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Arthur P. Ntl‘r, JTes v8ee m; wm
Commmod ity Committee :

Pinal Fisld Team Report, IMEA Docket 3206 (Mim), Reward R, Staker,
applicant, Buntington, Wiah; Coanrsd e:um, Red Canyen, ES niles west
of Temple Mountain, Emdary County, Utah

» The !1«.1& Team Roport on the results of the examinstion of
the property identified above has beenreviewed, The applicant's
request for IMEA assistance was denied in Region Iv._r :

Comment

The geclogist examiner found that wanium-bearing meterial
oa the claims consisted meinly of cerbomired Cragents erratically
distributed in sshdstone of the busal bed of the Shinsrump conglomerate.
The roek itsslf does not comteim any comsmzcisl ore. The ssownt of :
ursniws-besring carbonised wood on the Comrsd claims does not apposr
to be sufficient to bring the ecocmpanyisg rock up t¢ ore grade and
nearby mines have shipped only seell gusntities of margimal ore. For
these reasons, it was concluded that the Conrad claims de not offer
nuch promise for the discovery of significent deposits of urarium ore
and that any discovery would be small and of low srwdko. Denial of the
am:licn.ﬁm vas therefore recommended,

; Conolusion
I concur with the recommendation eof the mmm nexber

of mriaammthemuunormrmammmmm
application.

Copies to: E. Wu, Ellis (2)
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Arthur P, Butler, Jr., U808 m, tfmnm
Camodity Committse

Finsl Picld Tems Report, BEEA Deckrt 3aos (Urentan), Eowsrd R. Steker,
applicent, Iumtington, Veah; MCW, Red Caxyom, 25 miles west
of Temple Mountein, mm:

E mnmmmwmmuwtummw :
the property ldentified akove has boen reviewed, The sgplicamt's
.mmtfwmmm‘ml Mﬁmmﬂ.

Commenct

The geologist exawimer found thet uwraaive-dearing msterial
on the clains eomsisted meinly of carbenised fraguewts erratically
distridbuted in sendstone of tie besal Ded of the Shicarump cemglomerate,
- The rock itself does not contain sxy commmucial ere, The swount of
sranivm-bearing carbomized wood on the Comrsd claims does wot appesr
te be sufficient to bring the scompanying rock up (o ore grade and
nearby mimes tave shippsd cmly small quantitios of siarginmml ore. TFor
these ressons, it ves soncluded that the Conrad elaims do mot offer
auch promise for the discovery of siguificent deposits of wanium ore
mmwmwwm«umumummm. Dental of the
thmmmrw. :

Conclusiog
Imﬂﬁ&cnmm ton of the symmining member
of the Field Tesm ond the action of the Piald Yeam in denying the
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STANDARD FORM NO. 64 Cy

®
Oﬁ‘ice Memomndum ° UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

TO

FROM

SUBJECT :

e n e 'wr\ﬁf’:[:?”""’\
(\ o Ve mudu)

: E. Wm. Ellis, DMFA Member, Uranium Commodity DATE:. FebruanynahLA;95h
Committee - AU
: Arthur P. Butler, Jr., USGS Member, Uranium L2 3 A0SA

Commodity Committee

Final Field Team Report, IMEA Docket 3206 (Uranium), Howard R. Staker,
applicant, Huntington, Utah; Conrad Claims, Red Canyon, 25 miles west
of Temple Mountain, Emery County, Utah

The Field Team Report on the results of the examination of
the property identified above has been reviewed. The applicant's
request for IMEA assistance was denied in Region IV.

Comment

The geologist examiner found that uranium-bearing material
on the claims consisted mainly of carbonized fragments erratically
distributed in sandstone of the basal bed of the Shinarump conglomerate,
The rock itself does not contain any commercial ore. The amount of
uranium-bearing carbonized wood on the Conrad claims does not appear
to be sufficient to bring the accompanying rock up to ore grade and
nearby mines have shipped only small quantities of marginal ore. For
these reasons, it was concluded that the Conrad claims do not offer
much promise for the discovery of significant deposits of uranium ore
and that any discovery would be small and of low grade. Denial of the
application was therefore recommended.

Conclusion
I concur with the recommendation of the examining member

of the Field Team and the action of the Field T in dgnhying the
application. 2 Zf

Copies to: E. Wm. Ellis (2)

l





_ UNITED STATES -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR  cory

DEFENSEVMlNERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

22l New Customhouse o January 28,'195&;
Denver 2, Colorado : R S

- Memorandum .

To: ' . Administrator, Defense Minerals Exploratlon Admlnlstratlon
Attention. 200

From:.  Field Team, Reglon Iv
" Subjects Report of Examination - DMEA Docket 3206 (Uranlum),
S AHoward R. Staker, Contrad clalms, Emery Coumty, Utah.

Enclosed are four copies of the report of examlnatlon on
,the subJect docket, a copy of the letter of denlal to the appllcant,
and two coples of Form 3b. S o ;

. /S/ Wo' '—_H. King
/s/ A. H. Koschmann

Enclosures

L Revievod by
DMEA OLERATIEM COMMITTES

9-/2-54

(date) " o
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© UNITED STATES
'DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR  coPY

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

22l New Customhouse , ' . . January 28, 195L.
Denver 2, Colorado = . ‘

| Mr. Howard R. S’oaker ‘
Box 401 : , .
Huntington, Utah . . Re: Docket No. DMEA-3206

-Deér Mr. Staker:

: Reference is made to your appllcatlon for Government
aid on the Conrad claims,

: Projects approved by the Defense Minerals Exploration
-Administration must, in its judgment, show definite promise of
' yielding material of acceptable grade, and in quantities that will
significantly improve the mlneral supply p081t10n for the Natlonal
Defense Program. ' )

A careful study of your property and data avallable to
this agency reveals that the probability of disclosing mineable
reserves of Uranium 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
‘ Field Team, Reglon v

‘ . : _ /s/ A. H. Koschmann
HMC:cwm o * Field Team, Region IV

cec: Docket ) _
Administrator, DMEA
RPFischer
" ERGordon
. AHKoschmann (2)
. .Chron.

, Revievod by
DM‘EA OPERATING COMMITTER

2-)2-54 .

(datg)






UNITED STATES _
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR “

| | GEOLOGICAL SURVEY e,
bﬁ'm Minerals Expioration lsdnmia,traﬂon M e
Deaver Feders!i Center L

_ Denver 2, Colorado

Lo . - ‘ . . - INREPLY REFER TO:

_ ﬂ;n'cembar. 22. {
' -'ﬂamrandun .
To: mx Ftﬂﬁ ‘fm, ﬁtglon o
: Frms A, l% ﬁoschmnn N : .
'Subjech DMEA Mei‘ 3206 Ct:mrad Clmm. Enery Coun'rgr Uﬂh ‘

. - Aﬁ'achad bre il copies of the gaofog:c report by R c. |
Roabocx of the u. S. mjogica% Sw‘m cmrmg the above docket.

it hes b‘?"ﬁ“ rmmé that the application be denied.

. o Efedeen
S s }‘:/""A.Hloﬁcmann

- Supervising Gco}oglsf
Colorzdo-iiyoming

Enclosures (11)

: o ' : ' o B o -+ ‘Reviewsd by
. S e S o ol - DMEA OVBKATING COMMITTEE

_3'2/254

(date)






7/;

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
P. 0. BOX 360
GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

December 21, 1953
Memorandum

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

Froms R. P. Fischer
Colorado Plateau District Office

Subjects DMEA 3206, Conrad claims, Emery County, Utah

Transmitted herewith are eleven copies of a geologic report
on the Conrad claims of Howard R. Staker, Emery County, Utah. The
applicant proposes to drive 300 feet of drift to explore for uranium.
Total cost is estimated to be $6,950, of vhich the Government's share
would be $5,450.

The attached report was prepared by R. C. Robeck and is
based on a joint examination on November 18 with W. E. Young, Bureau
of Mines. '

On the basis of the production record of nearby deposits,
samples obtained from the Conrad claims, and geologic relations, it
is concluded that the Conrad claims do not offer much promise for the
discovery of significant deposits of uranium, and for that reason it
is recommended that the application be denied.

I concur with the conclusions and recommendations.

R. P. Fischer
Acting District Supervisor

Enclosures (11)

RPF/mlr
cc: S. Re Wilson

Reviewsd by
DVRA OUERATIEG COMMITIEE

___«l'/‘?' 51./

(date),






UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DOUGLAS McKAY, SECRETARY
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

REPORT OF EXAMINATION BY FIELD TEAM
REGION IV

DMEA DOCKET 3206, The Conrad Claims

Emery County, Utah

Uranium

Geologic Report

R.C. Roebeck -
U. S. Geological Survey

December 21, 1953

Roviewed by
DMEA OFERATIRG COMMITTEE

A=)2-5 4

(date)






DMEA 3206
THE CONRAD CLAIMS
EMERY COUNTY, UTAH

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

v

The owners of the Conrad claims have applied (Docket 3206) to
the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration for assistance to
explore for uranium in Emery County, Utah. The applicant (Howard R.
Staker) proposes to spend a total of $6,950.00, of which $250 is for
road work; the rest is for driving 300 feet of drift. The applicant
would use his own equipment and supervise the work. This would re-
duce the amount of the Government's contribution to $5,450.00.

The property was examined on November 18, 1953, in company with
w. EolYoung of the U. 8. Bureau of Mines. |

The Conrad claims consist of three claims located about 25 miles
by road west of Temple Mountain. The claims were easily reached by
car, but the road is in the bottom of Red Canyon wash for several |
miles and thus impassable during times when water is flowing. Any road
- improvements would be subject to severe erosion by large flash floods.

The mineralized sediments are in the basal beds of the Shinarump
conglomerate andbc;msist principally of lenses and fragments of carbon-
ized wood around‘or near silicified logs, emplaced in lenses of sand-
stone and conglomerate. Because radioactivity of equivalent intensity
to appear to be of commercial importance seems to be only in the carbon-
ized fragments, and because the amount of the fragments is limited, it

|
is recommended that this application be denied.





GEOLOGY
The claims are on the west flank of the San Rafael Swell. Exposed
rocks range from the Triassic Moenkopi to the Jurassic Navajo sandstone.
All strata dip about 4® to the northwest and strike about N 60° E.
The host rock, in the area of the Conrad claims, is the Shinarump
conglomerate (?). The Shinarump is a light gray conglomeratic sandstone
which averages'about 30 feet in thickness. Locally the Shinarump‘cliff

is stained red by the down wash from the overlying Chinle.

At the Conrad claims, the stratigraphy in descending order is:

Shinarump (?)

15-20° conglomeratic sandstone cliff
3-15!(?) Mudstone, green-gray, lenticular
0-6'. . Bandstone, light gray, medium grained
0-31 Conglomerate, light gray

channel cut O to 5 feet into Moenkopi

' Moenkopi
39(?) Mudstone, grayish-green, shaly
157 £ Siltstone, reddish, shaly
Indications are that the owners interpretation that there is a

200-foot wide channel trending N. 25° W. is reasonably correct.





ORE DEPOSITS

The mineralized outcrops are in the basal chapnel sediments of
the Shinarump (?) conglomerate. The Shinarump-Moenkopi contact was
examined for the presence of observable uranium minerals or abnormal
radioactivity. In no place was uranium minerals obserfed; all ab-
normal radioactivity detected by the geiger counter appeared to be
associated with thin pod-like seams of carbonized wood scattered
irregularly in the sandstone or basal conglomerate or surrounding
the silicified logs. The highest count obtained was 4.0 mr per hour
on some carbonized wood. The highest count of 0.7 mr on rock was
obtained in the basal conglomerate. The background inside the drift
was O.l4 mr. The background outside the drift was 0.015 mr.

Four samples were taken in places and in methods which correspohd
with those'taken by the applicant. The results as shown in the table
on the map (fig. 1) verify the owner's statement that there is no
commercial ore showing.

Small uranium mines nearby have shipped small quantities of
marginal ore, but no ore was shipped from the Conrad claims during
the process of exploration, possibly because the material is not of
high enough grade to be shipped at a profit.

Sample analyses and outcrop examination show that the rock as
such does not contain any commercial ore. The uranium appears to
be only in the carbonized wood, which is irregularly scattered through
the rock. The amount of carbonized wood so far mined has not been

great enough to bring the accompanying rock up to ore quality.





P

L

The shipper probably would be penalized for the high CaCO3 content,
and probably would not receive much additional payment because of the
low vanadium confentow

These various facts and probabilities indicate that commercial ore

does not exist in the area outlined for prospecting.
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

It is»concluded that the Conrad claims do not offer much promise
for the discovery of significant deposits of uranium ore, and that any
discovery that might be made wpuld be small and of low grade. The avail-
able tbnnage of carbonized wood would not justify the expense of mining.

It is recommended, therefore, that this application be denied.
|

|
|
I
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UNITED STATES T
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 7 .uid
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION . '_ = O e

WASHINGTON 25, D.C. )

224 New Customhouse January 28, 1954.
Denver 2, Colorado

Memorandum

To: Administrator, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
~ Attention: 200

From:  Field Team, Region IV

Subject: Report of Examinastion - DMEA Docket 3206 (Uranium),
Howard R. Staker, Conrad claims, Emery County, Utah.

Enclosed are four copies of the report of examination on
the sub,ject docket, a copy of the letter of denial to the applicant,
and two copies of Form 3b.

e
. H. King v
oK

4 A. H. Koschmann

Enclosures
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R UNITED STATES S R,
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . S o
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION Y et

WASHINGTON 25, D. C. '

22 New Customhouse | January 28, 1954.
" Denver 2, Colorado : , .

Memorandum |

To: Administrator, Defense Minerals Explora.tie»n Administration
Attention' 200 .

From: ?ield Team, Region IV

Subject: Report of Examination = DMEA Docket 3206 {(Uranium),
" Howard R. Staker, Conrad claims, Emery County, Utah.

Enclosed are four copies of the report of examination on

the subject docket, a copy of the letter of denial to the applicant,
and two copies of Form 3b.

wﬁ7w
W. H. King \>7

- A. H. Xoschmann

Enclosures





UNITED STATES -

- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . =~
~ DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION R
. WASHINGTON 25 D. C _
224 New Customhouse . o i 7 - January 28, 195k.

- Denver 2, Colorado

Mr. Howard R. Stsker
Box 401 : :
Buntington, Utah s ‘ .
" Re: Docket No. DMEA-3206

Dear Mr. Staker.

Reference is made to you:r a.pplication for (:overmnent
aid on the Conrad claims

ijects approved by the Defense Minerals Exploration
Administration must, in its Jjudgment, show definite promise of
yielding material of acceptable grade, and in quantities that will
significantly improve the mineral supply position for the Rational
: Defense Program. '

A 'careml study of your prope_rty and data available to
this agency reveals that the probability of disclosing minpeable
reserves of Uranium is not considered sufficiently promising to
. Justify Government participation. Under these circumstances, we

. regret to advise that your s.pplication for exploration aid is
denied.

Very "l:m.l,y yours,

(/0%7"@/»«7
o King

w' B"
Field Team, Begion IV

HMC:cwm

cc: VRchet
Administrator, DMEA oo '
RPFischer A ?ield Team, Rebgion Iv
ERGordon A ' . :
AHKoschmann (2)
Chron.






‘ o P . c IN‘REPLY‘REFER_ fro{
-~ UNITED STATES B RS
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ~ ~ '~ =
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY e

Defense mnerals Exploration Admmis'trahoa =8 ﬂﬁ’?ff,
Benver Federal €enter R
Denver 2, Colorado

" Decomber 22, 1933

nomorandum o .
Toi m mld Tesm, aogzon w
'f’rom: E F Koschmnn

~ Subject: ﬁMEA Dockef 320&, Conrad’ ciams. Emery c«:un-ry,, U'i'ah

Aﬂ'ached are 11 copies of the geologic ropart by R. €.
Roebeck of the U. 5. Seological Survcy covermg the above docket,

t has ‘been recommndad, ‘I"ha'r fhe applic&ﬂon ho demed. |

' AP IR /*' A. H. K:)schmannv

Supervising Geologlst
- Colorado-iWyoming

En;c'losm‘-e‘sf’(n)' A





UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
P. 0. BOX 360
GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

December 21, 1953
Memorandum

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

From: R. P. Fischer
Colorado Plateau District Office

Subject: DMEA 3206, Conrad claims, Emery County, Utah

Transmitted herewith are eleven copies of a geologic report
on the Conrad claims of Howard R. Staker, Emery County, Utah. The
applicant proposes to drive 300 feet of drift to explore for uranium.
Total cost is estimated to be $6,950, of vhich the Government's share.

would be $5,L450.

The attached report was prepared by R. C. Robeck and is
based on a joint examination on November 18 with W. E. Young, Bureau
of Mines. "

On the basis of the production record of nearby deposits,
samples obtained from the Conrad claims, and geologic relations, it
is concluded that the Conrad claims do not offer much promise for the
discovery of significant deposits of uranium, and for that reason it
is recommended that the application be denied.

I concur with the conclusions and recommendations.

R. P. Fischer:
Acting District Supervisor

Enclosures (11)

RPF/mlr

ccs S. R. Wilson





- UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DOUGLAS McKAY, SECRETARY
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

REPORT OF EXAMINATION BY FIELD TEAM
REGION IV

DMEA DOCKET 3206, The Conrad Claims

Emery County, Utah

Uranium

Geologic Report

R.C. Roebeck
U. S. Geological Survey

December 21, 1953





DMEA 3206
THE CONRAD CLAIMS
EMERY COUNTY, UTAH

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

The owners of the Conrad claims have applied (Docket 3206) to
the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration for assistance to
explore for uranium in Emery County, Utah. The applicant (Howard R.
Staker) proposes to spend a total of $6,950.00, of which $250 is for
road work; the rest is for driving 300 feet of drift. The applicant
would use his own equipment and supervise the work. This would re-
duce the amount oflthe Government's contribution to $5,450.00.

The property was examined on November 18, 1953, in company with
W. E. Young 6f the U. 8. Bureau of Mines.

The Conrad claims consist of three claims located about 25 miles
by road west of Temple Mountain. The claims were easily reached by
car, but the road is in the bottom of Red Canyon wash for several | .
milés and thus impassable during times when water is flowing. Any road
improvements would be subject to severe erosion by large flash floods.

The mineralized sediments are in the basal beds of the Shinarump
conglomerate and consist principally of lenses and fragments of carbon-
ized wood around'or near silicified logs, emplaced in lenses of sand-
stone and conglomerate. Because radioactivity of equivalent intensity
to appear to be of commercial importance seems to be only in the carbon-
ized fragments, and because the amount of the fragments is limited, it

l +
is recommended that this application be denied.





GEOLOGY

The claims are on the west flank of the San Rafael Swell. Exposed
rocks range from the Triassic Moenkopi to the Jurassic Navajo sandstone.
All strata dip about L° to the northwest and strike about N 60° E.

The host rock, in the area. of the Conrad claims, is the Shinarump
conglomerate (?). The Shinarump is a light gray conglomeratic sandstone
which averageslabout 30 feet in thickness. Locally the Shinarump cliff
is stained red by the down wash from the overlying Chinle.

At the Conrad claims, the stratigraphy in descending order is:

' Shinarump (%)
15-20¢ conglomeratic sandstone cliff
3-151(?) Mudstone, green-gray, lenticular
0-6'.. . BSandstone, light gray, medium grained
0-31 Conglomerate, light gray

channel cut O to 5 feet into Moenkopi

Moenkopi
31(?) Mudstone, grayish-green, shaly
15' #  Siltstone, reddish, shaly
Indications are that the owners interpretation that there is a

200~-foot wide channel trending N. 250 W. is reasonably correct.





ORE DEPOSITS

The mineralized outcrops are in the basal channel sediments of
the Shinarump (?) conglomerate. The Shinarump-Moenkopi contact was
examined for the presence of observable uranium minerals or abnormal
radioactivity. In no place was uranium minerals obserfed; all ab-
normal radioactivity detected by the geiger counter appeared to be
associated with thin pod-like seams of carbonized wood scattered
irregularly in the sandstone or basal conglomerate or surrounding
the silicified logs. The highest count obtained was .0 mr per hour
on some carbonized wood. The highest count of 0.7 mr on rock was
obtained in the basal conglomerate. The background inside the drift
was O.ly mr. The background outside the drift was 0,015 mr.

Four samples were taken in places and in methods which correspond
with those taken by the épplicanto The results as shown in the table
on the map (fig. 1) verify the owner'sstatement that there is no
commercial ore showing.

Small uranium mines nearby have shipped small quantities of
marginal ore, but no ore was shipped from the Conrad claims during
the process of exploration, possibly because the material is not of
high enough grade to be shipped at a profit. |

Sample analyses and outcrop examination show that the rock as
such does not contain any commercial ore. The uranium appears to
be only in the carbonized wood, which is irregularly scattered through
the rock. The amount of carbonized wood so far mined has not been

great enough to bring the accompanying rock up to ore quality.





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

November 9, 1953

Memorandum
To: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region IV
From: Chief, Operation's Control and Statistics Division

Subject: Assignment of Docket Number DMEA-3206
There is listed below the assigned docket number to

an application recently received from Region IV ,

DMEA=3206 Howard R, Staker

R N Y R AT AN
POBERT £ AUAG D

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

Interior—-Dunlicating Section. Washineton. D. C. A400%
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UNITED’ATES'DEPARTM“ENT OF THE'INT’IOR | TomApprovet e
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION .

MF-103
(Revised April 1952)

@mnw"w 7 T TEAIOR

IS

Lo buacies me""mm Not to be ﬁlled in by applicant

APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN Rl
EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT T@"''= ¢ «“@Zi:;tofﬁgffé’ - 43R 6 ...

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE Date Received . 22— P .= 5.8
PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED Estimated Cost .....

Participation (Government %) ...

INSTRUCTIONS

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

mailing address: m@)" e EE eluiﬁf, Ee 3N wa’ JUOEAT TR0, veah -

.-g:’\_gm -' _______
8 maﬂ""ﬁax@?;"fﬁfe b e GR T, UG eon, Ut
i P .4 SO
al%) (i?other t a?l%ﬁ %E? gnd\ua E’L§df ‘%‘7‘ r’name above whether a corporatlon, partnership, etc., and the name of the State
in which incorporated or otherwise organized.
(¢) If a corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers.
(d) If a partnership, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partners.

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

8. 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,,-.uﬁ_i: ""ﬁ%"'ﬂ“ __________ ig___gﬁ__a_;i _@@@_@y_ﬁ_i_“} ___.@__ ﬁ._f?_-@i(’_”‘_""_"-’_m
= ¥ Y N ol [ )

imeles ehvoe vlaiony Uonred toe X, ik d«u B 585, GIBRAE e 2y D I=E

TSGR IS HRE 0 3y B dw A0 e Y ST IO CRted e ey Canysn s artel
W\&/‘?(} ’Staté g?n mlggsr%:r:lg\gy’wh}:'h@fhé pro’perty 1si’knowﬂe‘*\ },wi lé gé}'@ LPLM, Uu&h.

(¢) State your interest in the land whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherw1se

CITACT . JOFAGOR®

A
TENTIOT AEG i g5 B Q.»Lf SRIXTY AU
‘ 35"%8‘ I‘f‘z?(%va%‘e not the%wner, submif wi t%ns app ;%:35 ion a c})'pyxof t! L’fease,ﬁcgntract or other document under which

you control the property.

(e) If you own the land, describe any hens or encumbrances on it ”‘:}ﬁ o

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

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

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

(¢) Describe the geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, etc.), and your
reasons for wishing to explore, Illustrate with maps or sketches. Send with your application (but not necessarily as a part
of it) any geologic or engineering report, assay maps, or other technologic information you may have, indicating on each
whether you require its return to you.

(d) State the facts with respect to the access1b1hty of the progect Access roads, dlstances to shlppmg, supply and resxdence
points. .

(e) State the availability of manpower, matena]s, supphes, equlpment water, and power" o ' IH“M-{





A

5. The explom'tidn project.—( tate the mineral or minerals for which you & to explore . oo

RERLR 0 FRP N
(b\ i 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 .s‘uch features as contacts,

veins, ore-bearing beds, ete.

(¢) The work will start within __... ' days and be completed within _____._____ months from the date of an exploration
project contract. @J

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

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

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

(b) Labor, supermszon, 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 costmg less than §50 each
and power, water and fuel..

(d) Operating equipment.—Furnish an itemized list of .any operating equipment to be rented purchased, or whlch is owned
and will be furnished by the: Operator, with the estlmated 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 w1ll 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. .

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

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

NoTE.—No items of general overhead, corporate management, interest, taxes (other than payroll and sales taxes), or any

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

(a) Are you prepared to furnish your share of the cost of the proposed pro,]ect in accordance with the regulations on
Government participation . (Sec. 7, DMEA No. 1)?

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

I:l Money Q ’Use of equipment owned, by srou Other

Explain in detail on acompanying paper.

CERTIFICATION

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

wOVETDIY 3 - 3
Dated -b}n; B, ' ,195‘?_.

(Ap; 1c.mt)
By----/é;,l A -e..__ R - LT PPl e

Covnrd Qe Soaker

Tltle 18 U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to make a willfully false statement or representation to any depart-
ment or agency of Ihe Umled States as to any matter within its jurisdiction. :

U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICK  16—66551-1
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: H‘:er R. Seaker
Huntington, Utah

_ Plenty of ma npower is available at lumvington, Castle
Dale or Cleveland, Utah. Water for camp purposes will have ©o be
hauled from Huntington, a lse gasoline and oil. Wa ter for drill-
ing purposes can be hz uled from ponds nearby ngst of the time
a2 nd any time from tho Muddy River, about 6 miles to the south.

' The proposed work to be done consists of one drift 200
feet a long the course of the cha nkel a s shown on the "hetail
[lap® along with cross-cuts of about 25 feet ea ¢h a ¢ interva ls.
of 50 feetalong the course of the drift and a lternating from | -
each side as shown on the map, or a total of 300 feet of drift.

The drift is to f£ollow a long the contact of the shinarump which
has a dip of about L to 7 degrees from the surfa ce. o

, "~ The applicant desires to obtain a loam to be paid on_

a footage basis, monthly, in order to carry out the proposed plan.
The applicant dows not feel that he can put forth more tha n one
months work of the progre m without recelving assista nce to carry

on the next month. In just plain la ngua ge, if the goverment
will only pay its share when the project is completed, a loa n
would be of  no value. The cost per foot has been estima ted as
shown in the attached esgimate to be § 2 2. 3.3 . The total
cost being 8 A §ﬂér2f*®ma— ‘ \ ‘ ' :

+© “In order to nave better aceess to the workings, the
applicant proposes to build, by hiring a bulldozer, about 500
feot of road which is shown separately from the cost of drift
work per foot and. is included inm the total ¢ost of project.

, The a pplicant proposes to supervise the proposed work
throughout. I have had one and one-half years ofdevelopument work
and mining experience with Silver King ifines, a nd Park Uta h Cont e
liines in Park City, Utah. Two and one=half years of Uraniua min-
ing experience with Ferron Uraniun lining Co. And one year in a
coal mine. o : o ' ' .
_Phe a pplicant proposes to furnish his sha re of the
expense through use of equipment and supervisions : :






L

The shipper probably would be penalized for the high CaCOB content,
and probably would not receive much additional payment because of the
low vanadium confentq.

These various facts and probabilities indicate that commercial ore

does not exist in the area outlined for prospecting.
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

It is concluded thét the Conrad claims do not offer much promise
for the discovery of significant deposits of uranium ore, and that any
discovery that might be made would be small and of low grade. The avail-
able tonnage of carbonized wood would not Justify the expense of mining.

It is recommended, therefore, that this application be denied.
!

i
i
i
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