
Multiple files are bound together in this PDF Package.

Adobe recommends using Adobe Reader or Adobe Acrobat version 8 or later to work with 
documents contained within a PDF Package. By updating to the latest version, you’ll enjoy 
the following benefits:  

•  Efficient, integrated PDF viewing 

•  Easy printing 

•  Quick searches 

Don’t have the latest version of Adobe Reader?  

Click here to download the latest version of Adobe Reader

If you already have Adobe Reader 8, 
click a file in this PDF Package to view it.

http://www.adobe.com/products/acrobat/readstep2.html




DMA Form 1 


DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION

Control Slip 


	


t	 f 
CONTROLLED DOCUMENT 


DMA Docket No. _________ 


DO NOT DETACH THIS SLIP 


Action on this document is recorded and 
controlled in Reports and Records Branch. 
Any movement of this document between di-
visions or offices of DMA or movement outside 
DMA must be reported to the Reports and 
Records Branch. Actions taken that affect 
status of the case must also be reported. 


This document has been recorded as 


Explorat ion 


Any action taken to change the type of 
request for assistance must be promptly 
reported to the Reports and Records Branch. 
Use DMA Form 2 for submitting these reports. 


Cys. Bi, GS, Region III 
Routing Slip 


To: -	 700	 Date	 1/31/6 


To:	 (--)	 Date _______ 


To: __	 Date 2—/a -3.' 


To: ________________ Date ____________ 


To: (4i,'2*t." Date ___________ 


To: ___________ Date ________ 


To: CTh - Date ________ 
To: __________________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


To: _______________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


DO NOT DETACH



CONTROLLED DOCUMENT 


INT.-DUP. SEC., WASH. • D.C.	 .	 98868







OF)	 70* 


UNITED STATES.	 IL COT 
jJ1	 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25,0. .C. 


AUG-8195 
Mthiag Inc. 


fl2 Z	 fljj 
Srdt Ls1M Ci1 r ], Ut*h


Docket . DWLJ49 (renL*) 


	


•	
:	 __


--
Get3s


T *pplicat&cn for aid ia a i*tjoi pi'o3eet 


	


•	 otJ*r	 aitjc ev*iIabs to u in W*abietot CCOIIi the 
$b'i*ai*d pperty h*i, been Z'e'VSAMP$d.	 • 


b t Dofss )j 
Adajrd.strstjo* st, in its *cgat *w stinit. prae d 
yielding *atmntals of aeospt.bl, gzed. th qtitie, tMt slU *4zfioattly t the zel supply dt4. far the &ticeel 


: 


C.rf1 c4 of all otw ioat&n, *Ithh noting the preeeaes of Iw-'ra *zrz&nju aia*ljsstton 0* y a4tcstis to us thrt the	 cC disclosing sLg leant ore
rsuory is t sufficiently o*ing to tetify Uoir. 
participwtion.. . regó% to athia. y that, uz)dar theee .ir* 
stee, ur epplteaticn far øret0* seetitu * 0tIL4pt. 
Sarnb dwii.al, 	 is aide dth*t re<tta to the *'eparty. 
ZA t,	 turthSr k a y part Lselsu.e ai and aor, 
• tses*b *videe of aorthi*i3a Ce' 4*4tL c the. p.pesI, 
I* U be	 to COO*tl S flS	 C*t	 • 


	


V 4áb to thank y	 yr iuteeut in the Dfi*p$ '• • • •	 Jior*la	 and tar I inging ysut	 to suz stt*nt1. 


• 	 • • 	 • 	 • 	 • . 	 • • •	 0 	 SLar.1	 yra,	 • •	 • 


C 0 Mittendopt 


	


•	 JHopkins/jzm 8-7-S6 (For FLKxiouse)	 •	 • 
cc to: L. P. vae, Jr., Pres. King St. Dock	 Burlin, Vermont



Docket 
Code 700 


	


•	 •,	 •	 :	 Mr. .Hopldns (Knouse). 	 •	 H	 •:	 • •	 •	 ••• • • •	 Adiir.ts Reading File	 Messrs. JECrawford; Rm. 36L3 • 	 1) •	 •	 Operating Comiiittee 	 •	 THKiilsgaard,' Rm 522!. 	 1' 


	


DM2JA Field Team, Reg. III (2)	 JOHosted, Rm. 3210, GS&







Docket Copy 
700 


4.


Sununary of Proposed Project


	 It 
Object: Denial of application for exploration assistance. 


Docket No.: DMEA-L.l1.9 


Commodity: Uranium 


Applicant: Umont Mining Inc. 
912 Kearns Building 
Salt Lake City I, Utah 


Property:	 The Hope group of approximately 1i5 mining claims is in 
and adjacent to Day Canyon and the east fork of Dry 
Fork in sees. 3, 9, 10, 11 and 15, T. 26 5., R. 20 E., 
Salt Lake base meridian, Grand County, Utah. 


Date of Application: January 27, 1956. 


Amount of Application: $10,823.29 


Work Proposed: The Applicant proposes an exploration program consisting 
of two stages of drifling to test potential ore-bearing horizons of 
the Chinle formation: 


Stage I 


Drill 12 non-core holes to test ground for evidence of channeling 
or other favorable criteria for uranium deposition. Drill site 
preparation and access roads included in this stage. Total footage - 
2,175 feet. 


Stage II 


Drill 5 non-core and core holes averaging 200 feet in depth 
for total of l,OcO feet. The holes would be cored only after 
radiometric logging indicated mineralization in the vicinity. 


Total Drill Contract Cost	 $6,031.25 
Road Building	 800.00 
Labor, Supervision, Consultants 	 2,360.00 
Operating Material & Supplies	 78.10 
Operating Equipment	 370.00 
NiscellarEous	 200.00 
Contingencies	 983.91i. 


Estimated Total Cost ........................ $10,823.29 
Government Participation @ 75% .............. $ 8,ll7.L.6 


Report of Examination: July. 10, 1956, Frank N. Beyers, Jr., USGS & 
Harry F. Robertson, USJ: 


The Hope group of claims is on the northeast flank of the 
Cane Creek anticline. The Chinle formation is only partly exposed on







.	 . 


the property; the lower part in which ore deposits are likely to occur 
Is concealed. Data obtained on thickness of the Chinle fonnation in 
this area indic ate that the drilling depths to the base of the Chinle 
would exceed 100 feet. The lack of producing properties indicate that 
the lower Chinle in the Dry Fork and Day Canyons is at best only weakly 
mineralized. 


Exploration to date consists of access roads and a bulldozed 
trench on Hope No. 13 claim. Samples from the trench by the Applicant 
assayed 0.082, 0.07S and 0.196 percent U308 . The highest grade sample 
represented a very thin seam (*") of vitreous carbon. 


A channel sample by the examiners across 2- feet of carbon-
bearing limonite-stained sandstone was checked by radiometric probe 
and found to be essentially barren, except for sparse fragments of 
carbon which were radioactive. 


A small deposit of uranium exists on the property of Climax 
Uranium Corp., several miles distant but in the absence of significantly 
mineralized outcrops in Long Canyon, the Climax orebody has little or. 
no bearing on finding an ore deposit on the Umont property. 


The examiners state that there is no basis on which to 
estimate ore reserves. 


The Applicant reports one sample assaying ore grade but this 
sample was from thin carbonaceous seams which do not have sufficient 
thickness to indicate an economic ore deposit. 


The examiners conclude that the Hope group of claims is at 
present in the prospecting stage of development. They recommend 
therefore, that the application be denied without prejudice until the 
Applicant has done additional ork to warrant an exploration project 
in which the Government might partiáipate. 


Commodity Members Comments: 


USGS, W. P. Williams, August 1, l9S6: 


Mr. Williams note s that the examiners found only a very 
weakly mineralized sandstone ledge on the Hope Claims in the 
middle part of the Chinle formation. The best ore zone is 
the basal part which ±s concealed and no information is 
available as to its potentialities. He concurs in the 
recommendation of the Field Team and the examiners that the 
application be denied and emphatically states that it is 
advisable to deny it outright. 


USBN, John E. Crawford, August 3, l96: 


Mr. Crawford states that he has reviewed the Field Team 
report and has discussed it with John 0. Hosted, Washington 
representative of the AEC • He concurs in the recommendation 
of the Field Team and the examiners that the application be 
denied without prejudice. 	 .2.
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James Hopkins, Nonmetallic Ni.neral Division, August 7, l96: 
(Prepared for the Rare & Miscellaneous Metals Division) 


The Applicant has performed only a very .imited amount 
work that has shown the middle part of the Chinle formation 
in one partici1ar area to be very weakly mineralized. No 
work has been done to test the most favorable horizon that 
lies at a relatively shallow depth. His proposal to test 
this horizon with drill holes is essentially prospecting 
work. No evidence was found by the field examiners that 
would justify Government participation in the proposed 
program. 


Conclusions and Recoiianendations: 


The information gathered by the Field Team does not indicate 
that the basal Chinle, which can only be reached and tested by the 
Applicant's drilling program, is sufficiently promising as an exploration 
target. It is recommended that the application be enied without 
prejudice to the property.


2M4rip 
Ernest Wm. Ellis, Chief 
Rare and Miscellaneous 
Metals Division 


.3.







UNITED STATES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


BUREAU OF MINES• 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


	


	
B 1!95 


Auguet 3 1956 


Memorandum 


To g	 Erneet T?Yiflie E11ie DA Mber 
Urniwn Coxnndity Condttee 


From:	 Jo E0 Cr&yford Bureau of Minee Member 
Uranium Coimodity Comnittee 


Sub .iect: Report of Exination 9 D1"A Docket 4149 (Urium) 9 Uomt 
Mining 9 Inca 9 (Hope group of cleirns) 9 Grand County, Ut&a 


I have reviesed the report of exeination 9 DA Docket 
4149, Urnont Miining, Inc0 (Hope group of claims) 9 Grand County, 
Utah9 dated July 10 and received in this office July 31 9 1956 I 
have also discussed it vith Joseph 0 Hosted9 Washington repre 
sentative of the Atoxrc err Conmiseion0 


The field examiners recomsend that the application be 
denied iithout prejudice because the subject property is essentially 
ri the x'ópecting stage0 


We concur in the recomnandation that the application for 
exploration assistance be denied isithout prejedice0 


The report is being foriarded to the Chief 9 Division of 
Minerals9 in accordance tdth the routing slip attached thereto0







UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



BUREAU OF MINES 


WASHINGTON 25 D C


August 3, 1956 


Nea.rand* 


To:	 Ernest William Ellis, DHEA Member

• Uranium Commoditi Coimitte, 


From.	 John . rawfsrd, Bureau of Mines Memer 
Uranium Coiinodity Comtttee 


Subject. Report of Examination, DIA Docket 4149 (Uranium), tbrgnt 
Mining, Inc., (Hope group of claims), Grand County, t1ta1i 


I have reviewed the report of exatnatici, 1A Docket' 
4149,, Ui.nt Mining, Inc., (Hope group of claims), Grand County, 
Utah, dated July 10 and zecerred in this office July 31, 1956. I 
have also discussed t with Joseph 0. fiosted, Washington repro-
sent at±ve f the Atomic 1.rgy Ce*ission. ' ' 


The field examiners rócouien4 that the application be 
denied without prejudice because the subject property is essentially 
in the prospecting stage. 


We concur in the recciendation that the application for 
xploration assistance be denied without prejedice. 


The report is eing forwarded t. the Chief, Division of 
J(inerala, ir accordance with the routing slip attached thereto. 


John B. Crawford







•


UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 



BUREAU OF MINES 


WASHINGTON 25 0 C


6 1qp, 


Aast 3, 1956 


Tø.	 Erne5t Wi11ia 1lis, ENEA e*be.r 
Uriurn Comodjty (ottte 


Froi;	 John E. Crawf•rd, 3ur.&u ct sines 1teoer 
Uranis Cornodity Coitt ee 


thbject: Report of Zzanination D1A Docket 4149 (Uraniun), kziit 
U.nirig, Iuc., (irope c'roup of claims), Grsrd Courty, 


I havc reviewed the report of .x*sinaticn, DWA Docket 
4149, Uont 1tiinp, Inc., (Iope roep of claiine), Grard County, 
Uta}i, dated July 10 wd received ir nie office July 31, 1956, 1 
have &L40 1scussea it 4th Jo eep4 0. kloeted, asbThcton repre-
øtattve oj' the Ltøiic ery- oisaion. 


The elct eaiiers reconneiu that the application be 
denied without rjudi ce becauee the sDbe property is essentially 
in the prospect sta e. 


concur	 tne recomendatun that tte appli aon for 
eplora4on asr stxce oe dernea 41 hout rro	 ce. 


rho report is in forwarded to the Chief, IJivision of 
tthera1e, it accordance with the eutn slip att3chcj thereto. 


John R Crawford







• OF	 IN REPLY REFERTO: 


• UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
WASHINGTON 25. D.C.


August 1, 1956 


Memorandum 


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


From:	 W. P. Williams, U. S. Geological Survey 


Subject: Review of field examination report, Lt4E 1I.11i.9 (uranium), 
Umont Mining, Inc., Hope claims, Grand County, Utah 


The field examiners report that their examination disclosed 
a very weakly mineralized sandstone ledge on the Hope claims in the 
middle part of the Chinle formation of Triassic age • No drilling or 
other exploration has been done on the property. The best ore zone 
in the basal part of the Chinle is covered on the property, and. no 
information is available as to its potentialities. 


The nearest mine, which has produced about 168 tons of ore, 
is about 6 miles southeast, of the Hope claims. 


The property does not seem to warrant DMEA. expenditures at 
this time • I concur with the Field Team' s and examiners' recormuenda-
tions. In the interest of closing te files on what seems to be a 
poor-risk property I consider it advisable to deny the' application 
outright.


W. P. Williams







OF	
IN REPLY REFERTO 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR


August 1, l56 


eaoraMia 


1. W. $Uis, Defense Kinereli Zploration Mzird.stration 


J'ro*: L P. WiUiams, U. 8 Geological urcey 


lubjeet: Review at tield	 iation report, ZN*& $])& (uranium), 
tont Mining, Inc., nope cisias, Grar4 Comity, Utah 


The fie]4 eamirers report that their e'uation disclose& 
a very weakly mnera1ied sandstone ledge on the lope ela1is in the 
middle part of the Chinle tortion of Trisseic egs. 10 driUing or 
other exploration has been doe. on the property. Iie best ore sane 
in the basal par of the Chnl. is covered ofl the property, and. no 
information s available as to its potentialities. 


ie *esrsst mine, which has produced about i6a tons of ore, 
is about 6 miles southeast of the lope claims. 


The property does not sem to airant INIA expenditureø £t 
title time. I concur with the Ple14 Team' s and examiners' recoenda 
tiona. In the interest of closing the tiles on what ses to be a 
poor.risk property 1 consider it ad.vieable to deny the application 
outright.


V. 1. Williams 


WPWilliams jeh 
G-8/1/56 
cc: Director's reading 11.212 


•	 Branch reading. 11.212	 .	 .	 0 


Docket file	 .	 •	 ••• .	
0 


• :	 3. E. Crawford, .3611.1 
3. 0. Hosted., 3210 GS 
Chron. file .5222	 ••• 


• 0 	 •
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.
	


July 21k, 


JUL 2 195 


2211. New Custcznhouse 
Denver 2, Colorado 


Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Committee, DMEA 


From:	 Field Team, Region III 


Subject: Joint Report of Examination, Docket DMEA. 11.]A9 (Uranium) 
Umont Mining, Inc., (Hope group of claims), Grand. County, 
Utah 


Enclosed are the original and three copies of a joint 
engineering and geologic report on the subject property. 


The field examiners believe that the Hope group of claims 
are at present in. the prospecting stage. They recommend that the 
application be dehied without prejudice until the results of addition-
al work will warrant an exploration program. We concur in this recoin-
mendation.


If the Applicant successfully completes some drilling on 
his own account, another application for DMEA. aid would receive proper 
consideration.


DMEA Field Team, Region III 


By W. M. Traver 
Executive Officer 


Enclosures


R3vieWa by 


c;iA O?ERAT
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MINERAØEPOSITS	 ipi'l1TTED REPLY REFER TO 


RECEIVED	 UNITED STATES	
L	 - 


JUN 28 1PARTMENT OF THE INTE3JOR	
R £ C E v D 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY	 18 1956

us 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY P. Q. Box 3	 'JUL 2 7	 U S DENVER COLORADO Oraxi4 JUXZctLOU, c):Lo.	 GEOthG CAL SU' 
JU 15,D	 COLOADO	 d. 


[JUL 20 795 
To:	 xccuttve Othex, I& iei4	 gton ZIX


AUOPMI 


	


out: , •	 ez CoiQ 


4iUia* Ea3ler 


eans*1ttai ot a pa't of' exa*Lnation on *Iocket ki9 (Urantu*) 
(Lpe rouiof ia1*s),	 At *nin,Xne. Gr'az4 Vtsr,Utah. 


The 1nt *nin, Inc., King Street i)ock, BnrUngtózt, Text, 
apxUed to the Deense *Lnerals cpIoration Ad*tnlsbrtttozi for aeiat*nce 
to explore for uranium on the Hope group øf c3.aim locateI in sectio 3, 
1, iO, U, arid l5 ¶ 26 8., B. 20 . $sIt iake *riUari, Orard County, 
Utah,


The Rope group of ciaiae is on the nortieart ilank of t4e Cane 
Creek tieli.nc. Vze foutions exposed on the propertr are the Triassic, 


S Ckiinle, Wirte and 3ayeua. The Ch.thle fortion is only pertly exposed 
on the property', the lower pert in Which ore deposts are Iik*ly to occur 
is concealed. Pron exposures in Dry 1ork Canyon to the north arid i Zng 
Canyon to the suuth the Chinle is known to be about 360 tet tLLck. (*i 
the nt property' in Day Canyon a ximu thickneL of 260 ieet of the 
upper part of the Chinle is exposed. Up stream and dovn stream from this 
poui the exposed tnickness of the Ciin1e .s less, so that drilling depths 
to the base of the Cbinle onld exceed 100 feet. The lack of produc.n 
properties indiestec that the lower Chin3.e in these canyons is at best onL1' 
weakly' aineralised. 


weakly mineralized carbonaceous andstor4e beth are exposed in a 
buildoter trench in a 15-foot sandstone ledge, jut above the middle of 
the C}ilple fox*atton. According to D. P. Wheeler, applicant' s representative, 
this ledge also contains weekly mineralized sandstone c elwnez* on the 
property.


Two iak1y *ineraUed. pcids wib a nxinua thickness of 2. feet 
and a 1ength of 20 feet occur on different horisons The pods seem to be 
aineraUsed. by cross .bedcung. Tho applicant's representative augats also 
that there ias an easterly trend of mineralization on to the Hope clatas 
from the DC" group deposits in Cane Creek Canyon, 15 atlas southerly. This 
trend is regerded by the examining team as being speculative, at best. 


5







D)& l49	 6/35/56 
S


The s.i1 ore deposit of the C1iz Ura.üium company in School Section 32, 
lies several. miles to the 8outheast. The only tie thAt can be i*zte between 
these two is that both are on the Irth tlenk of the Cane Creek anticline. 
However, in the absence of significant mineralized outcrop in Long Cányn, 
the Clia.x ore body has litti. or no bearing on possibilities of tiMing an 
ore deposit on the Lknt property. It is the opinion of the examining team 
that the Hope group of claims is at present in the prospecting stage of 
d.ev.lopaent. It is reccr4ed, therefore, that the application be denied 
without prsj4ice until. ad4itional work has been done to sbatantiate an 
exploration program. I concur with the conclusions aM r*ccndations of 
the ezemining team. 


The Atomic nergy Comsission has been consulted relative to the 
appraisal of the Hope group of claias. 


closed are 10 copies of figures 2 aM 3 for inclusion in a joint 
engineering aM ologic report as well as the applicant's brochure. 


Q %Leá 
j J William Hazier, 
t	 Geologist 


JWE/*lr 


closure
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mVIEL 4149 


ROPi GRt1P OF CLLD w	
UM(2 KtNflG D. 


GRAND COUNT!, UTaH 


GtTZNTS 


Joint engineering and geologic report 


Introduction and summary...,...,,,.,...,.,.,.,..,.,.,.,,...... 1 
&o]cnow].edgments .,.,	 2 
Location, topography, and physical	 2 
History and production.. o••.. 	 3 
Ownership and extent	 3 Present status •.	 4 


Exploration and development . . . . •.•s.•••*,.,S. . . . •..... .. 4 
Mining equipment and other facilities .........,..,...,...,. 5 Geolo and ore deposits.,....	 5 Ore reserves •.....	 •. ••.•....... 7 


Proposed exploration	 8 Conclusions	 9 Recommendations . ...	 9 


ILLUSTR&TIc1S
Follows 


ge 


1. Location map, Rope group of clains, Umont Mining, 
Inc., G'and County, Utah. DME.A. 4149 	 2 


2. Geologic map of the Hope group of c].aiins, Uniont Mining, 
Inc., Grand County, Utah 	 6 


3. Sketch map of Rope group of claims showing location of 
proposed road and drill holes, Umont Mining,, 
Inc., Grand County, Utah	 8
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HOPE GROIJP OF CLAI 
UMONT MINING INC. 
GRAND COUNTY, UTAH	 j 


INTRODDDTII AND Su4MRy	
UL 2 


Umont Mining Inc., King Street Dock, Burlington, Vermont, applied 


to the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration for assistance to ex—


lore for uranium on the Hope Group of claims located in sections 3, 9, 
10, II and 15, T. 26 5., R0 20 E.., Salt Lake base meridian, Grand County, 


Utah. The applicant proposes to test the base of the Chinle formation on 


the claims with 12 Stage I holos and 5 Stage II holes ranging fran 75 to 


325 feet in depth. The ostmnated cost of the proposed program is 


$10,823.. 29. 


Field examination of the property was made on May 23, 1956, by 
H0 F. Robertson, Bureau of Mines, and F. M. Byers, Geological Survey. 


The field ex1, atlon disclosed a very weakly mineralized sandstone 


ledge on the Hope Group in the middle part of the Triassic Chinle fcia... 


tion0 The assays of ore grade, reported by the applicant, apparently came 


±'rom a sample of radioactive carbon that was selectively picked out of 


this sandstone. Only the upper 260 feet of the Chile formation, Which is 
360 feet hick in nearby cavons , is exposed at the fork of Day Caion; 


elsewhere on the property loss of the upper Chilo is exposed. The near.. 


eat known ore deposit is 6 miJ.es from the property. A drill ko1e about 
one-.quarter mile northeast of the Hope Group failed to penetrate az' mir 


eralized materiel. No holes had boon drilled on the Hope Group at the time 
of the field examination0 


Because the Hope Group of claia of Umont Mining, Inc. is esaen 


tialiy in the prospecting stage, it is recommended that their applicatjo 


for DME assistance be denied Without prejudice, It ' is also recommended 
that the applicant be advised that he my reopen his application ir Subse..







.	 . 
quent exploration should indicate signffioaxi1 mineralization at the base 


• of the Chinle formation.


ACKNWIEDGMENTS 


The examining team was accompanied by Doóley P. Wheeler, Yr., Gene 


eral Manager for Umont Mining Inc. 


The Atomic Ener Commission was contacted concerning the app].ioa-


tion.


LOCTI0N, TOPOGRAPHY, AND PH!SICL FEATURES 


The Hope group of approximately 45 mining clima is in and adjacent 


to Day Cazon and, the east fork of Dzy Fork in sees. 3, 9, 10, 11, and 15, 


T • 26 S., R. 20 L, Salt Lake base meridian, Grand County, Utah. (fig. 1) 


The M Petroleum Conar3y maintains a gravel, all..weather road, 


which turns south from U. S. Highway 160 one mile north of the Roeb bridge 


• across the Colorado River. This road is fol1sed for 12.1 miles along the 


Colorado River to an unimproved jeep road branching to the northwest into 


Bull-Day Canyon. The jeep road Is followed for 2.2 miles to the north-


eastern edge of the Hope group of claims. A road has been bulldozed ap-


proximately 2500 feet farther into the caxyon. At the time of the inves-


tigation the jeep road was inaccessible due to flooding of the Colorado 


River and the claim area could be reached only by walking about three 


miles. This condition exIt only when the river is at flood stage. 


The route to the c1a.m area leaves U. S. Highway 160 at a point 


58 miles northwest of Monticello, Utah; 35 miles southeast of Thompson, 


Utah; and 2 miles northwest of Moab, Utah. Government ore purchasing 


stations are malLntained at all of the above towns. Labor and supplies 


.. 


can be obtained at Moab and Mont±ceflo. The nearest railhead, is the Den-


2
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S 
vex' and Rio G,a deVestern at ThBcn Utah. 


.


	


	 Water for driittng and mining purpoBéa can be obtained from the 


Colorado River. Rainfall is light and the area is classed as semiarid, 


The altitude in the area ranges from 4400 to 5800 feet. The Can.-


you is restricted by steep Wingate c].iffs but broadens to about 400 feet 


in most of the proposed drilling area. 


HISTY aND PR0DTITI0N 


There baa been no production from the Hope group of claims. The 


nearest producing property is the Cane Creek school section 32 mine of 


ClliEax Uranium Corp., about 6 miles southeast of the Hope claims • Pro. 


duction from the above nth to March 31, 1956, was 168 tons of ore aver 


aging 0.47 percent U3Cë; this mine represents the best Iaiowkidepoait in 


the vicinity of the subject claims. 


cWNERSHIP ND EXTE 


The ml1!ing claims, Hope 1 through 37, inclusive, were originally 


located on December 22, 24, 26, and 28, 1953, in the names of Jim Jack-. 


son, Kenneth Alired, Marlowe Smith, and John Levering, and recorded in 


Office of the Grand County Recorder, State of Utah, on December 29, 1953, 
in book 16, pages 293 to 329, inclusive. 


& subsequent survey of the claim group disclosed that the claims 


as origivl1y staked and numbered 1 to 37 were apparently in excess of 


the allowable dimensions. The locations were amended so that 48 claIms, 


rather than 37, comprised the Hope group. These amenduents and aubse-. 


quent instruments perta(ning to the c]Aiina were recorded as shown by 


Table I. 


.
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T.ABIEI 


rrEM RIXtR1]SD Bix p&GE 


Hope 1 to 317, inclusive 
Original Notices of Location Dec. 29, 1953 16 293.329, inc]. 


Hope 1 to 28, inclusive Mar. 25, 1954 22 246..25, inc].. 
Notice of Lease Application 


Hope 29 to 37, inclusive April 12, 1954 23 405409, md. 
Notice of Lease Application 


Hope 1 to 48, inclusive 
Amended Lease Application May 17, 1954 26 586.600, mel, 


2? 1-10, inc].. 
Hope 3 to 48, inclusive 31 54 
Amended Notices of Lease July 3]., 1954 32 234.256, mel. 


Application 


Hope 3 to 48, inclusive 
Amended Notices of Lease Aug. U, 1954 33 588-600, iucL 


Application 34 1-l0	 iztel. 


Hope 3 to 48, inclusive 
amended Location Notices Nov. 5, 1954 49 52O543, md. 
Hope 3 to 48, inclusive 
Withdrawal of Lease âppli-. 


•
cation Nov. 5, 1954 49 544 


Hope '1 to 48 Dec. 2, 1954 52 410-.4l6, hid. 
Assignment of rights to 


Umont Mining Inc. 


Hope 1 to 48 Dec. 2, 1954 52 415.416 
Quit Claim Deed	 Owners to 
Umont M1ning Inc. 


The Hope group as amended covers an area of about 900 acres lying 


in and adjacent to Day Canyon.


PRESENT	 TAt 


Exploration aDeve].qprnej 


Exploration performed to date on the Hope group of claims consists 


of access roads to the area and a bulldozed trench at the south end of 


Hope No. 33 claim.	 Samples taken b	 the applicant frcai various locations 
in the trench assayed 0.082, 0.075, and 0.196 percent 11308.	 The highest 
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grade sample reprelited a very thin seam (about oua r inch thick) 


of vitreous carbon. No other exploration has b8en performed on the pros. 


erty.. A hole was drilled by another operator about 1/4 mile east of the 


east edge of the Hope Claim Group but no information is available concern 


ing the results.. 


The applicant uses projected favorable criteria from ore diacov-


eries several miles from the subject property to justify an exploration 


program..


4irj aj	 epta4Qt Facilities 


There are no equipment or facilities of any kind on the subject 


property. Project personnel would probably live in Moab, Utah and corn. 


mute to the claim area. The necessaxy equipment and supplies for drill-


lug would be furnished by the Contractor. Water for drilling could be 


hauled from the Colorado River, 3 miles from the property. 


.	 Access roads have been constructed to the area but would require 


maintenance since they lie in a deep canyon and are subject to washouts 


by flash floods. 


There are no power facilities on the property. y electricity 


needed would be generated by gasoline- or diesel-driven light plants. 


GEOLOGY AND QE DEPOSITS 


The Hope group of claims of Uniont Mining Inc. are on the northeast 


flank of the Cane Creek .nticline (fig. 2). The dip of the beds on the 


property is 40 northeast. Formations exposed on the property are the 


Triassic Chinle formation, exposed in the bottom of Day Canyon, the 


Triassic Wingate formation, which foTins the steep walls and the Triassic 


(2) Kayenta formation, which caps the Wingate cliffs.. (The Wingate and 


Kayenta formations were thought . to be Jurassic at the time the photo-. 


.,
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S 
geologic map (fig.. ' ) was prepared.) 


The Chinle formation, is only partly exposed on the property; 


the lower part, in which ore deposits are likely to occur, is concealed. 


From exposures in 1)xy Fork Canyon to the north and in Long Canyon to the 


south (fig. 2), the Chinle is known to be about 360 feet thick. On the 


Umont property in Day Canyon a maximum thickness of 260 feet of the upper 


part of the Ch'.nle is exposed at the fork of Day Canyon in the north ha]! 


of section 10 (fig. 2). Upstream and downstream from this point the ex-


posed thickness of the Chinle is less, so that drilling depths to the 


base of the Chjn]..e would exceed 100 feet. 


According to Dooley F. Wheeler, geologist for the applicant, and 


H. S. Johnson, U. S. Geological Survey, the basal Chirjle sandstone ex-


posed in Long Canyon southwest of the property is red, not more than 
3 feet thick and contains much mudatone; it does not appear favorable 


5 for significant ore deposits. 


One dril]. hole was found just northeast of the applicant's prop-


erty on school Section 2 (fig. 2). None of the cuttings from the drill 


hole Were mineralized and it is possible that the hole was bottomed short 


of the Chi1e, 


Weakly mineralized carbonaceous sandstone beds are exposed in a 


bulldozer trench (see fig, 2) in a 15-foot sandstone ledge, just above 


the middle of the Chinle formation, According to Mr. Dooley P. Wheeler, 


representing the applicant, this ledge also contains weakly mineralized 


sandstone elsewhere on the property (fig, 2). In the bulldozer pit, the 
sandstone ledge is crossbedded, Two smafl weakly- . mineralized pods With 
a maximum thickness of 2 feet 


and a length of about 20 feet occur at 


different horizons. The pods appear 
to be localized by crossbedding. 


.
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S	 . 
k chathel sample was taken across 2 feet, the maximum thickness 


exposed, of carbon-beaxthig, lirnonite..'stained Sandstone. This sample was 


later checked by radiometric probe and found to be essential'y barren, 


except for sparse fragments of carbon, which were radioactive.. It is ptea. 


sumed that the ore grade assay., reported by the applicant, on a sample 


from the trench was made only on the carbon. 


Mr. Wheeler, representing the applicant suggested that there is an 


easterly trend onto the Hope claims from the "C" group deposits in Cane 


Creek Canyon, 15 miles southerly, and that this trend was further con-


firmed by a hole drilled for oil, 3 miles from the property. This trend 


is regarded by the examining team as speculative at best. It might also 


be claimed that, inasmuch as mineralization occurs in the middle Chinle, 


strong mineralization of ore grade might be expected in the lower Chinle. 


On the contrary, it could also be argued that because there was no favor-


5 able host rock in the lower Chinle, the snll amount of uranium deposited 


by the ore solutions was all concentrated in the weakly mineralized beds 


of the sandstone ledge of the Middle Chirile. 


The small ore deposit of Climsx Uranium Corp. in school section 32, 


T. 26 5., R. 2]. E., is several miles to the southeast. Both the Umont 


property and the Climax ore body are on the northeast flank of the Cane 


Creek anticline. However, in the absence of significantly mineralized 


outcrops in Long Canyon, the Climac ore body has little or no bearing on 


possibilities of finding an ore deposit on the Umont property. The ap-. 


plicant T s Hope group of claims are essentially in the prospecting stage. 


G RESERVES 


There is no basis on which to estimate ore reserves • The appli-


cant reports one sample assaying ore grade but this sample was from thin 
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carbonaceous seams which do not have sufficient thickness to indicate 


Ian economic ore deposit. 


The Climax Uranium reserves in school section 32, T. 26 S., 


R. 21 E. consist of about 8,000 tons of indicated ore and 4,000 tons of 


inferred ore, with an estimated grade of 0.30 percent of U3C. This es-


timate is based on information given to the A.E .C. by the Climax Uranium 


Company.


PROPOSED PL(RATIC 


The applicant proposes an exploration program consisting of two 


stages of drilling to test potential ore-bearing horizons of the Chinle 


formation. The first stage of drilling would be non-core and would test 


the ground for evidence of channeling or other favorable criteria for 


uranium deposition. Twelve holes located as shown on figure 3 are pro-. 


posed for this phase of the program. The necessary work for drill site 


and access road construction is included in the first stage. 


The second stage of the proposed program would consist of five 


non-core and core holes averaging 200 feet in depth for a total footage 


of 1,000 feet. The holes would be cored only after radiometric logging 


indicated mineralization in the vicinity. This stage would be dependent 


upon evaluation of results obtained in stage I. 


The total estimated cost of the proposed project is $10,823.29; 


Government participation at 75 percent is $8,117.47. The applicant has 


made Serious errors in computing the estimated drilling costs in his pro-


posed exploration program. However, since DL participation is not me-


commended, no attempt has been made to revise the estimate. 


.
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S	 S 
CONCLUSIONS 


No production from the Hope group of claims has been made to date. 


The Cane Creek school section 32 mine of Climax Uranium, 6 miles aonth-


east of the subject claims, had a production as of March31, 1956, of 


168 tons of 0.47 percent uranium ore, and has reserves of 12,000 tons of 


ore containing 0.30 percent of U3 08. The Hope claims lie in relatively 


the same position as the Climax Uranium mine in relation to the Cane Creek 


anticline. However, there is no evidence to show that this position nec'-


essarily indicates a favorable area. Evaluation of the property on its 


own merits and with reasonable consideration of the surrounding area in 


general, does not indicate the possibility of substantial uranium ore de-


posits.


REC 4ENDATIONS 


It is recommended that the application for DN&A exploration assist-


ance be denied without prejudice. If Umont Mining Inc. should re-apply 


after completion of some drilling, a field examination and supplementary 


report should be made to re-evaluate the property. 
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•	 S 
CONCLUSIONS 


•	 d


No production from the Hope group of claims has been made to date. 


The Cane Creek school section 32 mine of Climax Uranium, 6 miles south-


east of the subject claims, had a production as of March 31, 1956, of 


168 tons of 0.47 percent uranium ore, and has reserves of 12,000 tons of 


ore containing 0.30 percent of U3C. The Hope claims lie in relatively 


the same position as the Climax Uranium mine in relation to the Cane Creek 


anticline. However, there is no evidence to show that this position nec-


essarily indicates a favorable area. Evaluation of the property on its 


cswn merits and with reasonable consideration of the surrounding area in 


general, does not indicate the possibility of substantial uranium ore de-


posits.


RECMENDATIONS 


It is recommended that the application for DN&& exploration assist-' 


ance be denied without prejudice. If Umont &i.ning Inc. should re-apply 


after completion of some drilling, a field examination and supplementary 


report should be made to re-evaluate the property.. 
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The eilI ore 4epoait of the C1iix Uranin Coiçmny in School Section 32, 
lies several *i1e o the southeast. The onlv tie that sxz be de betwen 
.hese tVO ii th*t bQth	 on the Jbrth; tI*nk of the C*A5 CI'*Sk anticline. 


However', in the sbsenie of significant ainerslise outcrop in I4ong Canyon, 
the CUIX or's bodi b s little or no bearing on possibilities of tiMing an 
ore deposit on the W t pz'perty. it is the opinion of the ezamjntng team 
that the Hope group of cLaims is at present in the prospecting stage or 
developnt. It is recoaueMed, therefore, that the application be dmnied 
without prejLtce until ad4itional york has been &ue to subetantiut. an 
eJorstion program. I concur with the ooncluetons aM recMstions of 
the a thing team. 


Ataaic rgy Coission has been corzulted1 relative to the 
appraisal of the Hope group ot' cisiss. 


Enclosed are 10 copies of figures 2 aM 3 for inclusion in a joint 
engineering aM ologic report, s wU &s the applicant' a brochure. 
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HOPE GROUP OF CLAI	 2ECEWED 
M( MINING INC. 


•	
GR&NDcQUNrY, uri	 JUL 


INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY 


1


Umont Mining Inc., King Street Dock, Burlington, Vermont, applied 


to the Defense Minerals Exploration Administration for assistance to ex-


plore for uranium on the Hope Group of claims located in sections 3, 9, 


10, U and 15, T • 26 5., R, 20 E.., Salt Lake base meridian, Grand County, 


Utah, The applicant proposes to test the base of the Chthle formation on 


the claims with 12 Stage I holes and 5 Stage II holes ranging from 75 to 


325 feet in depth. The estinated cost of the proposed program is 


$10,823.. 29. 


Field examination of the property was made on May 23, 1956, by 


H. F. Robertson, Bureau of Mines, and F. M. Byers, Geological Survey. 


The field examinatIon disclosed a very weakly mineralized sandstone 


ledge on the Hope Group in the middle part of the Triassic Chinle forma-


tion, The assays of ore grade, reported by- the applicant, apparently came 


from a sample of radioactive carbon that was selectively picked ort of 


this sandstone. Only the upper 260 feet of the Chinle formation, which is 


360 feet thick in nearby canyons, is exposed at the fork of Day Carton; 


elsewhere on the property less of the upper Chinle is exposed. The near-


est known ore deposit is 6 miles froni the property. A drill hole about 


one-quarter mile northeast of the Hope Group failed to penetrate az mm.. 


eralized material. No holes had been drilled on the Hope Groi at the tlnm 


of the field examination1, 


Because the Hope Group of claims of Umont Mining, Inc. is easen-


tiafly in the prospecting stage, it is recommended that their application 


for DMFIA assistance be denied without prejudice. It is also reccenmended 
that the applicant be advised that he may reopen his application if subse..







S 
quent exploration should indicate significant mineraliZatiOn at the baBe 


of the Chinle formation.


AcKNDGNTS 


The exami n1g team was accompanied by Dooley P. Wheeler, Jr.., Bn-


era]. Manager for Umont Mining Inc. 
The Atomic Ener Commission was contacted coricernirg the applicar-


tion.


LOCATION, TOPOGRAPH!, AND PHYSICAL FEATURES 


The Hope group of approximately 45 mining claims is in and adjacent 


to Day Caxron and the east fork of Dry Fork in seca. 3, .9, 10, U, and 15, 


T. 26 S., U. 20 L, Salt Lake base meridian, Grand County, Utah. (fig. 1) 


The WM Petroleum Conany maintains a gravel, all-weather road, 


which turns south from U. S. Highway 160 one mile north of the Roeb bridge 


across the Colorado River. This road is followed for 12.1 miles along the 


Colorado River to an iin1inproved 3eep road branching to the northwest into 


Bull-Day Canyon. The jeep road is followed for 2.2 miles to the north-


eastern edge of the Hope group of claims. A road has been bulldozed ap-


proximately 2500 feet farther into the cazyon. At the time of the invea-. 


tigation the jeep road was inaccessible due to flooding of the Colorado 


River and the claim area could be reached only by walking about three 


miles. This condition oxists only when the river is at flood stage. 
The route to the claim &roa leaves UI S. Highway 160 at a point 


58 miles northwest of Monticello, Utah; 35 miles southeast of Thompson, 


Utah; and 2 miles northwest of Moab, Utah. Government ore purchasing 


stations are nii ntained at all of the above towns • Labor and supplies 


can be obtained at Moab and Mont±ceflo, The nearest railbead is the Den-


S
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var and Rio Grande Wetern at Thompson, Utah. 


O
Water for drilitrig and mining purposes Can be obtained frcm the 


Colorado Rivers Rainfall is light and the area is classed as aemis.arid. 


The a].titnde in tbá area ranges from 4400 to 5800 feet. The can-


yon is restricted by steep Wingate cliffs but broadenè to about 400 feet 


in most of the proposed drilling area. 


HISTY AND PRODUCTION 


There has been no production from the Hope group of claims. The 


nearest producing property is the Cane Creek school section 32 mine of 


Climax Uranium Corp., about 6 miles southeast of the Hope claims. Pro-


duction from the above mine to March 31, 1956, was 168 tons of' ore aver-


aging 0.47 percent U3C; this mine represents the best knoJh deposit in 


the vicinity of the subject claims. 


CJNEESHrp AND EXTE} 


The mining claims, Hope 1 through 37, inclusive, were originally 


located on December 22, 24, 26, and 28, 1953, in the names of Jim Jack-. 


Son, Kenneth Alired, Marlowe Smith, and John Levering, and recorded in 


Qtfice of the Grand County Recorder, State of Utah, i December 29, 1953, 
in book 16, pages 293 to 329, inclusive. 


A subsequent survey of the claim group disclosed that the claims 


as originally staked and numbered 1 to 37 were apparently in excess of 


the allowable dimensions • The locations were amended so that 48 claims, 


rather than 37, conrised the Hope group. These amendments and aubse-. 


quent instruments pertaining to the claims were recorded as shown by 


Table I. 


.
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TABLE! 


ITEM RCii) BOOX	 PAGE 


Hope 1 to 3?, inclusive 
Original Notices .o	 Location	 Dec. 29, 1953 16 293.329, inc]. 


Hope 1 to 28, iñc1i8ive Mar. 25, ]Y54 22 246.259, incl. 
• Notice of Lease Application 


Hope 29 to 37, inclusive April 12, 1954 23
// 


405-409, inc]. 
Notice of Lease Application 


Hope 1 to 48, inclusive 
Amended Lease Application May 17, 1954 26 586.600, mo]. 


2? 1-10, inc]. 
Hope 3 to 48, inclusive 3]. 54 
Amended Notices of Lease July 31, 1954 32 234.256, inc]. 


Application 


Hope 3 to 48, inclusive 
Amended Notices of Lease Aug. 11, 1954 33 588.600, incL 


Application 34 ]-"lOr mat. 


Hope 3 to 48, inclusive 
Amended Location Notices Nov. 5, 1954 49 520-543, iricl. 


Hope 3 to 48, inclusive 
Withdrawal of Lease Appli-. 


cation Nov. 5, 1954 49 544 


Hope 1 to 48 Dec. 2, 1954 52 410-416, md. 
Assignment of rights to 


Umont Mining Inc. 


Hope 1 to 48 Dec. 2, 1954 52 415..416 
Quit Claim Deed	 Owners to 
tTmont Mining Inc. 


The Hope group as amended covers an area of about 900 acres lying 


in and adjacent to Day Canyon.


PRESENT STUS 


EcploratIon arid Peve].qme 


Exploration performed to date on the Hope group of claims consists 


of access roads to the area and a buUdczed trench at the south end of 
Hope No. 13 claim.	 Samples taken by the alicent from various locations 


in the trench assayed 0.082, 0.075, and 0.196 percent U308. The highest 
.
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grade sample represezd a very thin seam (about one-quarter inch thick) 


of vitreous carbon. No other exploration has been performed on the prop-


erty.. A hole was drilled by another operator about 1/4 mile east of the 


east edge of the Hope Claim Group but nø information is available àoñoërn. 


ing the results.. 


The applicant uses projected favorable criteria from ore disco-. 


eries several miles from the subject property to justify an exploratior 


program.


OtJr Fact14jiea 


There are no equipment or facilities of any kind on the subject 


property. Project personnel would probably live in Moab, Utah and com-


imite to the claim area. The necessary equipment and supplies for drill-


ing would be furnished by the Contractor. Water for drilling could be 


hauled from the Colorado River, 3 miles from the property. 


. Access roads have been constructed to the area but would require 


maintenance since they lie in a deep canyon and are subject to Washouts 


by flash floods. 


There are no power facilities on the property. Any electricity 


needed would be generated by gasoline- or diesel-driven light plants.. 


GEOLOGY AND CE DEPOSITS 


The Hope group of claims of Umont Mining Inc. are on the northeast 


flank of the Cane Creek Anticline (fig. 2). The dip of the beds on the 


property is 40 northeast. Formations exposed on the property are the 


Triassic Chirile formation, exposed in the bottom of Day Canyon, the 


Triassic Wingate formation, which farms the steep walls and the Triassie 


(?) ICayenta formation, which caps the Wingate cliffs.. (The Wingate and 


Kayenta formations Were thought to be Jurassic at the time the photo-. 


.
5







.•	 . 


geologic map (fig. 2) was prepared.) 


The Chinle formation, is only partly exposed on the property; 


the lower part, in which ore depo3its are likely to occur, is concealed. 


'rom expàsures in Dt'y Fork Canyon to the north and in Long Cañói to the 


south (fig. 2), the Chinle is known to be about 360 feet thick. On the 


Umont property in Day Canyon a maxinum thickness of 260 feet of the upper 


part of the Ch5nle is exposed at the fork of Day Canyon in the north half 


of section 10 (fig. 2). Upstream and dcmiatream from this point the ex-


posed thickness of the Chinle iS less, so that drilling depths to the 


base of the Chinle would exceed 100 feet. 


According to Dooley F, Wheeler, geologist for the applicant, and 


H. S. Johnson, U. S. Geological Survey, the basal Chiri].e sandstone ox-


posed in Long Canyon southwest of the property is red, not more than 


3 feet thick and contains much mudstone; it does not appear favorable 


for significant ore deposits. 


One drill hole was found just northeast of the 	 s prop-


erty on school section 2 (fig. 2). None of the cuttings from the drill 


hole were mineralized and it is possible that the hole was bottomed short 


of the Chinle. 


Weakly mineralized carbonaceous sandstone beds are exposed in a 


bulldozer trench (see fig. 2) in a 15-foot sandstone ledge, just above 


the middle of the Chirile formation. According to Mr.. Dooley P. Wheeler, 


representing the applicant, this ledge also contains weakly mineralized 


sandstone elsewhere on the property (fig. 2). In the bulldozer pit, the 


sandstone ledge is cross-bedded.. Two small weakly mineralized pods with 


a maxium th,cJrnss of 2	 feet and a length of about 20 feet occur at 


different horizons. The pods appear to be localized by cross-bedding.
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	 A clifinnel sample was taken across 2 feet, the maximum thickness 


exposed, of carbon-bearing, ]imonite-.stained sandstone. This sample was 


later checked by radiometric probe and found to be essentially barren, 


except for sparse fragments of carbon, which were radioactive.. It is pre-


suined that the ore grade assay., reported by the applicant, on a sample 


from the trench was made only on the carbon. 


Mr. Wheeler, representing the applicant suggested that there is an 


easterly trend onto the Hope claims from the "C" group deposits in Cane 


Creek Canyon, 15 miles southerly, and that this trend was further Con-


firmed by a hole drilled for oil, 3 miles from the property. This trend 


is regarded by the examining team as speculative at best. It might also 


be claimed that, inasmuch as mineralization occurs in the middle Chinle, 


strong mineralization of ore grade might be expected in the lower Chinle. 


On the contrary, it could also be argued that because there was no favor-' 


able host rock in the lower Chirile, the small amount of uranium deposited 


by the ore solutions was all concentrated in the weakly mineralized beds 


of the sandstone ledge of the Middle Chinle. 


The small ore deposit of Climax Uranium Corp.. in school section 32, 


T. 26 S., R. 2]. E., is several miles to the southeast. Both the Umont 


property and the Climax ore body are on the northeast flank of the Cane 


Creek anticline. However, in the absence of significantly mineralized 


outcrops in Long Canyon, the Cl 4mn ore body has little or no bearing on 


possibilities of finding an ore deposit on the Umont property. The ap-


plicant's Hope group of claims are essentially in the prospecting stage. 


aE RESERVES 


There Is no basis on which to estimate ore reserves. The appli-. 


cant reports one sample assaying ore grade but this sample was from thin 
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C 
carbonaceous seams which do not have sufficient thickness to indicate 


an econoaic ore deposit. 


The Climax Uranium reserves in school section 32, T. 26 5, 


R, 21 E • consist of about 8,000 tons of indicated ore and 4,000 tons of 


inferred ore, with an estimated grade of 0.30 percent of U3C. This es-


timate is based on information given to the A.E .C. by the Climax Uranium 


Company,


PROPOSED ExPLcRLTIaI 


The applicant proposes an exploration program consisting of two 


stages of drilling to test potential ore-bearing horizons of the Chinle 


formation. The first stage of drilling would be non--core and would test 


the ground for evidence of channeling or other favorable criteria for 


uranium deposition. Twelve holes located as shown on figure 3 are pro. 


Sposed for this phase of the program. The necessary work for drill site 


and access road construction is included in the first stage. 


The second stage of the proposed program would consist of five 


non-core and core holes averaging 200 feet in depth for a total footage 


of 1,000 feet. The holes would be cored only after radiometric logging 


indicated mineralization in the vicinity. This stage would be dependent 


upon evaluation of results obtained in stage I. 


The total estimated cost of the proposed project is 4lO,823.29; 


Government participation at 75 percent is 18,U7.47. The applicant has 


irade serious errors in computing the estimated drilling costs in his pro--


posed exploration program. However, since DIVIEL participation iS not ree-. 


ccmnended, no attempt has been made to revise the estimate. 


.	 8







CCLUSI1S 


•


	


	
No production from the Hope group of claims has been made to date. 


The Cane Creek school section 32 mine of Climax Uranium, 6 miles south-


east of the subject claims, had a production as of March 31, 1956, of 


168 tons of 0.47 percent uranium ore, and has reserves of 12,000 tons of 


ore containing 0.30 percent of U3C. The Hope claims lie in relatively 


the same position as the Climax Uranium mine in relation to the Cane Creek 


anticline. However, there is no evidence to show that this position nec-


easarily indicates a favorable area. Evaluation of the property on its 


own merits and with reasonable consideration of the surrounding area in 


general, does not indicate the possibility of substantial uranium ore de-


posits.


RECMEND&TI0NS 


It is recommended that the application for DMEA exploration assist-


ance be denied without prejudice., If Umont Ikining Inc. should re-apply 


after completion of some drifling, a field examination and supplementary 


report should be made to re-evaluate the property. 
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25 D C


7ebz1eri 33 1956 
aa 
.uvsr 2, 4js 


To;	 J. 7. hmv (With bro*we)

V. lsmiar 


•	 ?t asjo UI 


*uIt) Do*kst *M 4b9 (Ura4j*), "iant Kthis	 . Qap o,.	 Utah 


*aeoa is t *&bjset p1totj Ia the	 nt of W,823.2. £ fiSh	 s *0itabls report aje reqizsd. 


	


G1O*St fez'	 ep of a atter fis tJIIS Chat!1ms of tM Qper*ti Ca.ittt.e ai 	 of xrviv.-of tbe epp1iessto br V. 7, VUi ,t Jsbe Z. CrtoxL 
U a	 rnoM *0	 so .ttt.d or *be	 tbe *iSi c3M loc*tM	 ol 1mm.
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E$4ZA 71*14 T.sa, 1 s&ion III 


W M TRAVER, 


W. K. Traer 
• Z*ectjys Officer 


INC:áb	 • 


cc: Chair. Op Cc*mn (2)-
Earbn	 • 
Docket 1 149	 •	 •

Chron.
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BUREAU OF MINES 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


February 7, 1956 


Memorandum"	
FECXV1D 


To:	 Ernest William Ellis, DNEA Member 
Uranium Commodity Committee, Room 4445 


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


Subject: Application for assistance, DMEA Docket 4149, Umont 
Mining, Inc., Hope group, Grand County, Utah 


I have reviewed the attached application for assistance, 
DMEA Docket 4149, Umont Mining, Inc., Grand County, Utah, dated 
January 30, 1956, and received in this office on January 31. I 
have also discussed it with Joseph 0. Hosted, Washington repre-
sentative of the Atomic Ener Commission. 


The organization has prepared access roads and con-
ducted some trenching of the Chinie formation on the Hope claims. 
Sample material taken from the treich assayed .082, 0.75, and .019 
percent U308. The uranium-bearing mineral was not identified. 
The possibility, was mentioned that a mineralized channel may exist 
at the base of the Chinle formation on the subject claims. 


The applicant is desirous of drilling 23 holes to deter-
mine the extent of the mineralization on the property. Should any 
of the 23 holes prove that significant amounts of uranium exist 
therein, the applicant requests that as many as 5 off-set holes be 
allowed to verify the findings. Holes would be cored only if 	 7 
logging information indicated the presence of radioactivity. The 
cost of the proposed exploration project is estimated to be 
l0,823.29. 


We suggeàt that the application be referred to the Field 
Team for review and a possible field examination, and that the 
Field Team consult with E. R. Gordon, Atomic Energy Commission, 
Grand Junction, Colorado. 


Attachment
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IN REPLY REFER TO: 


UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR	 E1VP 


°'h 3	
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY	


LB 2 WASHINGTON 25. D.c.


February 1, 1956 


Memoranduin' 


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


From:	 W. P. Williams, U. S. Geological Survey 


Subject: Review of Application, DA +]A9, Umont Mining Inc., 
Hope claims, Moab District, Grand County., Utah. 


The applicant proposes a modest core drilling exploration 
project for uranium ore in Day Canyon. The project would consist 
of about 2,175 feet of drilling at a total estimated cost of $10,823. 


The Hope claims are notclose to producing mines or known 
ore deposits. Uranium mineralization is found on the property in 
midle Chinle sandstones. Samples taken from a trench on the 
property assayed 0.082, 0.075, and 0.196 percent U3o8. In the 
vicinity of the property uranium mineralization is known to be 
scattered throngh a large vertical rock section. The middle Chinle 
sands have not, however, been a stand out success in producing 
significant ore bodies. The lower Chinle, including the Mossback 
and Shinar	 zones, are buried on the property. Even if iese 
two members were present, which is not known, nothing is known 
concerning their structure, such as channel scours, thickness, 
lithologic characteristics, and others. The applicant states, 
"The drill target will be essentially horizontal potential sandstone 
or conglomerate lenses or channels at the base of the Chinle 
formation. Such lenses or channels, if present, could have uranium-
vanadium ore deposits in them." The first holes of a drilling 
project would, therefore, obviously be searching for favorable host 
rocks and structures rather than primarily for ore. 


I do npt. think the property warrants DIVA participation. 
There is a possibility that the EC may have done some drilling 
near the property which would allow some evaluation of the lower 
Chinle.


I recommend that the Field Team be asked for additional 
information and recommendations. At this point I would recommend 
that the applicant be advised that not enough prospecting work has 
been done on the property for DIYJEA to give the application full 
appraisal.


W. P. Williams
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January 31, 19S6 
Subject: DMEL4119 
Re: Exploration Assistance 


Uinont Mining Inc.	 Rope Group 
912 Kearns Building 
Salt Lake City 1,, Utah 


Gentlemern	 . 


The receipt of your application date7 27, 19S6, 


for exploration assistance under the Defense Production Act of 1950, 


as amended, is hereby acknowledged. 


Your application has been assigned Docket NumbePi1l19 


and referred. to th 1' & Misc. Metals Divison. 


Kindly identify tll future correspondence. relating to your 


application by this docket number.	 . 


Sincerely yours, 


Robert E. Adams, Chief 
Operations Control and 
Statistics Division







• 
Umont Mining hc. 


REVED 
THIS LETTER FROM 0 
KING STREET DOCK	 J/fu 0 f' 4A 
BURLINGTON, VERMONT	 IV t) U ii56 


January 28, 1956 


Mr. C. 0. Mittendorf, Ac1ministrator 
Defense Minerals cp1oration Administration 
Department of the Interior 
Washington 25, D. C.


THIS LETTER FROM 


912 KEARNS BUILDING 
SALT LAKE CITY 1, UTAH 


Dear Mr. Mittendorf: 


Attached please find an application by TJmont Mining Inc., for a defense 
minerals loan for exploration of their Hope group of clairiis in Grand County, 
Utah.


Correspondence concerning this application should be directed to 
Dooley P. Wheeler, Jr., 912 Kearns Building, Salt Lake City, Utah, with copies 
to L. P. Evans, Jr., King Street Dock, Burlington, Vermont. 


In estimating costs we have allowed for no unusual drilling problems 
or unfortunate weather conditions and our aim will be to terminate the drill-
irgin connection with this DNE1 project in 10 to J4days from starting of 
drilLng. The enclosed Minerals Engineering bid was used as a basis for cal-
culating drill costs. The revised core drilling cost on the margin of the bid 
was supplied by Edson Foster verbally when we requested a drill rig capable of 
wet or dry rotary and high speed core drilling. Other drill bids are enclosed 
but they were not used because we consider the prices quoted too high. 


The project assumes an over-all cost of $10,823.29 for an estimated 
3,175 feet of drilling. The estimated cost per foot of drilling is, thus, 
$3.41.


Umont will make every effort to reduce the cost per foot of drilling 
consistent with the objective, which is to find ore. If the cost per foot of 
drilling is such that additional drill holes can be drilled for the above 
estimated over-all cost, Urnont would like to be able to use all the appropriated 
money for additional exploratory drilling, if mineralization is encountered, 


Mr. D. F. Coolbaugh prepared the first draft of this DMEA loan applica-
tion and the attached is the Coolbaugh application revised by the general 
manager of Umont King Inc. Responsibility for the accuracy of the application 
is hereby assumed by the management of Umont.


Yours very truly, 


Dooley P. Wheeler., Jr. 


DPW: lh
	 General I'Ianager
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE 	 42-R1035.2. 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION	 IPIWV 


Not tobe flied in by applicant. 
APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN " 	 ' 


EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO 	 Docket No.EAqLq 
Metal or Mineral 


DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE 	 Date Received 


	


PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED	 Estimated CosttJ 3 
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• ----- -UmQft MixiingInc	 Kin	 tret--Dp, pn 


--------------------------------------------------------
•-------------------------------------------------City	 on 


(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. see attached sheet 
(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 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----- 'ope #3J. #4.8,inclusiv----(see 


huAat&che&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 otherwise 


------------------------------------------------OTner 
(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 - 
•--------------------------------------------------------------------flon -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


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


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 	 jo—essol 1 
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-. 
5. The exploration project.—(a) State the mineral or minerals for which you wish to explore -------------------------------------


-	 N 
(b) Describe fully the proposed work, including a map or sketch of the property showing a plan (and cross sections if needed) 


of any present mine workings, and the location of the proposed exploration work as related to such • features as contacts, 
veins, ore-bearing beds, etc. 


(c) The work will start within 3O----days and be completed within .3-------months from the date of an exploration 
project contract.	 2Uj 


(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, sipervision and engineeringand geological consultant.- 	 ... 


(c) Operating materials 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 existifg buildings, instal1àiions, fixures, and movable operating equipment, now owned by the Operator and which will be 
devoted to the exploration project. 


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


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


(h) Contingencies.—Give an estimate of any necessary allowances for contingencies not included in the costs stated above. 
N0TE.—No items of general overhead, corporate management, 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 projectin accordance with the regulations on 
Government participation (Sec. 7, DMEA No. 1)? 


(b) How do you propose to furnish your share df 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 ----------------


Umont_Mining, Inc. 


By	 Pr s 


---&La-J.-. ----------------------& ---nMan 


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. 


0. 8. G8VEItNMENT PRINTING orpict	 16-6O551-1
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1. (c)	 Officers of Umont Mining, Inc.: 


President L. P. Evans, Jr. 
King Street Dock 
Burlington, Vermont 


V'ice-President. Dooley P. Wheeler, Jr. 
General Manager


Salt Lake City, Utah 


Secretary-Treas. R. H. Wadhams 
King Street Dock 
Burlington, Vermont 


Assistant Treas. A. Reed Reynolds, Jr. 
Box 685 
Moab, Utah 


,, ,
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.	 SCI]EDULE A 


Group Boundary Description 


Beginning at the I\J.W. Corner of Eoe #45 which 
point is N 65° W	 130 feet thence S 37° 50' iN - 600 
feet from Sec. Cor. 9-10-15 and 16-T 26S - R 20 E, 
thence N 300 30' W 3000 feet, thence 1 37° 50' E - 
6.Q.0 feet, thence S 30° 30' E - 300 feet, thence 
N 37° 50' E - 1500 feet, thence N 300 30' W - 300 
feet, thence N 37° 50' E - 1425 feet, thence 'N 51° 
20' E - 3075 feet, thence N 300 30' W 600 feet, thence 
N 51° 20' E 1137 feet, thence N 66° 20' E - 363 feet, 
thence S 30° 30' E - 600 feet, thence N 66° 20' E 
1200 feet, thence S 300 30' E - 900 feet, thence 
N 66° 20' E - 813 feet, thence N 59° 20' E 687 feet, 
thence S 30° 30' E - 1200 feet, thence S 590 20' w 
687 feet, thence S 66°' 20' W - 813 feet, thence 
S 30° 30' E 900 feet, thence S 66° 20' W - 600 feet, 
thence S 30° 30' E - 1500 feet, thence S 66° 20' IN - 
963 feet, thence S 51° 20' W - 4212 feet, thence 
S 37° 50' W - 3525 feet, thence N 30° 30' IN - 1500 
feet to the place of the beginning. 


The above description includes lands within 
Section 2 and 16, which are School lands and to 
which the Umont Mining, Inc., makes no claim of 
title,. 


.
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November 9, 1955 


Board of Directors 
Umont Mining, Inc.	 OII2I' /'7 
King Street Dock 
Burlington, Vermont 


Re: Title Report Covering Unpatented 
Mining Claims Situate in Grand 
County, State of Utah. 


Gentlemen: 


Pursuant to your request, the following is a title 
report covering the hereinafter described unpatented 
mining claims situate in Grand County, State of Utah, 
and more particularly des6it'éd às fôI1oW, to wit 


Hope #3 through #38, inclusive. 


Matters examined are as follOws: 


1. The official records of the County of Grand, 
State of Utah. 


2. The plat and tract book records in the Land 
Office, Bureau of Land ivianagemerit, Federal Building, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 


3. A certified survey map of R. J. Scanlon, 
registered land surveyor, dated May 30, 1954 (copy of 
which is attached). 


In determining the rights of persons in unpatented 
lode mining claims, the nature of the title acquired 
presents two separate and distinct problems. First, 
the record title must be considered in the light of the 
initiation of possessory title to a claim and subsequent 
transfers or encumbrances. The act of recording the 
notices of location, in part, initiates possessory title 
to a mining claim and this represents the only document-
ary evidence of title to such a claim, since no patent 
issues or grant occurs in the beginning. Secondly, the 
physical act of locating land on the public domain upon 
land open to mineral eitr initiates, in part, a posses-
sory right to a':mining claim which carries with it the 
right to remove ores therefrom. It must be, of course,
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always kept in mind that the title of the United States 
Government is paramount to that oil anyone until such 
time as patent proceedings have been completed. 


If the exact location of a uripatented mining claim 
can be determined, the availability of that specific land 
for mineral entry can be ascertained. In this regard, a 
survey of the subject land is most helpful, since unpat-
ented mining claims are not identified on official records 
in such a way as to indicate the exact location of the 
same until after patent theref or has been issued pursuant 
to application. 


Since the exact location of a mining claim cannot 
be determined from official county records, certain 
conditions with regard to valid location must be assumed 
in rendering a title report. Such an assumption is gen-
erally based upon personal knowledge, documentary repre-
sentation (such as survey maps) and representations of 
persons familiar with the subject claims. For example, 
without personal knowledge to the contrary, it must be 
assumed as follows: 


1. That there has been timely compliance with re-
quirements of properly posting the notices of location 
and marking the claims on the ground so that the bound-
aries thereof can be readily traced. 


2. That the mining claims in question are located 
where shown on survey maps and that no conflicting loca-
tions with prior rights exist, which are not shown on 
such maps. 


3. Generally, it must be assumed that assessment 
or discovery work has been accomplished a,s required by 
law. If affidavits of such assessment work are timely 
recorded, the owners of unpatented mining claims are 
given the presumption that such work has been accom-
plished. However, the failure to file such an affida-
vit of annual assessment' does not invalidate the claim, 
but destroys the presumption that such work has been 
done and creates a burden on the part of the owner to 
establish that such has been accomplished. 


4. A valid discovery must also be assumed. The 
Federal and State laws require the discovery of valuable
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mineral in order to establish a valid mining ólaixn. The 
question of what constitutes a discovery is for practi-
cal purposes a question of fact depending to a large 
extent upon evidence sufficient to cause a reasonable 
man. to expend further time, energy and money in develop-
ing the mining claim looking toward the discovery of 
mineral in place. No mining claim hs validity prior 
to discovery; however, a locator in actual possession 
of a claim actively and diligently working for discov-
ery is protected if he remains in possession and con-
tinues work and thereafter discovery occurs. This principle 
applies in our opinion only to those claims within a group 
on which work continues and possession is maintained. 


Mining locations made after December 31, 1952 and 
prior to the Act..oi' August 13, 1954, (68 Stat. 708 on 
lands covered by minerals leaseable under the Leasing 
Act of 1920 were not valid locations. However, in pro-
viding for multiple use of the public domain, the afore-
said Act established procedures for the validation of 


•	 certain of those mining claims, and new locations of 
mining claims made after the effective date of said 
Act are valid locations under the terms thereof even 
though on lands covered by prior existing rights under 
the aforesaid Leasing Act of 1920. The Act of August 13, 
1954, in eftect acknowledged the procedures established 
by Atomic Energy Commission Domestic Uranium Program 
Circular 7 and in part the procedures for validation of 
certain mining claims were predicated upon compliance 
with the aforesaid Circular 7. 


From our examination of the aforesaid matters affect-
ing title to the subject mining claims, we find as follows: 


The mining claims, Hope 1 through 37, inclusive, 
were originally located on December 22, 24, 26 and 28, 
1953, in the names of Jim Jackson, Kenneth Alired, Marlowe 
Smith and John Levering, and recorded in the Office of the 
Grand County Recorder, State of Utah, on the 29th day of 
December, 1953, in Book 16, Pages 293 to 329, inclusive. 
From examination of the records of the Land Office as 
above indicated, it was determined that the original lo-
cations of the Hope claims were made on lands subject to 
prior existing rights under the Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920, and were, therefore, at the time of such location 
invalid.
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On February 10, 1954, the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion published its Circular 7, which was an attempt 
toremedy difficulties created as a result of a con-
flict of mining locations with prior rights existing 
under the aforesaid Mineral Leasing Act and with the 
imilar disability referred to above in connection 


with the Hope claims 1 to 37, inclusive. Thereafter 
on the 17th da of March, 1954, the original locators 
made application with the A,E,C. pursuant to the pro-
visions of Circular 7 covering the Hope claims 1 to 
28, inclusive, and the notices of intention to lease 
were recorded on March 25, 1954, in .Book 22., Pages 246 
to 259, inclusive. Also on March 16, 1954, application 
for mining lease was made to the Atomic Energy Conmiis-
sibn covering the Hope claims 29 to 37, inclusive, and 
the notices of intention to lease were recorded on 
April 12, 1954, in Book 23, Pages 405 to 409, inclusive. 
Subsequently, three sets of amended notices of lease 
application were posted and recorded for Hope mining 
claims (or lease tracts) 3 to 48, inclusive. The 
surveyor, Mr. W. 0. Claxton, informs this office that 
the amendments were made pursuant to a survey of the 
original locations, Hope 1 to 37, inclusive. The three 
sets of amended notices of lease application were lo-
cated and recorded as follows:


Posted	 Recorded 
Hope 1 to 48, inclusive, 
Amended Lease Application	 May 17, 1954 May 17, 1954 


Book 26 
Pages 586-600, md., and 
Book 27, Pages 
1 to 10, md. 


Hope 3 to 48, inclusive, 	 June 15,1954	 July 31,1954 
Amended Notices of Lease 	 Book 32, Pages 
Application	 234 to 256,incl. 


Elope 3 to 48, inclusive,	 Aug.9, 1954	 August 11,1954 
Amended Notices of Lease 	 Book 33, Pages 
Application	 588 to 600,incl., 


and Book 34,Pages 
1 to 10, md. 


After the effective date of the Act of August 13, 
1954 (68 Stat. 708) and on the 26th day of October, 1954, 
amended location notices for Hope 3 to 48, inclusive, 
were posted on the subject claims, and on 1ovember 5, 
1954, copies of the same were recorded in the Office of 
the Grand County Recorder in Book 49 at Pages 520 to
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543, inclusive, and on the 5th day of November, 1954, 
a withdrawal of the aforesaid lease application was 
made for Hopes 1 to 48, and was recorded in the Office 
of the Grand County Reqorder 'at Book 49, Page 544; said 
amended notices of location and withdrawal of lease ap-
plication were made pursuant to the provisions of the 
aforesaid Act of August 13, 1954, and for the purpose 
of validating the original Hope caims, 1 to 37, as 
amended by the survey resulting in the Hope claims, 3 
to 48, inclusive. 


On December 2, 1954, at Book 52, Pages 410 to 416, 
inclusive, appear an assignment of the rights of the 
original locators in and to the lease application made 
to the Atomic Energy C,ornniission to Umont Mining, Inc., 
and a quit claim deed wherein the original locators and 
their wives quit claimed the subject mining claims to 
Umont Mining, Inc.; both assignment and quit claim deed 
were dated the 5th day of August, 1954. Also appearing 
of record is a subsequent quit claim deed by the origin-
al locators and their wives quit claiming unto Umont 
Mining, Inc., the subject claims, said deed having been 
dated the 16th day of November, 1954, and recorded the 
2nd day of December, 1954, in the Office of the Grand 
County Recorder in Book 52, Pages 415 and 416. 


Prom our examination of the foregoing matters, 
we find record possessory title to the aforesaid un-
patented mining claims to be vested in Umont Mining, 
Inc., a Vermont Corporation, subject to the paramount 
title of the United States of America, which title 
carries with it the right to remove ores from said 
claims, subject, however, to the following matters, 
to wit: 


1. Reference is hereby made to the attached copy 
of the certified survey of R. J. Scanlon. The subject 
map reflects the existence of certain conflicting mm-
ip claims. With reference to the mining claims known 
as Ruby E - 9 - 1 through E - 9 - 28, it appears that 
the same were originally located on the 18th day of 
January, 1954, and recorded 'in the Office of the Grand 
County Recorder on the 30th day of January, 1954, in 
the names of Glenn lvi. and James M. Ruby, which location 
was subequent to the original location of the Hope 
claims 1 to 37, inclusive. Your attention is directed 
to the date of the Surveyor's map, which is May 30, 
1954. The surveyor, vir. W. 0. Claxton, reports that
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he was on the subject land prior to May 30, 1954, 
and on frequent occasions up to said date and that 
the Ruby claims had not been completely monumented 
and described on the ground so that the same could 
be surveyed and platted on his map and that conse-
quently only the general area of the Ruby claims is 
indicated on the map. Other persons purporting to 
be familiar with the general area in question have 
informed this office that the Ruby claims were not 
monumented and identified on the ground until many 
months after the original recording of the Ruby claims. 


The Hope claims, having been located prior to 
the Ruby claims, would take precedence over the latter, 
assuming that the, other elements of a valid claim ob-
tained at the timeof the location of the Ruby claims. 
However, the Hope claims as originally staked and 
numbered 1 to 37, inclusive, were apparently (insO-r' 
far as a portion of the same are concerned) in excess 
of the allowable dimension, and when surveyed, the 


•	 original 37 claims constituted 48 in number of claims 
with the appropriate dimension. It is, therefore, pos-
sible that some portion of the Ruby claims were located 
on the excessive portions of the original Hope claims, 
which Ruby claims would to that extent be valid, if 
the same were otherwise properly located. The area of 
conflict with the Ruby claims is in Section 9, T 26 5, 
R 20 E, SLM, Grand County, Utah, and as shown on the, 
map affects the Hope claims 
47 and .48. As you are aware, an attempt is curreffiy 


iTIgme to reconcile the conflict discussed herein 
with the appropriate parties in interest. 


2. The Wow claims shown on the Surveyor's map 
attached hereto were originally located in the name of 
Tom Walker for George D. Fehr, which original location 
was in the form of a notice of lease application, dated 
June 15, 16 and 17, 1954, and recorded in the Office of 
the Grand County Recorder on June 21, 1954. These 
claims having been first located subsequent to the lo-
cation of the Hope Claims are invalid insofar as the 
same conflict with th Hope claims, assuming that all 
other elements of a valid claim obtained at the time 
of the location of the Wow claims. However, as you 
are aware, an attempt is being made to reconcile the 
conflict with the Wow claims.	 . 


S 3. Your attention is directed to the mining claims, 
Ola and Bobbie Dick, which claims were originally located
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by.Robert E. and Richard N. Mohier on the 21st day of 
ovember, 1953. These claims had prior location dates 


to that of the Hope claims, and to the extent that the 
same conflict with the Hope claims, the latter are in-
valid. The surveyor, W. 0. Claxton, reports that the 
discovery monuments for the Hope claims, which are in 
conflict with the Ola and Bobbie Dick claims, a.re rest 
ing on land not so in conflict. 


4. Your attention is directed to the mining 
claims, Arlene #32 and i34, which claims were original-
ly staked in the name of Nick Bullick and later trans-
ferred to Onyx Corporation and were originally located 
many months prior to the location of the Hope claims. 
Therefore, the conflict with the Arlene claims shown 
on the map attached hereto results in an invalidation 
of the Hope claims to the extent of the conflict. The 
surveyor, W. 0. Claxton, reports that the discovery 
monuments for the mining claims, Hope # 4 , #44 and #45, 
are resting on land riot in conflict with the Arlene 
claims, which would make that portion of the subject 
Hope claims valid. 


5. Your attention is directed to the fact that 
Hope claims, #45 and #4,6, have been partially located 
on State School land, which is not subject to the lo-
cation of mining claims, and to the extent that the 
same lie on School land, they are not valid. The 
surveyor reports that the discovery monwients f or Hope 


#4 5 and #46 are resting on public domain, consequently, 
the same should be valid. 


6. Your attention is directed to the fact that 
portions of the Hope claims #3, # 4 and #6 are located 
on State School land, which is not subject to the lo-
cation of mining claims, and to that extent, the same 
are not valid. Here again, the surveyor reports that 
the discovery monuments for each of the subject claims 
are resting on public domain and are, therefore, valid. 


Yours truly, 


REYNOLDS & GIBSON 


By' 
A. Reed eyno S 


ARR/gc 
Enclosure
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Recording Information 
Original Notices of Location, 


Notice of Lease Application and Amended Notices 


1ame Recorded Book ge 


Hope #1 to 37, December 29, 16 293-329, mci. 
inclusive 1953 


Original Notices 
of Location 


Hope #1 to #28,incl., 22 246-259, mci. 
Notice of Lease March 25, 
Application 1954 


Hope #29 to #37, April 12, 23 405-409, md. 
inclusive. 1954 


Notice of Lease 
Application 


Hope #1 to #48, May 17, 26 & 586-600, mci. 
inclusive. 1954 27 1-10,	 md. 


Amended Notice 
of Lease Application 


Hope #3 to #48, July 31, 31 & 54 & 
inclusive. 1954 32 234-256, mci. 


Amended Notice of 
Lease Application 


Hope #3 to #48, August 11, 33 & 588_600, md., & 
inclusive. 1954 34 1-10,	 mci, 


Amended i\otice of 
Lease Application 


Hope #3 to #48, November 5, 49 520-543, md. 
inclusive. 1954


Amended Notices of 
Locat ion 


.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR JAN 0 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


Re: applicatibn for aid in an 
exploration project, pursu-
ant to DMEA Order 1, under 
the Defense Production Act 
of 1950, as amended 


4. Physical description (a) Road work and trenching has been done 


on the Hope claims by Umont Mining Inc. The approximate location 


of the roads and trenching is shown on the enclosed topographic map 


(Figure #1) and claim map (Figure 2). The trenching was done in a 


sandstone member near the middle of the Chinle formation at a loca-


tion which exhibited high surface radiation. No other physical ex-


ploration has been done on these claims. 


(b) There has been no past production of any minerals from the Hope 


Claims. 


There is no current production of any minerals from the Hope Claims. 


Although uranium mineralization is known to occur on the Hope 


Claims there has not been sufficient exploration to block out ore 


reserves. 


(c) The Hope group of approximately 45 mining claims is situated in 


and adjacent. to Day Canyon and the east fork of Dry Fork in Township 


26 South, Range 20 East, Sections 3, 9, 10, 11 and 15 SLEM, Grand 


County, Utah. (See Figures 1 and 2). 


The claims can be reached by road. The MGM Petroleum Company 


maintains a gravel all-weather road, which turns south from U. S. 


Highway 160 one mile north of the Moab bridge across the Colorado 
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River. This road is followed for 12.1 miles along the Colorado River 


Sto where a jeep road branches to the northwest into Bull-Day Canyon. 


This road is followed for 2.2 miles before the northeastern edge 


of the Hope Group of claims is reached. A road has been bulldozed 


approximately 2500 feet farther into the canyon. 


Surface elevations range from 4400 feet to 5B00 feet in the claim 


area. The canyon is quite restricted by steep slopes, but the area to 


be drilled has a gentle gradient and sufficient width and soil for inex-


pensive drill road excavation by bulldozer. 


GEOLOGY: 4 (c) 


Long Canyon: The geologic section was observed in Long Canyon near 


the Hill Mine which is approximately 7000 feet south of the claims in 


Day Canyon. All thicknesses, except that of the Chinle, are approximate. 


The Chinle thickness was measured, 


Wingate 350 feet 


Chinle	 375 feet Red shaly sandstones and red shale ----- 	 upper 1/3 
Gray sandstone and shale, pebble conglomerate, 
local cross bedded shale-sandstone unit -- middle 1/3 
Gray shale with very minor sandstone	 -- lower 1/3 


Moenkopi 170 feet or more exposed 


The mineralization in the Hill Mine appears to be limited to the 


middle sandstone beds. Present workings are very limited, and large 


reserves are not evident. 


Dry Canyon: The geologic section was observed in Dry Canyon at a 


point approximately 1000 feet northweof the claims in Day Canyon. All 


thicknesses except those of the Chin. 	 e approximate. The units of the



Chinle were measured. 


Wingate 350 feet 


Chinle 360 feet. Red shales and siltstone at top 	 --	 50 ft. 
Gray , buff, reddish sandstone, local cross-


S	 bedded shale and shale pebble conglomerate, 
local carbon and petrified logs -- 	 110 ft. 
Red, green and gray shales and sandstones, 
base of Chinle locally thinly sandy -- 	 200 ft.
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Moenkopi At least 30 feet observed 


Day Canyon:	 The Wingate and Chinle formations are exposed in


the walls of Day Canyon. No Shinaruxnp or Moenkopi is exposed and it 


is believed that little or no Shinarump will be encountered in drill-


ing. Potentially productive basal sandstones in the Chinle might 


exist 75 to 325 feet below the surface in Day Canyon. 


There is said to be a thickening of the Chinle formation to the 


southwest which is toward the axis of the Cane Creek Anticline. The 


axis of the Anticline lies between one and two miles to the southwest 


of the Hope Claims. 


The geologic section observed in Day Canyon is recorded below. 


The thickness of the Wingate is estimated, but the Chinle exposed thick-


ness and units were measured. 


Wingate 350 feet 


Chinle 313 feet Red sandstones and shales at top -- 90 ft. 
Buff sandstone -----------40 ft. 
Cross-bedded green and red shale 
and siltstones------------50 ft. 
Buff to gray sandstone, commonly has 
basal intraformational conglomerate 
bed 2 to 4 ft. thick with shale 
pebbles. Local carbonaceous trash-23 ft. 
Gray-green-red platy shale and 
siltstone


	


	 -------------110 ft. 

Bottom not exposed --


The results of the drilling done by Moab Associated Ltd. in section 2 


of Day Canyon are not known. The nearest drill hole was put down about 


mile east of the east edge of the Hope claim group. Drill cores were 


not taken. Cuttings indicate no appreciable thicknesses of basal sand-


stone or conglomerate, and if mineralization was encountered there is 


no sign of it left at the drill sites. 


Radioactivity was noted at numerous localities in the Hope claims 


in Day Canyon in the buff to gray sandstone just above the gray-green-red 
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platy shale and siltatone. This radioactivity, although not intense, 


appears rather wide spread. The approximate location of the anomalous 


areas are shown in red on Figure #. The mineral giving rise to the 


radioactivity in the tight medium grained sandstone has not been identi-


fied. Mineralized samples taken before the trehching was done gave a 


maximum radiometric assay of .08 U30g. Samples taken from the trench at 


different locations assayed 0.082, 0.075 and 0.196 percent U308, 


Carbon trash was noted in numerous of the Chinle sandstone members, 


but it is most common in the lowest sandstone member exposed in Day 


Canyon, just above the platy gray-green_red shale. 


PROXINITY TO KNOWN DEPOSITS: 


The Hope claims lie approximately 13 miles east of ore deposits in 


Mineral Canyon, 6 miles northwest of Climax Uranium's school section 


32 deposit which is located on the northeast flank of the Cane Creek 


Anticline, and 1.5 miles northwest of the Hill Mine or prospect in Long 


Canyon. 


Deep drilling for uranium, by Uranium Engineering Company in the 


vicinity of Ruby #1 oil well 5 or 6 miles west of the Hope group of claims 


found small spotty concentrations of uranium mineralization in a sandstone-


cong1omerate channel whose trend is, as nearby as could be determined, 


approximately east-west. East-west trending channels in the Ruby oil 


well area would not outcrop anywhere east of the Gre en River and the Hope 


claim area gives the shallowest drill depths possible for checking the 


potential channels east of the Ruby oil well area. 


AU the deposits listed above are in Chinle sandstones. The best 


deposit, in Climax Uranium's school section 32, is evidently a basal 


Mosback sandstone of the Chinle.
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SMineralized zones have been found in the middle of the Chinle, and 


trenching has located more extensive mineralization than was found in 


the outcrops. There is drill evidence to the west that a mineralized 


channel could exist at the base of the Chinle in the Hope claim group. 


It is felt, therefore, that the claims warrant exploration of the base 


of the Chinle. 


(d) The difficult and expensive road building is already completed 


thereby greatly decreasing the cost of further exploration. The claims 


can be reached by road as explained in 4 (c) above. Drill site roads 


will, however, have to be built for some of the contemplated drilling. 


The access road to the claims is subject to washouts and will have to 


be maintained. 


The claims lie only 17 road miles from Moab, Utah, and only 14 


miles from the new uranium mill being built north of Moab, Utah. 


Supply and residence facilities are located in Moab, Utah. 


(e) No electric power is available at the claims. Water is avail-


able from the Colorado River, which is two miles from the claims. Water 


is also available from springs closer than two miles. These springs 


run most of the year. 


There is no shortage o± manpower, drilling contractors or drilling 


supplies in the Moab area. 


5 (a) Uranium, vanadium 


(b) Enclosed Figure 2 shows the location of the proposed drill holes. 


Other than the road work necessary to carry out the drilling program 


and the actual drilling, no other exploration work is to be undertaken. 


Since this exploration project must develop as the results of the 


drilling become known, an estimated five hoes of average depth are
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included to be used as offset holes if warranted by the drill holes 


as plotted. 


The drill target will be essentially horizontal potential sand-


stone or conglomerate lenses or channels at the base of the Chinle form-


ation. Such lenses or channels, if present, could have uranium-vanadium


ore deposits in them. 


Coring will be carried out only after logging information indic-


ates mineralization in the vicinity. 


(c) 30 days 3 months, weather permitting. 


(d) Umont Mining Inc. has as its General Manager, Mr. Dooley P. 


Wheeler, Jr., of Salt Lake City, Utah. Mr. Wheeler is a capable 


geologist having had approximately fifteen years of experience in explor-


ation work as an employee of the U. S. G. S., The American Metal Corn-


pany, Limited, Cerro de Pasco Corporation, Eagle-Picher Company, and as 


an independent consultant in Mexico and the United States. Mr. Wheeler 


will supervise the work contemplated. 


.







6 (a) Independent Contractors 
Drilling -- Eleven holes plus one. Followed by five holes if 


first eleven holes give encouragement. 
Breakdown of drill costs: 
11 holes to depth of 109 feet or iore.- 1100 x $1.50 - $1650.00 
4. holes to depth of 200 feet or more -	 400 x .1.75 - 700.00 


1 hole to depth of 175 feet -	 75 x 1.75 - 131.25 


3 holes to depth of 150 feet or more -	 150 x 1.75 - 262.50 


3 holes going plus 200 or plus 300 feet 250 x 2.00 - 500.00 


1 extra hole 200 feet deep as conting-
ency factor 200 x 1.75 - 350.00 


Mobilization	 . ------------ ____ 500.00 


Total for 11 holes 2175 $4093.75


5 holes averaging 200 feet deep for offset explor-
atory drilling in case a good mineralized target 
is found in drilling the above holes 
5 x l50 . feet of rotary drilling	 - - -	 $U87.50 


	


5 x 50 feet of core drilling $3.00 per foot 	 _750.00 
Total for 5 extra holes - - -	 $1937.50 


Total Drill Contract Cost 


Road Building 


	


Bulldozer rental for 50 hours at $14. 00 per hour	 $ 700.00 
Bulldozer mobilization contingency - - - - 	 100.00 


$ 800.00 
Total Road Building 


(b) Ibor, Supervision, Consultants 
Engineer and helper 2 days at $100 per day in 	 expanses $ 200.00 
Consulting geologist for 14 days at $75 per day md. II	 1050.00 
Uniont Management for 14 days at $75 per day	 tt	 TI	 1050.00 
Draftsman at $2.40 per hour (25 hours) - - - 	 60.00



$260.o0 


15.60 
62.5Q• 


$ 78.10 


$ 220.00

150.00



$ 370.00 


None 


None


$2360.00 


1 78.10 


$ 370.00 


$ 200.00
200.00 


1	
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. 


$65i.25 - 


(c) Operating Materials and Supplies 
100 sample sacks (711 x 14??) 
50 core boxes at $1.25 each 


(d) Operating Equipment 
Hertz rental jeep for two weeks --------
Rental of logging device (Geiger) 


(e) Rehabilitation and repairs 


(f) New buildings, improvements, installation - - - - 


(g) Miscellaneous 
Assay of an estimated 40 samples at $5.00 each - - - 


(h) Contingencies 
10% of $9839.35


S 


S
Total Cost
	


11823.29 
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MINERALS ENGINEERING COMPANY 


P. 0. BOX 1951

GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 


December 8, 1955 


erVD 


JI4N 30 956


-	 I.. 


Mr. Dooley P. Wheeler, Jr. 
Kearn's Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah


)'t)



	


Dear Mr. Wheeler: 	 ) t ( 


In reply to your inquiries to Sherman Asplundregarding a bid 
for drilling your ground located approximately 12 miles down 
the Colorado River from Moab, Utah, please accept the following 
quotations as our estimate for a 2,000-foot minimum contract: 


Price per Foot 
Depth	 Wagon Drillg Rotary Drilling Core Drilling (rt€ Dri 11'T 


	


0-100 feet	 $ .75	 $ 1.50	 $ 2.00 7I /2 75 


	


100-200 feet	 1.35	 1.75	 2.25 3-- 3. O 


	


200-300 feet	 1.75	 2.00	 2.50 ,2c jzs 


In addition to the above prices, we would want $500 for move-in 
charge. If drilling exceeds 5,000 feet, the move-in charge 
would be rebated. Stand-by time is bid at the rate of $12 an hour. 


It is our understanding you would have all access and drill roads 
suitable for 2-wheel drive equipment. 


If there are any further questions, please fee]. free to contact 
me.


Very truly yours, 


MINERALS ENGINEERING COMPANY 


4 
Edson Foster 
Assistant Drill Superintendent 


EF/k 


S
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Diamond Core Drilling	 E3L1YIE5 I3rpj5. -Mining 


Sarries	 DRILLING COMPANY) 
Shaft Sinking 
Tunnel Driving


CONTRACTORS- ENGINEERS

General Offices



1321 South Main Street	 Phone 8444O1

SALT LAKE CITY 5, UTAH 


January 17, 1956
Replyto:	 S.L.C. 


Mr. Dooley P. Wheeler 
Umont Mining Company 
912 Kearns Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 


Dear Sir:


For your consideration, we are submitting drilling prices 
to apply to your Day Canyon. property. 


1. Mobilization of men and equipmnnt. $300. 00. 


2. Drilling. Holes ranging in depth from 1QO feet. to 3,50 
feet in depth, BX size, coring and non-coring. $2.40 per foot. 


Should this meet with your approval, we will issue a formal 
contract incorporating these prices. 


Thank you for calling on us again.


Yours very trul ; 


R. F. Durfee 
Resident Superintendent 


RFD:lm 


.







HARRY JEFFERIES 
EXCAVATING CONTRACTOR - MINE ASSESSMENT WORK 
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Phone 


P. 0 Box 456, Moab, Utah


JINOj956 
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SBRANCH OFFICE 
SUITE 1, ARCHES BUILDING 
TELEPHONE 4451 
MOAB, UTAH


APEX EXPLORATION CO. 
711 HULMAN BUILDING 


EVANSVILLE 8, INDIANA 


September 22, 1955


'CORE DRILLING	 __________	 PHONE 5-2207	 MINING 


Umont Mining Cbrotion 
% Mr. D. F. Coolbaugh 
Box 688 
Moab, Utah 


Dear Sir: 


Apex ExpIoratibn"Company submits the"following bid for 
the drilling of your Day Canyon claims; 


Apex Exploration Company will • fnis 'equipment, 
labor and all materials, unless otherwise specified.. 


Drilling will"be 'done' as specified by your designated 
representative as to depth and amount of coring; the price 


•	 to be as follows: 


Number of feet	 Deth	 Method
Water 


5,000	 100300	 $2.65 If t.	 $3.00 If t. 


*Opera,tortb'furnish' bits in chert id 'quartz'ite drilling 
and to' furnish drilling t'' and' lOst 0 irculation material 
when necessary to use water for drilling. 


Apex wilI'do the work rapidly and'efflcieritly ard'its drillers 
and engineers 'will 'immediately' report any' Ore 'or mineralization 
found to a designated representative of the operator. 


Respectfully your, 
Apex	 lorati "ompany 


BY:/


3. N ew, Partner 


.
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(Revised April 1952)	 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 	 Form Approved. 42—R1035.2. 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION. 


• 	 . 	 . 	 . . 	


S 


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 applicant. 


- pocket 
Metal or	 - 
Date Received 
Estimated Cost 
Participation (Government %) 


	


INSTRUCTIONS	 . •. 


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


mailing address	 fl)UQftt U1flifl tflC-s-- Kifl tQt D0k	 1X1iflEt0fl, Ve1'TItoflt 


V12 ca BtriIC 


(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. 	 .	 S S 


(e) If a corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers. see attached sheet 
(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 instiiiction to which it refers by number. 
Comply with all applicable instructions; or, 'if not applicable, so state. File the application , with Defense Minerals Exploration 
Administration, Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D. C., or with 'the nearest field executive officer thereof. • 


3. Applicant's property rights.—(a) State the legal description of the land upon which you wish to explore, including all 
land which you possess or control that may be benefited by the exploration,: and excluding any land or interest in land which is 
not to be included in the exploration project contract----------- Bo 	 #3to	 a,jli.aive----.-


----------------------------------LSeeu1attch 	 -----------------------


(b) State any mine name by which. the property is known. 	 '	 S 	 , 


(c) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherwise ................................ 


-------------------------------------------------Owner  
(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. 	 '	 .	 .	 .	 •. S 	 • 	 ' 	


, 	 : 	 ' • .	 - . 	 S 


(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.	 (See Schedule B attached) 5 	 ' 	 . - ' 	 - 	


• ' 


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. 
(o) 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	 ' ' ' ' "' 	 ". .


' 	 :' 	 . •'	 . 	 - 	


5 


(e) State the availability of manpower, materials, supplies, equipment, water, and power 	 io—esi 1







5. The exploration project.—(a) State the mineral or minerals for which you wish to explore 
--------------------------------------------u'.anium,.-v-anactiuti___________________________________________________________ 


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


(c) The work will start within ....30--days and be completed within .3-------months from the date of an exploration 
project contract. weatIr poruittin 


(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 con'tra.cts.—(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, con.sultants.—Include an itemized schedule of numbers, classes and rates of wages, salaries or fees 
for necessary labor, supervision. and.enginering. nd geological consultants. 


(c) Operating materials and supplies.—Furnish an itemized list, including iteths 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-allowince.based on present 
value, as the case may be. .. 


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


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


(h) Contingencie.s.—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 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	 , 195	 -


Umont Mining, Inc. 


By------------


7
J!LLL_Qe IL------V.Pr--&Gen Man 


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. 0. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 	 18-66551-1
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}res1cent L.. P. b.vans, Jr. 
)(ing $tret Dock 
Burlington, Vermont 


VtoePredant- Dooley 1' Wheeler, 3. 
General Manager	 :. 


8alt L*3ce Citr, Utah 


ee'itáryTreas. B. H. Wadbauta	 : 
(.tng Street Dock 
$urlington 1 V,rrtnnt 


g ietant Treas. , Ree4 ernolds, Jr.

13ox685 
Mcb, ZJtah• 
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Oroap J3otan*r ri.scrlption 'tj	 9 


*ii the	 Corner of hops #46 which 
point is	 s,tt	 so' w soc 
teat troi so. Cor.	 01$ end 3.1"? US.. R $0 E, 
tN5O°30'V3000fCCt,tencSj37°6OtE.. 
I*O feat, theMe 0 30 30' * 300 hat, thenee 
N3?°50'z16ogfeet, thAOSIZO030tWu3Q0 
tC*t $r thensi N 37 50' E 14U teat, th•nss N 61 
20'	 3073 feet, thnee N 3O 80 W 400 feet, thence 


51 20' 1 3I13'7 t•øt thence 11 16 $0' I 363 t.*t, 
thence S 3Q0 30 , E 60 't*t, tb*nceN 61 1O : 
1200 feet, thenee S 30 30' 1 900 test, tb,rcs 
* 4$ 20' 1 825 fast, thence N	 20' 1 gay test, 
tbet;e S 50 50' 1	 200 test, thenc. 5 59 20' W 
687 •et,	 5 5 $0P	 $3, fs,, thence 
8 30 30' 1 900 test, thence S 46 20' W gOC) feet, 
ther** 8 5G0 SO' £ = 1500 feet, thence 8 66 20' W 
963 ..t, thenc* & 61 20' 1 4L2 e.$, thence 
S 3'? 60' W 3525 feet, thence L30 50 , 1 1500 
feet to the pleas of the beLzmtt. 


The *bovs de* pt4*ni*,2.*i4es lends Within 
bsotioz 2 aM 16, which are $aboo3, lends and to 
wbtoh the U*ørit MinAn, inc., a**si no o3.aiai of 
title.	 H	 0
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A.REO RYNOLD 
ROBERT C. GIBSOI


.	 S 
REYNOLDS & GIBSON 


ATTORNEYS AT LAW	 ALPINE 3 4591 
•	 201 POST OFFICE BUILDING	 .	 •'POST OFFICE BOX 685 


MOAB UTAH 
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I4•ve*b	 , 3Iabe	 I 


bs*rd et bt.ct.'a 
U*ont Mlnin&, 
1v	 lJøaji 


b%w1tnmtofl 1 Ver*ot 


h. Title R.por* Coflrtx8 Ur.ztsd 
*in&ztg C1*i** Situ*t. ta Gp4 
Count7, 8t*tø ot Utsh. 


Pu:st*t tc rOur r.ques*, tb• SoUoing ta • tfl 
rpoat eoierLg the *retnatter 4eacrib.d unpat•ntsd 
aintn iLaL*s sttuat* i Grsx Co*ui*y, Stat, ot 
end s*x• partiu1sr1r tgsacrib,d as S.Uavs, e *tts 


	


hQpa	 tku'ou1 g38, cusivs 


Msttsr*i szamied airs as 


2. The ott1etsl ,aoPda o tkte (ot1 at Griu4, 
Stst• of Utah. 


2. The pist end traet bo* *ooNs ir the Land 
zreaa of Land *ansgsme*t, Ped.rai. 1ui14tng,, 


St Lake Qiti, Uts. 


3. A ssttifled •un,; p at t. • Søanlen, 
registered 1*nd surveer, dated May 50, 3$ (spy ot 
b1oh is attached). 


In Ieteainix the rishta of persons in unpaitented 
Lode *tning asias, the nature of the titl* ssqttr.d 
presents two separate and 4tstet probisma. Pirat, 
the reeerd title must b sonatdered in the Zigbt of tb. 
initiation ci' posses.or tiiZ. to a elaL* and subsequent 


or ena1abpsnass, Th sot et reoa4iz the 
notices of X.uttcn, in part, thitiatea possessory title 
to a mining claim and this represents the ozl.y doouxsent-
*r evidence of Ut]e to tush a claim, stes ne patent 
issues or grent oouurs in the bsio*ieg. 8.004Iy, the 
phpsica2 set of locat1z.g land an the public do*aiin upe 
land opei to mineral •zitly initiates, in part, * passes 
sor; right to a mining claim which carries with it the 
right to re*svs ores therefrom. It must be, of course,
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A.REED REYNOLDS 
ROBERT C. GIBSON


aIwe'e kept i atud tbst tZa Ut. or the U4t St*t. 
Oovem*ent Ia a2'**Ount to tbst •t anot. antU suo 
tt. as pext p'oodtrgs ay. b*e *op1,*•4. 


It the *zaot location ot a urpat.it.d *ifltni c1si* 
can be •terined the ,Y*tIebflIty 4.t that speoISl1s land 
for miueral 0rtpy caz be aso,rt*Iiaed, Ii this r.gsx'd a 
suaIve1 of the subjeet l*rd Is *ost heipfui, sioe UTp*tus 


Identified o oflci rCGON. in suoh a	 as to indicate The *xs*t locatien of the 
sa*. ant&l after patent tberetor tss been Issued pursnt 
to applicsUon. 


the txact locaIIon of a mtIng oIai* cannot 
be determined from oficdal county records 1 certain 
conditions with resrd to valid Io*stion ast b assumed 
in rend,rtng a title report. Such an usu*ption is ge .rsUy b*eed upon peraon). knladg*, documentary vope 
seztstIon (such a. survey psJ aid rsreaectsttg of 
persona famIliar with the subject olsms. ?er ezampla, 
without persorel kflowledge to the oCntrsz'y, it ast be 
assumed as follows 


1. That there b*a been ti*17 compliance with re 
qutrements of properly posting the notices of loostion 
arid aarkiug the olstme on the ground so that the bound 
tries thereof can be readily tscad. 


2. That the a1nir c3stms in question az. loøatod 
where sb*n on survey maps and that io conflicting loos tions with prior rights •zist, which are nt shown on such wapa. 


. Generally, it *i*t be assumed that assessment 
or disaever work has ben ascoapliahad as rquirsd by 
3.5,. 1! atlidsvtts of tush assessment work are ftme3,y 
recorded, the ownre of unpatented wining claims are 
given the presuwption that such work has been aoco* 
plished. Kowsv.r, the faIii.re to til, such an aft i4s wit of annsl assessment does not lovalidat, the claim, but destroys the presumption that such work has been 
done and creates a burden on the part of the owner to 
•stabUeh that such b*s'bøn accomplished. 


4. A valid discovery must also be assumed. The 

edersl and 8tate 3sws require the discovery of vali*ble
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A. REJD REYNOLDS 


ROB ERT. C. GIBSON


REYNOLDS & GIBSON 
.	 ATTORNEYS.ATLAW	 . .	 . .	 . ALPINE3-4591 


201 POST OFFICE BUILDING	 POST OFFICE BOX 685 


MOAB UTAH 


3-
siMl'*:11	 t• as**bUa a vaUd iutr4ng eLa1i. Th* qusselon Qt vb*t •on*tLtt 	 * dtoovefl ts *r 
•*hlI PUZ'90$G$ a qu.tion of !s.t dpendtrg t* s 
•ztext 1tpor •vids, auflj man t o ezpsnd ux1•r $1 , eD*rg7 sn monø t n i1* tb. iitnirg 1a5* 1*oin bew*zd the dis,v.zs agD.r*1 in p34C1. N	 3.** h*s vall4ity priø, o dti*ovez'j; ovev.r, * oo** in *o1 posssss1n 
ot • aLsia *.t1t, *oci dUg•n*1 w,rklng tar dsoov. •117 Is prat..t. if I* r.tn3 i.z	 con. tiru•* Wo?k &d tbze*:t.r $t.sv. ooeurs. This prtncjp3. *ppU.i in cz' OptziQa G41	 Ibc** oI*L*a *tthtn a rdth *Oth 1 Or't1nu sbd pams,a*Xon 1. 


StDr$ QO*ViOL:5 nsde sftr D*o.*ber 1, 1952, and pz'iox' * the Mt at Mzgust L3, 1954, (61 S*t • 706) o& :Laiids oever4 b in*r	 ut*3x the Lot ot 192O vu. not *s3t4 Iooatons, R.yu', in pxo-T24ina tor mu:Ltxpe	 ot the pubAio	 the *Zorø.. 
isid Act •s*ab1tss4 pi'oc*dui'es tc,r tb. sis*Ion ot 
QUt*in of oae atnttg e1t1*a •Ad n* Ioc*$iQns oL minTh 4ai** **d* aftør ts .tt•stiyc data of said MI az's valid 1*c5$iQza Und*r tbs t.z'a.s t.r.ot sian though *n 1sda coYsze4 til prtoz axtstin its under the stoeUid Ae*sirig Lot of 2990. The *ot of Lust 2$ 1104, in ettaot as n1*Udgd the prsssduas estsblise 
by Ata*io Energy Ot**i Dceatts U nita* Ppegz.Jt 


7 and in part the proosdur,, ta validation of 
sarItn *ining øl*i** were pr*dt*$ø4 pori c*apltaac. with the aforesaid OiruXu 7. 


our ezastn.tio,j Gt the aforesaid a.ttsz'a affeot-in& titl. to the aiab.at ainin e3ai*a, we find • 
The aLntng 1si*e, iepe 1 tougb 7, 


.er o1ii*Uy 100*4.4	 oe*ber *,	 56 cr4 *8, i ! the taau *S Ji* JIo1so, &sr3Mtk A2lrad, kax3a 
Sais^a and John Zmv•z'ing, •zd recorded in the Ottto. of the 
Grand County R•eord, t*s . Ut*b, on the 20th day of Dse.*ber, 193, in	 4, ?&i* Ø9 to $	 insZuav., Pram ewt.triatton of 42e reo?s at the X#nd 0ff iCC as above indicated, LI Vsa dtepain4 that *, 'igina1 1. oatton* of the lope elaj$a pe	 4r. l**s $ub3aot to prior ezissing rights u1ez h *in.zl Zmast1 Act of 1990, *nd were, therefore, at the tt*s of such loCattoQ invalid.
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On UkZ7 O, L4, the Atic 4n,gr Gmis. 
son pb1i.b.d its Ciraus'7, wicb was ax sttsnpt to 'ea*y dittiiuties owoØtsd as a setiit of a con 
tiio of aii4ng 1*stiorei wi*b prior rigtts ezi.Vin& uDd•p the *forssid Minep* Leaain Lot and With the 
si*Uar dis*bt1jt referred to above in 
with the Hop. elai*a I to $7, tasluelve.	 •rsatter
an the I?th da: of Msreh, 3b4, te ori2rm oe*$ors 
msde *pplio*tXon with the A,LC. pursait to the pro* 
wistons of tz'cu1sr '7 oovring tb op. eIiae I to 
28, tnolusivs, and the nottes of iat.tUon tO lees. 
were r.00rded on *ez'oh b, I54, in Book k2, sg,s 248 
to 259, inelusiw.. LI*o on Msr'oh 14, 1954, *ppIiotion 
for tining lease *as aed. to th Atcais Jr*g Cis 
lion covering the hope olet*s 2$ be 3?, in.I*islv., end 
the notlee. of tnte$2ota to lease were P.eez'd•d on 
April 12, I$b4, in Book 23, ?sass 405 to 409, inclusive, 


three sets of smeaded notices of Ices. 
application were posted end recorded for Hop mining 
claims (or less, tracts) to 4O inelusive. The 
sUrveyor, *P. We ). Clsxton, tnføz'*. this office that 
the saendaeuts were as4e rasn to a survey of the 
ortgirs1 loasti*ns, lope 2 to 3?, uclustve. V three 
sets of ss*nd.d etices of 1*sse epplisation were iOu acted *nd r.csdd as toUcwss


1 _______ hop, I to 48, iuc1uiv*, 
k,iiAa.aI	 -.----	 -	 --


.


1w&Jwv	 w.. *ppiaoo mt7'1,-J54	 Ms	 V7	 1954 
Book 2$ 
Peg.. su.eoo,.. md., and 
book 27, Psie, 
I to 10, tool. 


Hope 3 to 48, tnolusiv,, Jun. 15,1964	 July 31,1954 Aaipnd.4 bo*ic•s of Lease Book 32, P*gea Application 234 to 251,iucl. 
Hope B to 48, inclusive, Lu$.$, 1954	 augut 11,1964 Aaended botices of Las• Book 33, h.s Appliaetiøn 588 to 600,iooZ., 


Book and 
1 to 10, mcI. 


After the effective date 
1954 (66 St*t. 706) and on


of the Act of August 13, 
tte 28th da	 of October, 1954, easrided 2ooatioi	 nottca for iope 3 to 48, inclusive, 


were posted ai the ab1j.ct 
1964, Copies of the


claims, end on	 oveaber 5, 
asaC were 


thc Grand Count	 tcordsr
reeorded in the Office of 


t	 *oo	 49 at Psg*s 520 to
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543, LAQIUSiVI, and on the 5th day of Novber, 1054, 
a withdrawal of tis aforesaid lease application was 
niado for iopes I to a, and was reeordsd In the Oflto.. 
of the (Ir'sr4 County kt.00rdsz at $ook 49, Page 544; said 
e*euded notices of loostion and withdrawal of lees. ap-
pliostion were ni&ds pursuant to the provisions of the 
aforesaid Lot of Lutist 13, 1954, and for tli. purpose 
ot validating the original Rope clsi*s, I to 37, as 
a*nded by the surrey resulting in the Rop* claims, 3 
to 4, inclusive. 


On December 2, 1954, at óok 52, Pages 410 to 41$, 
inclusive, appear an assignment of the rights of the 
original 1ooatoa in and to the lease application m*d• 
to the Atoaio Energy Ccn*isston to tJmont tthing, me., 
ar4 a quit claim deed whereth the origipal locators and 
t1ei wives quit ol*1nid the subject mining claims to 
Umont lining, Inc.; both assignment sn4 quit claim dd 
were dated the 5th dsy of August, 19$4. Also appearing 
of record is a subsequent quit claim deed by the origin. 
.1 locator's and their wives quit. ol.simtng unto Umont 
lix4ng, Inc. • the subject claims, said deed having been 
dated the IGtb day ct 1v•mb.z', 1954, and reooi'dsd the 
2nd da of December, 1954, in the Oftice of the Grard 
County lt.00rdsz' in Root 52, Pages 415 and 416. 


?rom cur examination of th. foregoing matter's, 
we find record posa.ssory title to the aforesaid un 
patented mining claims to be V**t*4 in Umont lining, 
Inc., a Vermont Corporation, subjeot to the paramount 
title 01 the Jx2ited States of A*.ica, which titl* 
carries with it the right to remove ores from said 
claims, subject, however, to the following matters, 
to witz 


1. 1,ferencs is hereby made. to, the ett&ohed copy 
of the ortttisd survey of R. J. Seanlon. The subject 
map reflects th existence of cez'bain •or4tIicttng mm-
trtg claims. With reference to the mining claims known 
as Ruby S 9 - I through - 9 28, it appears that 
the same were originally located on the 18th day of 
January, 1954, and recorded in the Office of the Grand 
County Reoorde on the Oth day of January, 1964, in 
the names of Glarn I. end James I. Kuby, which icoation 
*as sub$,qusnt to the original location of the Sop. 
claims I to 7, inc1usiue. .ur attention is directed 
to the date of the Surveyor's map, which is May 30, 
1954. The surveyor, r, E 0. Olaxten, reports that
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O8ERTC.GIBSON	 , 
.	


MOAB, UTAH	 •	 . .	 .	 . ..	 . 


li• us ot tke *ub4*ot Ua4 pz'1a' to Mi; O, 194, *r4 on treqrt occst	 up to ssd date and tk*t
the aubi otae *d u*t bøD ØO14t• *Azlaent.d *M d*$et'tb.d on ti* otrn4 so that tb*	 e 
be tUve*d snd p3.&tb.d on ht. ap .d $b* aora• 
qunfl .r17 tL* ør oZ'a1 $zs$$	 tbe Ub oua*s s 
in4tosb.d on h. p. Otbe peaess purp.r%ig ti 
b• ta*t1j' with t1	 et*rs. .s*	 qusi$1e )ve
3ntor*d tbii offle *h*t the RMby oZs*e *rs not *Og u.ut.d nd t4nttt1 op te gjj4	 a*q

*onth alt,, th. oz'igtn*2 i*&s'dt nj Ct *h* 1tb7 ol*1**. 


Th. tope e1*ia*, bv1ng b•n ocst*4 prio' to 
tZL• i1Ub7 oI&S*s, would t*kø pX'•**deDa• QV*2' the ttsr, 
**$Lt*Lng that ths otbar e1sa*nts at v13d •st* 


. tnd *t t. tt*ie Of h. 3ecssien of thm Luby 1a1*i. }1Ov.Vi*' 1 th• 14op. •*tiu sa or21gLn11i stkd *rd 
. nu*berd 3. to 3? , I no is tve , w* app.t.y ( tns ,, fir as * porttozt ot si. uas ti'. conr'n) In .: th• *Llowabl• #La,us ton, &d wbn sved , th 


	


:	 1jZ	 ;? O13 oD$fttud 48 in .zaab p ot * b*a •' with the spproprits dt*eain. Zt	 *h.rotoe, poe. s.be thet s	 porioD oi the kby elatas eze oosted 
on the .zoess.ve pørttos ot the engine], hops oltims, 
vbiok tub r elstpma would to thet *ztent be veUd, if the see wen. otherwise properly boated • h, ma Gf cofltot with the Iluby oletas is ir Seotion 9, T 21 $, 
R 20 1, 2Xa, (rend County, Vtsh, end as shvn Or the 
as affeets the sops o3.ai 27, 28, 29, 4, 4Z, 46, 
4? *i 41. As ;u are avrs, an atteapt is 
being as.d• to econoi1s the Oontiot disous qd hexein with the app'opniate p*ptiCa in izterest. 


2. The low obsias Ohown the $urveVo, ' a **p 
*ttaoh.d berete were onigins],], 1*e**ød ii the as*e of 
roa WsZker for George D. Pehv, which oz'igirsl location 
was in the tore e( * notioe ot lee.. *pplicstt, dated 
uns 15, b *nd 17, 194, aud recorded in the Otttc. of 


the Grend Ceun* *ecerder' on Jufl, 21, 1954. These 
oleiza bsing b.. first boosted vibs*n$ to the io 
ost ion of the kLo, bd*. en. invalid tn*0*r as the 
sae oonfli.t wilti the lope tbet*s, *ss*&ng that *11 
other abea.nts of * valid olai obt$insd ** t2e tine 
of the boø*tton ot the Wow cisia.. howevey, as ou 
are swan., a r attonpt is b in aø. to n.e øzc Lbs the 
conflict with tbC Wow clatate. 


5. Your attentjoz in i'ected t.o the mintn clajas, 
01* and bobbie Dio, wih cLsias wane oniire.0 losatfi
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br Rob*	 . *Dd RXh*Pd	 kZØ •r t £Ltt d* aZ 
b*T*br, 1U4. ?k** o3Laii MO pz'to? lOG*ttGA dstes 
to flt •f be øp. ci*ab, s*d to th *z$snt tbat 
.**, et1ist Wi th t*** a.. CItt**, th. 4%Wr ar. ix 
tU3 • The suti.z, . . CZ**e, røp*rti th*$ the 


dt*v*fl amma**t* Sr the k(ep. el*t*s, wtob sz'e in 
**(3.t.* Ltb ts Di* end $obbte D&ok oX* tm , s'e re at. 
Xsg QIj 3$	 1G$ 60 ti cent Zict. 


4. sour *bt.ntion is dir.et.d to the itiing 
*;L*is, A31Ae 52 *nd p54, wti'cb c2*ia* w*r o,tgiz*3. 


st&kød in te *a* 0$ ILok u11tck s.nd 1t.r tnna-


	


rr.d to Ocyz	 por*tten rid were	 i*Uy )oosted 
II1I5 **bs iO' $0 th* 3rC*$ti 5t at the flops cli 1*s. 
Thax., tbs entUot wi* the ArleDe lata so,xt 
o thi ta etteohed tsrete results tn s inveUdakion 
o t* ope cabs to the •ztøi*t of the cortlict. The 
su,.7arr, W. 0. Guton, ?S4P* thet the diaeo$err 
*owztnbe öT the *inin claizis, sop. #43, 44 ar #45, 


.	
*e 20*tir o lu not in oonfltet irtth the Arlene olet*s, which *&l4 iske that portion of the subject E*p. claiaa ,*1iø. 


5. Xi ettentten i1s dir.4 ia the aot that 
flops ol.aias, #45 en6 *46, have bn psrtis1l le*at* 
on State Sahob2. l*r1, vhiob La nøt subject to the tO' 
ostLon at ain'z clime, *nd e the .&tant that the 
z	 Ut on Sehoel nd, tbe ere net	 • Th, 
survo'or reports that the 4isosver aorns.nts tez' Iops 
#46 a	 46 as r.etn On public d**in, ceI3asqusnt1J, 
*he asas should be valid. 


a. Zouz sttstiex is 4i&eotsd to the tsøt thet 
poz'tion of the sops claia* 05, 4 sod *5 are loc*ted 
on State school lend, vhl.h is not aubeot to the lo-
cation of *in.t alias, and te that extept, the sane 
rs not vsU.d • *.rs again * the 1*rv.zor reports that 


the discer or,unsri*s to, .a$ of the cubjeat clam. 
ax. iesttxag on public dOnsin end are, therefore, valid. 


et ps *ru17, 


GLMOJ 


.	 _____ 


AJ(/gc 
nc lesur.
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SCBkDtJU $ 


Recording Zoratio 
Qr1gine	 ot Ices ot 1ocatio, 


• Notice of L.a*. Appliottion *	 *MDO4 ottoes. 


• .op	 to 3'?,	 Decembsx 29., 11 2953 ic1. • Ine1ust.	 953 
OriginsI	 ottces 


otLoo*tton 


aópe #1 to #28,thol.,. 22 24$'$59, inol. 
Uotioe at Leese	 M*rob. 25, 
AppUGst laD	 1954 


• nope	 29 to p3?,	 April 12, 23 405"409, ixwi]. • io1uslve.	 3*M 
ctLoeofLaasø 


4pp3icstioA 


1ope *1 to	 48,	 M*j 11, U & SM"OO, thaI. 
trkalu,iYe.	 3*4 97 1.sIO, thc3. 


£*snc*.d	 iotto, 
of £mas• Applte*ti*u 


liope j3 to #48,	 July 31, * & 54 & 
tc1tatve.	 194 32 234.45, mel. 


Aseaded botice of 
• Lease Applió$tIon	 S 


• liop	 •s to #48,	 August11, 33 & 588eOO, md., & 
inclusive.	 1954 54 1I1Q, md. 


MIaU4*d	 OtiCS Of	 • • 
Lease £ppUa*ttoz8	 •	 • 


aop.	 5 to #48,	 )4ovsbe	 5, 49 520.545,' thol. 
inaluetvs.'	 1954	 •	 • 


A**ndod Nottc.s of 
LiOø*Lt*fl 	 : 


• H
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6 (a) 2:ide*nd.zt Contxeaori 


S
Dril:Ltng - EI(v.n bOiG$ iue oze . 	 Ioflo'wd b	 tc	 oo* i 


ftrst .løvøn holes	 *MOufln1ext, 
Brek1swn o	 3riU coa^cn 
i:t	 ois to depth o	 100 feet or more	 1100 z	 I.5O 
4	 tø teTth of flO teet tr noz'e -	 400 x	 1.75 ?O().00 
:i. ho1	 to d*pth o 11 teat	 7 x L75 
3	 o1e	 to de1th of 150	 ee% or iors	 150 x L75 225O 
:3 bolos go1ng plui 200 or plu OO aet 250 x 2.00 
:i ex* hole 200	 e*t dap as coting. 


eucy factor	 '	 200 x	 1.75 - O.00 
Wbt1it&Qfl	 **----	 __ 


1rots2	 U holøe or
_____ 


O93.75 


bo:L	 aireraging 200 f'.et d.*p	 or ote.t 
1t0x7 di1Ung in ce	 go *tn.x'ai.d targt 
is	 cmnc in driUXng 1th sbcrr.	 10 


x 1O teet of rote*7 drillftg	 - 
5 *	 50 ;tea o cox'e drilling I $,OO per	 00% ______ 


Tot*1 tar'	 .xt*'	 lo1es 


Tot1 DrU1 Contr*øt Co*t 


Iosd :ii1dtug 
Bufldos*r	 te1 f* 50 iours ,t $14,OG	 hour $ 700.00 
au:t1ao*.i	 biUastian ccntingec ______ 


'ota	 Ro	 Dtii1dis 
b) iabor,	 uper,iaion, Cont4tstta 


EngiM.? and he1p.' 2 days at $iOG ier 	 y mci. øXøfl!* $ 200,00 
Conauiitn	 o1ogtt	 r 14 days at	 '75 ;er day	 c1, 100,0O 
11ont	 nei.*t	 or 14 days at $75 pe	 day	 *	 1! 1050.00 
Dr.tts*n at $2.40 rar tzr (25 iour5)	 - 44II2 


ov.00 


(a) Operating ttiais arid Sup).ios


___________ 


L00 asnipo e*cka	 (7' z 14")	 -	 - _ _ _ 


50 core boi at $i •	 eactt	 - - - -	 - - - _______ 


(Et Operating rquip*ønt 
Rerts rental jeep	 tuo	 ke - - - - - - - - $ zo,00 
1srt*i of 1oggi	 d.vie. (G.ig,x')	 -	 .	 . _______ 


Y70.0O _____ 


(a) R.bsb&ittetion tnd r'epeir*	 - - -	 - - - - None 
(f) New buildings, mmovasent., i*wt.11atio 


(g) Mieoa1la**oue 
Lesay ot an est&%a4 40 sflpes Øt	 5.00 e**h -	 - $	 O •OO 


(b) CozrtingnoX.e


__________ 


of $9839, ________











.	 I 
Xi*mord Core I*iUing	 BQThES 13R0S. 
4tniug Dri11.ng Co*pny 


•=g EcIvE :	 •	 ,	 .	 • :. 	 .	 '	 .	 •.	 :	 .	 . 	 .:	 .	 ..	 .	 •	 ,	 .	 • 
nere1 OrfL	 1956 


1ZL $outh Main Sircet	 Phone 4u4401 
$slt Xa, City 15, t'te


&4pir 
Januar)r 17, 1956	 50L.C. 


1r, Dooley P. Wheeler 
iThoxt Mining Corapeny 
912 KearnB Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 


Zer $ir:


Pcw rotu conaiderøtion, we are 8ubtnitting drilling prices 
to spply to your Day Ciou property. 


1.	 &bilizstion of men at	 equipment	 $300.00. 


2.	 Drilling,	 flo]4s ranging in depth from 100 feet to 350 
eot in depth, BZ cise, coring and no	 oring.	 2.4O per foot. 


Should thja meet with yow' apprcval, ye will iue a foraal 
cori±r*ot tnco'porattng these pries. 


Th*nk you fo	 ia11ing on ue	 gin. 


XQur	 ii,ry truly, 


R. F. Durt.e /e/ 
WY:lin	 ReCic1Qnt Superftitsndent 


I
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HARRY JEFFERIES 


EXCAVATING CONTRACTOR - MINE ASSESSMENT WORK 



Phone 


P. 0. Box 456, Moab, Utah


RECEIVED



JAN3 01956 


•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 


(,&,, 


o / A	 -	 / 


/'	 .


/ 


I 09	 - - -	 . 
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eiterabr ^, 1.95 


Uaont inrtg Corporation 
34r. D.	 C04 lbai*gh 


lox 61' 
HOtb Utah 


Dear Firz 


P5X ExptOrati Compn1 subait ttu following bt tar 
the drilling at jour Day C*njort claims; 


a%V	 plOr&tiQn Cop.ry i411 furnish equii it 
labor rAd all ruateriaI,5, ulesi otherVie •pecifie& 


Drtllin will, be oe a	 .ciiec1 by jour 1esignte4

raroearttative as to depth dud auount of eorthg the price 


5	 tci be as tollorsz 


4n1bq jeet	 ___	 Method 


,COO	 lOO.3OO	 42.65 If t.	 3.00 Itt. 


*)prator to f.ir4sh bits in ehert ani u*rtzite dril tug 
to frni&i driling rud nt 'ost circulation atsriiI 


when necesry to wc water for riUing. 


ApeX will do th wor rpldly 4fld efficiently nd its dril1os 
mnI eugtueer will imdi4telv report an *r. or ineralizat1on 


un1 to a designated representative at the operator. 


It.specttully yGurs, 
•	 apex Ex ration 


By:


t. 3. 24arhe	 Partner 


F •S
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J..UN • E 1956	 DOCkET ;i*9 


EXPLANATI ON 


I	 Jc	 I JLJR,A.S'IC .kAY.ENTA	 FORMATION 


I	 w1 TR:IAS.SIC	 WINGATE	 SAND,STONE 


I	 c1 TRIASS$C	 CNI*LE	 FORMATION 


Tkmj TIR lASSIC	 I4OENKOPI	 FORMATION 


I- Pci PERMIAN	 CUTLER	 FORMATION 


-----------,.----- GEOLOGIC	 CONTACT 


7 
-- STR.IK(	 AIlO	 DIP	 OF	 BEDS 


x MINERALIZED	 OUTCROPS 


I BULLDOZER	 TRENCH 


p STRIKE	 OF	 APPROXIMATELY	 VERTICAL	 JOINTS
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...11 
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.
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uJ,T:Eo,sTkTu EPART$EN.T OF JH'E INtERIOR 
.	 GtOLOG ICAL SURYEY 
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Note:	 BASE MO:OIFIEP FROMU.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
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PHO.TQG:EOLOGICMAP. MOAB 13. PROPERTY 
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'(0	 BOUNDARY FROM APPLICANTS MAP. 
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FIGURE 2	 GEOLOGIC MAP Of TrHE HOPE GROUP OF C1.AtMS, UMONT MINING INC , GRAND COUNTY, UTAH 
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UIVTID StATES DEPART1tEIT Of JWE IRTERIOR 
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