecute operations pursuant to the 
terms of the contract; (b) if the Operator, in the opinion of the Government, fails to prosecute operations pursuant to the terms 
of the contract; or (c) if, in the opinion of the Government, operations up to the time of the notice have not indicated the prob-
ability of making anyworth while discovery and in the opinion of the Government further operations are not justified. - 


ARTICLE -9. Changes and added provisions 


-	 Exeuted in- sextuplicat the day and year first above written. 	 - 


%Iil	


By Trm UN TED STATES OF AMERICA 


-	
-	 Executive Of fç/r, DMEA 


By ..-------------------------------------------------------------------- .	 Field Team, RJion IV 


I,	 -	 , certify that I am the	 secretary 
of the corppration named as Operator herein; that 	 , who signed 
this contract on-behalf of the Operator, was then of said corporation; 
that said contract was duly signed for and in behalf of said corporation by authority of its governing body, and is within the 
scope of its corporate powers.


r CORPORATE 
L SEAL 


U. 8. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OI'FICE	 16--66329-i
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Annex No. 1. 


The following un	 tented iituung claims of record in the 
County Recorder's office, Enery County, Utah 


Claim Date Book Page 


Little Erma No. .1 •3...23-1950 J.. 8 Si? 
'Little &'ma No. 2 323$SO J 8 :518 
Little E'rna No. 3. 3.23195O J - 8 , 518 
Little Erma No. 6 '	 : 6..].2-1952. ':	 J 10 112 
Brawn Dog. No. Li 6l2"19S2 ,	 J 10 110 
Wild Horse No. 2 '	 6i.12.19S2 ,	 J 1O	 , 


Wild Horse No, 3 6.12..1952 J 10 108
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EXHIBIT "A" 


Description of the rk 


The work consists of improving 7- miles of road from 
Temple Yountain to Chute Canyon and 3200 feet of bulldozer 
stripping "The stripping will be confined to the ore bearing 1 
horizon near the base of the Shinarump conglomerate and the 
present workings, and must be deep enough to expose the sand-
stone and mudstone where the carbonaceous material is concen-
trated This work will be done on the Little Erxna No 1, 2, 
and 3, and the Brown Dog No 4 claims as shown on Figure 4 which 
is attached and made a part of this exhibit 


Estimated Costs of the 1ork 


Improving 7 miles of road including rental 
of D-8 caterpillar or equivalent including 
operator, fuel, repairs, and any other costs 
incident to completing the work - 	 46 00 lJ 


feet of rim stripping with D-8 cater-
pillar or equivalent including operator, 
fuel, repairs, and any other costs incident 
to completing the work -	 1,872 00 / 


Total Cost of Project 	 2,340 00 


Government Participation at 90%	 2,106 00 


/ The entire work constitutes the unit of work
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SKETCH MAP OF CHUTE CANYON CLAIMS 
.	 EMERY COUNTY, UTAH 
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