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7. Are subordination agreements necessary?
8
a) MF-201¢?
. ) &//‘
b) MF-202°7 —
# ™8. From the data presented, does the proposed project appear feasible from
( the point of view of:
a) Available manpower
b) Equipment and supplies
{question 14 plus general knowledge of availability)*
¢) Accessibility (question 12)*
- ’) Water (question 13)* - . ~
e) Power (question 13)*
Is a field check needed on any of these points?
9, Does the experien’of the applicant appear to be iequate to assure that
he can properly co¥iduct the proposed project? (question 4)*
Is a field check geded on this point?
» " ‘ .
10. Exhibit A. (question 21 and 22)*

a) Is the project adequately described?

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

s . M | - w,
o the project? If so, attach a draft. —
b) Is there an adequate map or sketch of the proposed work?
«£) Is the proposed work "exploration" under the definition of
Section 8, MO-5?
If not, what part of it is?
- R o
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/ : A SURNAME :
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

<o P e 29, 1958

. D M . .

MEMORAIDUM 7 [/ S—
b

Tor Adninistrator, DA

Fron: Iron and Ferro-alloys Livision, DiidA

Subject: Denial of applicavion by sield ieaw, hegion IV
Docket No. DMEA 2912 « Tungsten and Cobalt
Jesse F. lales, wrasite Flacer Mining LConpany
Eddy group of claims
i1llard County, Uiah

The applicant requested exglora:ion assistaice in the anopnt
of $7,200.00 Lo sink 16 s127ts an average depth of 30 feet to expldre
8 plocer claims,

The area in the vicinity of the placer deposits is underlain
lorely U Cambrian lisestone aad cuartzile that have been intruded by
the otch FPrall orarbg-unsonile guwee. Tie tmogbten and cobalt nlzcer
deposits have resulted frot crosion of the aquartz :nsonite.

The ore wminesrals foun? in the sravel (eoosit concist of
sciieel iz and possibly some aiidentified cobaly wiucrals. Four sanples
of tlie ravel taien on Lddy lo. 3 claim by the Field Team were analyzed
for KOy und Co. Resulis of aalyues uerels show Lie presence of tungstem
in the plorey desosit,.

The examinin enginecr and ;eologist of e rield lean, Region IV,
belicve tihe content of tungsten and cobalt in the gravels is too low to
warcant f.rther consideration at this time. They, thorefore, recomend
that the loan request be donied.

We concur in Ul <deniale

W, &, Hartin, Acbing Chief
Iron and Perro-Alloys livision
JHopkins/1s
5/29/53
Copy to: Docket
Adm. Read. File
Operating Committee
Code 10O
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

@,
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION : Q%
I

WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

May 29, 1953
MEMORANDUM

To: Administrator, DMEA
Froms Iron and Ferro-Alloys Division, DMEA

Subject: Denial of application by Field Team, Region IV
Docket No, DMEA 2912 - Tungsten and Cobalt
Jesse F, Hales, Granite Placer Mining Company
Eddy group of claims
~ Millard County, Utah

The applicant requested exploration assistance in the amount
of $7,200,00 to sink 16 shafts an average depth of 30 feet to explore
8 placer claims.

The area in the vicinity of the placer deposits is underlain
largely by Cambrian limestone and quartzite that have been intruded by
the Notch Peak quartz-monzonite stock. The tungsten and cobalt placer
deposits have resulted from erosion of the quartz monzonite.

The ore minerals found in the gravel deposit consist of
scheelite and possibly some unidentified cobalt minerals, Four samples
of the gravel taken on Eddy No. 3 claim by the Field Team were analyzed

for W03 and Co. Results of analyses merely show the presence of tungsten
in the placer deposit.

The examining engineer and geologist of the Field Team, Region IV,
believe the content of tungsten and cobalt in the gravels is too low to
warrant further consideration at this time. They, therefore, recommend
that the loan request be denied.

We concur in the denial,

We S. Martin, Acting Chief
Iron and Ferro-Alloys Division






~~ UNITED STATES :
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION -
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

£24 New Custombouse | B My b, 1953. \1
Denver R, Calowwede : ' ‘ '

W

Te: m&ﬂm«w, Defense Minerals h@lcntien Administration

Attention: 200
From: Yield Tesn, Region IV |
Subject: Pinel Report, DMEA Docket 2912 (Tungsten snd Cobalt),

. Jeuse ¥. Hales, mum«mmcm,w
County, Steh.

mmwmmmmtmm«otmnmxw
port on the subject docket, the eriginal and one copy of Form 3b, snd
a copy of the letter of denial to the applicant.

Reviewed by
DMEA OPERATING COMMITTER

$-32-53

(date)






. UNITED STATES o
DEPARTMENT OF THE lNTERlOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

COPY

22/, New Customhouse . May 14, 1953,
Derwver 2, Colorado : ' .

Mr. Jesse F, Hales

56 Lemon Place

Salt Lake City 4, Utah . L
’ : Re: Docket DMEA~2912

Dear Mr. Hales. ' :

Reference is made to your appllcatlon for Government aid
on the Eddy Group.

ProJects approved by the Defense Minerals Exploration
Administration must, in its judgment, show definite promise of
vielding material of acceptable grade, and in quantities that will

significantly 1mprove the mineral supply position for the National.
Defense Program.

A careful study of your property and data available to
this agency reveals that the probability of disclosing significant
reserves of tungsten and cobalt by your proposed exploration program
is not considered sufficiently promising to justify Government
partlclpatlon. Under these circumstances, we regret to advise that
your application for exploratlon aid is denled.

Very truly yours,

/s/_W. H, KING
- W, H. King
Field Team, Region IV

/s/ __A. H. KOSCHMANN
A, H, Koschmann
Field Team, Region IV

ce: Admlnlstrator, DMEA

SRWilson _

iiHallqph Roberts , o Reviewed by
oschmann D » . DMEA 0P

Subject . ST B : ERATING COMMITTER

Gurom.. - ~ __9-a2-S3

(date)






UNlTED STATES . .
. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
i - BUREAU OF MINES '

ok New Custombouse - L way 3k, 195

CTer  Field Tess, Beglon IV

Froa:  Chief, Mining Diviston, Regicn IV |

ubjest: Final Report, IMIA Dochet 2512 (Tagaten and Cobalt),
Jesse 7. Tales, Grenite Plecer Kiniog Conpezy, Killerd
County, ¥tah. |

mmmmmwumnwwmwe:
mmmﬂmm , ’

' mmncmwn,m.oowm-mm;m“
mmawrmnmmmcmﬂ :
The Tield sxaminers found that the tungsten and codalt com=
tent awmlmwmwmmwmidm-
tiom utthistm

mmmnmmamnmwum

- We
_mmnmmmmxu.

Rew ewed b

A DMEA OPERATING CO»MITTEE g
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~ UNITED STATES .
'DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.

'BUREAU OF MINES
'1600 EAST FIRST-SOUTH STREET

SALT LAKE CITY 1, UTAH

Moy 8, 1953
mmhm
Tos | W. H, nng, chm', mning Pivision, Region IV
“r:mg - g:::& IH%nonl; Mhmt Branoh, m.ning Dimim,

Subjeots DMEA-2912, Jesse F, Hahl, drsnite Placer Idning o,
: Mllluﬁ Oounv, Utah

Encloeed are the original snd eight oopin of a joint
enginesring and geologic report ocovering exsmination of the subjeot
property ly M, N, Howes, Bureau of Mines, ad D, C, laub, Geological

. Survey., Also ineluded are the required copies of uSum, Con-
clusiens and Recommendations seotion, thres copies each of fom
6-803.;«16-993, qndthoorigiulbroab.\m :

. Placer deposits containing small qumtitiu of soheelite
mémunidcntinod oobalt mineral or minerels ocscur in & narrew
canycn over a linear length of 9,500 feet, The appliceant has pro-
 posed sinking 16 shafts, two on each of eight claims, to determine
the thickness of gravel and the ccutent of tungsten and oobalt,

No reserves of comsercial gravel mxy be estimated, The
exsuining engineer and geologist believe the tungaten and oobelt
oomtent of the gravel is too low to warraut further ocmaideration
at this time, IS is recemmended that the lmroquut ke denied,
I coneur with this ncomuﬁu.

Snoim 5 B

B Pevie\ red bl :
DR’E4 OI’ERATIING COHWIIT.TEE»






SUMMARY , CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

By M. H, Howes and D, C, Laub

Jesse ¥, Hales, representing the Granite FPlacer liining Co,., has
applied for a loan of §7,200 to conduct exploration on tungsten-
cobalt placer deposits, Millard County, Utah, The property was ex-
smined Ly DMEA personnel during March 1953 for eppraisal of the
exploratory proposale.

The ares in the vicinity of the placer deposits is underlain
largely ty Cembrian limestone and quartsite that have been intruded
ty the Hotéh?eak quartg-monzonite stock, The tungsten end cobelt
placer deposits have resulted from erosion of the quartsz monzonite.

The applicant has propossd exploration of the placer deposits
by sinking 16 shafts, two on esch of eight claims, at a total esti-
meted cost of $7,200, The examining engineer and geologist believe
the cost estimate to be too low,

No reserves of commercial placer gravels are estimated, as the
tungsten~cobalt content is coneidered to be too low, Recommendation
is made that the loan request be denied,

Revfewed b
)4
DMEA OPERATING COMMITTER

S-23-53
\\

(date)





JESSE F, HALKS
GRANITE PIACER MINING CO.
MILLARD CQUNTY, UTAH
DMEA~2912
Tungster~Cobalt

Engineering and Geologic Report

W M. H, Hovwes

Mining engineer
Buresu of Mines

and
D, Cy Laub

Geologist
Geologicel Survey

S .. Reviewed by

DMEA OPERATING COMMITIEE

r_22-55

(date)






JESSE F, HALSS
GRANITE PLACER MINING €O,
MILLARD CCUNTY, UTAH
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INTRODUCTION
During February 1953, Mr. Jesse F, Hales, under DMEA dooket

2912, mede application for a Government loan of $7,200 to explore

for placer tungsten end cobalt Ly sinking a series of shallow shafts
on the Eddy group of claims, Granite Placer w.ning Co., Millard Coun~ .
ty, Utah.

Examination of the propsrty was made March 24, 1953, t D. C.
Laub, Geological Survey, and M, H, Howes, Buregu of lines, to deter—
mine the feasibility of the pxomnd exploratory program.

LOCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND CLIMATE

The Eddy claims are located in the upper end of Water Canyon,
high on the east slopé. of the House Range, about 1 mile northeast of
Notch Pesk., The claime are situated in Sections 2, 3, 11, and 12 of
unsurveyed T, 19 8., R, 14 W., S.L.B, & M,, approximately 58 miles
vest of Delta, Utah, a reilhesd on the main line of the Union Pacific
Railroad. The property is reached ty following paved U. S. Highway
6, 42 miles west from Delta, thence 5 miles north and 10 miles west
over fair dirt roasd to New Klondike mine, and thence about 1 mile
northwest ly trail,

The climate is semi-arid. Days are hot end nights arve cool dure
ing the summer months. {lainfall is light, In winter, snowfall is
generally light end tomp‘e;iatures are moderately low, |






HISTORY AND PRODUCTIQN
~ There is no known production from the property. It is helieved
the placer claims v§rb located primarily as a result ofdi;covary of
| scattered and erratic occurvences of placer gold in the sand end gravel
of the canyons cutiing the Notch Pesk querts monzonite intrusive,
Scheelite has been found at various places in the sand and grével.
| OWNERSHIP AND EXTENT
The Bddy group consists of eight unpatented placer claims, each
600 faet wide ly 1,500 feet long, located contiguously, end to end,
alang the botitom of Water Canyon, The claims are naned Eddy No, 1
. through Eddy No, 8.

Mr, Jesse ¥, Hales, 56 Lemon Place, Salt Luke City, Utsh, owns
70 percent of the capital stock of the company. He reports that
there are no liens or encumbrances against the property.

GE OLOGY

The ares in the vicinity of the Eddy claims is underlain largely
by Cembrian limestone and quartzite that has been intruded ty a quarts
mongonite stock, loeally known as the Notch Peak intrusive. Water
Canyon, in which the claime have been located, cuts deeply into the
Notch Peak intrusive near the bottom of the cenyon, along frantures
and joints, leaving huge boulders e¢ much as 40 feet in diameter.
Practically no alluvium or gravel is prane}:t in the boulder area and

. the canyon is only a few feet wide, \ o






Water Cenyon widens to about 100 feet at the east end of Eddy

Claim No, 3, end continues approximately 50 feet in width for the
remaining extent of the claims, a distance of about 9 ,500 fest., The
slope~wash in the area is approximately 5 feet deep and the applicant
reports that the underlying gravel is 30 fé@‘t deep. The exemining
geologist and enginesr believe that sn estimate of 30 feet of gravel
1s excessive, and that & maximm thickuess of 15 fest is more reason-
able,

GRE DEPGSITS

The tungsten and cobalt minerals are found in gravel that hes
been derived ty stream action of the Notch Pesk quartz monzonite,
‘The ore minerals cansist of scheelite and possibly some unidentl-
fied cobalt minerals, No cobalt minerals were seen ty the exsmiziing
team, and it may be assumed that the cobalt content of the gravel
is Qaignificmt. ‘

Four samples of the gravel were teken on the Eddy No. 3 claim,
the only claim accesgible at the tlze of the exsmination, The semples
‘are not coupletely representative of the deposit, for proper s#mpling
will require a more detailed method; thus the four samples takan
merely show the presence of tungsten in the placer deposit, The re-
sults of the samples are shown in the following tables






Sample Yo, . e —

1 {401 <01

2 (+01 (0L

3 .09 (<01

4 (01 ol
CRE KESERVES

. The eight claims in the Eddy group cover an area 12,000 feqt |
long end €00 feet wide, The Eddy Mos. 1 and 2 cladms, in the lower
part of Water Canyon, contaln insignificent smounts of gravel, Eddy
Nos. 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 sud 8 are estinated to contain 264,000 yards of
gravel over an extent of 9,000 feet. The content of tungstén end
cobalt in the gravels 1s considered to be too low to estimate reserves,

PRESENT STATUS , BXPLGRATION AND DEVE LOPMENT

With the exception of a few pits cxcavgtcd' in the bottom of the

wash, no exploration or development work has been done on the property.
FROP(BED EXPLGRATION

The applicant proposes to explore the tungsten~bearing gravel
ty sinking 16 shefts, o on each claim, to determine the content
of W03 and depth of gravel, The shafts are propoged 4 feet iy 6 feet
by 30 feet in depth, or until bedrook is reached. The work totals
480 feet of shafts, estimated Ly the applicant to cost $7,200,

The examining geologist and engineer believe the applicent's _
proposal is ndf. geologically: sound, The prob#bh costs for such sheft






work undoubtedly will be far in excess of the applicant's oatimati;

and the desired results will not be obtained, If the gravel is only
15 feet thick, a series of test pits should proire moﬁe effective and
be less expensive, It ia believed the gravels are too low in grade
to warrant exploratery work at this time,
CONCIUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Granite Placer Mining Co,, Millard Counfy, U'teh; haa applied
to the Defense Minerals Exploration adminisﬁration for & loan of
$7,200 to determine the amount and grade of scheelite and cobalt-
bearing gravels on the Bddy group of _claim. The applicant proposes
sinking 16 30-foot shefts, The claims are in an area completely
mrrounﬁod ty a quarts monsonite stock from ﬁhich the scheelite and
cobalt were derived. There are no measured or indicated reserves
&t the property. Samples taken show only a trace of tungsten and
cobalt,

The examining engineer and geologist believe the content of
tungeten and cobalt in the gravels is too low to warrant further
consideration at this time, It is therefore recommended that the

losn request Le denied, -
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

224 New Customhouse
Denver 2, Colorado

Memorandum

Toz Administrator, Defense Minerals Exploraxion Administretion
Attention: 200

From: Field Team, Region IV

Subject: Finel Report, DMEA Docket 2912 (Tungsten and Cobalt),
Jesse F. Hales, Granite Placer Mining Company, Millard
County, Utah.
Enclosed are the original and three coplies of the final re-

port on the subject docket, the original and one copy of Form 3b, and
g copy of the letter of denial to the applicant.

Lo Y

W. H. King

g. H. Koschmann

Enclosures

Reviewed b
)4
DMEA OPERATING COMMITTER






 UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION - o R
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. : ey

204 New Custombouse '  May 1k, 1953.
- Denver 2, Coloradc

Mr. Jesse ¥. Halss

56 Lemon Place
Salt Lake City k, ¥tah :
Re: Docket TNEA-2912
Dear Mr. Hales: '
Reforence is made to your spplicstion for Govmt ald
on the Iddy Group. ‘

' Projoctsqpmodbymmmahplarwbmn'
Mainistration mst, in its judgoent, show definite promise of
yielding material of acceptable grade, and in quantities that will
significantly improve the mineral swpply position for the Natienal
Def P ) . , : :

A careful study of your property snd dsisa available to
this agency reveals that the probability of disclosing significant
reserves of tungsten and cobalt by yeur propesed sxplerstion pregrmm
is nol considered sufficiently pramising to justify Govermment ’
participetion. WUnder these circmstsnces, we regret (¢ sadvise that
your application for explorsation aid is denied.

Yery trily yours,

o A. K. Keschmann
//} . ’ . ,1‘1& Tm, m 17
ce: c/Ac.‘lm:Ln:ltstrza.’(;or, DMEA . Reviewed b
SRWilson ) d 4
Ralph Roberts : ' . » DMEA OPERATING COLMITTER
AHXoschmonn o ' : '
Subject . : _ - S-22-5S3 -

Chron. : T o (date)






- UNITED STATES A
| DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF MINES

"2k Mev Custcumbouse wu,:&”s

Tos Pa Tews, Mm xv |
From: ’am:, Mining mmm, Region IV
Subject: Fioal mn, IMEA neem 912 (mm ud eobdc),

dssse 7. Kales, Graaite Plaser Kinisg Compasy, Nillant
County, Weah. : o

umdmnmmmora:ommmmmwe ’

‘mammmtm

. mmnm mnm tmaowu sink s:xtm m: an
mmx«rwmumunampmnsum .
mnommutmwmmtummutew
tmatumzmmwmmmmw«m:m
tion st this time. s . .

We coneur m thu uemmuon ot tlu mm Mnors M
the wp:u.cation be denfed. -
) 9< / ».

MR XL

_ tuhimu '

] Rovieved by
DM~A OPERATING CQANITTEE

‘5-.7: -3
T (@gpe) Lo






' UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

- BUREAU OF MINES
1600 EAST FIRST SOUTH STREET
SALT LAKE CITY 1, UTAH

My 8, 195)
Memorandum’ o
Tot W, H, King, Chief, Mining Division, Region IV

Froms ° Chief, Mnerals nmlopmt ranch, Mintng Divistoen,
~ Region IV

Subjects DMEA-2912, Jo-u F. Hales, Granite Ph«r lﬁn:l.ng co.,
- Mllaxrd County, Utsh

tnelond are the original and oight copies of a Joint
Gnginurlng and geologioc repert cevering exsmination of the subject
property ty M. K, Howes, Bureau of Mines, snd D, C, Laub, Geological
Survey, Also included are the required copies of a Summary, Con-
¢lusions and Recommendations seotion, three gopies each of forms
6~803 and 6-993, end the original broohuro. ‘

Placer deposits contuining amall qumtitin of uohuli’co
and an unidentified oobalt mineral or minerals occur in a narrow -
ceaxyon over a linear lemgth of 9,500 feet, The applicant has pro-
posed sinking 16 shafts, two on each of eight claims, to determine
tho thickness of graml and the content of tungsten and cebalt,

No reserves of commercial gnnl nay be ntiuud. The
oxamining engiveer and geologist believa the tumgsten and cobalt
oontent of the gravel is teo low t0 warrant further consideration
ot this time, It is recommended that tho loan request be denied,

I conour with this recommsndation,
W
tophon Re wilam o

~

Enclosures § .

) Rev1e ed by
~ DMEA OPERATING COMVITTEE"






SUMMARY , CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

By M, H, Howes and D, C, Laub

Jesse F, Hales, representing the Granite Placer Mining Co,, has
applied for a loan of $7,200 to conduct explerstion on tungsten-
cobalt placer deposits, Millard.County, Utah, The property was ex-
emined by DMEA pérsonnel during Merch 1953 for appraisal of the
exploratory proposﬁls.

The area in the vicinity of the placer deposits is underlain
largely by Cambrian limestone end quartzite that have been intruded
by the Notech Peak quartz-monzonite stock. The tungsten and cobalt
placer deposits have resulted from erosion of the quartz monzonite,

The applicant has proposed exploration of the placer deposits
ly sinking 16 shafts, two on each of eight claims, at a total esti- |
mated cost of $7,200, The éxamining engineer and geologist believe
the cost estimate to be too low.

No reserves of commercial placer gravels are estimated, as the
tungsten-cobalt content is considered to be too low. Recommendation

is made that the loan request be denied.

Reviewed by

DMEA OPERATING COAMMITTEE

$-22-53

(date)
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GRANITE PIACER MINING CO.
MILIARD COUNTY, UTAH
DMEA-2912
Tungsten~Cobalt €

. Engineering and Geologic Report

By M., He Howés
Mining engineer
Bureau of Mines

and

Do C, Laub
Geologist
Geological Survey

Revieweq by
FERATING COMMITTEE

—Y-2a-53
(date)
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| - INIRODUCTIN |

During Febmar& 1953, Mr, Jesse F, Hales, under DMEA docket
2912, made application for a Government loan of $7,200 to explore
i:‘or placer tungsten and cobalt by sinking a series of shallow shafts
on the Eddy group of claims, Granite Placer Mining Co., Millard Coun-'
ty, Utah.

Examination of the property was made March 24, 1953, by D. C.
Laub, Geological Survey, and M, H, Howes, Bureau of Mines, to deter—
mine the feasibility of the proposed exploratory program,

LOGATJ:ON, TOPOGRAPHY AND CLIMATE |

The Eddy claims are located in the upper end of Water Canyon,
high on the east slopé of the House Range, about 1‘mi.'_Le northeast of
Notch Peek. The claims are situated in Sections 2, 3, 11, and 12 of
unsurveyed T, 19 S., Rs 14 W., S.L¢B. & M., approximately 58 miles
west of Delta, Utah, a railhead on the main line of the Union Pacific
Railroad. The property is reached by following paved U. S, Highway
6, 42 miles west from Delta, thence 5 miles north and 10 miles west
over falr dirt road to New Klondike mine, and thence about 1 mile
northwest by trail,

The climate is semi-arid, Days are hot and nights are cool dur-
ing the summer months, Rainfell is light, .In winter, snowfall is

generally light and temperatures are moderately low,






HISTCRY AND PRODUCTION

There is no known production from the property, It is believed
the placer claims were located primarily as a fesult of disdovery of
scattered and erratic occurrences of placer gold in the sand and gravel
of the canyons cutting the Notch Peek quartz monzonite intrusive,
Scheelite has been_found at various places in the sand and gravel,

CWNERSHIP AND EXTENT

The Eddy group consists of elght unpatented placer claims, each
600 feet wide by 1,500 feet long, located contiguously, end to end,
along the bottom of Water Canyon., The claims are named Eddy No, 1
through Eddy No., 8e o g ‘ _

Mr, Jesse F, Hales, 56 Lemon Place, Salt Lake City, Uteh, iowns
70 percent of the capital stock of the company, He reports that
there are no liens or encumbrances ag_ainst the property.

GEOLOGY

The area in the vicinity of the Eddy claims is underlain largely
by Cambrian limestone and quartzite that has been intruded by a quartz
monzonite stock, locally known as the Notch Peak intrusive, Water
Canyon, in which the claims have been located, cuts deeply into the
Notch Peak' intrusive near the bottom of the canyon, along frantures
-and joints, leaving huge boulders as much as 40 feet in diameter.
Practical]y no alluvium or gravel is present in the boulder area and

the canyon is only a few feet wide,






Water Canyon widens to about 100 feet at the east end of Eddy
Claim No, 3, and continues approximately 50 feet in width for the
remaining extent of the claims, a distance of about 9,500 feet. The
slope—ﬁash in the area is approximately 5 feet deep and the applicant
reports that the underlying gravel is 30 feet deep, The examining
geologist and engineer believe that an estimate of 30 feet of gravel
is excessive, and that a maximum thickness of 15 feet is more reason-
able, |

~(RE IEPGSITS

The tungsten and cobalt minerals are found in gravel that has
been derived by stream action of the Notch Peak quartz monzonite.
The ore minerals consist of scheelite and possibly.some unidenti-
fied cobalt minerals, No cobalt minerals were seen ly the examining
team, and it may be assumed that the cobalt content of the gravel
is insignificant, ]

Four samples of the gravel were taken on the Eddy No. 3 claim,
the only claim accessible at the time of the examination, The samples
are not completely representative of the deposit, for proper sampling
will requiré a more detailed method; thus the four samples taken
merely show the presence of tungsten in the“placer deposit. The re- -

sults of the samples are shown in the following table:





1 {01 (01

2 {01 (+01

3 «09 (s01

4 (01 (01
ORE RESERVES

The eight claims in the Eddy group cover an area 12,000 feet
long and 600 feet wide. The Eddy Nos. 1 and 2 claims, in the lower
part of Water Canyon, contain insignificant amounts of gravel, Eddy
Noss 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 are estimated to contain 264,000 yards of
gravel over an extent of 9,000 feet, The content of tungsten and
cobalt in the gravels is considered to be too low to estimate reserves,
PRESENT STATUS , EXPLCRATICON AND DEVELOPMENT |
With the exception of a few pits excavated in the bottom of the
wash, no exploration or development work has been done on the property.
PROPGBED EXPLCRATION
The applicant proposes to explore the tungsten-bearing gravel
by sinking 16 shafts, two on each claim, to determine the content
of W03 and depth of gravel, The shafts are proposed 4 feet.hy 6 feet
by 30 feet in depth, or until bedrock is reached, The work totals
480 feet of shafts, estimated by the applicant to cost §$7,200,
- The ékamining geologist and enginger believe the applicant!s

proposal is not geologically. sound, The probable costs for such shaft






work undoubtedly will be far in excess of the applicant's estimate,
and the desired results will not be obtained. If the gravel is only
15 feet thick, a series of test pits should prove more effective and
be less expensive, It is believed the gravels are too low in grade
to warrant exploratory work at this time,
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Granite Placer Mining Co., Millard County, Utah, has applied
to the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration for a loan of
$7,200 to determine the amount and grade of scheelite and cobalt-
bearing gravels on the Eddy group of claims., The applicant proposes
sinking 16 30-foot shafts, The claims are in an area completely
surrounded by a quartiz monzonite stock from which the scheelite and
cobalt were derived., There are no ﬁeasﬁred or indicated reserves
at the property., Samples taken show only a trace of tungsten and
cobalt,

The examining engineer and geologist believe the content of
tungsten and cobalt in the gravels is too low to wariant further
gonsideration at this time, It is therefore recommended that the

loan request be denied,






UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

224 New Customhouse February 27, 1953,
Denver 2, Colorado EE%EEEHF@FIEEIaEgm;
Blense Minerelo ¢tyihrticy
RECERED
. hil 21053
Memorandum
Tos Administrator, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration

Attentions 200

~-.

Froms Executive Officer, Field Team, Region IV
Subjects Docketing for Exploration Assistance

Enolosed herewith in duplicate is DMA Form 3a and Form

MFel03 in duplicate and supporting data pertaining to the following
application for Govermment assistance in exploration works:

Josse F. Hales

56 Lemon Place
Salt Lake City 4, Utah Tt 2gs2

0. M K

We He King

Enclosures






(I;;V'ig;ﬁ;?g 1052) U ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TI-.NTEREEBRM ENT BB eEeRion so-r1035.2.
' “ENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINIST RATIGON:asc Minerals Ad:iustrotion
_ RE@E!VE@
Ll 21053
Not to be filled in by applicant ,

APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN
EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO ﬁiﬁﬁfi&iﬁ%ﬂ %__féé&

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE Date Received .ufn.o2e.cB <&
PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED _ Estimated Cost

" Participation (Government %) __i......___________

INSTRUCTIONS

1. Name of applicomt (a) State he ,Iﬂ ysur iullglegal name, the form in whlch you will w1sh to contract, and your
N . N -t _-./._-- ) Wl .W ............... -

(b) If other than an individual, add 6{(7 your name above whether a corporation, partnershlp, ete., and the name of the State
in which incorporated or otherwise organized.
' (¢) If a.corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers.
(d) If a partnership, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partners.

4 2. General—Read DMEA Order 1, “Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projects,” before completing this application.
Submit this application and all accompanying papers in quadruplicate (four copies), with your name and address on each
sheet of the application and on all accompanying papers. Where sufficient space is not provided on the form for all required
information, state it on an accompanying paper, with a reference in each case to the instruction to which it refers by number.

" Comply with all applicable instructions; or, if not applicable, so state. File the application with Defense Minerals Exploration
Administration, Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D. C., or with the nearest field executive officer thereof. : §

3. Applicant’s property rights.—(a) State the legal description of the land upon which you wish to explore, mcludmg all
land which you possess or control that may be benefited by the gx 101at'on, and exclyding any land or int i

not to be mclude in the exploration project q : “ .
/50 vt -zém%-é-&a%/ o/

(b) State any mine name by vg;uch the property is known.
(c) State your 1nte rest in the lang, whethepo

(d) If you are not th owner /submit with this apphcatlon a copy of the lease, contract, or other document under wh@ﬁ/y
you control the property.

(¢) If you own the land, describe any liens or encumbrances on it W o 7 i o DA

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

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

(b) State past and current production, and ore reserves, if any, giving quantities and grades.

(¢) Describe the geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, etc.), and your
reasons for wishing to explore INustrate with maps or sketches. Send with your application (but not necessarily as a part

of it) any geologic or engmeermg report assay maps, or other technologic mfor ation, yo may have, indicating on each
whether you require its return to you. %é(
)

(d) State the {; cts with respect to the acc s:blhty of the pg,]ec Access roads, dxstances 0 sh'fppmg supp?;r and residence
points. gz , , ,

(e) e avalla 111ty of manpower, ma 1als, sup ies, equlpment wate1 and power., 16—66551-1






/
( b) Descnbe fully the proposed work, 1nc1ud1ng a map or sketch of the property showing a plan (and cross sections if needed)
of any present mine workin §-§ d, the lgcafion: of the proposed exploration work as related to such featpres as contacts,

veins, ore-bearing beds, ete. iJ A

(¢) The work will start within éa
project contract.

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

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

(¢) Independent contracts.— (Note.—If the applicant does not intend to let any of the work to contractors, write “none”
after this item. To the extent that the work is to be contracted, do not repeat the cost of the contract-work in subsequent
items.) State the cost of any proposed independent contracts for the performance of all or any part of the work, expressed in

cov Vw%/w&? @I, e

. days and bd completed within ___._/£). months from the daté of an exploration

. terms of units of work (such as per foot of drilling, per foot of drlftmg, 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.

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

(d) Operating equipment.—Furnish an itemized list of any operatmg equlpment to be rénted, purchased, or whlch is owned

and will be furnished by ? Operator, yith the estimated re azg rchgse rice, or su fﬁste use-allo e b: present

value, as the case may be indi

(¢) Rehabilitation anfl repairs.—¥urnish a : ist showIng the cgst of any nec y initial fehgbilitation' or repairs
of existing buildings, installations, fi u1es, ant movable operating equiptfient, now ow‘(ﬁy the Opérafor and which will be
devoted to the exploration project.

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

" (9) Miscellaneous.—Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of repairs to and maintenance of operatmg equip en
1i1clud1ng initial rehabilitation or repairs of the Operator’s equipment), analytical work, accountmg, workmen’s compensatlon
and employers’ liability insurance, and payroll taxes.

(k) Contingencies—Give an estimate of any necessary allowances for contingencies not included in the costs stated above.

NoTE.—No items of general overhead, corporate management, interest, taxes (other than payroll and sales taxes), or any
. other indirect costs, or work performed or costs incurred before the date of the contract, should be included in the
estimate of costs.

7. (¢) Are you prepared to furnish your share of the cost of the proposed project in accordance with the regulations on

Government participation ‘(Sec. 7, DMEA No. 1)? - -
’ (b) How do you propose tc furmsh your share of the costs? éd/ﬂ%

IE Money D Use of equipment owned by you D Other

. Explain in detail on acompanying paper.

CERTIFICATION | R

The undersxgned whether as an individual, corporate officer, partner, or otherwise, both in his own behalf and acting for
the applicant, certifies that the information set forth in this form and accompanying papers is correct and complete, to the best
of his knowledge and belief.

Dated .. ﬁﬂ "j I‘W( /7Jj 195 Vl

(Apphcant)

A

Title 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to make a willfully ful;e statement. or representation to any depart-

ment or agency of the United States'as to any multer wnhm its jurisdiction.

u. s GOVERNMENT PRINTING ornc: 16—66551-1

ey

[
i






Salt Lake City, Utah, 2-24-53

U.S. Dept. of Interior:

I am making this application for aid to explore
8 placer claims in Millard County, Utah, I would like to
sink a series of shafts, 2 on each claim to ascertain the
depth of the gravel and also the mineral content, whether
or not it will average the same values down to bed rock
which I estimate to average about 30 ft. deep.

In handling this kind of ground it has been my
experience that it will cost $15.00 per ft. to sink a éhaft
4'x6' and timber it. Assuming we sink 16 shafts with an
average depth of 30 ft., or 480 ft, altogether, the cost

will be about $7200.00. I consider this to be conservative,.

Very truly yours,
/s/ Jesse F. Hales
56 lemon Place

Salt Lake City 4, Utah
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