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((i	 UNITED STAT	 Surname copy 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 	


( WASHINGTON 25 D C 


MAY31955	 ;z. 


1!r, C. fl. Bosveii, President 
Cedar Ridge Uranius Corporation 
16(t1 South 1(ain, Rocq 217 
Rouston, Texas


Re: Docket o. tA..397 (Th,anitz) 
Cedar Ridge and 1aek Bird 
groups of claiis


fl L 


D*ar Mr. 1oeweU: 


Tour application for aid in an ploratio project and 
other infoi,ation aailabie to us in Wàshtrzgtort conosrni.ng your 
aboe-. ed property? hav been rstev,d. 


pjj ppo4	 t I fSnse Ilinera a pioration.

Adrt±nistration mnat, in its udgsnt, iow definite poiee OS 
yielding raterials ot acceptebl* grade in quantitiee that viii 
significantly iipro'e the izinerai supply position for the Naticv1 
Defense Program. 


Careful sty of aU our intormation, atbough noting a 
eiai1 a1Tour1t of uran.b minersli*tion t your property, indicates to us that the prebebility of disclosing inab]e ore r.s.ris 
by your proposed progran is not sufficiently prc*ting to ustii 
Oovernmeit partieipation. We regret to 54viae you, under these 
circutancss, that your application for eloration assistance isdenied.


wish t* thank you for your	 Lfl th Defense
Minerals Program and fo!' bringing your p :rty to our attention,. 


Sincerely? yonro,
I p 


0 MiVtend 


MChmg/gla 


cc to' Adnu'. RMding File 
Operatir Committee 


•	 DocktV	 •. 
Messrs. J. E. Crawford, Bin. 361.l 


T. H. Kiilsgaard, Bin. S221i 
J. C. Hosted, Rn. 3210, GSA 
Code700	 • 
Mr.Ching	 : 


F.eld Team, Re gion ITI (2)
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


April 28, l9S 


OF
Original	 700 
(Docket) 


Summary of Proposed Project 


Object:	 Denial of appiication for an exploration project. 


Docket No .,: DjdjEA3597 


Commodity: Uranium 


Applicant: Cedar Ridge Uranium Corporation 
l6oI. South Main, Room 217 
Houston, Texas 


Property:	 29 mining claims, Cedar Ridge 1 - 17, 20, 21, and 
Black Bird 1 - 10, in Sec. 1, T. 18 5., R. 10 E. 
sec. 36, T. 17 54, R. 10 E., sections 6 and 7, T 
18 S., R. 11 B., Emery County, Utah. 
Applicant is the owner through purchase. 


Date of 
Application: November L, l9SIi. 


Amount of 
Application: $132,68.00 


Work 
Proposed:	 62 core drill holes aggregating 23,900 feet to be 


drilled in two stases. Depth of holes expected to 
range from 100 to LO feet. No definite horizon 
outlined as target. 
Estimated Cost: 


Contract drilling 23,900 ft. @ 3.00 	 7l,70O.0O 
Labor, supervision, consultants 	 3Li., 760.00 
Other costs	 16,22f.00 
Contingencies	 lOOOO. 00 


Total	 l32, 68.00 
Government 


participation @ 7	 99,513.7 


Field Team 
Report:	 Submitted April 8, 19SS. R. C. Roheck, USGS and 


W. B. loung, USBM. 


Only the Brushy basin member of the Morrison forma-
tion outcrops on the subject property, The bait 
IJash member is not exposed but is probably present 
under a S00'-'foot thickness of Brushy Basin sediments.
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Applicant wishes to drill through the Brushy Basin 
into the &lt Wash, but no specific objectives in. 
the latter member were identified4 Since there is 
no geologic evidence of favorable objectives in the 
Salt Wash on this property the proposed work appears 
to be "wildcat" in nature0 i'3hile earlier exploration 
on the property disclosed uranium mineralization near 
the top of the Brushy Basin such occurences are believed 
to be too spotty and erratic to warrant further explora-
tion1 flernmendation made to deny the application. 


Commodity Committee Members' Comments: 


Geological Survey R3 D 1. Trace * April 20, l9 


No uranium is known to occur in the Salt Wash in this 
area. As there is no target for exploration, concurs 
with the Field Team that application should be denied. 


Bureau of Mines - John E. Crawford - April 21, 195 


Discussed with AEC representative. Concurs with Field 
Team's recommendation for denial. 


Rare' and Miscellaneous Metals Division - Michael Ching - April 28, l95 


Small, erratic, near-surface occurrences of uranium 
in the Brushy J3asin member of the Morrison formation, 
apparently encouraged Applicant to believe that signifi-
cant bre deposits could be found in depth. The compara-
tively deep drilling required to reach the ore bearing 
Salt Wash member, and 'the lack of favorable geological 
factors, places the proposed exploration in thei1d-
catting' category. 


Conclusions and Recommendations: 


The property contains no evidence of favorable 
potentialities, and the proposed exploration would 
be hazardous and costly. It is recommended that 
the application be denied. 


£i$ el 
Ernest Wm, Ellis, Chief 
Rare and Miscellaneous 
Metals Division
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WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


April 21, 1955 


Memorandum 


To:	 Ernest William Ellis, DNF4A Member 
Uranium Commodity Committee 


From:	 Bureau of Mines Member 
Uranium Commodity Committee 


Subject: Field Team report of examination, DMA Docket 3597, 
Cedar Ridge Uranium Corporation, Emery County, Utah 


I have reviewed the Field Team report of examination, 
DME.A Døcket 3597, Cedar 'Ridge Uranium Corporation, nerç County, 
Utah; and I have discussed it with Joseph 0. Hosted, Washington 
representative of the Atomic Energy Commission. 


We concur with the Field Team's recommendation that the 
application for assistance be denied 


The report is being forwarded to the Chief, DivisIon of 
Minerals, in accordance with the routing slip attached thereto,, 


John E. Crawford
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


WASHINGTON 25, D.C.


IN REPLY REFER 


'


)	 \ i9 
April 20, 1955 


Re: E4EA.-3597 
Cedar Ridge Uran. Corp. 
Emery Co., Utah, 
$132,685 - Uranium 


Meinorand.um 


To:	 E. W. Ellis, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


From:	 R. D. Trace, U. S. Geological Survey 


Subject: Review of Field Team report 


The applicant proposes to drill for uranium in the Salt Wash. 
No uranium, is known to occur in this member in the area, although a 
few small pods have been found in the overlying Brushy Basin. 


As there is no target for exploration, I concur with the 
Field Team and recommend. that the application be denied. 


Ad 
'PEb / A-'-.. 
R. D. Trace
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UNI TEES STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 	 . . 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


221 New Customhouse 	
8 1 Denver 2, Colorado	 April , 9. 


Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Committee, D.M.E.A. 


From:	 D.M.E.A. Field Team, Region III 


Subjects Report of Examination, DEA Docket 3597 (Uranium), 
Cedar Ridge Uranium Corporation, nery County, Utah. 


Enclosed are the original and three copies of the report pertain-. 
ing to the above application. 


We concur in the recommendation of the Field Examiners that the 
application be denied.


W. M. Traver 


E. N. Harshmàn ......... 
Encs.


DME4. OPERJ1TI1 


(date)







UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


BUREAU OF MINES 


1600 EAST FIRST SOUTH STREET 	 BU	
s 


SALT LAKE CITY t UTAH 	 DtV	
O) 


•.*arch 18, 1955 TRA 
Ieeora*ha 


To:	 W I. Traver, IxecutiYe Officer, *& Field Tee*, 1egoa Ill 


Iron:	 Stephen R. Wilson 


$ub3ect: Docket No. aU-35$7 (Uraniu*), Ceder Zidgo Uraaiva Corp 
aery County, Ut&h 


Attached: are the original and 10 espies Of an engineering 
report covering ers.4naticn of the subjeèt property for ra* loan 
appraisal. The report wan prepared by:W. E. Toung. Also included. 


•	 are copies of & sparat. section, *ary Co*clitaionø and ieconienda-
toria, ant three copies each of fares 64O3 sal. 6"4i3 A copy o2 the 
geologic report trsn iitted to thin off id ky your sonorantha of 
*srch 11, 1955, is also incinded, A copy of the brochure ertgnnlly 


	


.	 sent to this office was sail d to the Geological Survey in Grand 
Junction for their use• 


The applicant has requested & ioan of $132,685 to drill 62 
disnond drill holes through the Iruehy *ai* aesber of the Ioz'rison 
torsati.ea into the underlying Gait Wash aesber. Zaire aineralizatios 
on the property is tound 1* the usy lasia ae$ber, There are e •	
outcrops of the Salt Wssk *sber en the property, and an gee1egic 
evidence is present to indicate favorable targets in the underlying 
Salt Wash. It 1$ recaes.eiKLed that the loss reuast i. denied. I 
concur in this rec.esemd.tioa 


	


•	 •	 •:	 • •	 •	 • •	 •	 •	 hen 2 Wilson • 


•	 : •	 Inciosurit • •	 :	 •	 •	 • •	 •: •	 •	 ••	 ••• 


Revi.e' reä by 
DMEA OPERATING COMMtTT 


(dtte)
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SU1vI]LRY, CONCUJS IONS AND RECO1NDiITIONS. 



By R. C Robeck and W. E. Young 


Cedar Ridge Uranium Corporation has applied for Government aid 


under docket No. DI4EA 3597, to explore the Cedar Ridge and Black Bird 


uranium claims in Emery County, Utah. The property was examined by 


DIVIEA field personnel during January 1955, to appraise the loan request. 


The applicant company has requested a loan of l32,685 to drill 


62 diamond drill holes, totaling 23,900 feet. It is proposed that 


the drilling be accomplished to explore unspecified targets in the 


Salt Wash member of the ?brrison formation. 


The Cedar Ridge and Black Bird claims cover an outcrop of the 


Brushy Basin member of the M.oirison formation. The Salt Wash member 


of this formation is not exposed on. the applicant's claims but un-


doubtedly is present below the Brushy Basin, which appears to be approx-


imate:ly 500 feet thick in the area.. The Salt Wash member outcrops in 


an area approxiniate]y one mile east of the applicant's property, 


Exploration performed by the Cedar Ridge Uraniu.rn Corp. has dis-


closed uranium mineralization in thin sand lenses and niudstone near 


the top of the Brushy Basin member. A minor tonnage of ore has been 


sorted from the erratic occurrences • The applicant company has pro-


posed drilling through the Brushy Basin into the Salt Wash, expecting 


the lower member to be mineralized. No specific objectives in the 
Reviewed by 


DIdIEA OPERATING C01UIT 


(date)


.
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Salt Wash member have been outlined. MineralizatiOn in the Brushy 


Basin is believed too spotty and erratic to warrant further explor-


•	 ation. 


There are no known uranium occurrences in the Salt Wash on the 


•	 applicant's property, and no geologic, evidence is present to indicate 


logical obj ectives for exploration in the S alt Wash below the out-


cropping Brushy Basin member, It is . believed that the proposed 


exploratory work is a wildcat project. Recoinniendation is made that 


the loan request be denied. 


. 


S
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CEDMt RIDGE URkNIUM CORP. 
CEDJR RIDGE ND BLP.CK BIRD CLA.flv& 


EIERY COUNTY, UThH 
Da-3597 


Uranium 


Engineering Report 


By L E Young 
Mining Engineer 
Bureau of Mines


Rev1ewe by 
D1VEA OPERATING COMMITT 


VL
(date) 


S
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CEDAR RIDCE UBANItJN CORP. 
CEDfR RIDC AND BlACK BIRD CIAThS 


ERY COUNTY, UTAH 
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ILLtJS TRT IONS. 


Fig, 1 Location map, Cedar Ridge Uranium Corp,, Emery County, 
Utah


Roviewe by 
DIvIEA OPERATING COMMXTT 


(date	 -


. 
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SUI'!M.RY 


Field examination of the Cedar Ridge and Black Bird groups of 


claims, Emery County, Utah, revealed spotty uranium mineralization 


in the Brushy' Basin member of the Morrison formation. Exploratory 


work completed to date by 'the applicant consists of 16 wagon drill 


holes and 'considerable rim stripping with a bulldozer, Additional 


work proposed in the application is designed to explore the under-


J.ying Salt Wash member of the Morrison formation, which is known to 


be productive in other locations. This proposal consists of drilling 


62 diamond drill holes spaced at 400-foot intervals. The cost of the 


project is estimated at 132,685, The Salt Wash member does not 


outcrop on the applicant' s claims or in areas immediately adjacent 


to jthe claims • The Brushy Basin member is not known to be productive 


at other locations in the area, it is recommended that the loan be 


denied.


INTRODUCTION. 


The property of the Cedar Ridge Uranium Corp. was examined 


January 20, 1955, by a geologist of the Geological Survey and an 


engineer of the Bureau of Mines, The examination was made at the 


request of the Regional Field Team to determine the advisability 


of granting a Government assistance loan. Mr. J. C. Bonham, vice 


president of the applicant company, conducted the examining team 


over the property. 	 Reviewed by 
W	 '	 D1EA OPERATING COMM 


(date)
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The applicant proposes to explore the property by diamond 


drilling 62 holes at an estimated cost of l32,685, 


IDCATION, T0POCAPIIY JND PHYSICAL FEUflES 


The Cedar Ridge property is located approximately 10 miles 


southeast of Cleveland,Emery County, Utah, in sec. 1, T. 18 S., 


R. 10 E.; see, 36, T, 17 5,, R, 10$.; sec. 6, T, 18 S., R. 11 E.;


and see, 7, T. 18 5,, R, 11 E.1. (fig. 1), The claims cover an erosional 


valley with low, rolling hills surrounded by escarpments and steep 


cliffs, The property is accessible over existing dirt roads from 


Cleveland,


HISTORI AND PRODUCTION 


• The claims are held by right of location, and were purchased 


from the original owners, who retain a lZ-3,/2 percent royalty 


interest, Total production to date consists of 4 tons of ore, 


There is no stockpiled ore on the property. The applicant has 


completed 16 wagon drill holes aggregating 688 feet, Considerable 


bu.11dozer rim stripping has been done on Cedar Ridge Nos, 1 and 


2 claims,


OWNERSHIP AND E)ENT 


The property involved consists of the following unpatented 


mining claims, recorded in the office of the Emery County Recorder, 


Castle Dale, Utah: 







.	 .
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Claim	 Book Page 


Cedar Ridge 1 - 7	 J-12 345352 
J-12 419-420 
J-13 247-250 
J-16 71- 73 


Black Bird 1 - 10	 J-.25 443-449 
.J-28 60-62


D;CRIPTI0N OF THE DEPOSITS 


The Cedar Ridge and Black Bird claims cover au outcrop cf the 


Brushy Basin memberof the Jurassic Ivbrrison formation,, This form-


ation, consisting of shales and mar18 with thin lenses of sandstone, 


is much thicker in this area than at surrounding locations • . per-. 


sistent conglomerate member is also present. 


•	 The Salt Wash member does not outcrop in the ixmnediate area 


of the claims but is reported tO be exposed in the bottoms of washes 


to the north and east,, 


Uranium mineralization occurs in the shales and thin sandstone 


lenses near the . top of the Brushy Basin,, Conditions encountered by 


surface trenching and a limited amount of wagon drilling indicate 


this mineralization to be spotty and erratic. 


PROJECT PROPQA1S 


The applicant proposes to further explore the property by



drilling 62 holes aggregating a total 23,900 feet,, A map suthiitted 


with the application shows proposed locations of the holes. In-


formation in the application is vague concerning ary specified target 


.







.
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for the drilling, but the applicant stated the purpose is to explore 


the underlying Salt Wash formationa, Proposed holes are spaced on 


400-foot centers. 


Interesting uranium mineralization occurs in the Brushy Basin 


member, b.it the applicant disclosed that past experience in trying 


to mine this ore has convinced the company it is too spotty to be 


commercial. For this reason, the applicant company is not interested 


in further exploration of this horizon. Because the Salt Wash member 


does not outcrop in the area of the claims, all proposed drilling 


.	 would be of wildcat nature. 


CONCIAJS.ION$. AND PEC0N1"ENDT IONS 


Uranium mineralization , f interest occurs in the Brushy Basin 


member of the Morrison formation in the area of the Cedar Ridge and 


Black Bird claims • The area is probably underlain by the Salt Wash 


member at considerable depth below the surface. There are no outcrops 


of the Salt Wash on the claims or in the immediately adjacent areas. 


Diamond drilling to explore the S alt Wash member would be in the 


nature of wildcat exploration. Company officials have signified no 


interest in further exploration of the Brushy Basin member, It is 


recommended that the application for loan be denied. 


S







IN REPLY REFER TO: 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
Defease I4iuer&ls Ixplorstio* Adi*inistratio* 



Deaver tederol Ceater 
Deaer 2, Colorado


Pebr t 


TRANSHTTED 
)teaorsadi1	 LPR 8 i95 


!' Tese, Regio* UI 


Z. *. raI*a* 


3Jeet:


	


	 L 'cket 3597., adar Ridije	 ita c aay, Cedar Ridge 
a*d hack 1&! elatas, sery Coasty, Utah 


Zielosed are U copies of a geologic report by R. C. Zobeck, 
U. S. aeological ur*ey, on the abee sabJect spp2.ieatioa for explora 
tion *sBist**ee. 


The eplieaat proposes to core driU 35 holes totsfli*$ 


O	 U,970 feet troi the' Brushy lasts seaber of the rrtson fiwa*tioa 
into the iaaderlyisj S*lt Wash w*ber. Th. holes elil ruge in depth 
free 100 to 1I50 feet. Robeek co*clode that the zos of the 3rhy 
lasis tree *iCh the aUc*nt took his sles are act pote*tisl ore 
z.s, thet the aplies*t has sot shoss that any sraaii deposit xists 
in the Salt Wash 0* their clams, aid that therefore there is *0 known 
target for exploration. Therefore, be rscsuue*1s that the application 
be dea4ed.


I cone*r with this reciesdatiO*. 


The S4arTey coy of the application is retorsed herewith. 


E. I. Iars* 
MeMber, Yield. Teas 


Enc1osa'es (U) 


ENflarshman: arb


Reviewed by

DMEA OPERATING COMMITTEE #7/ 2O $ 


(date)
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
COLORADO PLATEAU DISTRICT 


P. 0. BOX 360 
GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 


Memorandum 


To:	 E. N. Harshman, DMEA Field. Team, Region III 


From:	 W. P. Williams


February 16, 1955 


TRANSMTTED 
APR 8 1955 


Subject DMEA 3597, Cedar Ridge Uranium Company, Cedar Ridge and 
Black Bird claims., Enery County, Utah 


Transmitted herewith are 1]. copies of a geologic report by 


R. C. Robeck covering a field examination of the above-referenced property. 


The applicant proposes drilling through the Brushy Bas:Ln member 


of the Morrison formation into the underlying Salt Wash, member • Drill-


hole depths would be in excess of 500 feet. Robeck concludes that because 


there is no outcrop of the Salt Wash member on the property, and because 


the applicant has not demonstrated the presence of geologic targets on .the 


property, that the application for DMEA , assistance be denied. I concur 


with Robeck' a recommendations. 


This application has been brought to the attention of the 


Exploration Division, U. S. Atomic Energy Commission, Grand Junction 


Operations. Office. To date we have not received data from the Commission 


with regard to evaluation of the application. Should any information be 


forthcoming, it'will be forwarded Immediately. 


We are also returning to you at this time the brochure covering 


this application. 5	 Reviewed by 


WPW/mlr	
DMEA OPERATING COMMXTT	 W. P. Williams, 


Enclosures	
Geologist 


(date)
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 



DOUGLAS McKAY, SECRETARY 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMI1ISTRATION 
REPORT OF EXAMINATION BY FIELD TEAM 


REGION III 


S	 Cedar Ri e Uranium Corn 	 Cedar Ridge and. Black Bird. 
claims, Thie 


Uranium 


Geologic Report 


by 


R. C. Robeck 
U. S. Geological Survey 


February 17, 1955


Reviewed by 
DMp OPERATINd 


(dete)







S 
DMEA 3597 


I1TR0DUCTION AID SUMMARY 


The Cedar Ridge Uranium Company, through its Presi.ent, Mr. Coewell, 


made an application to the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


for $132,685.00 (Government's share to be $99,513.75) to explore for 


uranium by drilling on the Cedar Ridge Nos. 1-17, 20 and. 21, Black Bird 


Nos. 1-10 claims in sec. 1, T. 17 S., R. 10 E., SLPM, Eknery County, Utah, 


(fig. 1). (Applicant had the range mislabeled as R. 10 w.) 


A field examination of the property was made on January 20 by the 


writer, in company with W. E. Young of the U. S. Bureau of Mines, J. C. 


Bonaham as company representative, and H, B. Dyer of the U0 S. Geological 


Survey. 


On the basis of the field' examination, it is recomniend.ed that the 


application be denied.


GEOLOGY 


The claims are on the extreme northwest extension of the San Rafael 


Swell • The strati'aphic section is as follows: The . Salt Wash member of 


the Morrison formatIon is exposed in the canyon about 1 mile to. the east 


of the claims. The overlying Brushy Basin shale member of the Morrison 


is approximately 500 feet thick and. consists of variegated mudstones 


with some interbed.ded lenticular sandstones. Overlying this is a unit 


which carries the informal name of Buckhorn conglomerate. On. the claims, 


dips vary from 10 to 50 NW. The applicant's vein stripping and sampling 


were done on some black mudstone zones near the top of Brushy Basin. The 


.	 applicant stated that some . thin irregular sands near these mudstones con-


tained a higher percentage of uranium than the mudstone.







.	
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Examination of the black mudstone outcrop showed a yellow coating on 


fractures which might be autunite or betazippeite. Readings by a scintil-


lator indicate a maximum uranium content between 001 and. 0.2 percent, and 


most of this is probably present within the black mudstone. 


APPLICMIT' S PROPOSAL 


The applicant proposed an extensive drilling program on the Cedar Ridge 


Nos. 1-10, 13-17, and Blackbird. 6 and 7 claims, but the objective was not 


stated. Depths of proposed holes had no specific relationship to the actual 


geologic conditions. In the field the applicant stated that the Brusy Basin 


mudstones would not be the objective in drilling. Instead, the underlying 


Salt .Wash sandstone would be the objective. However, there is no outcrop of 


the Salt Wash on their claims and they have not drilled. into the Salt Wash. 


The applicant has carried on a program of road. building, rim stripping, 


and some shallow drilling. In the writer's opinion the applicant's report, 


work done in the field, and the personnel involved all indicate that the 


company is not competent to carry ot a program such as they have proposed. 


RECO1DATIONS AJD CONCLUSIONS 


The black mudstone zones of the Brushy Basin shale from which the 


applicant took his uranium samples is not considered a potential ore zone 


either by the applicant or the writer, The Salt Wash is considered by the 


applicant as a potential ore zone, but there is at present no known uranium 


deposità on their claims in the Salt Wash. It is recommended that the 


application be denied, as it proposes a "wildcat" prospecting program.
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4604 South Main, Room 217

March 19, 1955


ECi .0 


1AR2955 


Ip	 b 
CIDAP PIDGEUF?ANIUN1COPIJOPATION 


)eeoeoc.PHoNEJU-s112 
H 0 U STO N, TEXAS	 ifl' 


Mr. Ernest Win. Ellis, Chief 
Rare & Miscellaneous Metals Div. 
United States Department of Interior 
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 
Washington 25, D. C.


Re: Docket No. DMEA-3597 (Uranium 
Cedar Ridge and Black Bird 
Group of claims 
Emery County, Utah 


Dear Mr. Ellis: 


Thank you for your letter of March 16th relative to the 
status of our loan application. 


Yes, we have changed our address to 4604 South Main, Room 
217, Houston, Texas.


Yours very truly, 


CEDAR RIDGE URANIUM CORPORATION 


C. H. Boswell, 


CHB:bb
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CEDAR. PIDGE URANIUM CORF 


S PHONE1JU-5112 
HOUSTON, TEXAS 


4604 South Main, Room 217 

March 10, 1955


4/ii/j 


DRATICN 


1is £ineraIs dWsr 


AR 


Mr. C. 0. Mithendorf, Administrator 
United States Department of the Interior 
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 
Washington 25, D. C.


Re: Docket No. DMEA.-3597 (Uranium) 
Cedar Ridge and Black Bird 
group of claims. 
Emery County, Utah 


Dear Mr. Mithendorf: 


On January 20th and 21st field representatives examined 
our claims referred to above. We have not heard from 
your department since the examination and are rather 
anxious to learn of the outcome and the status of our 
application for a defense loan. 


Yours very truly, 


CEDAR RIDGE URANIUM CORPORATION 


CHB:bb
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


3	 DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION	
L 


WASHINGTON 25 D C 


22l, New Customhoue 
Denver 2, colorado	 February 18, 1955 


Mr. C. II. Bosveil, ?resldent 
Ce&r Ridge Uranium Corporation 
li6C South Min, Room 217 
Eoueton, ices


Re Docket Th4EA 3597 
Dear Mr. Boswell:. 


Reeelpb is acknowledged of iour letter dated Febziary 16, 
1955, relative to the subject application. 


After the examirta.on is conipleted the engineer and geologist 
each writes a formal report of the examination, and when both reports 
are received in this office they are reviewed here and then sent to 
the Vashington officc along with our recoimnendations • The contract 
it approved will be prepared by Washington personnel. 


We hair not received the field reports as yet but we do •	 expect them to be in next week.	 :•	 •• 


Very truly yours, 


W M T[AVF 
•	 W. M. raver 


'ject	 Executive Officer, DMEA 
Chron	 Field eum, Region III 
Sec. to Op. Coxnm.V, 
Wilson 
Williams	 • 
Harshman
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IN REPLY REFER TO: 


UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 	 " 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.	 '? 


December 15, 19511. 


Re: DMEA-3597 
Cedar Ridge Uranium 


Corp. 
(Cedar Ridge & Black 


Bird. Claims) 
Emery Co., Utah 


Memorand.umV	 $132,685 - Uranium 


To:	 E • W. Ellis, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


From:	 E. L. Newcomb, U. S. Geological Survey 


Subject: Review of application 


The applicant proposes a two-stage drilling project to 
thoroughly test the Cedar Ridge and. Black Bird. groups of claims for 
possible significant uranium deposits; A total of 23,900 feet will 
be drilled (70 holes, to depths ranging from 100 to 11.50 feet). 


The operator states that some exploratory drifting has 
been in ore which averages 027 to 2.5 percent (u308?). He reports 
that on November 18, 1951.1., 11.500 pounds of ore were shipped to the 
U. S • Vanadium Company WJill at Thompson, Utah. Apparently a small 
stockpile of shipping ore is being held at the property pending 
receipt of mill returns from the U. S. Vanadium Company. 


Although the geologic information in the application is 
rather limited, the applicant has established. that uranium inineraj.i-
zation is present on his claims. 


I recommend the application be referred to the Field Team 
for their review and consultation with the A.E.C. An examination 
probably will be necessary to determine whether the proposal has 
sufficient geologic merit for D1EA assistance. 


E. L. Newcomb
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


4 3 21	 BUREAU OF MINES 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


December 9, l9S1. 


Memoranduj/ 


To:	 Ernest William Ellis, DMEA Member 
Uranium Commodity Committee, Room 14ii 


From:	 John E. Crawford, Bureau of Mines Member 
Uranium Commodity Committee 


Subject: DNEA Docket No. 397, Cedar Ridge Uranium Corporation 
1917 Westheiilier, Suite 3, Houston, Texas 


I have reviewed the application included in the subject 
docket and have discussed it with Joseph 0. Hosted, representative 
of the Atomic Enerr Commission. 


It is recommended that the application be referred to the 
Field Team for investigation and report, and that the Field Team be 
requested to discuss the application with Ernest R. Gordon, 
Atomic Energy Commission, Grand Junction, Colorado. 


John E. Crawford 


Attachment







UNITED STATES	
L J 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASH INGTON 25, D. C. 


2211. New Customhouse 
Denver 2, Colorado 	 December 9, 1954 


Dn7E,9- 3J,7 


Memorandum1 


To:	 Secretary of Operating Committee 


From:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region IV 


Subject: DMEA Application (Uranium), Cedar Ridge and. Black Bird 
Claims, Emery County, Utah. 


Enclosed are three copies of a letter from the applicant 
correcting the tonnage figures of ore produced on his property. 


A copy of this letter éhould be made a part of each copy 
of the application and we are retaining the original letter for our 
copy of the application.


W. H. King 
Enclosures


/ e-o1L, i-,faX? 


-to







..	 S 
C[DAP PIDGE (JPANIUNI CORFJOPATION 


SUITE 3. JOHN HANCOCK BLDG. 
p 917 WESTHEIMER • PHDNE'JU-S1i2 


HOUSTON, 1tXAS 


Deceniber 7, 1954


141r;j: I L, 
Q!D 


DEC	
1954 


BE 


Mr. W. H0 King,	 Of Picer DA 
Field Team, egion IV 
224. New Customs House 
Denver 2, Colorado 


Re: DEA Application (Uranuri) 
Cedar ?idge an B1ck Bird Claims 


iiery County, Utah 


Dear Mr. Ring: 


Reerring to maps forrde- you Dec 'ber 6th showing 
core dri1ljn werk that.	 hee done on the Ced.r Ridge c:L : inis, in rechec1dng Jie map w' 1nd that the en1reer 
Wt.5 in error on the ariv-nrnt of' ore recovered on claims #1 
and P. There was between 4. an 5 ton o' ore recovered 
instead of the 4.00 tons shon on the map which is incorrect, 


3orry we did not notice this before maps were sent in but 
thought you shou4 have th corrected inforatic,. 


Yours very truly, 


CHB:bb















I	 . 
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


:	 :. 


(.	 /, 
A	 ' 


2211. New Customhouse
	


December 7, 19511. 


Denver 2, Colorado 


Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Committee 


From:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region 1V 


Subject: Application for DMEA aid (Uranium) 
Cedar Ridge Uranium Corporation 
Cedar Ridge and Black Bird claims, Emery County, Utah 


Enclosed are three copies of a map showing the location of holes 
drilled subsequent to filing the subject application. These maps should be 
attached to the three copies of the application forwarded your office Dec-
ember' 2, 19511.., 


One map has been retained by this office for our copy of the 
application. 


Enclosure
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT : OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION



WASHINGTON 25, D. C


November 8., 19 


Memorandum 


To:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region IV 


From:	 Chief, Operation's Control and Statistics Division 


Subject: Assignment of Docket Number 


There is listed below the assigned docket number to 


an application recently received from Region IV. 


•DMEA-39? Cedar Ridge Urthium Corp. 


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


Interior—Duplicating Section, Washington, D. C. 	 66643







.6 0F	 , O
UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


Nweiber 8.,: 9$li. 
cedar Ridge	 Subject: Di;L5n 
191? Westheimer, Suite 3	 Re Eioratio Assistance 
ifouston, Pexas 


Gentlerlten:


The receipt of your apDlication dated Novernbsr1, i9t 


for exploration assistance under the Defense Production Act of. 1950, 


as amended, is hereby acknowledged.	 . 


Your application has been assigned Docket Number fl397 


and referred to the	 and Mice11aneous Metals Division, 


Kindly identify all future correspondence relating to your 


application by this docket number.


Sincerely yours, 


Robert E. Adams, Chief 
Operations Control and 
Statistics Division


tQ3 2







UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


22L. New Customhouse
	 WASHINGTON 25, D. C.	


December 2, 195 )-i-
Deiiver 2, Colorado 


Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Committee, D€A 


From:	 Executive Officer, DIV A Field 2eam, Region 1V 


Subject: Application for DA aid (Uranium) 
Cedar Ridge Uranium Corporation, Cedar Ridge and Black Bird claims 
Emery County, Utah 


Enclosed are three copies of the subject application in the amount 
of $132,685.00. 


One copy of the application is being retained in our files. Each 
copy of the application contains: 


(1) Form MF-l03. 


(2) Copy of our letter to the applicant dated November 2, 195)-i-. 


(3) Applicant s letter to Region 1Vdated November 2 )4-, 195)-i-. 


( Li-) Proposed core drilling of Cedar Ridge and Black Bird mining 
claims.


(5) Report on preliminary examination of Cedar Ridge Uranium 
properties by B. Geekie Cobb. 


(6) Certificate of analysis. 


(7) Resume of J. W. Deans. 


(8) Core drill pattern nap. 


(9) Claim map of Cedar Ridge mining claims. 


W. H. Kingf 
Enclosures
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(Revised April 1952)	 UNITh STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE 	 ERIOR	 42—R1035.2.



DEFENSE M1NEALS EPLQRATI0N ADMIN!STRATION 


APPLICATION 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 applicaint 


Docket No. 
Metal or Mineral 
Date Received------------------. ................... 
Estimated Cost----- -113 
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 


mailing address	 Jf.L1' Ii1 Q *3!iI*	 xwt *i, 4--1--i -,. 


	


-	 c' 2LZ-L )ta-t	 Z /7 


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


(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, "overnment Aid in Defense Exploration Projects," before completing this application. 
Submit this application and all accompanying papers in quad ruplicate (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 forall 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, P. 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 --------------- --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


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


(b) State any mine name by which. the property is known. 
(c) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherwiséØ4 !±*4.. 


e1isø	 jt i!mrt iL 'tnt ILutI.	 et	 iir . 
(d) If you are not the owner, submit with this application a copy of the lease, contract, or other document under which 


you control the property. 


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


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


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


(b) State past and current production, and ore reserves, if any, giving quantities and grades. 
(a) Describe the geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, etc.), and your 


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


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


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







-'.. 


5. The exploration project.—(a) S	 the mineral or minerals for which you wish 	 explore ---------------------------------------


a 
(b) Describe fully the proposed work, including a map or sketch of the property showing a plan (and crçss 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. 


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


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


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


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


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


•	 (c) Operating mcttei'ials and supplies.—Furnish an itemized list, including items of equipment costing 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 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) MiscellaneouC.—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, interest, taxes (other than payroll. and sales taxes), or any 
other indirect costs, or work performed or costs incurred before the date of the contract, should be included in the 
estimate of costs. 


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


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


Money	 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 information set forth in this form and accompanying papers is correct and complete, to the best 
of his knowledge and belief. 


Dated ----------------------------------------, 195i 


•
(Applicant) 


By_L 


Title 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 the United States as to any matter within Its jurisdiction. 


U. S. GOV!RNMENY PRINTING OFFICS	 1666861-1
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	 1911 We.sthdimer,. $4te .3 ., . : • : •.	 •	 . .	 .	 . 
Rouston, Texas 


. .. .	 . .. NtOPOSED doR:; DRILLING OF CEDAR RIDGE AND BLACK BIRD MININ CLIM5	 ,	 . .	
-.------]--	 - 	 - -- .- --	 ' 	 --	 :-	 -P--	 -_--_-	


-I__i-	 _	 j-.	 -	 -	 .	 0 


The propocied core drilling to determine the economic worth of the sitbject 
.. . . ,


	


	 c1aiis ha been plotted on the map attached name1r • 1'Map of Core DriU	 . 
Pattern1'. ¶Th.3 mp a150 hows all. geologic features, ore isads, Locatton 
ot A33cL:	 amp1e and indicated dips. Froi this ap it can be seen that 


•; . . .. . there is either a tuited zàni or possib1 a dike • in.. the inidd).'oir the .	 . 


	


. •.:	 claims. : t . iS pr'opoed to coraztenos thilUng In Cedàr d.dge C1a&Ji #1 and • 
#2 from the standpoint th* the ore lead* indicated in clala 2 ad the 


.	 . assa7. sarp1e #2is tndicati. of apotential urniwtian&diwn deprstt. The 


	


. ..	 foi*ation dip west at approximateiy . U0. fr field .o1ogica1 .3urveye .


	


	 ,. the variated ahad.s . In this area contain uranium, titanium, cobalt, inalochite,	 : 
. . bentonito, mangxiese, Uinoni'te, . héniatite and ranactia.; The sointivator : 


.	 cøwt on August 17, 1954, in thts area averaged .17 to 3. 50.	 ,	 . . 


.	 . .	 It is evidint that erosion has been ezeneive over the whois area. .Caiss.s 
. .. quent1j along • the out<rop where leads are preant con5iderable i gaching • 


. axid weatherjng hts • occurred. This i3 the area whwè . the . .frutaticns dip west 
. :• • at' about i1. It is thereore felt that fo1iowin these outcroj down dip tn	 ,	 . : 


	


' ' ' . ' the &rr:L;on. foiinatioñ be1oi the , cretaceous averburden ' there 1* a ' distinct ' 	 .	 ' 
' pO381b&1ity that ' the ore content will taprove. This, o. 'cóurs., will be	 , ' ' .	


provn i the core drill pattern established. 	 .	 '	 : '	 ,	 . ' ' .	 .' 


	


' . . '	 The óóro drilling i5 esta1li8hed in two pu'ts.	 concerns core driU.i.	 ,	 ' . ' 
' ' '	 ' ij1 the 're , or 'oss astern h3! of the Cedar Eidge Clatal prir*ri1 becaue.	 •	 ' ' 
' .	


' iore infoz'amtion is á*ilab1e on this arei. ' With a U Jjp + the ' torination • 
' '	


it is fleøessary to drill at iarying depths. The evidene* o geerite ind.t-
' ' '	 Cat. probsble fu1ting which allowed the deposition of 'geyserito in a fault 
' ' . , ' zone, so it is possible that the .fault&ng will interrupt .ctitini4ty of the 	 • 


' '	 '	 ore. deposits, ret i'e.etabiished ' beyond eny f*ts.ted óne. Therefore, A1T ,	 . '	 .	
is eatatiishè4 to : core dZL11 ' using 35 core holee at' ' the end of which tiae a 
reevaluation of depths to drill will probably have to. be rQade. 


PA U consists of 35 core holes drilled from 100 feet to :450 feet totalling 
11,950 feet of hole drilled. The 1ocatio of . these core holes aridtheir 
depths are shown on the attached sap. It is estimated ' that these core holes 
will average & total of 3.00 per foot of hole drilled 'or *35,850.00. '	 ' 


PART: Z. at this point is nebulous but can be expected' to be ot ar approximate 
aslonrLt or about fll,700.0O for the total exploration work for core drilling.
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CEDAR RIDGE UEAMIUH COflPOATIO! 
1917 Ie5theimer, Suite 3 
Houston, Texas 


1, (a) Cedar Ridge Uraniui Corporatton, 3.917 te8theimer, Suite 3, Hou,ton, Texas. A 
Delawai'e Corporation qiialifid in Utah and Texas. C. L Bosweil, 1917 Jest-. 
heimer, Houston Texas, Preiident; 1. C onham, Price, Utah, Vice President; 
Calnn Garwood, Jr. ? c/c Garwood & tarwood, Attorney8 at Law, 1905 Second 
National Bank Bldg., Hous1on, Texas, 3ecretar)' . Treasurer; W. C. Stacy, Zest 
Building, Houston, Texas, Vice President. 


3. (a) 19 claims in the Cedar Ldge group, 10 claims in the Black Bird group and 2 
fractions of claims in Cedar dge group located in ery County, Utah, We 
own under the name of C. H. Boswel]. 2O claims in the same area whiih lay about 
3 miles uoheast of this	 ich we' feel would be bsnef&tted greatly 
this e Kploration work inasmuch as they are apparently on the same structual 
format Ion. 


(b) Propery known as Cedar idge Uranium Corporation mine, 


(C) We have purchased claims outright from original claim stakere who have retained 
a royalty interest of 12%. 


(e) None 


(r) Cedar Fidge claims 1 through 17* Book J-.12 pages 345 through 352 and pages 
419 and 420; Book J'. 13 pages 247 through 250; Book J-.l6 pages 7]., ?2 and 73. 


Black trd claims 1 tht'ough ic* Book J. , pages 443 through 449; Book J-.2 
pages 60, 61, and 6. 


1nery County, State of Utah Office of County Recorder, Castle Pale, Utah. 


We are now in the process oi drifting in following outoroppings and leads from 
which we have recovered shipping ore which assays from .27 to better than 
2%, Roads have been out with a buUdozier to ccsssence core drilling operations. 
Possibly 20 f..t of tunnel has been cut. All interest in these operations are 
fully the Corporation expense3.' The' properties lay off Highway No. 10 frc 
Cleveland, Utah, a gravel road running about 10 miles northeast of Cleveland. 
Properties are a cc'ssible by car. 


November 16, 1954, we shipped 4500 pounds of ore to the U. S. Vnadum Company, 
Thompsa)n, Utah, iU under license No. '-.2025. Have not received the mill run. 
Have possibly 20 tort of shipping re on the premises. 


(3ee page headed; "PItO'Q3ED CORE DRILLING 0? CEDAR RIDGE AND BLCK BIRD 
4XNINGCLADS".)	 '	 ,	 ' 


(ci) The claims and workings are accessible by grave], road approxImately 10 miles 
fran the towneite of Cle,eland. Shipping point is Thompson, Utah, approximately 
55 miles. Can be reached by an all weather gravel road and pavement. 


(e) AU neces$a2'y npower, materials, supplies, equipment, water and power are 
available in this aràa.	 ' ., '	 ' 


5. (a) Uranium and Vanadium 


(b) For the exploration of Uranirni and VaadIts ores which are present in the area 
to determine the depth and the exact 1ocition where mining shou.Ld conenc and 
block out the ore bodv	 '	 " "	 ''	 '	 : 


(c) Work is now being dons on a small basis due to limited f.nances and exploration 
work would coimsence Immediately 'upon consumation of this contract and 411 con 
tinu for possibly 1 y m ar uness finding9 would justify a dep1e1on b'ore that 
time. 


(d) Por3onne I supervisor has had possibly 15 years mining experienc. Supervision 
of operations Will be under the direction of a eo1ogist and engineer who has 
had over 10 yeara experience. 


6. (a) Core drilling will be contracted at a maximum of $3.0O per foot for a total of 
23,900 feet for a total cost 


(b) Labor, 5 full time men at $1.90 per hour..----- 	 -'----------- $19,760.00 
1 Engineer arid 1 Ceo Logist, Consulting -.--.-.-.--.-.-- ---- ---- 5,000.00 
1 Pull time Geologist to diréct operation 	 --.--.-.-.- -	 10,000.00 


h4,760.00







--	 -	 . 
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Page 2 
CEDAR RIDGE URANIUM CORPORATION 
1917 Weetheimer, &iite 3 
Elowiton, Texas 


6. (contd.) 


( t) '-	 .."."$ • 
.	 .	 ., YLtBce.1.ianecz8 Hand Tools.----' • --------	 ------	 :	 -'---- -	 --- U5.	 ,	 .	 . . 


$	 725.00 


:	 : Cd) 1 TD1BàUdozteriinta1. at. ].O0.Ô0 per day for 90 da7-.s. --i-u.4 . 9,000.00 .. 
.	 .	 .	 .	 .	 . i: Jeep station wagon, Jack Mänuner, air . Compressors owned to •	 .	 . 


be turniehed	 n a rental baei	 1or I 1.000.00 
10,OOO.00 


(e) None 


(t) 1 Bunk house coap1ete approdmate].---------- 	 -------	 - -	 1,200.00 


(g) Analys La work .4	 600.O() 
Accounting. 	 - 700.00 
Payroll . t1S5	 WOX'ki5.fl 'S compensation, liability, insurance . 


>rotm&te1y 3 000 00 
;) 


(i) $1o,000.00
TAI	 :. $132,65.00	 H 


7. (a) :..	 .	 .	 . 


(b) At present our expenditures for eocplor&tion work on this project will exceed, 
2G,O0O.0O and we ar3 prepared to furnish any blancO. required through the 


Directors . of the Corporation. . The expenditurei covered thus far in our 
exploration work has been drift intnthg,.. open face tuining, road. building. 	 We 
might further state that these claims are owned by the Cedar Ridge Uranium' 
Corporation arid subject to a. royalty of 12% with no obligations outside the 
Corporation.	 .	 .	 .	 .	 .	 .,	 .	 .	 ,	 .	 . ',


/
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22 Ner Custh,u 
2 ) Co1orac	 NVi 2 , 15 


C. H £ot,eU, Frsidcnt 
N	 Uras1u Corporati3n 


9(	 thC1J; u1te 3 
Teia


Re: Application for DA . 
ance (Uraniwi) Ce&it ie 
Ura1U21 Corporations, Co.ar 
11de and BiacL 31rd ciai, 
Cedar	 iti D.Ltrict 
Eery County, ULth. 


Dr Y 


v:	 rrth hrr1tb yu tppiicat ion f'v: 
.)	 )1Ore YOUr	 Op8rt-T fox'	 n1uii	 Y 


t	 t	 pi.x'xicn	 ou	 'io:;c t	 ti..	 :,, (i 
of th ap.i:o::	 F-1), nt b	 iy. ..h 1i:, 
you	 ni wih y: appi1catic at	 the ioce.t1n .f your 
propood oi'k i rei.to'i to your' ror 'r boucr1e,	 ictix 


	


ali. ixprt.a	 geo1o'1	 ea .'	 s'uh a; :41'aLie 
outcr)pc. We it1d appreciate h.vin	 cpj of this ip for 
each of the four .ppiicatio firra uiitte1. 


Your cost estirnte under iteu 6 ehouid then bo be 	 ____ 
feet o.f d.riUin a deterireci in the ibovo parraph, or it-
ever other propsais you ay have to explore 	 properi. 
Any proposals ehould, however, be truly exp1orator ae deiined 
in SectIon 2 of the enclosed copy of tA Order-i Azended. 


Yours very truly, 


W H. KING f fl 
ti. L ii	 I C/ 
Eecuive Off ic&r, 1NA 
Field	 Reiori IV 


Enclo3ures 


RDB: din 
cc: Subject 


RDBerkenkotter'-
Chron
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CEDAP F?IDG[ IJPANIUNI CPFUPATION 


3U)TE 3, JOHN HANCOCK BLOJ. 


	


1917WEETHEIME	 • PHDNEJU5112 
HOUSTON, TEXAS 


cvember 24, 1954
iVI1nr,c 


Date 


NOV 2 V954 


BU1EAU OF M11'Es 

Denver, Colorcdo 


Mr. W. H. King, Executive Officer DNEA 
Field Team Regicn IV 
224 New Customs ouse 
Denver 2, Colorado 


Dea:r r. King: 


In reply to your letter of November 2nd, I a returning 
application forms along with maps showing locations and 
depth of core holes. You will note that this has been 
setup in two parts and cost basis are on one years work. 
However, if work can be executed in less time it will 
cut down the cost nd we feel that after dHiling the 
core holes outlined in Part 1	 would have sufricient 
information to deternine whether or not Part 2 would be 
necessary. 


Would appreciate any corisiderat.ion jTOU ma; give this 
application.


Yoirs very truii, 


C'DR ID UtAWI1.JM COPOP1 TION 


C. I. I3osrell Freident 


CFB:bh 


end.s:







- ..	 /'	 -	 1 'f / 7	 - 
______	
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B. GEEKIE COBB. .B. Sc., E.M.
CABLI •tCTOMT*a*SY -	 ---	 GON8ULTING ENGINEER	 ESTANO. TORONTO 


	


MINE EXAMINATION	 CAUIILA PO 
OE DRESSING RESdARCH	 ORURO. BOLIVIA 


from 
RED ROCK LODGE. 
MOAB.	 Utah. 


REPORT ON PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION OF 


CEDAR RIDGE URANIUM PROPERTIES LOCATED 


IN EMERY COUNTY,UTAH. 


Auguet 17th. 1 9 54 - 


• -C







RPO1T O! ?RLI:INA	 1XM1IATION OF CZDJ\R IXDGi 


URANIUM PROPERTIES LOCAT1D IN I4ERY UCUNTY ,UTAHO 
} 


At tho roquoot of,ar4 in company with Mr.J.C 9 i3ortham,the writer 


went to thi above raent iood propert to s and made an exam ma ti n 


of the 3oneral conditionc3 ani foriationo prosontod,with particular 


reference to that part of the property on which OOIO development 


work was in tho process of boin . done. 


LQ?/TXQN. 


The rotp of claims uridor option to	 C i$onhazn are located in 


the Cedar Motantain district BQUIO 12 t1os and i of elovoland, 


aory County ,Utah. on only a portion of one cla1; wa there any 


evidence of exploratory work porforiecI. 


flVELOFE. 


bulldozer Was ena8od in removtn the faco of the small cliff 


on two lovola ,and had cut down to t re face of a hard ethale which 


to overlytr the Morrison foxnatton. Some evidence of Uranium rnin 


oralisation was in evidenco,but this was o.tromely 8potty,arid it 


would	 difitcu1t to estimate the value of any of tnis overburden 


duo to the fact that it wa possible to oita1.i a fairly hih count 


in portions of ttio O'Aa1O and aurroundir talia 0D whilst a f incho s 


away the count was o1iht. 


GEQWI 
Frooion has been extensive over the whole aroa,and the detritus 


covered the Lorrison foriaation fairly completely. Thoro is evidonco 


of rushy Baum formation as well as Manoos shale0 Considerable 


Limonito was obsorved,and well as vootal tras,and the overiyin4 


shale was very ttt and hard. on tht upper lov4 diotinco evidenc







V	 I 
eDortQxLgfl Cedar ii4gDropozç1. 	 V 


or Copper ineraUsatp	 was presonted,an several eaLea f 
this tonal Lave high	 dins of Uranium oontrit. 


however it is evi1ont that this overburden can 
not


	


	 Lookod on as a reliable ore source. Undobtealy the solt1 


i4orrieon formation undorLies the Crotaceoun overburd.en,and thte 
very p*sibly be well inernitao&,otnco : due to the heavy OW 


burden thero Ia less likithood of extensive lèachtne or woatentz 
of the mineral which miht be contained in the undor'lrtrj lonninon 


stratura. 
n exazatnat ton of the sxiale and detritus by hih power aicroscop. 


disclosed a oneral øil1ctftoatto of the ehale,whtoh renders tlite 


hard,e.r4 &tves little evidence of any mln.raliaatton. o 


bianco to the atructuz'e of the Morrison formation was observed, 
but co-relation wtth the enera1 appearance of the h4orrt son in ad-
jointn localttie and outcrops. of the Morrison in the 3outh,just-' 
iftea tbOV b.ltoV that ttiis formation underlies th dtrttus over-
burden and this would not be difficult to prove. 


QBYXQNAND	 ODAiQJt. 


A locat ton has already been uncovered ,epoain the hard shale ,and 


it is recommended that dril itn6 be undertaan on this location, It 
would be preferable to core drill and efitablish a d.ftnite tt4ZU 


over an area. It conditions warrant ,it would be desirable to re-
move the shale ov.rtrden,riht down to the definite Morrison, 
and ask, a ntd eurvey,ónce the &nil]tn6 hal	 *yden• of 


•	 def'tntte Uranium mineralteatton. It t$a wore too expansive,muah 
valuable evidence which would justify production, could be acteyed 


•	 by an adequate drtlltn6 campai&n. It is nQt ecoasendad that any' 
further work with & doter be done ,pn3ess a ripper could be secured







oz	 I(i4e 7pter!t 


aiid this wu].d fc tLttate tbo rcmovei of th overburden ,riht down 


to ttw soUd Mort son forinat4on. 


Th	 te evei7 evidence to justtfy ttio belief that tht citratum ox 


iste below the Cz'otaceouø overburden,n drtllin would 1eriotrato 


tttis boyofl4 question. 


In e2'1 thia p'oj,*rty woui4 oeei to be oneoura&tn,and oerth.tniy 


juetif tea 4equate fuz'tber exploration.. 


RespctfuUy eubiaitted 


3.OeGkb Cobb. 


Au13u5t. l8th.1954.
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REStJM FOR J.W. DEANS 


Age, 40. Born in Vernal, Utah. Geology and prospecting, 


fifteen years. Formerly associated, with the Four Jacks Mining 
r 


Company, Boise, Idaho, while working the Lucky Baldwin Mine' 


at Centerville, Idaho; the James A. Kesgard Company (prospect-


ing and mining), Emmett, Idaho; in partnership with Stewart' 


Brothers Prospectors, Jensen, Utah (placer operations). Per-S 


sonal exploration for uranium and other heavy minerals in 


Wyoming, Utah, Oregon and California. Closely associated 


with prominent geologists including Dr. James Boyle, Mr. 


Coyne Thorne and B. Geekie Cobb. 


Prospected the Green River area from Green River 'City, 


Wyoming to a point thirty miles north of Green River, Utah, 


on toot, a distance of approximately' 250 miles requiring a 


period of approximately eighteen months. Became associated 


With the Moe b Uranium Company when its operations began in 


January,. 1954. 


Began uranium exploration in the Colorado Plateau area 


In AprIl, 1953. This work included a comprehensive study of 


the' various geological formations coirimnensurate with uraLum 


deposits. In addition to his position as a vice president 


to the Moab Uranium Company, Mr. Deans is also acting as 


field director In charge of prospecting and developing 01! 


claims. a







• 


REPORT ON A GEOLOGICAL AiD SC INTILOMETER SURVEY OF THE 
BLACK BIRD ClAIMS #1 THROUGH #10 AND THE CEDAR RIDGE 
CLAIMS #1 THROUGH #17 


A close examination was made of a section of the Cedar 


Mountain area covering the Cedar Ridge and Blackbird Claims. 


They are in the Morrison formation which is the Mesozoic era 


of the upper Jurassic period. In this particular area there 


are variated shales containing uranium, titanium, cobalt, 


malochite, bentonite, manganese, lamonite and. hematite. 


The scinllator count on August 17, over a distance 


covering about 450 feet, averaged from .17 to 3.50. These 


readings were taken from along the face recently bulldozed. 


out. An assayed sample taken from one point on the face, 


August 6, 1954, showed the following readings: Uranium, 


.50; cobalt, .066.	 No tests for other minerals were made. 


The bulldozed face dips to the west about 11 degrees. 


Evidence of volcanic action, In addition to •the above ob-


servations, leads the writer to believe that this area has 


excellent possibilities for conirnercial uranium production. 


Respectfully submitted,: 


IIat 
J.W. Deans, Field Director 


/ ./	 .
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THE BROWN LABORATORY 
ROUTE 3 


GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 


ANALYTICAL DEPARTMENT 


•	 CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 


To	 J. C. Bonhan	 •	 Date 10-2-5/4. 
c-o Piritus Notel 
Price, Utah 


Matertal:	 Ore Samples - 2	 Order No.	 • 1147-S 
Received:	 10-1-54 
For:	 Uranium Deter1natjons 


Lab No.	 Your No.	 Description	 .	 Resuk 


•	 ii 


1147-1	 1 •	 •	 . 0.27 


1147-2	 2	 0.57


I'HONI 1543-W
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OFFICIAL BUSINESS 


224 NEW CUSTOMHOUSE 
DENVER 2, COLORADO


Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 
U.S. Dept. of the Interior 
Interior Bldg. 
Washington 25, D.C.	 I


9,'..


S







(Revipril 1952)	 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOk 	 Budge eau 0. 421 .2. J 


DEFE1k MrNERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATIO 	 -t 


APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN

EXPLORATION PROJ ECT, PURSUANT TO

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE



PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED


Not to be filled in by applicohtt 


Docket No. ----------------31T17 
Metal or Mineral ----------
Date Received ------------------------
Estimated Cost 
Participation (Government %) 


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


mailing address: -----------------------
•----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------'--- 	 ---------------------------


	


1)	 /	 C	 4	 c 


•---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
(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 quad ruplicate (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 offièer thereof. 


3. Applicant's property rights.—(a) State the legal description of the land upon which OU 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---------------________________________________________________________________________________________ 


---------------------------------------------------------(Sea..attache&p.gf1-1)------------------- . 


(b) State any mine name by which the property is known. 
(c) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherwisYa.Vp11r.Cklfl2f1L 


claim outright from originailaim takerwhó har liLa 
•	 (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--------------NOiie. 


(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. 
(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. 


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


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







5. The exploration vroject.— (a) State the mineral or minerals for which you wish to explore ---------------------------------------


------------------------- __4__4 ------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------


(b) Describe fully the proposed work, including a map or sketch of the property shwing 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. 


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


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


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


(a) Independent contracts.— (Note.—If the applicant does 'not intend to let any of the work to contractors, write "none" 
after this • item. To the extent that the work is to be contracted, do not repeat the cost of the contract-work in subsequent 
items.) State the cost of any proposed independent contracts for the performance of all or any part of the work, expressed in 
terms of units of work (such as per foot of drilling, per foot of drifting, per hour of bulldozer operations, per cubic yard 
of material moved, etc.). 
• (b) Labor, supervision, consultants.—Include an itemized schedule of numbers, classes and rates of wages, salaries or fees 


for necessary labor, supervision and engineering and geological consultants. 
(c) 'Operating n2tterials and supplies.—Furnish an itemized list, including items of equipment costing 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 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. 	 S 


(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. 	 .	 .	 S 


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


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


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


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


	


Money	 Use of equipment owned by you	 Other 


Explain in detail on ácompanying 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. 


Dated-	 -------------------------------------------------------, 195w' 


.	 S.	 ' 	 . 	 . 	


, 


S 	 S 	 S 	 S 	 . . .	 ( Applicant)  


By (24Z{ 


TItle 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 the United States as to any matter within its JurisdictIon. 	 •	 . 


U. S. GOV (RNMUIY PRINTING OPPICE	 16-6655i-1







• L 	 .	 . 	 ..,	 ..	 .	 .	 .	 .	 :	 . 
CEDjR RIIXE1 URANIU}( QORPORATION 


	


. :.	 1917 Wostheiiner, Suite 3	 •	
; S •	


: 	 • 	 ' 	 . . 	
. : • 


Houston, Texas 


PROPOSED CORE DRILLING OF CEDAR RIDGE AND LACK BIRD NIN 	 LAIMS 


The propo3ed core dril].ing to detennine the economic worth of the subject 
c1aim has been plotted on the map attached. naine],y; "Map of Core Drill ' . 	 . 


:	 •	 Pattè" • •. This p • also shows all geologic features, ore . leads, • loc3tion 	 . 
..	 óf assayed ampies and . indicated dips. .Froi this map it can be seen that 


	


.	 there is either a faulted, zons or possib1r a dike in the middle of the 	 : 
.


	


	 claims. It is proposed to commence drilling in . Cedar Ridge Claims #1 and 	 • 
. : #2 from the standpoint that the ore leads indicated in c1a #2 and the 
.	 assay sample #2 is .jndicative of a potential . urani!um..Tanadiia deposit. • Th	 • 


	


. , .	 foiiiation5 dip west at approxilMately 110.. 1rom field. geological surveys .	 . 
the variated shades in this area contain urnui, titanuii*, cobalt , malochite, 


. . bentonite, manganese, lirnónite, hematite. and vanad1u, Thecint1Uator , 	 . . 
count on August 17, 19'4, in this area aveiaged .1? to 3.50. 


	


; .	 .. . It is evident that eroøion hac been extensive over the whole area. Cons.-
.quently along the outcrops where ].€ads are present considerable leaching 


. .. . and weathering has .oecurred. This Is the • arsa where the • formations dip west	 . . 
.. . .	 at abOut 11e, •	 j thx'efore felt that following these oUtoro down itp in 


. the. Morrison foration below the cretaceou8 overburden there i a jistinct . 	 . .. . . 
:	 possibility that the ore content will . improve. This cf course, i411 be . . . 


proven by the core drill . pattern establisheèL 	 . . . . . . :	 .	 .	 . 


The core dii.iliig t ° established in two parts. PMtT 1 concern s core drill—	 • 


	


, . .	 ing the nore or less eastern ha]! of the .C.odar Ridge Claims primarily because . 
more information is available on this area0 With an U dip to the forntjone 


• •. . it is necessary to drill at varying depths. The evidence of geyserite mdi-' 
cate probable fu1ting which allowed the dftpositton. of geyserite in a fault 
zone, so it is possible . that the faulting will interrupt continuity. of the 
ore deposits, yet reestablished beyond any faulted ZOflC:. Therefore, PART I 
is Ostablisbed to core drill using 3 core holes . at the end of which tine a 


	


•	 reevaluation of depths t drill wili probably have to be made.	 •.	 •• S. 


PART I consists of 35 core holes drilled from 100 i'eet to 459 feet totalling 
5 •	 11,950 feet of hole drilled. The location of these :cor. holes.andl their 	 • . S • 


depths are shown on the attached map. . It is estimated that these core holes . 
S . 	


will average a total of $3.00 per foot of hole drilled or $5,S501OO.	 S 


•	 PART	 at this point is nebulous. but can be expected to be of an approximate. • 	 S 


	


S	 amount or about $71,700.00 for the total exploration work for core drilling. S 5 


IS
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CWAI? PIDGE URANIUM COPIOPATION 
,


UIT 3, JOHN HANCOCK BLOB. 
917 WEETHEIMER I PHONE JU-Si 


HOUSTON, TEXAS 


crnher 7, 1954


Dr
J2 


Cflf1 


L Kind,	 Y 
ThL' 


Lrv4	 ',


Lpp1L • i	 Hr) 
r	 rice L?L! 21ck	 rr 


ouiy, 


Der


rrr t	 for:;rde- yoi Dec'r'ber r th shwi.r 
core dri1in crk	 been doi en the Crr 
cii, ..r1 :	 e	 p wr' 1Ii that t.hc en5r.r 


1. er'or	 thr- ai- uit, •,f' ore reco-rtj ci c1ajz, IlL 
pp 4'2. T':- w	 t'er .	 5 ton c ore reored 
insterd of th9 400 ton5 shown 'n the np which is incorrect.. 


we did not noti' e this orore mp were sent in but 
thouht you should hve th€ correcte r infrrt.n, 


Yours vr truly, 


ED.R PIW	 TTM CC"FOTAT]:rN 


C0 Fi. Boswe.i, }re-1dent 


0113: bb
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22L New Cwtothoue 
Denver 2 , Colorado	 Novber 2, 195kt. 


Mr. C. H. Bosvell President 
Cedar fliie Uraniui Corporation 
1917 sthe1iwr. AUte 3 
houston 2 Texas 


Dear Mr. Boswell:


Re: Application for DMt ait-. 
ance (Uraniun) Cedar Ride 
Uranium Corporation. Cedar 
Rice and Black Birci claiis, 
Cedar £untiiA District, 
Eriery County, Utai. 


returriin herevith your application for GovernL 
assistance to explore your property for uraniuu. You rave failed 
to state what exploration work you propoe to do. Quetion 5 (b) 
of the application foria MFlO3 mzst be aiswerec1 fully The nap 
you eubmit witb your applicaUon nust show the iocat10 ef your 
proposed work in relation to your proper. y boundaries, e1stiru 
workirs and all izportant eo1ogic f'eatues such as rnirralizcd 
outcrops. We iould zpprecictte havirz a copy of thi. s map for 
each of the fr application foru submitted. 


Your cost estjnate under iten 6 shou.Ld then be baEed ou____ 
feet of dril1in as doter1nod in the above pariph oi 
evr other roposa1s yo r have to explore 	 pr'.

Any proposals hld, however, be truly exploratory 
in EJect Ion 2 of the e.nc1osc1 copy of 1A Orüer .-1 ieuou. 


Yours very truly, 


vvr.. H. KING	 ; / I, . R. '.ir 
xecujre )ffie4 


FIeli	 •1'	 Y 


Ericlosure 


RDB: din 
cc: Subject 


iDBerkenkotter1
-Chrorm







C[DAP PIDGE UPANIUNI COPIOPATK)N 
SUITE 3, JOHN HANCOCK BLDG. 


I917WESTHEIMER • PHDNEJU.5112

HOUSTON, TEXAS 


fl:vemer 24, 1954


£VIirir,c Li'rjon

Date ecd. 


NOV 2G 1954 


BUREAU OF MiNES 
Denver. Co1odo 


Mr. W H. Itin, Executive Oicer MEA 
Fe1-1 Tet	 'rt 111 
224. ew (stc 
Denver 2, Colrado 


Dear Mr. King: 


In reply to iour lette r of November 2nd, 1 ai returing 
application forms	 iit nps showini locations and 
depth of core holes. Yoi rii1 note that this has teen 
setup in to parts tnd cost 'basis are on one years iiork. 
However, if work can be executed in less time it 'ii11 
cut down the cost and we fe1 that after drilling the 
core holes outlined ir Part I de :Duld iave !uficint 
inforriation to deter'ni,rie wiether r not iart 2 would be 


'ou1d appreciate any corisiderat,ion you ay give this 
application.


Youro very truly, 


CDAR Ir)E U MIUi COflPCYPffiTION 


(-e 
C. i. 3owell, Preiderit 


C: bh 


ends:
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(Th


B. GEEKIE COBB, B. Sc., E.M.
CAULI AODRIIIU 


•UICTROMH*1SSV -	 - CONSULTING ENGINEER	 ESTANO. TORONTO

MINE EXAMINATION 


ORE DRESSING RESEARCH 	 ORURO. BOLIVIA 


from 
RED ROCK LODGE. 
Z4OAB.	 Utah. 


REPORT ON PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION OF 


CEDAR RIDGE URANIUM PROPERTIES LOCATED 


IN EMERY COtJNTY,UTAH. 


August 17th. 1 9 5 4. 


_







FPOiT ON PRLIINARY ENINArIo6N OF CIDPH IUDGZ 


URANIUM PROP TIE$,LOCATD IN lER LOUNTY,UTAHO 
1 * * i**********4 


p,t t.ho request of,ar1 in cor1pany with Mr.J.C,i3onhan,the uritox' 


went t.o the above cientied proportier and made an oxaajnat.1n 


of th onora1 condit.ons an fonnat1on psontod,it7ith particular 


reference o that part of trie property on which soio developmont 


work waa in the process of bcinL doo. 
r,,,,,,.vrr ' iUL. 


The Erop of clairis under option to 1r .oniw are located jr 
to cedar iountain dlstrlet,somo 12 ii1e Z and of elovolsnd, 


:.mery ourity,Utah. on only a portion of one clali wa there any 


evidence of exploratory iork porformed0 


VELOPMEW 


j , bulldozer was onaod in romovin the face of tio raal1 c1iff, 


on two lovolo,and had cut down to te face of a harU halewhich 


is ovrlytne the ilorrison fox'2nation. some evidence of Uraniw rnin-


öraltsation was in ovidenco,but this ao o.tremo1y apotty,and it 


would ro diftcult to estimate the value of any of triis ovorUurdon 


due to the fact thit it	 poosiblo to otai a flr1y hih cotnt 


in portions of tie sia10 and aurróundin6 tai.uswhilst a 23w inches 


away the count was sliht 


GQLOGY. 


iosion has been extensive over the whole axa ,and the detritus 


covered the orrison formation fairly completely. There is evidonco 


of ruahy 3aein formation as well as £ancoa shalee Considerable 


Lirnonito was observed ,and oll as veotal trasi,and the overiyin 


shale was very tit and hard0 on tn.o upper lov4 distincc evl.enc.







Report on on Cednr Rt4go PJport. 


0 Copper Eninoralisati;on W preoented,an aovoa1 aRj1oa of 


thie atopja]. aye 1iii read ins of Uranium. content. 
Howover it is ovident that th.t3 overburden can au 


not bo Lookod on as a reliable ore aotu'ce. UdoAbtodL7 the solid 
i4oxTioon fonantion undorlies the Cretaceous overburden,an4 thLtB 


iy very p000tbiy be well rmin lisod,sinco duo to the hoevy over-
burden ,tbox'o i leso likithood of ottenoive leaching or uoathorin€ 
of the zineral iihich iatht bo contained in the undorlyir 1orricon. 
otraturm. 


An exaatnation of the ozialo and detritus by hi&i power aicroecope 
disclosed a onoral otlicificatton or the ohal.,whtoh ;ror4ors tilts 
hard and, tvoo littlO evl4once of any r nOraltsation. No Z'O3O)" 
blo1nco to the structure of the orrtoon forrLatton was observed, 
but corelatton with the oner'al appearance of the Iorrtson in ad-
jotnin localitioc ,and outcrops of the Morrison in the 3outh,just 
tttes the belief that tris format ton underlies the detritus over-
bu.rdon,and this would not be difficult to prove. 


O8 AND 


A location has already been uncovered ,eipoatn the hard shale ,az4 
it is recoiniriended that dz'tl1in be undertaken on this location, It 
would be preferable to core drill ,and establish a dot mite pattern 
over an area. If conditions warrant , it would be desirable to re-


1 move the shale overtrden ,riht down to the defiüite orri son, 
and malt. a rtd survey ,once the drt1iin ba4 6iven ovidonco of 
definite Uranium minera].iaution. If tio wore too oxponcivo ,rauch 
valuable evidence which would juotity production , could be a*ioyod 
by an adequate drtlltn8 cftnpaiGn, It is not z'eeomaond.ed that any 
further work with a dozer be done atifli000 a ripper cotald be secured,







•1	 L&iiA. 


IOv Ofl	 Bi4gqt. 


ad this would facilitate tho reaove2 of th ovorburdon 1,rjit dotrn 


to tt. solid iorrison formation. 


Thrre te evez'y evidence to justify tho belief tbt thia citratuzzi ox-


tate below t1 Crot,aceouo overburdon,zid dril1in ould d3riotrato 
ttiis beyond question. 


In enez'al this pz'operty would ooei to be oflouZ'ain,aAd eortQiniy 


juetif too rdequate further exploration 


Recpc'ctfuliy Dub1.ittGd,. 


}3.OookLe .Cobb 


,1' 


/Auuat 18th.1954.







RESUMI! FOR J 0W. DEANS 


Age, 40. Born in Vernal, Utah. Geology and prospecting, 


fifteen years. Formerly associated. with the Four Jacks Mining 


Company, Boise, Idaho, while working the Lucky Baldwin Mine 


at Centerville, Idaho; the James A. Kesgard Company (prospect-


ing end mining), Ennnett, Idaho; in partnership with Stewart 


Brothers Prospectors, Jensen, Utah (placer operations). Per-


sonal exploration for uranium and other heavy minerals in 


Wyoming, Utah, Oregon and California. Closely associated 


with prominent geologists including Dr. James Boyle, Mr. 


Coyne Thorne and B. G .eekie Cobb, 


Prospected the Green River area from Green River 'City, 


Wyoming to a point thirty miles north of Green River, Utah, 


on foot, a distance of approximately 250 miles requiring a 


period of approximately eighteen months. Became associated 


with the Moab Uranium Company when its operations began in 


January,. 1954. 


Began uranium exploration in the Colorado Plateau area 


in April, 1953. This work included a comprehensive study of 


the various geological formations commensurate with uraiium 


deposits. In addition to his position as a vice president 


to the Moab Uranium Company, Mr. Deans is also acting as 


field director in charge of prospecting and developing C) 


claims.







REPORT ON A GEOLOGICAL AND SCINTILOMETER SURVEY OF THE 
BLACK BIRD CLAIMS #1 THROUGH #10 AND THE CEDAR RIDGE 
ClAIMS #1 ThROUGH #17 


A close examination was made of a section of the Cedar 


Mountain area covering the Cedar Ridge and Blackbird Claims. 


They are in the Morrison formation which is the Mesozoic era 


of the upper Jurassic period. In this particular area there 


are variated shales containing uranium, titanium, cobalt, 


maloehite, bentonite, manganese, lamonite and. hematite. 


The scinilator count on August 17,' over a distanee 


covering about 450 feet, averaged from .17 to 3.50.	 These 


readings were taken from along the face recently bulldozed. 


out. An assayed sample taken from one point on the face, 


August 6, 1954, showed the following readings: Uranium, 


.50; cobalt, .066.	 No tests for other minerals were made. 


The bulldozed face dips to the west about 11 degrees. 


Evidence of volcanic action, in addition to the above oh-


servations, leads the writer to believe that this area has 


excellent possibilities for cotmiercial uranium production. 


Respectfully submitted,: 


fio/a44 
J.W. Deans, Field Director 


ri /	 4 1''







ANALYTICAL DEPARTMENT


THE BROWN LABORATORY 
ROUTE 3 


GRAND JUNCrION, COLORADO 


CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS


Pt1ONl I 543. 


To	 J. C. Bonhan	 Date 10-2-54 
c-o Pintus Motel 
Price, Utah 


Material:	 Ore Samples - 2 
Reived:	 10-1-54 
For:	 Uraniurz Deterinatjons


Order No.	 1147-S 


Lab. No.	 Your No.	 De.ription	 Result 


U308 


1147-1	 1	 0.27 


1147-2	 2	 0.57


Analyst.







£'7'c/i#'-. 


P • HZZó	 C>J1 • CORED BY j 
k JOC,BONH.AM 


TABULATEJ BY
I 
I	 ,	 1 


T 0 UALKER CR#6 I	 CEDAR RIDGE	 1	 I	 r 


Dcc041954 O 


- ca1c14OO' _____ - In exeese of	 tons of ore 
,ecovered in tis aree fforn siall 
/	 cattored beds	 \ /	 overjn	 lO0. 


/	 to 125' 
OR#7 CR#2 


/ 
/ *4 


IMLr ji TO SiO1 NO	 3ER 1954 ACT I'1ITIE3 ON THE 
CORi HOLE TOTAL DEPTH DATI DRILLED COUNT & DETH 


y1 47' Nov0 1 :Q check 
94? Nov0 12 No check 
45' Nov0 13 Good. 5i'' 


Nov0 14 Good 19' 
54' Nov0 22. Good 
30' NOv0 22 Good 'i4' 


Nov0 23 Good to 17 
36' Nov0 23 Good 16'-3' 
30' Nov0 24 Fair 23'21t-' 


1O 30' Nov0 24 Good. 1214' 
#11 27' Nov0 24 Fair l2'24' 
#12 18' Nova 24 Good 


,i3 60? Nov0 25 
52' Nov0 25 
55' Nov0 26 


16 44' No70 27


	


_____	
LXi1 


	


allowed. )i	 i: CC' pobo0	 J Not run. 


E1i'ht O-3' 
NoneS rr I rir 
Nono 


1 po:iit-ir 1


CEDAT RIDGE MINIiG CLAIMS 
R.IiiARKS 


it water	 47' 
3tuck pipe 103t 11 loints 


Fair count in ;ancl	 42' 
Fair count to bottom, 
Fair to Good count to 30' 
1/% ore i:id.cated 7 11L i 
T0D ore 9' no count 
Fair 1S'24 ore 12']4' 
Unable to drill waxr ci1) 
Fair to 17'ore 9li' 
Unable to drill waxy ir10 
3GO'd.ark r:roy shlo 
•Dar	 ;rey h'1e to 51 '-rt 


Favorable ind.ctioi 
to 2GooC1. 25 3co: c: 


••	 ••t 















































OF
	 INREFtY REFER TO: 


UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
D.f.	 irsis 1c*Pstissi Misauats*tt 


T,W 2,, 2cs	 <jrudo 


iAP	
;55J 


P1.24	 , Bto UI 


1. L *&n 


	


jseti 1& iàt 3, Osr *td	 ii.	 C	 Ug 
.m *tsck IIr eWes, 


.ro tt e1.s et * Ic crt b *. C. fleak, 
V. 8. Q.osØu3.	 tM	 søj.ot L1*stic* fsr .ap2m* 
ts s*1.i. 


The spUut cØ.e. to ccv' itrjfl 5 as tots31in; 


O	 12,950 tst tbeo	 i	 *sit teiMi* 
$*to	 .vi2a	 2t * assI.	 wiU r. 1* 


•	 tr 100 to 50 fUt. R*sek .ot1u	 t tbe z 
lutz rrc* *Mb tbe ap1icUt t bis 1.s -: Ut	 i1 . 


that $* apipUnt b sat 	 tbet ws*lai 4ssit e4sts 
•	 1* tbe Lt *á	 1r d* Ut *at ,.ftre the is sa 


•	 - r*	 uia, be	 tbet Uis 
bs.I.


X ccmar vftb this zsaesti. 
Tht	 apltc*ti** is xsos biPrevith. 


LD g 


1. L 1s*ast 
, n	 * 


lu2o•ir.s (U) 
TITTL 


S







UNITED STATES DEPARTMEI'YP OF THE INTERIOR 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


COLORADO PLATEAU DISTRICT 
P. 0. BOX 360 


GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO


February 16, 1955 


TRANSMTTED 
Memorandum	 APR 8 1955 


To:	 E. N. Harshman, DA Field. Team, Region III 


From:	 W. P. Williams 


Subject DMEA 3597, Cedar Ridge Uranium Company, Cedar Ridge and 
Black Bird claims., Emery County, Utah 


Transmitted herewith are 11 copies of a geologic report by 


R. C. Robeck covering a field examination of the above-referenced property. 


The applicant proposes drilling through the Brushy Basin member 


of the Morrison formation into the underlying Salt Wash member. Drill-


hole. depths would be in excess of 500 feet. Robeck concludes that because 


there is no outcrop of the Salt Wash member on the property, and beäa,use 


the applicant has not demonstrated the presence of geologic targets on the 


property, that the application for DMEAassistance be denied. I concur 


with Robeck's recommendations. 


This application has been brought to the attention of the 


Exploration Division, U. S. Atomic Enerr Commission, Grand Junction 


Operations Office. To date we have not received data from the Commission 


with regard to evaluation of the application. Should any information be 


forthcoming, it'will be forwarded immediately. 


We are also returning to you at this time the brochure covering 


•	


this application.


W. P. Williams, 
WPW/mlr	 Geologist 
Enclosures


/
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DMEA 397, Cedar Ridge Uranium Company, Cedar Ridge and Black Bird.

claims, Emery Co 


Uranium 


Geologic Report 


by 


R. C0 Robeck 
U. S. Geological Survey 


February 17, 1955 
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DMEA 3597 


.


II'ITRODUCTION AND SUMMARY 


The Cedar Ridge Uranium Company, through its Presi4ent, Mr. Coewell, 


made an application to the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


for $132 ,685.00 (Goverr3ment's share to be $99,513 . 75) to explore for 


uranium by drilling on the Cedar Ridge Nos. 1-17, 20 and 21, Black Bird 


Nos. 1-10 claims in Sec. 1, T. 17 S., R. 10 E,, SLPM, Enery County, Utah, 


(fig. 1). (Applicant had the range mislabeled as R. 10 w.) 


A field examination of the property was made on January 20 by the 


writer, in company with W. E. Young of the U. S. Bureau of Mines, J. C. 


Bonaham as company representative, and H. B. Dyer of the U. S. Geological


Survey. 


On the basis of the field examination, it is recommended that the 


application be denied.	 - 


GEOLOGY 


The claims are on the extreme northwest extension of the San Rafael 


Swell • The stratigraphic section is as follows: The . Salt Wash member of 


the Morrison formation is exposed in the canyon about 1 mile to. the east 


of the claims. The overlying Brushy Basin shale member of the Morrison 


is approximately 500 feet thick and consists of variegated mudstones 


with some interbedded lenticular sandstones. Overlying this is a unit 


which carries the informal name of Buckhorn conglomerate. On the claims, 


dips vary from 10 to 50 NW. The applicant t s vein stripping and sampling 


were done on some black mudstone zones near the top of Brushy Basin. The 


•	 applicant stated that some thin irregular sands near these mudstones con-


tained a higher percentage of uranium than the mudstone. 







S
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Examination of the black mudstone outcrop showed a yellow coating on 


fractures which might be autunite or betazippeite. Readings by a scintil-


latQr indicate a maximum uranium content between 0.1 and. 0,2 percent, and 


most of this is probably present within the black mud.stone. 


APPLICAJ"JT' S PROPOSAL 


The applicant proposed an extensive drilling program on the Cedar Ridge 


Nos. 1-10, l3-l7, and Blackbird 6 and 7 claims, but the objective was not 


stated, Depths of proposed holes had no specific relationship to the actual 


geologic conditions. In the field the applicant stated that the Brusy Basin. 


mud.stones would not be the objective in drilling. Instead., the underlying 


Salt .Wash sandstone would be the objective. However, there is no outcrop of 


the Salt Wash on their claims and they have not drilled into the Salt Wash. 


The applicant has carried on a program of road building, rim stripping, 


and some shallow drilling. In the writer's opinion the applicant's report, 


work done in the field, and the persomiel involved all indicate that the 


company is not competent to carry ott a program such as they have proposed. 


RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS 


The black mudstone zones of the Brushy Bain shale from which the 


applicant took his uranium samples is not considered a potential ore zone 


either by the applicant or the writer. The Salt Wash is considered by the 


applicant as a potential ore zone, but there is at present no known uranium 


deposits on their claims in the Salt Wash. It is recommended that the 


application be denied, as it proposes a "wildcat" prospecting program.


A
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Figure I. IMDEX KAP OF UTAH SHOWING LOCATION OF THE CEDAR RIDGE AND BLACK BIRD 



GROUPS OF CLAIMS, CEDAR RIDGE URANIUM CO , EMERY COU$TY,UTAI$
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