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Docket Copy

® ® 700
Summary of Proposed Project %225

Object: Denial of application for exploration assistance.

Docket No.: DMEA-L1L9

Commodity: Uranium

Applicant: Umont Mining Inc.

912 Kearns: Building
Salt Lake City 1, Utah

Property: The Hope group of approximately LS mining claims is in

and adjacent to Day Canyon and the east fork of Dry
Fork in secs. 3, 9, 10, 11 and 15, T. 26 S., R. 20 E.,
Salt Lake base meridian, Grand County, Utah.

Date of Application: January 27, 1956

Amount of Application: $10,823.29

Work Proposea: The Applicant proposes an explaration program consisting

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

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 1,0C0 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
Miscellareous 200,00
Contingencies 983.9L

Estimted To‘tal Cost ® 0 000080000 0s P00 OPOEIOEPIIDP $1O,823.29
Government Participation @ 75% eeceeseescssee $ 8,117.16

Report of Examination: July 10, 1956, Frank M. Beyers, Jr., USGS &

Harry F. Robertson, USHI:

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 formation in
this area indicate 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, 0,075 and 0,196 percent U Og. 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 ar
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 work to warrant an exploration project
in which the Government might participate.

Commodity Members Comments:
USGS, W. P. Williams, August 1, 1956:

Mr. Williams notes 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 is: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. '

USBM, John E. Crawford, August 3, 1956:

Mr. Crawford states that he has reviewed the Field Team |

report and has discussed it with John O, 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





James Hopkins, Nonmetallic Mineral Division, August 7, 1956:

(Prepared for the Rare & Miscellaneous Metals Division)

The Applicant has performed only a very limited amount o/
work that has shown the middle part of the Chinle formation
in one particular 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
wark. No evidence was found by the field examiners that
would justify Government participation in the proposed
program. '

Conclusions and Recommendations:

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. If is recommended that the application be denied without

prejudice to the property.

Ernest Wm. Ellis, Chief
Rare and Yjscellaneous
Metals Division

e3e





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF MINES | RIECEIVED

WASHINGTON 25, D. C. AUG = 6 1955

'Augus‘t 3, 1956

. Memorandum

Tos Ernest William Ellis, DMEA Mcmber
Uranivm Commcdity Comrmittes

Frome Jolm E. Crawford, Burecau of Mines Member
Uranium Commodity Committec

Subiect: Report of Examination, DMEA Docket 4149 (Uraniwn) s Umont
‘ . .. Mining, Ine., (Hope group of claims), Grand County, Utah

I have reviewed the report of examination, DMEA Docket
4149, Umont Mining, Inc., (Hope group of claims), Grand County,
Utah, dated July 10 and received in this office July 31, 1956, I
have also discussed it with Joseph O, Hosted, Washington repre-
sentative of the Atomie Energy Commission.

The field examiners recommend thgt the application be
denied without prejudice because the subject property is essentially
in the prospecting stage. T

We concur in the recommendation that the application for
exploration assistance be denied without prejedice.

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

/C John E. Crawford

Y ° e





R UNITED STATES

~ _DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

e BUREAU OF MINES o
~ WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

o _ WQUG;-Q’Qn
August 3, 1956 - #58

To: :Ernest William E’llis; 'DMEA Member
Uranium 'Commodity Committee ‘

From: John E. Crawferd, Burgaﬁ_of, Mines Member
: Uranium Commodity Committee - '~

Subject: Report of Examinatien, DMEA Docket 4149 (Uranium), Umont
- - Mining, Inc., (Hope greup of claims), Grand County, Utah

I have reviewed the report of examinatiom, DMEA Dockst
4149, Unent Mining, Inc., (Hope group of claims), Grard County,
. Utah, dated July 10 and received in this office July 31, 1956. I
have also discussed it with Joseph O. Hosted, Washingten repre-
sentative of the Atomic Energy Commission. " , -

. _The field examiners recemmend that the applicatien be |
denied without prejudice because the subject property is essentially
in the prospecting stage. ~ - - o L

- .- We coneur in the recommendation that the iiaplication for
~ exploratien assistance be denied without prejedice. - :

- The repert is Leing forwarded te the Chief, Division of
Minerals, in accordance with the routing slip attached therete,

- John E. Crawford





. YUNITED STATES - .
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - -~ = =~
| BUREAU OF MINES  * ~ - RECEIyEp -

WASHINGTON 25, D.C. AUG"G!Q{;S» |

© . dmgast 3,11956

To:  Ermest Hmim'mlisg IMEA Member
. Uracium Commodity Comuitiee -

From: . . Jobn E. Crawferd, Suresu of Mines Memoer
'~ Uranium Commodity Committee S

Subject: Report of Examination, DMEA Docket 4149 (Uraniur), Umont
- hining, Inc., (lope greup of .c_lnims)i, Grend County, Mah

S I Lave reviewed the report of examination, DMEA Docket
4149, Umont Mining, Inc., (Hope growp of claims), Grand County,

- Utah, dated July 10 and received in this office July 31, 1956, I
have aizo giscussec it with Josephk (. Hosted, ¥ashington repre-

sentative of the Atomic inerpy Tomeissior, -

| The Sield exardrers recommend that the application be
denied without prefudice because the subject property is essentially
in the prospectinge stase, e o C o

We concur in the recommendation that the applieation for

exploravion assistance be denied without rrejedice,

The report is bsinr forwarded to the Chief, Division of
Minerals, in accordance with the routing siip attached thereto. -

~+ John Re Criawford' B





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, DMEA 4149 (uranium),
~ Umont Mining, Inc., Hope claims, Grand County, Utash

The field examiners report that their exeminastion 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' recommenda-
tions. 1In the interest of closing the files on what seems to be a
poor-risk property I consider it advisable to deny the application
outright.

W. P. Williams

o ® Plrésh.

IN REPLY REFER TO:





_ . UNITED STATES
- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
o GEOLOGICAL: SURVEY

'WASHINGTON 25, D. C. .""‘f
A i 406‘%3
Augutt 1, 1956
‘ fm ok r. nm, Defense Minerals Brplorstion mmnmm
From: e wmim, u. 8. Gmlogics}. Survey

Subject: Rcricw of field examination report, IMEA n&g (umim) s
_ ‘ mont Mining, Inc., Hope claims, cmm County, m:ah . _

" %he field examiners xepor‘h that thelr exsmipation di:clme&
- & very veakly mineralized sandstone ledge on the Hope claims in the

mniddle part of the Chinle formatien of Triassic age. ¥No drilling or

' other exploration has been done on the property. .The best ore sone

in the besal part of the Chinle is covered on the properhy, and no
infmation is availa.ble as to its potent;aliﬁes.

~ o !’he nmost mine, which hag pmiumi about 163 tons of ore,
: is about 6 miles nautheast of the Bope. clams

Yhe property does not seem to warrant m memituru at

. IR . “* - - INREPLY REFERTO: '

this time. I concur with the Field Tean's and examiners' recommenda-

tions. In the interest of closiag tbe files on vhat seems to de a
‘poor-risk property I counsider it a&visable to deny the a.ppliea’cion
outrigbt. - o

W, P, Willtems -

WPWilliams: jeh

G-8/1/56
cc: Director's reading 4212
. Branch reading 4212

IMEA (3).
Docket fil_e :
J. E. Crawford, 3641 -
J. 0. Hosted; 3210 GS
Chron. file 5222
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION RECHE 14

' WASHINGTON 25, D. C. Jug 2@(’\‘/"‘@@
4

July 24, 1956

1958

1
22l New Custamhouse
Denver 2, Coloreado

Memorandum
. Toz Secretary to the Operating Committee, DMEA
From: Field Team, Region III

Subject: Joint Report of Examination, Docket DMEA 4149 (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 denied without prejudice until the results of addition-
al work will warrant an exploration program. We concur in this recom-
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
\,QM\
By W. M. Traver :
Executive Officer
Enclosures

Revieved b¥
- 3 ‘“""\MLL-‘S
IRy IeN ) TI::“‘} “”‘b’;l
DA OPERALLL:

3—577/, \ é
- (5812)
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{Bupe group of claw), Usont Mining, Inc., Grand County, Utah.

. The Umont mning, Inc., King Streat Dock, Burungc‘on, Vexmx;t,
applied to the Defense Minersls Explorstion Adminlstration for assistance

to explore for uranium on the Hope group of claims located in sections 3,

9, 20, 11, and 15; T. 26 S., R. 20 B., Sﬂlt Lake Meridisn, Grand cQunty,
Utah. . R . . .

The Rope group of clalme is on ‘c.he northeast flank of the Cane
Creek anticline, The formations exposed on the property are the Triassic,
Chinle, Wingate and Kayenta. The Chinle formaticu is only partly exposed

on the property; the lower part in which ore deposits are likely to occur -
is concenled. From exposurees in Dry Pork Canyon to the north and in Iong

Canyon to the south, the Chinle is known to be about 360 feet thick. m
the Unont property in Day Canyon a maximys thicknes: of 200 feet of the
upper part of the Chinle is exposed. Up stream and down stream from this
point the exposed thickness of the Cainle is less, so that drilling depths
10 the base of the Chinle would exceed 100 feet. The lack of producing

-properties indicstes that the lower Chinle in tnese canyons is at best only

weakly mmeral:i.mee.

Weakly minemlmd carbonaceous mdstone beds are exposed. insa
bulldozer trench in a l5-foot sandstone ledge, just above the middle of

the Chinle formation. Accovding to D. P. Wheeler, applicant's represenﬁative,

- this ledge also contains weakly :nineralized sandstone elsemre on the -
property. : ‘

-and & length of 20 feet occur on different horigons. The pods seem to be

mineralized by cross-bedding. The applicant's representative suggests also

that there was an easlerly trend of mineralization on to the Hope claims

Pwo ‘mmy mineralized pods vith & m thickness of 2.5 feet

from the "C" group deposite inu Cane Creek Canyon, 15 miles southerly. Thls |

trend is regarded by the examining team as being speculative, at best.

trvistaa by

R/






DMEA b1k : - 6/15/56

The small ore deposit of the Climax Ureniuwm Company in School Section 32,
lies several miles to the southeast. The only tie that can be mede between
these two is that both are on the North flank of the Cane Creek anticline.

| However, in the absence of significant mineralized outerop in Long Canyon,
the Climax ore body has little or no bearing on possibilities of finding an
ore deposit on the Umont property. It is the opinion of the examining team
that the Bope group of claims is at present in the prospecting stage of
development. It is recommended, therefore, that the application be denied
without prejudice until additional work has been done to substantiate an
exploration program. I concur with the conclusions and recommendations of
the examining team.

The Atomic Energy Commission has been consulted relative to the
appraisal of the Hope group of claims.

Enclosed are 10 copies of figures 2 and 3 for inclusion in a joint
engineering and geologic report, as well as the applicant's brochure.

‘ ‘ /; Villiam ml‘eg r,

Geologist
JWH/mLx

Enclosure
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‘ DMEZ. 4149 .
GRAND COUNTY, UTAH JU[ 2 ?;9 ,,

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY 56

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, 11 and 15, T, 26 S,, R, 20 E., Salt Lake base meridian, Grand County,
Utah, The applicant prcposes to test the base of the Chinle formation on
the claims with 12 Stage I holes and 5 Stage IT holes ranging fram 75 to
325 feet in depth, The estimated cost of the proposed program is
$10,823.29.

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

The field exa.m:mation d:.sclosed a very weakly mineralized sandstone
ledge ozi;é;&ée G”o..lp in the mddle part of the Triassic Chinle forma~
tion, The assays of ore grade s reported by the applicant, appa.rently came
i‘rom a sa.mple of redicactive carbon that was selectively picked out of
th:Ls ‘sende toneo Only the upper 260 feet of the Chinle formation, which is
360 feet thick in nearby canyons, is exposed at the fork of Day Canyon;
elsevhere on the proporty less of the uppsr Chinle is exposed. The near-
.est lmown ore deposit is 6 miles from tho property; A drill hole abont
one-quarter mile northeast of tha Hope Group failed to penetrate any m:l.n-
eralized materiel. No holes had been drilled on the Hope Group at the t:lma
of the fisld examination, A'

Because the Hope Group of claims of Umont Mining, Inc. is essen-
tially in the prosPectinp stage, it is recommended that their application
for DMEA assistance be denied without prejudice. It is also recommanded
that the applicant be advised that he may reopen his application if subse-






quent exploration should indicate significant mineralization at the base
of the Chinle formation.

ACKNOWIEDGMENTS

The examining team was accampanied by Dooley P. Wheeler, Jr., Gen-
eral Manager for Umont Mining Inc, '

The Atomic Ensrgy Commission was contacted concerning the applice~
tion.

LOCATION, TOPOGRAPHY, AND PHYSICAL FEATURES

The Hope group of epproximately 45 mining claims is in and adjacent
to Day Canyon and the east fork of Dry Fork in secs, 3, 9, 10, 11, and 15,
T. 26 S,, R, 20 E,, Salt Lake base meridian, Grand County, Utah, (fig. 1)

The MGM Petroleum Ccmpany maintains a gravel, all-weather road,
which turns south from U, S. Highway 160 one mile north of the Moab bridge
across the Colorado River. This road is followed for 12.1 miles along the
Golorad'o River to an unimproved jeep road branching to the northwest inte
Bull-Day Canyon. The jeep road is followed for 2.2 miles to the nerth-
eastern edge of the Hope group of claims. A road has been bulldozed ap-
proximately 2500 feet farther into the canyon., 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 exists only when the river is at flood stage.

The route to the claim 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, Govermment ore purchasing -

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

can be obtained at Moab and Monticello. The nearest railhead is the Den-

2
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Water for drilling and mining purposes can be .obtained from the

ver and Rio Grande,estern at Thompson, Utah,

Colorado River, Rainfall is 1ight and the area is classed as semi-arid,

The altitude in the area ranges from 4400 to 5800 feet., The can-
yon 18 restricted by steep Wingate cliffs but broadens to about 400 feet
in most of the proposed drilling area,

HISTORY AND PRODUCTION

There has been no production from the Hope group of claims. The
nsarest 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 U30g; this mine represents the best knowndeposit in
the vicinity of the subject claims.

OVNERSHIP AND EXTENT

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 Allred, Marlowe Smith, and John Levering, and recorded in
Qffice of the Grand County Recorder, State of Utah, on December 29, 1953,
in book 16, pages 293 to 329, inclusive.

4 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,
rath_er than 37, comprised the Hope group. These amendments and s;zbse-
Quent instruments pertaining to the claims were recorded as shown by
Table I.






ITEM

Hope 1 to 37, inclusive
Original Notices of Location

Hope 1 to 28, inclusive
Notice of Lease Application

Hope 29 to 37, inclusive
Notice of Lease Application

Hope 1 to 48, inclusive
Amended Iease Application

Hope 3 to 48, inclusive
Amended Notices of Lease
Application

Hope 3 to 48, inclusive
Amended Notices of Lease
Application

Hope 3 to 48, inclusive
Amended lLocation Notices

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

Hope 1l to 48
Assignment of rights to
Unont Mining Inc,

Hope 1 to 48
Quit Claim Deed Owners to

Umont Mining Inc,

p—y

DGCL 29,‘ 1953
Mar, 25, 195/

April 12, 1954

Mey 17, 1954

Jﬂy 31, 1954

Aug. 11, 1954

NOV. 5’ 1954

Nov. 5, 1954
Dec., 2, 1954

Dec. 2, 1954

BOOK

16

26

31
32

33
34

49

49

52

. PAGE,

293329, inel.
246-259, incl,

405-409, MID

586~600, incl,
1-10’ j.ml.
5& .
23/~256, incl.

588-600, incl.
1"103 jml [}

520543, incl,

544
410~416, incl.

L15~416

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

in a.nd adjacent to Day Canyon.

PRESENT STATUS

Exploration and Development.

Exploration performed to date on the Hope group of claims consists
of access roads to the area and a bulldozed trench at the scuth end of °

Hope No. 13 claim. Samples taken by the applicant from varidus locations

in the trench esseyed 0.082, 0,075, and 0,196 percent U303, The highest’
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grade sample repre®hted a very thin seam (aboﬁt ond=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 milé 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 discov-
eries several miles from the subject property to justify an exploration

program,.

There are no equipment or facilities of any kind on the subject
property. Project personnel would probably live in Moab, Utah and com-
mite 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 fla.s‘h floods. .

There are no power facilities on the property. Any electricity
needed would be generated by gasoline- or diesel-driven light plants.

GEQLOGY AND ORE DEPCSITS

. The Hope group of claims éf Umont Mining Inc., are on the northeast
flank of the Cane Creek Anticline (fig. 2). The dip of the beds on the
property is 4° northeast. Formations exposed on the property are the
Triassic Chinle formation, exposed in the bottom of Day Canyon, the
Triassic Wingate formation, which forms the steep walls and the Triassic;
(?) Kayenta formation, which caps the Wingate cliffs. (The Wingate and
Kayenta formations Wwere thought to be Jurassic at the time the photo-





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

geologic map (fig, 2) was prepared.)

the lower part, in which ore deposits are likely to occur, is concealed.
From exposures in Dry Fork Canyon to the ;mrth and in Long Canyon to the
south (fig. 2), the Chinle is kmown to be about 360 feet thick. On the
Umont property in Day Canyon a maximum thiclmess of 260 feet of t;he upper
part of the Chinle is exposed at the fork of Day Canyon in the north half
of section 10 (fig. 2). Upstream and downstream from this point the ex-
posed thickness of the Chinle is less, 8o 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 Chinle sandstone ex-
posed in Long Canyon southwest of the property is red, not more than
3 feet thick and contains much mudstone 3 it does not eppear favorable
for significant ore deposits.

One drill hole was found just northeast of the applicant!s prop-
erty on school section 2 (fig. 2). Nonme of the cuttings fram the drill
hole were mineralized and it is possible that the hole was bottomsd short
of the Chinle,

Weakly mineralized carbonaceous sandstone beds are exposed in a
bulldozer trench (see fig. 2) in a 15-foot sandstons 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 cross-bedded. Two small weakly mineralized pods with
& meximmn thickness of 2} feet and a length of about 20 fest cccur at

different horizons, The pods apbear to be localized by cross~bedding.
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A channel sgle was taken across 2} feet, tg maximm thickness
exposed, of carbon-bearing, limonite-stained sandstone, This sample was
later checked by radicmetric probe and found to be essentially barren,
except for sparse fragments of carbon, which were radioactive, It is pre~
gumed 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 exsmining 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 wes no favor-
able host rock in the lower Chinle, 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. 2L E,, is several miles to the scutheast, 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
outerops in Long Canyon, the Climax 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.

(RE 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

7






o @
carbonaceous seams which do not have sufficient thickness to indicate
an 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 pércent of U303, This es-
timate is based on information given to the A.E.C. by the Climax Uranium

Company .,
PROPOSED EXPLORATION

. The applicant proposes an exi:loration 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 weuld 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, Howéver » Since DMEA participation is not rec~

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






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 south-
east of the subject claims, had a production as of March.3l, 1956, of
168 tons of 0.47 percent uranium ore, and has reserves of 12,000 tons of
ore containing 0.30 percent of U30g. 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 reas.onable consideration of the surrounding area in
general, does not indicate the possibility of substantial uranium ore de-

posits,

REC OMMENDAT I ONS

It is recommended that the application for IMEA 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.





". 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 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 U30g. : 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 aréa. Evaluation of the property on its
own merits and with reasonable consideration of the surrounding aree in

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

posits,

REC OMMENDAT T QNS

It is recommended that the application for DMEA 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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| Subjects “I'rthM vl 8 w&: of e:nuimtlon o &ockat Mi&; (Br:mim)
‘ (Bope group of claims), Usont Mining, Inc., Grand County, Utah.

. The Umol:t w.alng, Tnc., Xing Street Dock, Burungton, Vermont,
applied to the Defense Minersls Sxploration Adeinistration for sceiastance
%o explore for urenium on the Bope group of eclaims locsted in sectious 3,

: ?’, 10, 11, and 15; T. 26 8., R ﬁ., Salt Leke Moridian, Qrand Coum:y,
Lah.

i‘he Hope group of clnim i8 on the northeast f.umk of tim Canie
Ureek snticline. e formiions exposed on the property are the Triassic,
- Chinle, Wingate and Kayeuta.  Tone Ciinla formetion is only pertly exposed
on the property; the lower part in wvhich ore deposits are likely to oceur
is concesled. From exposures in Pry Fork Canyon to the north sod in Long
- Capyon Yo the south, the Chinle ie known to be about 360 feet thick. Co
 the Usont property in Day Cmuyon & maximua thickness of 260 feet of the -
upper part of the Chinle is exposed. Up stream and duwn strosm from this
polnt the exposed thickness of the Chinle is less, so that drilling deptns
to the tase of the Chinle would exceed 100 feet, -The lack of producing
properties indicates that the 1cmr Chinle in these t:axmma is at best w&y
wukw mmm&. .

Weakly mineralized carbonaceous Mstcme bads are exposed :i.n L
bulldozer trench in & 15«foot sandstone ledge, juzt sbove the alddle of
the Chinle formation. According to D. P. Wheeler, applicaut's representative;

- this ledge also eama.ins veakly sineralized wﬂstmm e:&mm&re on the

’ PI‘DWZ"%F .

' Two weakly mineralized pods with a maximws thickness of 2.5 feet

and s length of 20 feet occur on d&ifferent horizons. ‘The pods seem to be
mineraliged by cross-bedding. The applicant's reprusentstive suggests also
that there was an esasterly tremd of minerelisation on $o the Hope claims '

- from the "C" group deposits in Cane Creek Canyon, 15 miles soutieriy. This

trend ie regarded by the exmmining tesm as belny speculative, at beat.
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DMEA 4149 . o 6/15/56

The small ore deposit of the Climax Ureniwm Compeny in School Section 32,
lies seversl miles to the southeast. The only tie that can Ye made betwesn
these two is that botls are on the North flank of the Cane Creek anticline.
However, in the absence of sigoificant mineralized outcrop in Long Canyon,
the Climmx ore body has little or no bearing on possibilities of finding an

ore deposit on the Un at property. It is the opinion of the examining team

that the Hope group of claims is &t present in the prospecting stage of
development. It is recommended, therefore, that the application be denied
vithout prejudice until additional work has been doue to substantiante an
cxplouuau program. I concur with the conclusions and mcmnﬂatim of

the examining team.

The Atoaic &wrsy Ccunnlon has been coneulud relative to the
nppmiaal of the Hope group of clm

Enclosed are 10 coples of figures 2 snd 3 for inclusion in & joint
engineering and geologic report, as well as the sapplicant's brochure.

Gaoclogist
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® DMEA. 4149 o

HOPE GROUP OF CLAIMS RECEIVED
UMONT MINING INC. JU ara
GRAND COUNTY, UTAH L 271958

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

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, 11 and 15, T. 26 S,, R, 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 holes and 5 Stags IT holes ranging from 75 to
325 feet in depth, The estimated cost of the proposed program is
$10,823.29. |

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

The field examination disclosed a very weakly mineralized sandstons
ledge on the Hope Group in the middle pé.rt 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 out 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 Canyan;
elsewhere on ths propsrty less of the upper Chinle is exposed, The near-
est known ore deposit is 6 miles from the property. A drill hole about
one-quarter mile northeast of the Hope Group failed to penetrate any min-
eralized material. No holes had been drilled on the Hope Group at the time
of the field examination,

Because the Hope Group of claims of Umont Mining, Inc, is essen-
tially in the prospecting stage, it is recommended that their application

for DMEA assistance be denied wWithout prejudice. It is also reccmnded
that the applicant be advised that he may reopen his application if subse-






quent exploration should indicate significant mineralization at the base

of the Chinle férmation.

ACKNONIEDGMENTS

The examining team was accampanied by Dooley P. Wheeler, Jr., Géen~
ersl Manager for Umont Mining Inc,
The Atcmic Ensrgy Commission was contacted concerning the applica~

tion.

LOCATION, TOPOGRAPHY, AND PHYSICAL FEATURES

The Hope group of approximately 45 mining claims is in and adjacent
to Day Canyon and the east fork of Dry Fork in secs. 3, 9, 10, 11, and 15,
T. 26 S,, R, 20 E,, Salt Lake base meridian, Grand County, Uteh., (fig. 1)

The MGM Petroleum Ccmpany maintains a gravel, all-weather road,
which turns south from U. S. Highway 160 one mile north of the Hoab bridge
across the Colorado River, This road is followed for 12,1 miles along the
Cclorado River to an unimproved jeep road branching to the northwest into
BuJJ.-Da:y 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 canyon. At the time of the inves-
tigation the jeep road was inaccessible due to floocding of the Colorado
River and the claim arca 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 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, Govermment ore purchasing i
stations are maintained at 211 of the above towns. Labor and supplies .

can be obtained at Moad “a.nd Monticello., The nearest railhead is the Den-
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Water for drilling and mining purposes can be cbtained from the
Colorado River: Rainfall is light and the area is classed as semi-arid,

~ ver and Rio Grande Wes’em at Thompson, Utah,

The altitude in the area ranges fram 4400 to 5800 féet. The can-
yon is restricted by steep Wingate cliffs but broadens to about 400 feet
in most of the proposed drilling area.

HISTORY AND PRODUCTION

There has been no production from the Hope group of claims. The
nsarest 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 pe-rcent U30g; this mine represents the best kmowndeposit in
the vicinity of the subject claims,

OINERSHIP AND EXTENT

The mining claims, Hope 1 through 37, inc;usive » Were originally
located on December 22, 24, 26, and 28, 1953, in the names of Jim Jack-
son, Kenneth Allred, Marlowe Smith, and John Levering, and recorded in
Qffice of the Grand County Recorder, State of Utah, on December 29, 1953,
in book 16, pages 293 to 329, inclusive.

4 subsequent survey of the claim group disclosed that the claims
as orr:l.ginany 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 amendments and subse-

quent instruments pertaining to the claims were recorded as shown by
Table I,
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Hope 1 to 37, inclusive
Original Notices of Location

Hope 1 to 28, inclusive
. Notice of Lease Application

Hope 29 to 37, inclusive
Notice of Lease Application

Hope 1 to 48, inclusive
Amended Lease Application

Hope 3 to 48, inclusive
Amended Notices of Lease
Application

Hope 3 to 48, inclusive
Amended Notices of Lease
Application

Hope 3 to 48, inclusive
Amended Location Notices

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

Hope 1 to 48
Assignment of rights to

Umont Mining Ine,

Hope 1 to 48
Quit Claim Deed Owners to

Umont Mining Inc,

TABIE I
eyl

Decii '29’ 1953
Mar. 25, 195/

April 12, 1954

" Mey 17, 1954

July 31, 195

Aug. 11, 1954

Nov, 5, 1954

Nov. 5, 1954
Dec. 2, 1954

Dec. 2, 1954

BOGK

16

23

26

31
32

33
34

49

49

52

BAGE

293"‘329, incl,
246-259, incl,

405-409, incl,

586~600, incl,
1-10, imncl.
54,

23/~256, incl,

588-600, incl.,
1"10)’ 1”10

520-543, incl.

Shd
410-416, incl,

415-416

_ The Hope group as amended covers an area of ebout 300 acres lying

in e.nd adjacent to Day Canyon.

PRESENT STATUS
Exploration and Develcpment

Exploration performed to date on the Hope group of claims consisté
of access roads to the area and a bulldezed trench at the south end of °

Hope No. 13 claim, Samples taken by the applicant from various locations

in the trench essayed 0.082, 0,075, and 0,196 percent U303. The highest’
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grade sample represen¥®d 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 Grbup but no information is available concern-
ing the results.

The applicant uses projected favorable criteria from ore discove
eries several miles from the subject property to justify an exploration

program.

There are no equipment or facilities of any kind on the subject
property. Project personnel would probably live in Moab, Utah and com-
mite 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 wﬁshouts
by flash floods.

There are no power facilities on the property. Any electricity
needed would be generated by gasoline- or diesel-driven light plants,

GEQLOGY AND (RE DEPCSITS

The Hope group of claims of Umont Mining Inc, are on the noﬁhnt
flank of the Cane Creek Anticline (fig. 2). The dip of the beds on the
property is 4° northeast. Formations exposed on the property are the
Triassic Chinle formation, exposed in the bottom of Dgy Canyon, the
Triassic Wingate formation, which forms the steep walls and the Triassicl
(?) Kayenta formation, which caps the Wingate cliffs., (The Wingate and "
Kayenta farmations Were thought to be Jurzssic at the time the photo~






geologic map (fig. 2) was prepared.)

The Chinle formation, is only partly exposed on the propertys;
the lower part, in which oré deposits are ulik"ely to6 occur, is concealed.
From exposures in Di‘y Fork Caryon to the north and in Long Carycén 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 Chinle is exposed at the fork of Day Canyon in the north bhalf
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 Chinle would exceed 100 feet.,

“According to Dooley F, Wheeler, geologist for the applicant, and
H. S. Johnson, U, S, Geological Survey, the basal Chinle sandstone ex-
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 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 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 Chinle formation. According to Mr. Dooley P. Wheeler,
representing the applicant, this ledge also contains weakly mineralized
sandstone elsewhere ofz the property (fig. 2). In the bulldozer pit, the
sandstone ledge is cross-bedded. Two small weakly mineralized pods with
& maximm thiclness of 2k feet and a length of about 20 feet occur at

different horizons, The pods appear to be localized by cross-bedding.

6






A channel sémple was taken across 2} feet, the maximm thickness
exposed, of carbon-bearing, liménite-stainad sandstone, This sa@le vas
later checked by radiometric probe and found to be esseniiaJJy barren,
except for sparse fragments of carbon, which were radioactive., It is pre-
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 scutherly, and that this trend wals 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 occwrs in the middle Chinle,
strong mineralization of ore grade might be expected in the lower Chinle,
On thé contrary, it could also be argued that because there was no favor-
able host rock in the lower Chinle, the small amount of uranium deposited
by the ore sclutions was all cancentrated 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. 21 E., is several miles to the southeast, Both the Umont
property and the Climax ore body are on the northeast flenk of the Cane
Creek mticlihe. However, in the absence of significantly mineralized
outcrops in Long Canyon, the Climax 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.

(RE 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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carbonacecus seams which do not have sufficient thickness to indicate
an economic ore deposit,
The Climax Uranium reserves in scﬁool 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 U303, This es-

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

Company .
PROPOSED EXPLORATION

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 DMEA participation is not ree-

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






. 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 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 U30g. 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 reascnable consideration of the surrounding area in
general, does not indicate the possibility of substantial uranium ore de-

posits,

REC (MMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the application for DMEA 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.

1
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L UMONT MINING INC. o |
King Street Dock EREEE ' 912 Kearns Building - = °
Burlington, Vermont . .t o+ Balt leke City 1, Utah :
- ‘May 8, 1956

Mr. W. M. Traver L :
Executive Officer = R
" DMEA Field Team, Region III -
22l New Customhouse Building , ‘ o

Denver 2, Colorado F T I
: ‘Re: Docket DMEA 4149 (Uranium) Hope =
‘ Group of claims, Grand County, Utah
Dear Mr. Traver' ' '

Do This is a letter of inquiry regarding the present status of
‘ the above application. o

We would appreciate an estimate of. the latest date on which

' ‘we ‘can expect. conclusive action on our: application inasmich as we are
confronted with the requirement for- doing,assessment work before July

-1, 1956, and would like to do that work at the same time ve are active
.on the DMEA project Docket No. hlh9

Yours very truly,

/S/ Dooley P. Wheeler, Jr.

ces Umont, Inc. - Vermont
o File






. UMON? MINING TNC,

King Street Dogk . v 92 Kesrns Bullding
‘Burlington, Vermonmt = ~ = - .ot ‘_Salt La.ke City l, Uta.h

- .

e

.~ /'Mr. W. M. Traver :
/ Executive Officer S
~ DMEA Field Team, Region III
22l New Customhouse. Building , A ‘ ;
Denver 2, Colorado P N D U SRR R '
o N “Re:  Docket DMEA 4149 (Uranium) -Hope y
" Group of claims, Grand County, Utah

Dear Mr. Traver.

= This is a. letter of inqpiry regarding the present status of '
the above application._ :

. We would appreciate an estimate of the 1atest date on which
we can expeet conclusive action on eur application inasmch as we are
confronted with the requirement’for doing assessment work before July

-1, 1956, and would like to do that work at the same time e are active
on the DMEA project Docket No. h1h9 : _ v

YOurs very truly
' /S/.1~Dpoiey:P. Wheeler, Jr.

S . ees Umont, Inc. - Vermont
. ' File‘ :
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s o | Yavruary ib, 1956
FEB 15 196
BUREAU OF MINE;,
) Benver, Coloradg
To! ¥. N, Traver, Executive Offiser, DIEA Field Team, Reg. 111

From: - Supsrintendent, Desver Experiment Statiom, Reg. II1

Bubject: Docket DMEA h1A9 (Urmnium), Umowt Mining Ine., Mope group
°f~m’ Gramd County, Dealx

Tha subject spplication h th: umt of 310,&3.39 vas
muim ia this office on Mm

A fiald exmminntion vill bs made and suitadble report prepared
by an engiorer from the Denver or Orand Jwaction, office.

JOHN F. SLIAY
Jokn ¥, 3haw

ce: ¥, M. Trawer ()
E. M. Barshasn :
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 yot V. M. Traver, Executive Orficer, DMEA Field Team, Reg. 111
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR F
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
~ WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

February 13,1956

Mot J. . Shew (With brommmre)
J*‘vm.

From: - 1012 Temm, Rogiow 111 |

‘Bubjest: Doeket BNEA kg (Urasium), uUmoot Wn: Inc., %M

- of Clsims, Orend County, Utah o
1s the subjest applicetion in the smount of

- $30,623.29. A fiald Ganinstion snd suitsbls report sare reguired. -

Enclosed for your wmxum»umy&nmm

‘from the Chalrmen of the Operating Comatttes sessranda tow
‘O_tith,nmmh;w. P. wmmm‘:m.“m“

~ DMEA Field Team, Megion III
 W. M. TRAVER, |

By W, N. Traver
: , Exceutin‘orfmr

HEMC:ab .

ce: Chair. Op. Comm. (2)//j

Harshman -
Docket L4iko
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF MINES
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

February 7, 1956

v
Memorandum _ | BJ_ECEWED

Tos Ernest William Ellis, DMEA Menber FEB = 71956
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 O. Hosted, Washington repre-
sentative of the Atomic Energy Commission.

The organization has prepared access roads and con-
‘ducted some trenching of the Chinle formation on the Hope claims.
Sample material taken from the trench assayed .082, 0.75 5, and 019
percent U30g. The uranium-bearing mineral was not identified.
The pOSSlglll‘by 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
logging information indicated the presence of radloact1v1ty. The
cost of the proposed exploration project is estlmated to be
$10 823.29.

4

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

&¢

John E. Crawford

Attachment
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. - . IN REPLY REFER TO:

UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ~ RECEIVE?

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

FEB=’bﬂ@55

February 1, 1956

B T 2 ke
. . L L U
M : L . [

. Memorandum
To: E. W. Ellis, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
From: W. P. Williams, U. S. Geological Survey

Subject: Review of Application, DMEA 4149, 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 congist
of about 2 175 feet of drilling at a total estimated cost of $10, ge3.

The Hope claims are not close to produc1ng uines or known
ore deposits. Uranium mineralization is found on the property in
middle Chinle sandstones. Samples taken from a trench on the
property assayed 0.082, 0.075, and 0.196 percent U30g. In the
vicinity of the property uranium mineralization is known to be:
scattered through a large vertical rock séction. The middle * Chinle
sands have not, however, been a stand out success in produc1ng
significant ‘ore bodies. The lower Chinle, 1nclud1ng the Mossback
and Shlnarump zones, are buried on the property. Even if these
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 t holes of a drilling
project would, therefore, obviously be search;ng for favorable _host
rocks and structures rather than primarily for ore.

I do not. think the property warrants DMEA participation.
There is a possibility that the AEC 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 DMEA to ¢ give the application full

appraisal. ‘ .

W. P. Williams
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Jamary 31, 1956
Subject: DHEA-41L9
Re: Exploration Assistance
Umont Mining Ine. Hope Group
912 Kearns Building :
Salt Lake City 1, Utah
Gentlemens
The receipt of your application datedanuary 27, 1956:
for exploration assistance under the Defense Production Act of 1950,
as amended, is hereby acknowledged. '
Your application has been aséigned Docket NumbeDMEA~L1LY
and referred to thaare & Misc. Metals DiViSiOﬂo;
Kindly identify all future cdrrespéndehce.relating'to your
application by this docket number:.

Sincerély yours,

i Robert E. Adams, Chief
' Operations Control and
Statistics Division

60932
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Umont Mlmng Inc.

ING STREET DOCK _ 912 KEARNS BUILDING
‘;URLINGTON, VERMONT JAN 3 O 1956 SALT LAKE CITY 1, UTAH

Januery 28, 1956

Mr. C. 0. Mittendorf, Administrator™
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
Department of the Interior

Washington 25, D. C.

- Dear Mr. Mittendorf:

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

} Correaspondence concerning this application should be directed to
l 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 coste we have allowed for no unusual drilling problems
or unfortunate weather conditions and our aim will be to terminate the drill-
irngin connection with this DMEA project in 10 to 14 days from starting of
drilling. 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 rer foot of
drilling is such that additional drill holes can be drilled for the above

ectimated over-all cost, Umont would like to be able o 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 Ming Inc. Responsibility for the accuracy of the application
is hereby assumed by the management of Umont.

Yours very truly,

Dooley P, Wheeler, Jr.

General Manager
DPW:1h





(Revieol Ay 1952; UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Dot A oo o, 42-R1086.2. |
: DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION )

JAN 3 0;953

Not to be ﬁlled in by applwwnt

APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN
EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO ﬁiﬁ:ftf"m Ii-ll%EA ______ 4149
DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE Dot e W, P

PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED | Estimated Cost®& /8, &3 27

Participation (Government %) ..o

INSTRUCTIONS

1. Name of. applicant.—(a) State here your full legal name, in the form in which you will w1sh to contract, and your
mailing address: .....Umont Mining Inc., King Street Dock. ~Burlington, Vermont
a. Yermont oornoratlon.

Salt Lake City 1, Utah with copieg 1o Burllngton

(b) If other than an 1nd1v1dual add to your name above whether a corporatlon, partnershlp, etc and the name of the State
in which incorporated or otherwise organized. .

(¢) If a corporation, add to above: statement titles, names and addresses of officers. 38€ attac hed 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 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 ... Hope _#3 to #48, inclusive (See

Schedule A sttached) : -

(b) State any mine name by which the property is known.
(¢) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract or otherwise
Qwner

(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
none.

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.

(¢) 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 w1th respect to the accessxblhty of the progect Access roads, dlstances to shlpplng, supply and res1dence
points.

(¢) State the availability of manpower, materxals, supphes, equlpment Water, and power. ’ 16—B6551-1 o
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5 T h»@ explomtzon p’l’o:}ect—(a) State the mineral or minerals for which you wish to explore <
: Brand m, b %) ’?ﬁ*u’!@ )

(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, ete.

(¢) The work will start within -_-3@---- days and be completed within __.3 ....... months from the date of an exploration
project contract. W@QASLoP nernidtiing

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

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

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

(b) Labor, supervision, consultants.—Include an itemized schedule of numbers, classes and rates of wages, salaries or fees
for necessary labor, supervision ‘and ‘engm@ermg\and geological consultants. - .

(¢) Operating materials and supplies—Furnish an itemized list, 1nc1ud1ng items of equlpment costmg less than $50 each,
and power, water and fuel.

(d) Operating equipment.—Furnish an 1temlzed list of any operating equipment to be rented, purchased, or whlch is owned
and will be furnished by the Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or suggested use-allowance based on present
value, as the case may be.

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

(f) New buildings, improvements, installations. —Furmsh 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.

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 1ncurred before the date of the contract, should be included in the
estimate of costs.

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

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

Money - D Use of equipment owned by you l:l 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, . Ll

Dated January 27, A ,195.6

Umont Mining, Inc.

» _/(E ant)
By *V/7 Y M Pres.

V. Pres & 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. 8. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE  16—00551-1





1. (e)

Officers of Umont Mining, Inc.s

_ RECENED

President - L. P, Evans, Jr. 6
King Street Dock JAN:}O\QS
Burlington, Vermont __///

Vice-President- Dooley P, Wheeler, Jr.' . ... - -
General Manager ' ’
Salt Lake City, Utah

Secretary-Treas. R. H. Wadhams |
King Street Dock
Burlingtoq, Vermont“

Assistant Treas. A. Reed Reynolds, Jr.

Box 685
Moab, Utah
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SCHEDULE A

Group Boundary Description

Beginning at the N.W. Corner of Hoge #45 which
point is N 65 W - 130 feet thence S 37 50' W - 600
feet from Sec. Cor. 9-10-15 and 16-T 26S - R 20 E,
thence N 30° 30' W 3000 feet, thence L 37° 50' E -
8.0.0 feet, thence S 300 30! E - 300 feet, thence
N 37° 501 E - 1500 feet, thence N 30° 50' W - 500
feet, thence N 370 501 E - 1425 feet, thence N 51°
20' B - 3075 feet, thence N 30° 30 W 600 feet, thence
N 51° 20t E 1137 feet thence N 66° 20' E = 363 feet,
thence & 30° 30" E = 600 feet, thence N 66° 20' E -
1200 feet thence § 30° 30! E - 900 feet thence
N 66° 20! E - 813 feet, thence N 59° 201 E 687 feet,
thence S 30° 30" E - lcOO feet, thence S 59° 207 W
687 feet thence S 66° 20! W - 815 feet, thence
s 30° SO' B 900 feet, thence S 66° 20! W - 600 feet,
thence S 30° 30! E - 1500 feet, thence S 66° 20" W -
963 feet thence S 51° 20' W - 4212 feet, thence
S 379 501 W - 3525 feet, thence N 30° 30! W - 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 ﬁﬁﬁkWﬁw@

S8 B 1ees
Board of Directors

Umont Mining, Inc. i?ﬁﬁgﬁ%ﬂ‘%?ﬁﬁfjﬁ
King Street Dock ot Co '
Burlington, Vermont

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

Gentlemen:

Pursuant to your request, the following is a title
report covering the hereinafter described unpatented
mining claims situate in Grand County, Stateé of Utah,
and more particularly described as follows, to wits

Hope #3 through #38, inclusive.
. lMatters examined are as followss:

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

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

3. 4 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 entry 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
Govermment is paramount to that of anyone until such
time as patent proceedings have been completed.

If the exact location of a unpatented mining claim
can be determined, the availability of that specific land
for mineral entry can be ascertalned. 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 therefor 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:

l. 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.

5. Generally, it must be assumed that assessment
or discovery work has been accomplished as 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






ReyNoLDs & GiBSON

ATTORNEYS AT LAW ALPINE 3-4591
A, REED REYNOLDS
ROBERT C. GIBSON 201 POST OFFICE BUILDING POST OFFICE BOX 685
MOAB, UTAH

-3 -

mineral in order to establish a valid mining ¢laim. 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 has 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.of August 13, 1954, (68 Stat. 7083 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 efrfect 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 Allred, 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
to remedy 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

similar disability referred to above in connection
with the Hope claims 1 to 37, inclusive., Thereafter

on the 17th day of March, 1954, the original locators
made application with the AE.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 Commis-
sion 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. O. 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 followss

Posted Recorded
Hope 1 to 48, inclusive,
Amended Lease Application May 17, 1954 May 17, 1954
Book 26

Pages 586-600,
incl., and

Book 27, Pages
1l to 10, incl.

Hope 3 to 48, inclusive, June 15,1954 July 31,1954
Amended Notices of Lease - Book 32, Pages
Application _ , 234 to 256,1incl.
Hope 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, incl.

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 November 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 Hecorder 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 claims, 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 Commission to Umont Mining, Inc.,
and a quit claim deed wherein the original locators and
their wives qult claimed the subject mining claims to
Umont Mining, Inc.; both assigmment 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, sald 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,

From 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 wits

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 min-
ing 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 M. and James M. Ruby, which location
was subgequent 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, lr. 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 gereral 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 time of the location of the Ruby claims.
However, the Hope claims as originally staked and
numbered 1 to 37, inclusive, were apparently (inso=
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 S,
R 20 E, SIM, Grand County, Utah, and as shown on the |
map affects the Hope claims 27, 28, ZafméL4 42, 46
47 and 48. As you are aware, an attempt is curren%ly
Weimgmade to reconcile the conflict discussed herein
with the appropriate parties in interest.

€« 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 appllcatlon, 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 the 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 clalms. .

3. Your attention is directed to the mining claims,
Ola and Bobbie chk, which claims were originally 1ocated
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by.Robert E. and Richard N. Mohler on the 2lst day of

lovember, 1953, These claims had prior location dates
to that of the Hope claims, and to the extent that the
came conflict with the Hope claims, the latter are in-
valid. The surveyor, W. O. Claxton, reports that the

Giscovery monuments for the Hope claims, which are in

conflict with the Ola and Bobbie Dick claims, are rest
ing on land not so in conflict.

4., Your attention is directed to the mining
claims, Arlene #32 and 34, 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 #43, #44 and #45,
are resting on land not 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 #46, 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 1lie on School land, they are not valid. The
surveyor reports that the discovery monuments for Hope
#45 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,

REYWNOLDS & GIBSON

ARR/gc
Enclosure
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Recording Information
Original Notices of Location,
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Notice of Lease Application and Amended Notices

Name Recorded Book
Hope #1 to 37, December 29, 16
inclusive 1953
Original Notices
of Location
- Hope #1 to #28,incl., 22
Notice of Lease lMiarch 25,
Application 1954
Hope #29 to #37, April 12, 23
inclusive. 1954
Notice of Lease
Application
Hope #1 to #48, May 17, 26 &
inclusive. 1954 27 -
Amended IMotice
of Lease Application
Hope #3 to #48, July 31, 31 &
inclusive. 1954 32
Amended Notice of
Lease Application
Hope #3 to #48, August 11, 33 &
inclusive. 1954 34
Amended WNotice of
Lease Application
Hope #3 to #48, November 5, 49

inclusive. 1954
Amended Notices of

Location

Page

295-329, incl.

246-259, incl.

405-409, incl.

586-600, incl.
1-10, inClo

54 &
254-256, incl.

568-600, incl., &
l'—lo, inclq

520~-543, incl.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT oF THE TvTERIoR  JAN 3 0 1958

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

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

L. Physical description (a) Road work and trenching has been done
on the Hope claims by Umont'Mining Inc, The approximate location
of'the foads and trenching is shown on the enclosed topographic map

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

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

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

plbration 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 Claimsg,

Although uranium minéralization is known to occur on the Hope
Claims there has not been sufficient exploration to bldck out ore
reserves,

(¢) The Hope group of approximately 45 mining claims is situated in
and adjacent. to Day Canyon and the east fork of Dry Fork in Townghip
26 South, Range 20 East, Sections 3, 9, 10, 11 and 15 SLBM, Grand
County, Utah. (See Figures 1 and 2),

The claims can be reached'by road. The MGM Petroleum Company
maintains a gravel all—ﬁeather road, which turns south from U. S.

Highway 160 one mile north of the Moab bridge across the Colorado
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River. Thig road is followed for 12.1 miles along the Colorado River
to where a jeep road branches to the northwest into Bull-Day Canyon.

Thig road ig 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 5800 feet in the claim
area. The canyon ig quite restricted by steep slopes, but the ares ﬁo
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 sandatone -- 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
reserVés are not evident.

Dry Canyon: The geologic section was observed in Dry Canyon at a
point approximately 1000 feet northwe-t of the claims in Day Canyon. All
thicknesses except those of the Chin; fé 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-
bedded ghale 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 Qbserved

Day Cényon: The Wingate and Chinle formations are exposed in
the wélls of Day Canjon. No Shinarump or Moenkopi is exposed and it
is believed that little or no’Shinarump will be encountered iﬁ drill-
ing. Potentially productive basal sandstones in the Chinle might
" exist 75 to 325 feet below thevsurface in Day Canyon.

There is gaid 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-

negs and units were measured.
Wingate 350 feet
Chinle 313 feet Red sandstones and shales at top -~ 90 ft.

Buff sandstong - = « = = = = = = = 40 ft,
Cross-bedded green and red shale
and giltstones = = = = = = = = =« «= 50 ft.

Buff to gray sandstone, commonly hasg

bagal intraformational conglomerate

bed 2 to 4 ft. thick with shale

pebbles., Local carbonaceous trash-23 ft,

Gray-green-red platy shale and

giltstone @ = = = = = = = = - =« = 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
5 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 gign 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 siltetone, This radioactivity, although not intense,
appears rather wide spread. ‘The approximate location of the anomalous
areas are chown in red on Figure #. iThe mineral giving rise to the
radicactivity in the tight medium‘grained sandstone has not been identi-
fied. Mineralized samples taken before the trehching was done gave a
maximum radiométric assay of .08 U30g. Sampies taken from the trench at
. different locations assayed 0,082, 0.075 and 0.196 percent U30g.

Carbon trash was noted in numerous of the Chinle sandqtone members,
but it is moet common in the lowest sgndstone member exposed in Day

Canyon, just above the platy gray-green-red shale,
PROXIMITY TO KNOWN DEPOSITS:

‘The Hope claims lie>approximately 13 miles east of_ore depogits 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 o0il well 5 or 6 miles west of the Hope group of claimsg
- found small spotty concentratlons of uranium mineralization in a sandstone-
conglomerate channel whose trend is, as nearby as could be determinéd,»
approximately east-west. East-wesf trending channels in the Ruby oil
well area would not outcrop anywhere east of the Green River and the Hoﬁe
claim area gives the shallowest drill depths possible for checking the
potential channels east of the Ruby o0il well ares.

All the deposits listed above are in Chinle sandstones. The best
deposit, in Climax Uranium's school section 32, is evidently a basal

Mossback sandstone of the Chinle. .
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Mineralized zones have been found in the middle of the Chinle, and
trenching has 1ocatéd more extensive mineralization than wag 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 reaéhed 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 urenium 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 3iver, 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 of 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 holes 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 logginé information indic-~
ates mineralization in the vicinity. |

(¢) 30 days 3 months, weather permitting.

(dj Umont Mining Inc. has as its General Manager, Mr. Dooley P,
Vheeler, 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 Com-
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.
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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 100 feet or more - 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 - 75x% 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 == 0= ==~ -- 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 150 feet of rotary drilling - - $1187.50
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
Bulldogzer mobilization contingency - - - - 100.00
$ 800.00

Total Road Building

(b) Labor, Supervision, Consultants
Engineer and helper 2 days at $100 per day incl. expenses $ 200.00

Consulting geologist for 14 days at $75 per day incl, " 1050.00
Umont Management for 14 days at $75 per day n n 1050.00
Draftsman at $2.40 per hour (25 hours) - - = 60.00
| $2360.00
(¢) Operating Materials and Supplies ,
A 100 sample sacks (7" x 14") = = = = = = = = = 15,60
50 core boxes at $1.25 each @ = = = = = = = = 62.50 -
$ 78.10
(d) Operating Equipment
Hertz rental jeep for two week§ = = = = = = = = $ 220.00
Rental of logging device (Geiger) = = = = = - - 150,00
- $ 370.00
(e) Rehabilitation and repairs = = = = = = = = = None
(f) New buildings, improvements, installation - - - - None

(g) Miscellaneous .
, Assay of an estimated 40 samples at $5.00 each - - - - $ 200,00

(h) Contingencies
10% of $9839.35
Total Cost

$6031.25

$2360.00

—§ 78.10

$ 370.00

200,00

—5 983.94
~$10823.29






MINERALS ENGINEERING COMPANY
P. 0. BOX 1951
GRAND JUNCTIGN, COLORADO

December 8, 1955 4
: ; .
i 'Ax““v B ) )
JAN 3 0 1956 o
Mr. Dooley P, Wheeler, Jr. oo ' ,Qy' A
Kearn's Building : e .
Salt Lake City, Utah ' P
. \-;’
- oo
Dear Mr. Wheeler: /u»J P )5 Q rj:f?
et
In reply to your inquiries to Sherman Asplund regarding 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 - ﬁhﬂfé“ﬂ g
Depth Wagon Drilling Rotary Drilling Core Drilling Gre Drellirg
0-100 feet $ .75 - $1.50 $2.00 275 /2.75
100-200 feet 1.35 1.75 ' 2,25 3 3,00

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 feel free to contact
me,

Very truly yours,
MINERALS ENGINEERING COMPANY

Edson Foster
Assistant Drill Superintendent

EF/k
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4 et . .
Diamond Core Drilling
&ming C'nvles 'rns)

arries
Shaft Sinking DRILLING COMPANY

Tunnel Driving

CONTRACTORS - ENGINEERS
General Offices
1321 South Main Street Phone 84-4401
SALT LAKE CITY 15, UTAH

. Reply to: .
January 17, 1956 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 equibmnnt. $300. 00.

2. Drilling. Holes ranging in depth from 100 feet to 350
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 trt?y
/.9
R. F. Durfee

Resident Superintendent
RFD:lm
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HARRY JEFFERIES

EXCAVATING CONTRACTOR — MINE ASSESSMENT WORK

Phone
P. 0. Box 456, Moab, Utah ' REQEWED
| JAN § 01956
Mrreoi ) m i '
7 &
Vo Llne ,
Woad, Glad
| ' &
T/ - Wit gl Dogor- a0 or A
/ﬂj@)&\/’?" CD@’)W(%/V%% [ioo * N
fdbu/zé(/w, % ¥ % Coat /0‘7_#

709 %»%W%&?w ‘, %/0-00/@%.44/»,

e
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: .-"CORE DRILLING

PHONE 5-2207 MINING

APEX EXPLORATION CO.

. ' 711 HULMAN BUILDING
. EVANSVILLE 8 lNDIANA
BRANCH OFFICE
SuUITE 1, ARCHES BUILDING RB@&VEB

TELEP.HONE 4451 ' September 22 1955

JAN § B 1088

Umont Mining Corporation s
% Mr, D. F. Coolbaugh
Box 688

Moab, Utah

Dear Sir:
Apex Exploration Company submits: the following bid for
the drilling of your Day Canyon clalms..w

Apex Exploration Company will furnish 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 Depth . o Method
) | . . Adr *Water
5,000 100-300 $2.65 /ft. ' $3.00 /ft.

*QOperator to furnish bits in chert and quartzite drilling
and to furnish drilling mud and lost circulation material
when necessary to use water for drilling.

Apex will do the work rapidly and efficiently and its drillers
and engineers will immediately report any ore or minerglization
found to a designated representative of the operator.__

Respectfully yours,
Apex lorati

EJM: ]






PIPE CASING
PUMPS : CORE DRILLNIG
E.E. HUBBARD

PHONE 429¢ -2 3 ¢£ 3
MOAB, UTAH RECEIVED

7o' Dave /\%/50“‘7% JaN 3 0195

Brd on Seoot of pleg dos fhimg .

D‘L/ @&//Orp‘ . )

Price pes +7. 228 )
/‘7[0/&5 i’a f@/ﬂf@ /;y @/Q/@Z@% trom /00 To $oo

[

77 lboret





S ;_'ta Lo P, Pvens, dr., King Street 909*: ‘Burlinghon, Vermomt., . .

. or unfortunate weather conditions and our aim will be to terminate the drill-
 imBin comestion with this DIEA preject in 10 to 14 days from starting of

' was supplioed by Bdmon Fouter verbally when ve requested s 4rill rig capable of -
veb or dry rotary and high spesd sore mz,mg Other drill bids are «mlmd

" tion and the etteched is the Coolbangh srplicatien vevised by the .genersl

Al - ﬁh“mm
' Jamry 2$, 1956 \1 3 @;1958

Defenwe }iimslu Exploratinn ﬂdminiatratmn

Departuart of the Interioy - . L

A nmmon 25, b. C, SRR
,_.'mgmmmmm;m" S AT B

e T Mtached ‘Plense. find an nvpumﬁicm by Umnt tﬁﬂinz Im., fo;' a dtfum'- o

nimrnls lmn for explarstim of thﬁr }’ozn group oi’ alaims in Gnnd %my, f

Gorrnponaenea mmarninx thi& appuaatim ehon}.d hc dirmted to

' lboolty P, Wheelsr, Jr., 912 Kesrns Building, Salt Lake C*ty, mah, uith eops.n: : Lo

In -stimting mats we have a)lowe{t for no mmmal dr:uling m‘bmu

drilling, The ensloeed !ineraly Enmglneering bid wee used aa s basls for cnl-v '
eulsting drill costa, The revised gore drilling.cost on the’ maxgin of the bid

| bt thq w:n nnt uead beeaune we mna&dar t}:m }rican quoted tao hizh.. Tl

o ‘.Ehe mject aamnea on cvar»-all ccet ot $i0, 6?3 29 tor am cutimted
. 3,1’75 fw‘!‘o of drilliag 'I‘ha aatimauti ml‘h per fcct of ﬂrilling ia, thua,

T ‘Umont \dll mkc svcr:f oﬁ'ox't to raducs ‘ehe waﬂh per fcwk ot érill.’mg
conslabinrs with the objeotive, whieh 1s 30 £iad ope;  If the cnet yox fook ct
drilling 42 such that addi ticml drill holes. cen be drilled for the above

7 estimeted over-ell cost, Umont would Jike $¢. be gble to use all the appwopria7

o mmy fm* nddiﬁml exp}m'utm drilling, it mmraliutim iz emanmaru!.

m. D. F.. lebsngh pmpn'od ﬁhl fim dm:t of *\ihia m lo-n applic/

' manager of Umont Ming Inc, Responsibility for the oouracy of tha 'ppl"”*'
,‘j.*“ hercb! ,.ma b} tho mmgemt ct Umnt. o Qo

!vm'ﬁ wry truly, o !/

AR A Boclcy F, mler, Jr.
e e Gamml Mumgar
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MF-103
(Revised April 1952)

et B
- DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORAT!ON ADMINISTRATION : Ré ’

S -~ JANBO1986

Not to be ﬁlled in by applicant,

APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN .
EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TO | Doskeee ofﬂéfw&- H1HG

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSE et i S e B3O =St
PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED | Estimated Cost d‘/@ _?92,3_,5_29

INSTRUCTIONS

1. Name of applwant—(a,) State here your full legal name, in the form in Whlch you Wlll w1sh to contract and your

mailing address: ... ﬂmont-.uinﬂ.n{,--lnca,--ﬁng Strect i)ock. ﬁlrlimtons vemmt

ration,
______ Mg T @--¥8xeﬁsgt"-%or§€ nlng in6., Vle rcarnd Bzmmmg

SaTS Lol Givy 1, UOh, vISH G6iIce %o DRTIRGUes

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

(¢) If a corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers. $8@ 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 Exploratxon Pro;ects,” before completlng this application.
Submit this application and all accompanying papers -in quadruplicate (four copies), with your name and address on each
sheet of the application and on all accompanying papers. Where sufficient space is not provided on the form for all required
information, state it on an accompanying paper, with a reference in each case to the instruction to which it refers by number.
Comply with all applicable instructions; or,-if not applicable, so state. File the application with Defense Mmerals Exploration
Admlmstratlon, Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D. C., or w1th the nearest ﬁeld executlve ofﬁcer thereof

3. Applicant’s property rights—(a) State the legal descrlptxon of the land upon Whlch you WlSh to explore, 1ncludmg 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 R HQPQ-_# 3___to._#hﬁ,_--incluaiv.g_

(See._Schedule A gttached) :

(b) State any mine name by which the property is known,
(¢) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherw1se
Owner :
(d) If you are not the owner, submit with this apphcatlon a copy of the lease contract or other document under wh1ch
“you control the property. . . . . .

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

none .
(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) . oo RS

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

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

; (¢) Describe the geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, ete.), and your

" reasons for wishing to explore. Illustrate with maps or sketches. Send with your application (but not necessarlly 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 W1th respect to the acces51b111ty of the project: Access roads, dlstances to sh1pp1ng, supply and re51dence
points.

(e) State the avallablhty of manpower, materxals, supphes, equ1pment water, and power. : 7 le—eossil

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - _ Ff‘r;‘-mij Am;vieid*‘“ P

“






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

uranium,.- vanadium

(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.

(¢) The work will start within ___QQ---- days and be completed w1thm __,3 _______ months from the date of an exploration
project contract. Weather permitting

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

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

(¢) Operating materials and supplzes.—Furmsh an itemized list, mcludmg 1tems of equxpment costlng less than $50 each,
and power, water and fuel.

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

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

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

(9) Miscellaneous.—Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of repairs to and maintenance of operating equlpment (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 contmgencles not included in the costs stated above.

NoreE.—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 w1th the reg'ulatlons on
Government participation (Seec. 7, 'DMEA No. 1)?

(b) How do you propose to furnish your share o¥ he costs?

[x__l Money ’:l Use of equipment owned by you D 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.

Unont Mining, Inc.

ﬁ;( icant) ’
M Pres.
I/ y4 ‘

By.
M?f _________________

Title 18, U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to make a willfully false statement or representanon to any depart-
ment or agency of the United States as to any matter within its jurisdiction.

A" V. Pres & Gen Man

0. 8. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICK 16—66551-1






0fficers of Umont Mining,’;i‘;ié.»z

~ Presgident - L. P. Evans, Jr.
S King Street Dock
Burlinxton, Vermont

”Vioc—Frasidant- Dooley P. Hhaeler, Jr.
Ganeral Manager
' | ‘ Salt Lake City, Utah
See*otary~Treas. R. h.'Wadbams
: - King 3treet Dock
Burlington,'?ermnnt
&ssistant Treas. . Rggd %aynolds, B 5

Box
Nﬂdb y ‘Utah

VA L el





| SCHEDULE &4 T i e
| o RECEdE

R . WS e b e
" Group Boundary Deseription Uil H T
| yscginnzag at the i.¥, Cornsr of Hope #45 which -

- polnt Le N OBV W - 1350 feet thenas 8 37° 80 W - 600

fest from Seo., Cor. 9=~10-15 and 16-T 868 - R 80 E,
thence X 30° 30' ¥ 3000 fees, thence X 37° 80' K -

BB feet, thence B 30° 30t & ~ 300 feed, thencs

B 37° 80''R - 1500 feet, thence ¥ 30° 30' ¥ - 300 .-

foot, thenee XN 37° 50' B - 1425 feet, thence N 81%
20' B - 3075 feet, shense X $0° 30' ¥ €00 fees, shence
N 817 80' K 1137 feet, thence ¥ 66° 20' E - 363 reet,
thence 8 30° 30' E ~ 6Q0 faet, thence N 68° 20! B -
1eooazoez, theres 8 30 30t B « 900 feet, thence

¥ 66° 20' E - B13 feet, thence N B9° 20' K 887 fest,

therce 8 30° 30' B - 1300 fees, shence & 80° 2ot w

- 687 gpot. thence § 66~ 30' ¥ - ll% fset, thence :
8 30" 30" K _900 fees, shance 8 66° 80' W - 800 feet,
thence 3 30° 30! E - 1800 feet, thence 5 66° 201 W

963 feot, thence & 812 20' W - 4212 Zees, therce

8 7% 80' W - 38205 feet, thence N 30V 30' W - 1800

feet to the plase of the deginning. ,

 The above degoription igelundes lands within
Beoslion £ and 18, which ure Sehool lands and to.
w:&:h the Umont Mining, Inc., meakes no oluim of






A.REED REYNOLDS
ROBERT C. GIBSON

. . . .

REYNOLDS & GIBSON | |
ATTORNEYS AT-LAW. . - = » ALPing 3-4591
. 20! POST OFFICE BUILDING

‘ . 'POST OFFICE. BOX &85 -
"5 MOAB, UTAH ' )

. PRt .
SRS,

 Mewember 9, 1085 . . . .. .
e LS A R

]fbdard'ér Directoers

Umont Mining, Ine. . . .. ‘m“‘

‘King Bsreet Dooi

Burlington, Vermous - o - e
. Eei Title Eepérs Cavering Unpatented
' Mining Claims Situate in Grend
o Gounty, Btate of Usan, =
Gsntlemens I | |
- Pursuant to your riqnitt,fthiltalluuingliu'd t1tle
report cevering the nereoinaftsr descrided unpatented
mining claims situate in Grend County, State of Utah,
and more particularly described as follows, to wit;
| - Nope #3 through £38, imolusive, .
uatt-xa~¢:amincd are as follows:

'l. The official Fecords of She Gounty of Grend,

~ 8tate of Utah.

e Thc,bldt snd trast bed&‘i.cctda in the Land
0rfice, Buresu of Land Management, Federal Bullding,
Salt Leke Gity, Utan. .~ = ST

Je A gertified turvb:janp;ot Re d¢ Sonnlcn,: e
registered land surveyor, dated Nay 30, 1664 (eopy of

whish 1s sttached).

In deveraining the »lghts of persons in unpatentsd
lods mining claims, the nature of the titles secquired
pressnts Swo ssparate and dissinet problems. Pirss,
the recard $ltle wust be censidered in the light of the
inistation of poasessory tisis %0 a claim and subsaquentg

“branafers or encumbrenses. The eut of recerdiig the

Rotloes of leosation, Lt pars, initiates poasenasry title
%o & mining claim and thia represents the only docuxente
ary svidence of $itle to sush o celaim, sines ne patent
issues or grant ocours in the beginning,. Ssaondly, the
physical ses of loeasing land on the publiec domsin upon
land open $¢ minesel entry initiates, in part, a posses-
sory right $o a mining oleim which oarriss with 1t the
right Lo remeve ores therefrom. It muss be, of sourse,

&
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REYNOLDS & GIBSON

' SR ATTORNEYS AT LAW : C ALeine 3-4561
‘ A.REED REYNOLDS . : . .

ROBERT C. GIBSON ' 201 POST OFFICE BUILDING ‘ e . . POST OFFICE BOX 685

MOAB, UTAH: | .
-8 | LT
mlvays kept in aind that the title of the United States

Government is paramount $o that of anyone until such
tine as patent procesdings have Been gompleted,

4f the exact lecatlon of & unpatsited mini _slsim ,
can be determined, she avallability of that apeocific land
for mineral eutyy can be sscerteined. In this regard, a
survey of the subjest land is most helpful, sinse unpat-
ented mining olsims ure not identiffed on official resords
in such & way as $o indicate the axa¢t location of the
same untll sfter patent therefor has besn Lssued pursuant
to spplicetion, o . ; - ,

 8incé the exaet location of e mining ¢liaim sennot
be Jdaterminad from offioial county recorda;, certaln

conditions with reussrd to valid looation must be assumed
in rendering a title repors, Such an assumption 1is gen-
‘orally dased upen personal knowledge, Jdooumentary repre-

sentation {such as survey maps} and representations of

o persona familiar vith the subjsed olsims. For oxample,

. ' | without persoral knowledge $o the osntrary, it must be
- : assumed as followsy . : o . ‘

i. That there has been timely complisnce with re-

- quiremenss of properly posting the notices of loecation
and sarking the claims ou the ground so that the bounde
eries thereof can be readily szeced. _ L '

- %« That she mining olsims in questiocn are located
where shown oh survey maps and that no conflicting looa~
tions with prior righta exiss, whicb are not shown on-
such mapse o : S o

Se Generally, it muss be sssumed that asaspament
er disaevery work has been accomplished as requlred by
lawe 1f affidavita of such sssessment work sre timely
regorded, the cwners of unpatented mining claima are
givern the presumption thas such work has been sccome.
plished. However, the fallure to file such an affida-
vit of annual assessment does net invalidate the olaim,
but destroys the presumption that such work has been

 doue and areates & burden on the part of she owner %o
establieh that such has been scecmplished,

. ‘ 4. & valid disgovery muit nlté.bo assumed, Tﬁn
' o - Federsl snd State laws require the dlqewc:y‘ of valuable
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. mineral in erder te establish & velid mining olaim. The

question of what constitubes a didcovery is for pragti-

‘eal purposes a guestion of fact depending to s large
axtent upon evidansce asuffiolent to cause g reasonable ;
san to expend fursher klwe, energy and meney in develope
ing the mining claim looking teward the disgovery of
minsral in plase. HNe mining slaim bas validisy peiop

80 dlsgovery; however, a locater in actusl poassssion

of & ¢lain astively acnd 41ligently working for discove

ory 1s proteected if he remains i:n possession avd con- -
Sinuea work and thereafter disesvery oceura, This prinsiple
applies in our opicion only Vo ¥hose claime within a ]
on which work gentinues and passession s malntained,

, - dining loestions msde &fter December 31, 1952, and
prior %o the Actiof August 13, 1954, (88 Stat. 708} on
lands covered by minerals ieaseable under the Leasing
Aos of 1920 wers not valid loosdions. Hewever, {n pro-
- viding for muliliple wse of ths public domaln, the afore-
s ~sald Aot established procsdures for the validation of
' " eertsin of shose miniag slaime, and new locasions of
‘ IR mining elaims made after ths effeetive date of aanid
‘ Aok ‘are valid leceations under the terma thersof sven
though on lands eaovered by prior axlsting »ights under ,
the aforesaid Lemsing Act of 1920. The Ask of Auguss 13,
1966, in effect maknowledgad thw ecedures satablished
by Atomic Energy Cowntsaion Domestie Uranium Program :
Clreular 7 and 1n'2=:t_thn procsdures for validation of
sertain mining claims were predisated Qpon camplimnce
width Sha aforesald Cirgmlar 7. c v .

- Prom our exemination of the aforesaid matters affecte
ing sitle to the subjest wining alsims, we find as follows:

~The miring eleims, Hepe ) thyrough 37, inclusivs,
wore originally lbatttﬁqu4yiﬁiﬁhqr‘_W,éﬂ@; 33'ind 28,
19838, {4 the names Qw-Jﬁl*iiﬁmson;wxhnhiﬁl'£1&r¢¢,~uarla-o
Smish snd John Levering, and veeorded in the Office af the
Grand County Recorder, Stahe of Utah on the :206h day of
Decenber, 1953, 1o Bodk ﬁﬁijttuttgﬂﬁé o 338, inolusive,
- Prom examination of -4he retords of the Land Office an
~ above indicated, 1% was detarmined thalt the eriginel leo-

sations of the Repav0xaﬂtg;qgr'”ﬁqagmgﬁvlnnax Bubject so
ior existing righte unfar ¥he Ninersl Lemsing Ack of
- 4 imit"m were, therefors, ad the tims of such loeation
o ' nveltd. - - .
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~ On Pebroary 10, 1964, the Atomis snergy Comsise

- sion publishied 1%s Cireular 7, which was an attenmpt

0 remedy difficulties oreated as a yesult of @'qon»"

- flios of mining loocations with prior rightas exissing

under She aforesald Mineral Leasing 4ot and with $he

- similar disadility referred to sbove in eonnestion

#ith the Hope olaims 1 to 87, taviusive, Toersalter
on the 17th day of Merch, 1054, ths original loesSors
aade applicmtlon with the A.R.C. pursuact %0 the pro-
visions of Cireular 7 cavering the Nope sisims 1 to
28, inolusive, andg the potioes of inten¥lon to lsnse
wers reocrded on Mareh 5, 1064, in Book £2, Pages 246

‘%o 288, inslusive., Also ou March 16, 1984, applicasion

for mining lease was mede to the Atowmis Enevgy Comuis-
sion covering the Hope claims 29 %o 37, inelueive, and
the notiees of intention to leaas were recorded on
April 12, 1954, in Book 23, Pages 408 to 409, 1nclusive,
Subsequently, three sets of smended uoticens of lease
applicaticn were posted and reccrded for Hope mining
claims {(or losse trmots) 3 %o 48, irelusive., The

. Surveyor, Kr. W. O, Claxton, informs this office that

the amandments were made pursuany $o a aurvey of the
eriginal locations, Hope 1 to 87, imolusive. The three
sets of amonded nosices of leass application were low-
cated and recorded as follows:s ' B

Hope 1 to 48, inclusive, L Co , ‘

Azended Leass Application  May 17, 195¢ May 17, 1984
Pages 586-800,
imlo, and

Book 27, Pages
1 to 10’ 1!!610 ’

Eope 3 to %8, incluaive, June 18,1954  July 31,1954
Ansnded kosices of Lease IR Book 32, Pages
Applileasion 834 ¢o 256,1incl.
Hops 8 to 48, inclusive, Aug.®, 1964 - august 11,1054
Amended Notices of Lease Book 33, ;afco k
Applicaticen - . , - 688 %o 800,4inel,,
| AR R and Book 34,Fages

1 to 10, inel,

After the effective date of the et of dugust 13,
1954 (68 Stat. 708) and on trhe £6th day of Cotober, 1954,
smended losution notices for Lope 3 to 48, 1lnclueive,
were posted on the subject ¢laime, and on Loveamber S,

1964, coples of the same were reoordsd in the Office of

‘$he Grand County lecordsr in Book 49 at Pages 820 to
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543, inclusive, and on the 6th day of November, 1954,
2 withdrawal of the aforesaid lease application was
made for Bopes 1 to 48, and was recorded in the Office
- 0f the Orand County Recorder at Book 49, Page 544; sald
“amended notices 51 location and withdrewsi of lsase ap-
plication were made pursuant %o the provisions of the
aforessid Aot of Aubust 13, 1984, and for the purpose
of validating the original Hope ocleims, 1 to 37, as E
amended by the survey resulting in the Hope claims, 5
to 48, inclusive. , B R i

POST OFFICE BOX &85

. On December 2, 1984, at Book 52, Pages 410 to 418,
1nclusive, appear an assignment of the rights of sthe
original locators in snd to the lease applicasion made
to the Atomic Energy Commission %o Umont Mining, Ine.,
and ® quit olalm deed wherein the origipml losators and
thelr wives quit olaimed ihe sudbjeot mining olaims %0
Umont Mining, Inc.; both assigoment and. quit sclaim deed
were dated the 5%h day of August, 1984. Alsc sppearing
of record ia & subsequent quit olaim deed by the origin-

- al locators and their wives qui¢ oclaiming unto Umont
Mining, Inc., the subjeot claims, said deed having baen
dated the 16th day ef November, 1854, and recorded the
2nd day of December, 1984, in the Office of the Grand
County Recorder in Book 52, Pages 416 and 416. .

From cur examination of the foregoing matters,
we find record possessory sitle to the aforesaid un-
patented mining claims to be vested in Umont Mining,
Ino., a Vermont Corperation, subjlect %o the paramount
%itle of the United States of America, which title
carries with 1t $he right to remove ores from said
clui::,'auhjuut, however, to the following matters,
to wit: o o -

1+ Reference is hereby made to the attached copy
of the oertifisd survey of R. J. Seanlon. The subjeet
map reflects the exlistsnce of cersain gonflicting min-.
ing oclaims. With reference to the mining claims known
as Ruby B - © - 1 through E - 9 « 88, it appesrs that
the same were orgjmnnlly located on the 16%h day of
January, 1954, and recorded in the Offioce of the Grand
County Recorder on shw 30th day of January, 1984, in
the names 0f (Glenn M. and James M. Ruby, which locasion
\ ‘was subjequent to the original losation of the Hope '
clalms 1 %0 37, inclusive. Your attention is dirsated
. ‘ to the date of the Surveyor's map, which is May 30,
1084, The surveyor, lir, ¥, 0, Claxten, reporss that
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~ he was on the subject lamd pricr to Mey 30, 1004,

- &nd on frequent occcasions up %o sald date and that
the Ruby claime hadé not been somplotely mozumented
and desorided on the ground so that. thé &fMe could
be surveysd snd platted on bhis map and shat conse-

~ quen¥ly only the genoral arsa of the Ruby olaims ia
indioatsed on the wWap. - Other persens purporsing te. ,
be familiar wish the gensral swea in question have -
informed this offioe ¥hat the Ruby olains wore not
mopumented and identified on the graund until A
aonths after the orxginax’rttonﬁia;fdt'ths“luﬁyfe aims,

-~ The Hepe claims, having been locatad prior teo
the Ruby olaims, would taks precedencs over the lstter,
assuming that the other slements of a valid slaim obe
- Sained at She time of the lecatien of the Ruby alaims.
However, the Hope slaims 63 originally staked and
. numbered 1 teo 37, inclusive, were apparently (inse»
far as & porticn of the sans are conderned) in axgess
©f the allowable dimension, and when surveyed, the
- PR -, original 37 olaims conssisuted 42 in nuaber of eleilms
. . with the appropriate dimension, It 1s, therefors, pos~
S : _8ible that some porvion of She Kulty claims wers loocated
~on the sxoessive persions. of the original Hope claims,
whioh Huby olaims would to that sxtent be valid, i
the seme were otherwiss praperly located. The ares of
sonflies with the Buby olaims is in Seotion #, T 26 3,
R RO B, SLM, Grend County, Utah, and as shewn on the
‘mAp affects the Hope claims 27, 88, 29, 41, 43, 46,
47 ant 48. As you are aware, an attespt is cwrently
being made %o reconcile the eenflics discussed herein

with the appropriate partien in intersss.

B, The Wow claims shown on the Surveyor's wmap
attached hereseo were origirelly losated in the name of
Tom Walker for (eorge P, Fehy, which origtral looation
was in the form of a notise of leass appliication, dated
June 16, 16 and 17, 1964, and recorded in the Office of
the Grand Gounty Recorder on Jume 21, 1984, These .
6laims having Desn first leooated sabasguent to the lo- -
cation of %he Hope Qiaign Are invalid 1ipS@far as the
sanoe oonfliot wilth the Nope olaims, assuming that all
other elements of a valld clalm obtsined at the time
of the location of she Wow olaims. However, as you
4re avare, au attempt i1a being made o regoncile the
conflict with the Wow clatms.. = S

o 8. Your attertion is directsd to the mining olaims,
7 Cla and bobble Diok, which clulme wore originally losated.
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by. Bab»rt B and aiahara K. tﬁh&nx on tht Riat duy er
Kovember, 1983. 'These olaims had prior losation dutes
%0 that of ¥he Hope clalms, and %o She exdent Shat the
© _ssmm conflict with the Heps claime, the latver ave in-
© valid, The swrywyor, W. 0. Claxmben, reperts that the
- digeovery momumenis for the Hope ¢laime, whioh are in
o wefiflied wish ¥n#-0la and Bobbie Plok nla&ut, are roat-._
‘f”ytng on. 1and no%- sa in anrliﬁi.u o

‘ 4. Your nttcntiun 1 direstsd o ﬁha nining -
alniaa, arlens ¥32 wnd $34, whlch clelms were originele
. &y etaked in the name «f Niok Wullilck and later trans-
T ferped to Oayx Corporatien and were ariginally looatesd L
MRy months pieior %0 the location of the- Hozc clatms,
THarcfore, sbe oenflict wikh the Arlene claims abown =
on thé map attsched herste yesults in an lovelidabion
of the Hope claims $0 the extsnt of the sonflics. The -
- surveyer, ¥W. 0. Glaxton, reports that the diacevery '
| mopumenhs gor t¥he mining claims, Hops #43, #44 and 45,
ars resting on lend not in confiies with the Arlens
olatms, which winid uuko th:s pnwtxon ax #ha nuhjoct
Bope olninn valiﬁ. ,

8. !ﬂur ahtont!en 1& éirunttd @a the ract th&h
Hope olajins, #45 and $#46, have been partially lecated .
on Biate schoal land, whiok is net subjsct %0 She lo-
oatilon of wining olaims, and 30 %he extent that the
sama lie on Schood -Jand, Shey ave nod valid. The
surveyor reporis that Ihe éisaovery wonuments for Hepo _ :
. ¢#48 and P46 are ressing mnvyublic ﬁamnin, nanaoquontlg, o
~ ¥ie sane should: be valid, . ) ‘

R 8, Your attaatisn i ﬁiroastd t& the :;ct thnt
- portions of the Hope claims #3, #¢ and #6 avre located
on 8tate Sohool land, whieh is not tubjﬁat t3 the leo-
cation of mining cquna, aRd ¥o vthat extont, the same
are not valld, Here again, Sha surveyor reporis thas
. She discavery monumsnis for wash of the subjest claims -
- ars raatlng o pnhlic démain and are, thurorero, valid,

!uura truly, ‘
. REYMOLDS & G;saanf'

- ARB/gs .
- Enclesure






SCHEDULE 8
~ Hecording Informatsion

‘ Originel Woticea of Location,
Notice of lLease Appllcation and Amanded Notices

Hope #1 to 37, December 89, 18 293-329, inel,
inclusive 1983 f , -

Originel Nottceas '
of Loostion _

Hope #1 %o ¥88,1inol., - 82 240-269, inol.

Hotice of Lesse - March 88,

Application 1954 :

Hope #89 to #57,  April 18, 25 408-409, 1inel.
ipclusive. 1954 -

¥etloe of Lease :

Application

Hope #1 to $48, May 17, 26 &  586-600, inal.
frelusive. 084 8Y 1=-10, Lnel.

Amonded Hotlce o :

of Loaco»ApyIAQntiou' R

Hope #% to #48,  July 51, = 3% & M &

- dnelusive, 198¢ 38 £34-3856, insl,
- Amended. hosice of L ,
lease Application -

Hope #3 to #48, August 11, - 3 558-800, incl., &
inclusive. 1954 34 1-10, inecl.

Amsnded motice of : , - '

leass application

Hops #3 to #48,  November 5, 4V 520-543, inol.
inolusive. 1904 - ' ‘ ' ‘ _ '

Amondsd Notices of ‘ '

Location : ,
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= A:LI the dopasits 1iatqd a'bovo ara in c:hinh aandatanoa.. The hnt
‘de;osit, :m climx Uran.tum*a aohaol socticm 32, 3.a avid-ntly ﬂ Baanl

muchk amdatom or the Ghinle






Himralimd sonen haw b«n tound 1&: the m.u}élo ,,45! thn ahg,“’ Ond G

_: E tramhinz Iua locahd moro extms:m mimtliutian thnn was xouné fm L
;m wtoropl. Thm i- dr:!.ll evﬁ:éam to m mft tmt . mimmlma
B '«:chqnml cou:ld uint ah bhs Nu ot ths Ghinla :’m tho %pe cleim group.

'It :u fnlﬁ, thami‘om, thai ‘kht ohima mrrmﬁ uxploration ut thn haao

"of. he cmm. o

(d) '}.‘h- di!fimlt nnd omnxiw mad building in alrudy cmpleted;'

| o tnoraby gaatly dmenme i‘.ha eoat at fuz'thar axplozatﬁlon. Tha alam ’
' can be reachud by md a8 explaimd ﬂm 4 (u) abcm,‘ mm sif.a roada )
o, homar, have to. be mn fm' som- 01? the commp,um aml,mg. |

- “'Tm acess Toed %o the. ehm is aub:ju‘t % mhou'u and vill have. to ST
,bamaintainﬁ« Fle o |

~ The elnims ne only 17 road mileg t‘nm Mmb, tnah, tmd ml,y 14

o '_‘j:fmim from the now mnitm i1 Mng mu north of m'b, m;ah, |

Sﬂpplr nnd rea&ﬁm fhcilitien aru locmé 1:: Mouh Utnh. C .

(o) Nc -mtria povor 1e milab)e u'c thd claim. | watar u mi}» e
| '.ue frod the Colorada River, umh ia o mlles rm thc olains, w.m s
LT 1a slso vmzl-ble tron azringu clmm than tw uilu. Tb“‘f’:‘?}#'inga; | -
”hmmoatomh-mw,‘. SRR Lo i
- | . Thu-n ia no abnr‘kaae of manpewar, drilling aontraetoru or :;11-:7.11,@;»,g 4‘:::’_4 B Sl
auppliu in ’aho Moab aroa. 3 ‘ = S ' ' ‘

(n) Uranium, vunadium o

(b) Enclosod Figm 2 ahowa tlrw lecation o!‘ thc pmpond drﬂl mm.

- Othcr thnn the md work naauury tc cqrry mzt tho d:rilling gromn | , '
- amd the sotusl Grflling, »o other exploration work 1s 4o be undertakem o

smao thu exploretiou ;@oj@ct muat amlop u tha msulta of tho

S drillinx bneom known; an aatimt&d tive m;qa Of ”’”‘98' "'Wh "“ |






. ﬁi! })loth

T ore demaita .*m tm.

o ml mmvim ths wox‘k contqmpxaud

. (g . A el . '
o s . ;

| ‘.‘3-110111506 i‘«a be uud as offeeh holea if warmnmd By ‘hha amm holel ‘17.‘ o

- The drill ﬁarget will ba osaentially horisontal pctontia? eand~

'.'atonu or cmxglnmarato ;lamseu or channela a'h ‘bhe basa oi‘ thn Ghinle fom--_ .

atian. uueh }.emm or cbﬂnnola, s.f praaent, could baw uranimmmdim -

B Corj.ng will be aarried out only nf‘bor :Lcsgging 1n£fmation mdic- |

ntan minernl.ts&t&on i.n tha vioinity, RIS
(c) 30 daya 3 mn’thu, ueather par#itting. N _ o
| (d) Umont mm:xg Inc. haa EY: its Goneral M-mger, ffr, nooluy P. S "
o vw'iaeier, Jr., o;‘.‘ yal’a Lake Gity, Utah. m. whanlar ie & c&mbla - |
| geologi:t hnving htd ap}:roximatoly fiftam yeara of axpsriancc inixpier—

. o ation \mrk e: en cmplayu or tho IL £. O © Ly l‘he Americah Mntail Cm&—

p-ny, Mmitud, -ﬁ‘om dn Paaco Carmutian, Eaglws.eh-r commrv, an& aa

. an Msp@ndont aomu?tant in Mexico and tha Uni‘wd 5%&\%:. | Hr. Whmlaw :






. - ‘:‘6 (n) Indapnn&mt Cmtracftort

| (e) 0;>eminz Satertals and 5uppliea SR
. (d) Opernting qut

S '(o) Rahamita'hion ond rapairu f e ..'.;.’-.; Sl __ i
e (f) KQV Mﬁ.ldinga, immmm‘., mdanatm - . - L
£, (g) Miscallaneous g

". '(h} cmmaamm

CoL : et v .
3 .

- h w'?qr :‘- B f";"‘.' 1;?" i

ﬂrilling ~~ Elgven holes g}m one. Fallmd bv ﬁw holu it
. -7 fixrat eleven holes g:um omompmant. R , }
. Bruakdoxm of drill costmr. ’ s
11 holas to.depth of 100 feet or more - 1100 $3. 50w clésa 0
4 holes to dapth of 200 feet or more CA00 XIS - 00000 T
-1 hols %o depth of 175 teet. T8 x 195~ 3L o
" 3 holes %o dephkh of 150 feet or morc - 150 x 175 - 262.50‘:-. o :
“- 3 holes going plus 200 or plus 200 fest 250 x 2.00 - 50ﬂ.00, e
1 extra hole 200 fae'k .deep aw comting o e
! ‘.f*%b;itcy izcter LT e e i - 203 x . .‘75 - 350.()0.* o
o i im on **m*wwhmﬂnm# 5m‘m Lo
' o ‘rotal for 12 holes - _213_51’]; “!)93.75 ST

5 holes averaging 200 fcsat aup tor oi‘f«t oxplor«» o

atory drilling in cage g food mineralized t:rgeﬁ A

12 found in drilling the above halei T Pmet e _
-5 x 150 feet of yolayy drilling e - e ” s *1187 50‘ LT T e
5 x 501‘3@ of core &rilling @ 83,00 per foot - ‘{m I AL
A TR Toﬁaltorﬁexmholea -‘-»-__ CR9IT.50.

o Total mn Contmt cm S . v sl
imammm L

" Bulldower mtal !cl‘ 50 . hmn'a ut 61/,,0& per htmr # '?OG‘OO Do e
Bulléomr mbilimtian cwtingomy <_. i g_%.% L T

. (b) Iabor, i“upemucm, Gomuliaat; Ea

. ‘Engineer snd helper 2 days at 3100 mr &ay incl. axpennr $ 200.0{} SN
. Constlting geologlat for 14 dayw at §75 per dcy :lncl. - 1050,00 .
- Umont Mansgenent for 14 deym e $75 per day S 1080.000
an at ta.w :«r hwr (25 ho\m) - T %,gg :

| R O 00

7300 semple smcks (7% x 148} o aewm mmmm ' | '
50 core bamu at §1, 25 qaeh . L

" THerts rental jeep for tus veske -.,..*....-‘_Q:. e gameo
Bemtal of logglag device (Gelger) ~mw == c- I

N

m of 89839 3s E N sii-l *‘?‘:ﬂff EE g o8
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- ‘I'ETQ'* DR A j,,‘l', 'w" S eopy

HINERLLS ENGZENEEBING comung

) i . e ' P, 0' BQI 1951 o .‘

Grand Jhnction, Colorado :ii;:{:1 ” 
December 8, 1955 )li'fﬂ£{€5:i¥{~

‘?T:}h Dﬂﬂley pa Whﬁﬁlﬂr, Jr. »;!' ir‘l 
. Kearn's Bullding o .
- Salt Lake City, Utah

5 iDear Mr Uheelpr:

: ,In repiy to your~inquiriea o Sherman Aaplund regarding 8 bid
for drilling your ground located approximately 12 miles down
.~ the Coloredo River from }oab, Utsh, pleass accept the following
e e .;quatationa ag our oatinate for 8 2,000-foot. minimum aantractt :
D Pric¢ per Foot ‘ Bevieed
L Depgg Eﬁggg_yg;liigg gtgrx Dri;ling Core ﬁri;ling

. 100+200 feet . 535 : 1.75 S0 T2l Taln
: zoo..soo foet: . .75 200 250 3425,

1f7-In addition to %ho abovo pricea, ‘We would want 3500 for move-in
:charge, If drilling exceeds 5,000.faet, the move-in charge -

A 'would bo mbated. Stand-by tm 1- hid at the rate of 312 an hour. i

7[ ‘It ig our underatanding you uauid have all acceaa and drill roada E
3 ;auitabla for Q»wheel drive equipmnnt I T .

'1.I£ thara are. any further queltions, pleaaa feoi frae te contact

 " vbry truly yourﬁ, =

S R 7f'Edaen Fcater /a/
CEma

':;;Hiﬂi; *aaiatgnt Drill Supﬂriﬂtﬁﬂdﬁnt :, b






A M . - N o PRGN +
el 0
0

o Diamond Core Drilling ,‘H : BOYI.ES BRGS

CMining e T Drilling Conpany
Quarries . . ?4.,7'*.f

haft “inking
Tunml Driv:lng

Contraatan-ﬁngineera _
“Qeneral. Offloes -~
1321 Seuth Main Strest . Fhone 84~l.401
Salﬁ Laka Gity 15, Utah \

..+ ¥r. Dooley P, Whesler ;} ‘ t
"' Umont.Mining Company .
.. 912 Kearns Building ' . ST
Salt Lske City, Utah RN

. I)ear Sim o

,_'-‘to npply to your Day Canyon proparty. LT
e "L mﬁnmﬁmofmnm&mmmmt wmoo

o 2. Drilling. Holes ranging in depth from 100 fee‘b to 350
' L feet in dezsth, BX size, coring and nona-eoring. 32.40 per foot. . ;

ol Should this meet uith youxv apprcsval we will iﬂsua a foml
Ry contruo‘b incorporating thaae prical. R , ‘

Thmk you fox- calling on g again. LT
| ¥oura vary truly, S
S T R P, Durtee /é/ S
Tl RFD:}m R L T E S ‘ ?,j Reﬂident Suparintendeni s

X S.L.c. PR

Foz' your conaideration, e are suhmitting drilling pric“ R





HARRY JEFFERIES

EXCAVATING CONTRACTOR — MINE ASSESSMENT WORK

‘ Phone

P. O. Box 456, Moab, Utah
/A %«7 % . RECEIVED
JAN 3 01956
% Hant W

T OI§AH %/Z’Z’Wﬂ%ﬂ/ o /&’/4/,4: [ Mo,

/;\{C/’M d‘—fﬁ"ry’—r‘w\"‘){/‘ﬂm .- y/é'aa "
/Oowﬁfgyﬂ*{%nx _ M/a/ﬁw/d%

TO9 phlglily . %o 2 Pkt

R






o - | L Booiugn
September 22, 1955 S gAN R RS

Umont Mining Corporation
) Mr. D. s Corlbaugh -
Box 608 :
Houb, Uiah

Dear ﬁiri
apex Exploration Camp&ny subnlts th& follcwinx bld for

~ the drilling ar your Day Canyen elaimaz

apex &Xploratian Conpany wi*l rurnish &quiyﬁJat,
labor sud all materials, unlc:a othervisa apacifieds

Driliing will be done as anucified bv ;mur deaignbted
representative as %o depth and umaunt of eoring; the price

.t bw as follows:

Hugter of feet - ﬂﬂnﬁh | f  7j Mbthod.
S D , Ar

5,000 . 100300 N @2.65;/re.' : '&3.00 /et

*upmratar ho furnish vits in chert and ;uartzita dril} ing
and to furnish driliing mud and iost circulation materlial
wiien necessary to nse water for érilling., ,

npox will do. tha WOTK rupidly ﬂnd elficiently anﬂ 1ts drillors
and engineers will immediately report any ore or mineralizatian
‘aund to a dasignated represantativn of the operator.

Raspectrnlly yaurs,
- apex Exp »rltlon Con






: ' UNITED: STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
. ) GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

R.. 20 E.
>/

e

4//

e

’

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION

JUNE 1956 DOCKET 2189
EXPLANAT:ION
N JURASSIC KAYENTA FORMATION
AN TRIASSIC WINGATE SAKDSTONE
TRIASSIC CHINLE FORMATION
TRIASSIC MOENKOP! FORMATION
PERMIAN CUTLER FORMATIOR
/T T~——~—— GEOLOGIC CONTACT
N : .
o STRIKE AND OIP OF BEDS
X MINERALIZED OUTCROPS
1 BULLDOZER TRENCH
- STRIKE OF APPROXIMATELY VERTICAL JOIRTS
1
Note: BASE MODIFIED FROM U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.
PHOTOGEOLOGIC MAP, MOAB 15. PROPERTY -
BOUNDARY FROM APPLICANTS MAP.
2000 - 0 8000 FEET
{ N L | 1 1 |

FIeuRe 2. GEOLOGIC MAP OF THE HOPE GROUP OF CLAIMS, UMONT MINING INC.i,y GRAND COUNTY, UTAH.'
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- UMITED' STATES. DEPARTMENT .0F THE. INTERIOR
' GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

- "! o . o R. 20 E.

S

N
HLO,?{ o
‘GROUP ®
LK

At ’ Y .
N . » » . » \ ’

DEFENSE NIFERALS. EXPLORAT OK ADKI N ",'S-TIR.A.TLI;Q;I; e
JURE 1956 . T DOCKET ¥1a9°

2 :  expLANKTION

JURASSIC XATENTA FORMATI0W
TRIASSIC iiiégrsfsakdéidié7
Re : .ééfASSJE'bh}jli'fbﬁ;Afﬂon~.
Rm }hJA&SJ}{u@?&ib};;;bkﬁ&i(&n

P PERMIAN CUTLER FORMATION

o : b3 x

GEOLOGIC CONTACT

s . 'STRJxk'Aab-daé OF BEDS
X nticsAiiiibgou}cﬁoés
BULLDOZER TREMCH

- STRIKE Of:APPRD&JHATELY’VER?JCAL JOINTS

.

Note: BASE MODIFIED. FROM, U:S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
PHOTOGEOLOGIC MAP, HOAB 15. PROPERTY: -
BOUNDARY: -FROW APPLICANTS MAP.

2000 0 - ' | 8000 FEET
N v 4

‘FIGURE 2., GEOLOGIC MAP OF THE HOPE GROUP OF CLAIMS, UMONT WINING INC., GRAND COUNTY,: UTAH.






JUL 27 1958





HUMTED 37» -3 QEPM‘THMT OF T"E ””EMOR ’ . ' ' DEFENSE HINERALS EXPLORATION ADMIN I 6PaArs on
GEOLOQICAL SURVEY ; : ) . ‘ JUNE 1958 DOCKET $149

EXPLANATION
& TRENCH
=== EXISTING ROAD
== == PROPOSED §0AD

’ 175 PROPOSED DRILL HOLE

_ e X SHONING ESTIMATED
. s DEPTH
/
\ . !4
{ 36
——— 00wl \——— Approximate poaition of middle Chinle sandstbne
‘““‘““'[‘-~ \i-s~“__“~gonfalﬂlﬁ§_£.é@eé of U40g
/,. \\\ AN © T oter . LAND LINES, GLAIM BOUNOARIES ANo
\7 / 150 5 , PROPOSED HOLE LOCATIONS FROM APPLICANTS
{ /,ﬂ\'\'\\’K\ N : _ HAP.
\ L NG TRERN 35
— ooty i NN
'r }“"Nv\.___ \‘\:} — .
:’ /( : -
\9 | [
R U ', '8 34
o | o001 .
T ———— * ’
\\ :K" / T T ——
\ \ | ——
2\ \ ( 'l
\ | 20 4
. \\ '\n i 33
| bt
— } L :
. \ | T —
—
23 ‘ \\ I { '
\\\) ;' 22 .
!

F - m;""w‘——
- 80gi 0 1800 FEET
b i — : J

F‘OUFG 3 $KET€H MAP OF HOPE GROUP OF CLMMS SHOWING LOCAT.ION OF PROPOSED ROAD™ AND DRILL HOLES,
= UMGNT MINING: INC., GRAND COUNTY, T’AH. ‘

{ .
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