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November 27, 1956
Summary of Proposed Project

Object: Denial of application for an exploration project.
Docket No.: DMEA-L533
Commodity:  Uranium

Applicants Glen Haven Mines, a partnefship camposed of John E, Ebdon,
Emil Lusko, Donald Lusko and Joseph Lusko.

Box 555 >
Hanksville, Utah

Property: Glen Haven claims 1 through 56, secs. L4, 5, 8, 9, 16, 17,
20, 21, 28, 29, 30, and 32, T. 27 S., R. 12 E., S.L.M.&B.,
and Ebko claims 1 through 13, (no sec., township, or range
stated), located on the Muddy River, 3 miles southeast of
the Vernon Pick discovery (Delta Mine), both groups in
Wayne County, Utah

Date of Application: October 27, 1956

Amount of Application: $55,400.00

Work Proposed: On Glen Haven claims - 23 miles of access road; 10,000
feet of plug and core drilling, and unstated amounts

of bulldozer stripping and drifting. No specific program.

On Ebko claims - 10 miles of access road and 4,000 feet
of drilling. No specific program.

Total Estimated Cost:_

Drilling (14,000 ft.) $35,000.00

Drifting 10,000,00
Access roads (33 miles) ' 9,900,00
Bulldozer stripping T T T 500,00 :

Total ......0..I.............’.;;;.......'.‘ $55’hoo;00
Government Participation @ 75% seeeeeeseeeee $41,550,00

Field Reports:

Memo by Howard F. Albee, USGS & M.H. Salsbury, USBM, Nov. 7, 1956:

The Applicant presents no documented evidence of mineralized
target areas, and no specific program of exploration. An area
apparently lying between the Ebko and Glen Haven groups is the
subject of a report RME-L3, "Reconnaissance of Little Wild Horse
Mesa, Green River Desert, Emery County, Utah, 1953," by D. N,
Hinckley and J. H. Volgamore, The Salt Wash discussed in the
report is probably typical of that which is on the Applicant's
claims. Ground reconnaissance revealed only one anomalously-





radioactive area. Two anomalous areas located by airborne
reconnaissance were also examined., "It was concluded that one
area warranted no further attention, one area may possibly
contain a minor amount of uranium, andone area contains uranium
bearing rock of ore grade, but in small and scattered deposits.
Further work in the general area was not recommended under
present economic conditions.

Exploration on the property does not appear to be justified;
however, no specific information is available on the subject claims
and for that reason a field examination may be advisable,

Field Team memorandum of November 1, 1956:

Reluctantly agrees withat a field examination may be
advisable, mainly on the thesis that a denial without a field
examination should be made only on rare occasions. However,
since there appears to be ample justification for denial without
a field examination, is quite willing to approve such a recommendation.

Commodity Group Comments: v » 7
USBM, John E. Crawford, November 20, 1956:

Recommends denial inasmuch as such action is justified by
the field team's analysis of the application, The AEC representative
dissents, and recommends a field examination.

UsGS, W. P, Williams, November 23, 1956:

. The Ebko claims seem to be located in an area of Morrison
outcrops, so that the Applicant's references and comparisons
with the Deltarmine, which is in the Chinle formation, are not
valid. From the poor production history of the Salt Wash member
in the vicinity of the Ebko claims and from the results of
reconnaissance in the ‘area by Government geolagists, doubts that
an exploration project on the property is warranted. ' The.large
Glen Haven group is located in an area where the potential ore
zones are everywhere deeply buried. As a result, exploration
drilling on those claims would certainly be of a wildcat nature.
Recommends that the application be denied.

Rare & Miscellaneous Metals Div., Michael Ching, November 27, 1956:

The foregoing comments have brought out the unpromising
geological environment associated with the two groups of claims
involved. An analysis of the Applicant's capabilities and of the
results of work accomplished to date lend further discouragement
to the proposed project. Applicant drilled two holes on the
Glen Haven claims with a Boyles Bros. drill to depths of 56 and
55 feet respectively. Apparently, in both instances, water was

-2~





lost, drill rods stuck, and the overburden was still present at
these depths. A Joy core drill was purchased and one hole was
drilled down to a depth of 70 feet. with no apparent results.
Samples were taken from Glen Haven 12-56 claims and sent in
for chemical assay but only one assay report was enclosed with
~ the application. It ran only 0.01% U30g. Radiometric testing
on Glen Haven 1-11 claims show the best areas running 3 to 6
times background. On the Ebko claims radioactivity was 1 to l%
times background/ ‘Applicant claims to have purchased over
$27,000 worth of equipment, yet was unable to have chemical
assays run because of poor financial condition. The cart appears
to have been placed before the horse,

Conclusions and Recommendations:

Encouraging geological criteria appears to be entirely
lacking and the available evidénce suggests that denial without a
field examination is justified., It is so recommended.

C/” r
géziuh//%/fié;é_
Ernest Wm, E1llis, Chief

Rare and Miscellaneous
Metals Division





Hankaville, Utah

‘ | - UNITED STATES | :
DEPARTMENT OF THE' lNTERIOR

: DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON 25 D. C ’

RO S ”0V281355

. _Glen Haven }ﬁnes L : b

.~Box 555 . e s

Rex Docieat No. DﬂM-thj; (Uranium)
. Ebko and Glen Haven Claims .
L WJB‘ County, Uteh

| Gentlemen:

A - “Your appla.cation for aid in an exploration project and |
" other informetion available to us.in Hashmgton concerning the :

.‘ . abwewnamed property have bean rexnewd.. o

o Pm,]ectzs agproved by the Uefense xﬁﬂﬁ!‘&l& m;ploration :
“"..Admims’cratwn mast, in its’ judgmnt, show definite promise of .

| . yielding naterials of acceptable = grade in quantities that will

. -algnificantly .‘merove tm mmeraL au,pply pos;tion for the ﬁat:.oml
- il])efenae :Program.g_ e o i L

Sl Gareful study of’ all our mformatmn mdicates to us -
" that the probability of disclosing significant ore réserves is o

.. not sufficiently promising to Justify Government participation. o

Ve regret to advise you that, under these cirn,umstancea, your

T applieation .tor exoloration assistance is dem.ed.

. our attention. .

"--“-»‘_"‘-cc tor  Docket i

S ‘We wish to thank 'yml for ymr fmtercst in the Defcnse o
.H:Lnerals Exploration Program an& i‘or br:mging wur property ta %

. Sixmerely yours, __
« G. 0 ?L 52 lﬁ\)l’f (%(/\

ZMGh:Lng/ igm 11-27-56 -Adm.m'strator
| Cote 00
: A,IAdmr.'s Readlng F:Lle RN
.= .. Opérating Committee = =~
-,DMEA Field Toam, Regs III (2)

N . I\hssrs. JECI'anOI'd, Rm. 36h3

THKlllsgaard’ Rm. 52214:‘ : TR
JOHosted, Rm. 3 210’ (,. s

EN






UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

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

éubject: Review of a.pplication, IMEA 4533, » Glen Haven Mines, Ebko and
Glen Haven claims, Wayne County; Utah (uranium)

The sub,ject application is vague and mcomplete ; and, as a
result, it is difficult to determine and ‘evaluate the applicant's pro=-
posals and obJectives.

The applicant presumably wishes to explore for uranium ore
deposits on 69 mining claims divided 'into two groups.

The copy of the application reviewed contained no maps of any
kind. The applicant says, "Ebko claims are located . . . 3 miles south-
east of the Vernon Pick f:l.nd." Presumably the Delta mine is meant.

 No explicit exploration proposals are given. It may be inferred
from the sketchy cost estimate that the applicant wishes to do drilling,
adit-drifting and road building. No competitive bids for the work from
sub-contractors are submitted.

The Ebko claims seem to be located in an area of Morrison
outcrops » 80 that the applicant's references and comparisons “with the
' Delta. mine, vhich is in the Chinle formation, are not valid. From the
poor production history of the Salt Wash member in the close vicinity of
the Ebko claims and from the results of reconnaissance in the area by
Government geologists I doubt that IMEA participation in exploration on
the property is warranted. The large Glen Haven n _group is located in an
area where the potential ore zones are everywhere deeply 1 buried. As a
result » exploration drilling on.those claims would certainly be of a
wildcat nature.

I recommend that the application be denied. on the grounds that
exploration work would not result in a s:l.gniﬁca.nt discovery.

W. P. Williams
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UWITRD STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERYOR
BUREAU OF MINES
Wusbington: 25, D. C-

UMEA Docket Wo.  pean
DVEA Comtract M.
Commodity Uranivm
Nasme of applicant oyen Haven Mines
iwimegf @3‘?9@2’@ Blko..and.Glen Haven Claims ...
cation of property
OW@ Fo=Utah e

M
Memorandum Estimated cost of projec 55,4000

o Ernest William Ellis, DMEA Member

Uranium Commodity Committee

Froms John E, Crawford, Bursau of Mings er
Uranivm Commodity Committes ¢

7 Subjeets Review of

(Appiicntion, 'Fief&%%@%%@%mg sted

Date of subject document: 10/31/56._° 2. Date recelved by reviever: 11/16/56
Prior reporto on this property knowm to reviever: Yes [/ W0 /[ 7

Prior reports on gwerby propavtics kuovn to reviever: Yes .Lj Mo ﬁ
Information cvalisble on pust produstioms Yes /7 Mo /7

Other gertisent fastors keoum o revievers Yeo [ 7 s /77

Explain ltewms marked yzs ckoves

Frebors nzeding @&%sc,i@l eo@%d@m@i@&u

o Lovation / — @. Propoeed exploraticn method . -7

bu Du‘m@wup L@; #., Alterants explorstion metbod 7
o Bridenes of m@mmﬂm‘@im (7 @ toste {7 L
> Geology L7 o ;7

Action ndviged:
o Ubtain information from appiieset [ [ e. Dlcagree with Pield ’ii*mm ya 7

be Hefes to Plodd Peaw [~ 7 £. Suggest altermate plow /7
¢o Demdal /X _ g. Bequest asotber ewsmdnstion /7
do agree wilh Pleld Temw [~/ h. Approvel

L. Comenit with Mr, &b KEC offlce.,

ropaeis:  (Use beek of page 1f mecessary) Jo O. Hosted, Washington repre-
gentative of the Atomic Energy Commission, recommends that a field examination
be made; we recommend demial imasmuch as such action is justifmd“‘by the

field teams analysis of the > subject epplication.





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

" DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATIOfs]
- WASHINGTON 25, D. C. ‘

22l New. Customhouse - ,
Denver 2, Colorado ° ) : Novemb

Memorandumvl _
To: | Secretary to the Operating Committee
From:  DMEA Field Team, Region III’

Subject: Docket DMEA No. 4533 (Uranium) Glen Haven Mines (Ekko
and Glen Haven Claims) Wayne County, Utah

Enclosed are the original and three copies of a joint
memorandum of review of the subject application by members of
the Gra.nd Junction Office » DMEA.

They recommend a “field examination to verify conclusions
based on a reconnaissance of the area, since no specific informa=-
tion is availeble.

The Field Team rather _reluctantly agrees with the recam=
mendations made in this case, mainly on the thesis that a denial
of an applicatlon without a field examination should be made only
dn rare occasions, However, there appears here to be ample justife
icat:ton, a.ccording to the reviewers' analysis for denial without a f#ld
examination, and the Field Team would be more willing to approve such a
recamendation. )

DMFA F:Leld Team, Region IIIX

RV

W. M. Trav
Executive Officer
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® ; o M LN bk P RERSH o,
, LMEA
UNITED STATES RECEIVED
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR NOV 12 1956
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
. U. S.
P. D)IFEERAS0 GEOLOGICAL SURVEY,
%ﬂ@rﬁ%@?@n%‘?ﬁ@ﬁ DENVER, COLORAD®
.v/% I NOV 13 1956 November 7, 1956
Memorandum REGION [II , N
) DENVER, COLORADO
To: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region III

From: Howard F. Albee
‘ M, H. Salsbury

Subject: Application for DMEA aid (Uranium), Glen Have]
Ekko and Glen Haven claims, Wayne County, Ut

exploratlon is included.

The applicant area has been discussed with A.E.C. personnel,
although none had been on the claims nor in the area in the last two
or three years. RME-43, "Reconnaissance of Little Wild Horse Mesa,
Green River Desert, Emery, County, Utah, 1953Y by D. N. Hinckley and J. H.
Volgamore, discusses an area that apparently. lies between the Ekko group
and the Glen Haven group. The Salt Wash dlscussed in the paper 1s
probably typlcal of that which is on the applicant clalms.

thtle Wild Horse Mesa was covered L_by ground reconnaissance
which revealed only one anomalously radioactive area. Two anomalous
localities discovered by airborne reconnalssance were also examined.
The conclusions of the work were that one locality warranted no further
attention, one locallty may possibly contain a minor amount of uranium,
and one locality contains uranium bearlng rock of ore grade but in small
and scattered deposits. Further work in the area was not_recommended
under present economic conditions.

The applicant states that "the potential ore lies in the Salt
Wash or the Shinarump which should be only 300 to 400 feet from the
surface, . . ." The applicant is undoubtedly referrlng to the Moss Back
member of the Chinle formation which is at least 2,000 feet below the -/~
Salt Wash. - - R





‘- ° - o

Glen Haven Mines - _ 11/7/56

Exploration on the property does not appear to be justified;
however, as no specific information is available, a field examination
may be advisable to verify conclusions based on previous general recon-é?

naissance of the area.

’ & s
CHoriecl P lell e
Howard F. Albee,
Geological Survey

Ml

Bureau of Mines

HFA/mlr





UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration -

. Washington 25, D. C.

Novexber 5, 1956

Glen Haven Llines. - ‘Subjects: %@33

P, 0. Box 555 ' . Re: EBxploration Agsistance

Hankeville, Utah
Centlenen

Your application for exploration assistance, dated

October 27, 1956 = submitted to our office at  Denver, <

has béen assigned Docket Number DifEA=}533 and referred to the
Rare end Misccllaneous Metals Divisfion in the Washington office.
Kindly identify all future correspondence relating to your

application by this Docket Number,

Sincerely yours,

Allen S, Dakan, Chief
Operations Control and
Statistics Division

Copy tos
Region III, Denver 2, Colovado
Code 700

3571





~ UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERI
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINIST RATIO
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

224 New Customhouse —
Denver 2, Colorado November 1, 1956

Memorandumvf
To: " Secretary to the Operating Committee
From: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region III

Subject: Application for DMEA aid (Uranium), Glen Haven Mines,
(Ebko and Glen Haven claims), Wayne County, Uteh

Enclosed are two copies of the subject application in
an unknown amount. The application is very sketchy and the .
applicant has no proof of a definite mineralized target area or
any definite exploration program outlined. It would be unknown
that uranium was the subject of the application if it were not
for the letter from Emil Lusko, dated October 27, 1956, which
is attached to the application. It appears to be a clear case
of prospecting. =

One copy of the application, contalnlng the only
locatlon mab suEmltted by “the appllcant is” belng forward“d to
the Grand ‘Junction. offlce, DMEA for their recommendatlon concer-
nlng “the value of a field examination and one copy is being

retained in our file.
WO
\)RRFI,

] W. M. Traver
Enclosures





» UNITED STATES _
| DEPARTMENT OF: THE INTERIOR

DEFENSE MlNERALS EXPLORATION ADMINlSTRATlON
WASHlNGTON 25, D. C o

. 224 ‘New Customhouse e T N S
‘Denver 2, Colorado .~ - . November 1, 1956 =

. Glen Haven Mines =
. P..0. Box 555
A"Ba.nkaville, Utah

. Re: Appl ica.t:‘.on for mm a.id. (Uranium),
+ . (Ekko and Glen Haven clam} Wayne
County, Uta.h :

_ Genu.emen-‘ ’

' *mxs Will acknowledge rPceipt of your application tor ‘
DMEA aid on the captioned property. Your application is being -

' forwarded the Washington office, DMEA; for further processing.

They will advise you regarding their requirements for add.itioml

_ 1nformtion ‘

;o T Bemmed herewith are the Amended Location Certificates

 and Notices of Location which you forwarded with your a.pplica.tion
and asked thet they be returned. Since you have given us the oo
book and page of reeerding on the-se claims,, we will have no further
: nee& for thu naterial : _ .

v Very tmly yours,

. . Orlglnal SIgned by -
W M. TRAVER

o W M. vaerA P
. - Executive Officer, IMEA
- Field Team, Region III -

‘Enclosures





o UNlTED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE lNTERIOR
: DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORAT ION ADMlNlSTRATION
WASHlNGTON zs D C. '

Vﬂemram

SR TR T am.er

~ From: - DA el m:n, Regim m

Snbéac’&' ,..Appncation ror IMEA a1d, (Urmtmn} Gl:en Hsven mnes,k -

‘ ,{Ebko nnd Glen Haven ctmim), Wam Ootmty, Utah

o E ‘P:f.ame d:.scm ms amueation with the Bumu al‘
”ms representative in the Gresd Junction office and the AEC

‘apd forward this office mine copizs of your joint mmtionu |

, cmmlng the &dvis&bility of making Q field mum. o
MA ?ie).d ’I‘aam, wm III
» Oﬂgma‘ sugned by .

W TPAVFR

R o Ey V. M. Tmer -

: LR e e Executiva arficar
ez Bee opcoun (2)/
M o

' xncloaad :u the su.b;ect appucaucu maxz unxnam v o

“ oo L . e Lo AR . 3 - EEE L A R RN .
- . B P . . . TN . . T P - B . . . .
. . . - . LS - . . . PR iy N . R
d - : i e - B . e R oo |
. . : ,"'w» S o b
.






) MF-103
“(Revised April 1952)

UNITED sr,ss DEPARTMENT OF THE lNTERQR . miossa,
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORAT]ON ADMIN[STRATION AL 7

oA @fzai,»,;e«

) T O Nott »
AID IN AN 0CT 31 1951 27,. é\
URSUANT F@Gion I > SN
E DEFENSER CoLorp %Zléfcewfi‘@}r
\f\‘s AMENDED Estimated Cost .. B2

1 i Q{
oro

INSTRUCTIONS

our full legal name, m the form in which you will w1sh to contract and your

1. Name of applwzm. g a‘g@/
m@%iglladdl‘ess i AIN--S--"---@P:GAI\I-IE;—ED—--BTATP ---QE-~U-TAH--n--BO}x--555--HANKSA—-
i A PARTNERS: JOHN %, EBDON, EMIL LUSKQ, DONALD LUbKO JOSV;PH _L_USKO

(b) If other than an individual, add to your name abcve whether a corporation, partnership, ete., and the name of the State
in-which incorporated,or otherwise organized.

(¢) If a corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers.

(d) If a partnershlp, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partners

RIS

2. General. —Read DMEA Order 1, “Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projects,” before completmg thls appllcatlon
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 requured,
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 Exploratlon
Administration, Department of the Interlor, Washmgton 25, D. C., or with the nearest field executive ofﬁcer thereof

3. Applicant’s pfropefrty mghts —(a) State the legal description of the land upon which you wish to explore, mcludmg all
land which you possess or control that may be benefited by the exploration, and excludmg any land or 1nterest in_land which is

. not to be mcluded in the exploration project contract GLEN HAVEN CLA'MS 1 thr u 56 GR FN RIV FR:

D7 SERT FEDFRAL LAND - WAYNT COUNTY, UTAH
“BKO CLAIMS - MUDZY RIVER MORRISON REWF - FRDFRAL LAND, WAYNW C‘OUN‘I‘Y UTAH

(b) State any mine name by which the property is known. )
(c¢) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract .or otherwise
LODE. CLATM. _LOCATTWRS
(d) If you are not the owner, submit with this application a copy of the lease, contract, or other document under whlch
you control the property. . R
(e) If you own the land, describe any liens or encumbrances on it

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

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. see attachme nt

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

(c) Describe the geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, etc.), and your
reasons for wishing to explore. Illustrate with maps or sketches. Send with your application (but not necessarily as a part
of it) any geologic or engineering report, assay maps, or other technologic information you may have, md1cat1ng on each
whether you require its return to you.

(d) State the facts with respect to the accessibility of the project: Access roads, distances to shlppmg, supp]y and reSJdence
points. - . R )
(e) State the avaxlabxhty of manpower, materxals, supphes, eqmpment, water, and power, 16—66551-1

4





5. The exploration proyect’a) State the mineral or minerals for which .Wlsh to explore _ANY . OR_-PE; ;,-_.MI_}‘,._.
TRALS . IN -"UANTITY ’)N THT AS" AV R"TUHN ("NCLOST‘Dl

(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-bearmg bfiis’ ete. é@@ atts chment e e

(¢) The: wory@ﬁlfsga‘?gﬁwit 1(% .......... days and be completed within ______° 1 .2 months from the date of an exploration
project contract. 4 ety

(d) State the: operatmg experience and background of the apphcant 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. ggs asttachment

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

() Independent comtracts.— (Note—If the applicant does not intend to let any of the work to contractors, wrﬁe ‘gnglt sch.
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 drlftmg, per hour of bulldozer operatlons, per cubic yard
of material moved,. etc.).

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

(¢) Operating materials and suppites -—I"urmsh an itemized list, 1nclud1ng' items of equlpment costlng less than $50 each,
and power, water and fuel. - R e e =

(d) Operating equipment. —-—Furmsh an. 1temlzed list of any operatmg equ1pment to be rented purchased, or which is owned
and will be furnished by the Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or suggested use-allowance based on present
value, as the, case may be. .

" "(e)” Rehabilitation and frep?zws ——Furmsh a deta11ed list’ showmg the cost of any necessary 1n1t1al rehabilitation or repairs
of existing buildings, installations, fixtures, and, movable operatmg equlpment now owned by the Operator. and which will be
devoted to the exploration project. '

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

(9) Miscellaneous—Furnish a detailed list showing"the cost of repairs to and maintenance of operating .equipment (not
mcludmg initial rehabilitation or repairs of the Operator s equlpment), analytlcal work, accounting, workmen’s compensatlon
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.

LY
" Nott.~No' 1tems -of ‘general-gverheady c01 porate . management, 1nterest6,’ taxes (other than Jpayroll.and sales taxes), or any

other indirect costs, or work perfozmed or ‘costs incurred before the 'daté of the” contract, should be included in the
. est1mate of .costs. . . o . .
7. (@) Are you prepared to furmsh _your share_ of ‘the cost of the proposed prOJect in accordance w1th the regulations on
Government part1c1pat1on (Sec 7, ‘DMEA No. 1)?
” (b) "How do you propose to furnlsh your.share of the cos "

. R Mone_y . Use of equ1pment owned by you . D Other

Explam in detail on acompanylng paper. . oo R .
= CERTIFICATION - -

r{" . At

’ The undersngned whether as an 1nd1v1dual corporate ofﬁcer, partner, or othe1w1se both in his own behalf" and acting for
the applicant, certifies that the mformatlon set forth in thls form and accompanymg papers is correct and complete, to the best
of his knowledge/and behef :

-

= " (Adplicant)’

'I.

Title. 18, .U. S. Code.(Crimes), Section 1001, makes it a criminal offense to mdke-a willfully false statement or represenfqhon to any depart-
ment or agency of the United States as to cny muﬂer within its jurisdiction.
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Glen Haven Glatme 1 thiyu 56%

G4 158«189
it 589546
112370 4012637

ko €laims 1-133 589«561

flen Hoven Glsoims 12 thru 86 drilled with & Doyles Dros. XeRay [iodol
Driil, one hole 50 feet, Lrill nobt. bAJ enough, ccosed operctions,
overbuprden -8t411 presont at this depth. Acoessibilitys pood,

¢len Hoven Glaims 1-13 drilled one hole 58 feet, lost wetor, rod
froze with same @rill rig. Conolusiont "rig Soo small. Erin&ms;
botwoon Jupe lst ond July 12th, 1950,

pupehased a 19564 Internstionsl Truek mounted with & Joy Usdel 33UD
Cove Drill, s 1661 Pord mounted with & 1000 gellon wocuum £113 woter
tonk end o 3047 Pord tyuck mounbed mith o 427 eu. ft. Gordner Lenver
oy compressor. Uith this pig, we, to this houw, huve dpilled oup
£irst holo 5O f£t., lost cipculation, cosed tho depth, end ore down
70 ft. lo explorction on Thko clalims to this date. -

fiane

8, the formation s entrada with a selt wash cap on
wien Hoven m.&ﬁ . Gn Glen faven 12«56, the samc formation oxista but
aith rmeh looss sravel where the nmineralizotion runs for approximetely
4000 £t+ Uprom these 45 cleims, gsempleos wepre sent in for chemical
assey ond yetupned with the onclosed peports., The type of deposit.
appeors to be bedded, The arves is spewed with o volcenic ash motepriel
sn lumps £pom 1 to 10D peunds end from the minerals present, it would
sndlcate thot thoy ave definitely mogma in opicin. En this growp,

no noticesble rodiometrie chonse can be gesn with o counter or aaﬁm»

4338tar, 7In the croup £9om leil, ofi bt erens that hove besn chocked

over a poriod of 2 yeors show un incroase of from 3 to 6 times the
'bmk%?mm@, $his 48 the ares thot from drilling and losin: our woter

4 indicato o very broken or froctured formetion, Who two prouns
of elnims oro locnted nesr & theoretical guarty fanlt ond on on antle
cline thot extends from Temple Hiountain down through our clolms. |
golutions wers prescnt due Lo the a2ltering end dbluegreen coloring ané
yokiow sandstones - I

biko Gleims ore logcoted on the Huddy ldver in the Uloreison Roof Just
$ miles southenst of the Vernon Plek find. IHore no exploration other
t&z@g ‘pinor b%ﬁﬂtiﬁ@ in tho ggn@lgm@%@ ‘bgtﬁm of the Horrison sclt
wash, Ghe_strats hoag boen tiocned up due to the awell, theredy oz«
maaw%%‘m%‘?%% "iszé"m'ﬁggm %’w" %g %2"&,, g&%"gféﬁé 121 oro 1ios in
thoe s2lt wash oy in the shinarump which should bo only 300 to 400 ft.
grom the surfaco, torin dus to the tip upe Hadlometrie is 1 to 1ip
bzzgle@‘%guﬁﬁ.- fio past oro shipmonts here, Neposits appeny o Ge in
vein tyDpos

Road building s necessary, lio chemical esseys due to finomolal
condition. o= =
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£33 of len Baven clains aro locuted on o awéigﬁm 1ins which would
constitute building & read only © milos from Ubtsh fluy. S4e Teorest

- mild ot Thompson, tteh e dlstence of 75 miless Oupply point ot

tpoen River, Utoh 45 miles. Residence oivil aeroncutic ailrport 8

willes on & stroicht Yine, and Henkeville 12 miles dlstenco.

Toko Glsims « 13 miles of rosd bullding to comnect o bulldozed pond
then approximately 95 miles on the road thet saprriss orc fyrom Vernon-
Picks mine to Thompson, Uteb, OSupply point, Creen Liver, Utah.
Rosidonee, Temple Hountain Junction 40 milos.

¢ mem, drill mounted tyuch, compressor mounted trusk, wateop Gonk truck,

‘wotor from tho Premont ond Puddy Bivors, else from Henksville olty

power consists of & 5000 wott coneretor,

tlen faven Cloime will necossitote building 3 miles of vrond to remove
the ore £rom tho 4dril} eres ond epproximetely 20 milos of sccess rood
cutting to the @ifferent Arill sites; epproximotely 10,000 £t of plug
ont core ariliing, will be reoded, Drifts should bo used to detormine
the cxtent and depth of tho minerslized zone, op stripping with a

 bulldeger. ' Thko claims 4000 £, of drillMng, 19 milos or road cutting.

40,000 milcs in a jecp, coucht in quickeond, slmost fell off o cliff,
kidnoy infection, drtiled with o Boyles Dpos, arill; stuck rod, and
the orbition tnd dpive $4 pontinue, John Compbelld, driller, with 17
years oxporionce to work with us.

fien fiaven snd Tbko clatma combined costss

Drilling: 086,000
riftings 10,000
R, Gtoet . 0,900
Rin Strips 600

DOELL, TTBE 400

Bulldosing: 10,400 ‘
Erill Grerators (400 per mo. for 12 mos {4,000
Room end hoapd 7 Q&W@ag&' 1,440
- : ' WORLE (Vaud0
fpeolines S0 pallons pop day T L350 (o). 18 mo. 'm&i@ég {15,609
vateprs (2 per 1000 ¢allon 12 mo perlod sy

Joy £2ED Diamond Sore Irill on International trueks (16,000
500 £t. Arill pod D (19,80 por longth (10 £4) 975
€9 ft. cesing O (20 per 10 £, length £o
AGCTRSTRITS » | |
25 Cavel pock bits @ (47.50 ea. 1,002
2 dlamond core bits O (275 ca. - ‘550
4 finger bBits O AB.00 one - ____Bo
| o FEAL 18,747






® @

Qe Cont'd
* 195} Pord Pruck with 1000 gm. woter tank , %mm £i11, @nlemm
é wmm!s front dpive

twick [ 708
Phe D 2200 -
Vat, 1100
- TomT {4,009 ,
1947 ﬁ“’w Pruck M‘m 422 cu, £ba @amxmta Banvey 43y Compressoy

me;ke & B8
@mnm L8 am

”mm W

_:ﬁ’mnd %ta:t of m:m; "“2‘7,623 B
B Hochenicar and tire faﬁare mmaauzsabh-

P. 4 six bualdaing houamw 9&@%@ at #8,000 frﬁm the ¥Ytaco ‘ézmaﬂ.um Goe. of
Boab, Uteh. :

Gy Ropairs snd upkaeg of aqn&pmnﬁ cannet bo ée&emﬁme} necurs tei
~ Accounting, wokmen's compensation end insuromce wo arg unfemi dop
with ond peyroil taxaa woe have none, iﬁzmmi‘wa, that too is unknmm. A

be [od breskage 8 97.80
Rod loss ‘ &95@%
BAt Yoss 0 i 800,00

TEELL  UT90.00





Supoay of kHines
234 Tlow Customouse
- Tenwap 3, Uolorado

Lacp Ciry g

i eonclusion to olk thot hes eon wpitten, I would in &y OsR XBOAP
sf writing, like to exploin shy we oro in need of nesisbonco.

Por o povtod of O years, we have combimed oup knowlodre, oneppies, and

£inomces 80 o8 to peke o ¢ in the Upenifum flelds. Sinally, ftop this
time, wo conteoll soms SO0 coves of whet we think ls mwn%&tﬁ Upendum
grounts Te left our comfortable mﬁ%ogayn o34 our homes and possesss
fcns, eut 01l tles and beve beon declursd inscne by the reraindep of oup

telstivos chd plunced sil the way in, ~ =

Po date, we own ss nlpocdy stated fn the sppllestlion, 8 & ploce deiiling
ri;, ¢ house yailers, o holf docen rodipesctive dohedting instyuments,
ramcrous #7011 {tems nesded fop corrying out o 4pill PROIICH, 3 Jeow,
end © panoh WOS0N o .

%n sesurins o3l this, ns gro uite finmnetelly esbevresed cud £ind gupe

 solvos tnoble to operato effectively. The ssrmlos acnt in for oosay

were plecos of the mimsralized scadstons thut bas Loom oxpused to sum, '
wing, min, apd ony condition thot prevuils out heve,

Go pesdise the 039 Branium reeding Se nob much, bl we fool thot the
sourco io aomswheévs naors The iron content is Ererantous end the zone

i hi Nly minoraliced. The nold snd dape untericls cre prégent ond 8

hoat pock $a at hond, feide fpom c)l this, in cnother soction of those
c3olne, thers fa o number of &m&g hot wpols that cctunto o counter Simse
tiin. sbove the baekirou Sl pleces of sendsions spo nesy cosmmerelcd
;g,mﬁﬁ ape but they ssom to be flonbt woterial, figwln, woe fool tho gouree
8 DHERe .

*®

To eun fupnish tho monpowsrs end thy nost of necsugaty guuipment, som>

noney Glens IF we could purshase o bulldosev that too wo oould oparote
snd oliminsts the oxpenss of contrscting, bdul this fintncial essistence
o gmxé ix,sgeﬁﬁa noed of, if wo could 8o it withoub we would, but we ope

Gonpidopation of ¢ losm to vovop the cost of this explorobion pro vyem
wsuld bo doeply epprecicted ot this time, Our Ulon isven oloims Cro
ggvggya@ onf pooordeds Pe2V0 ReddTly ssctions 4,8,3,0,10,17, 00,U3,88,80,
50,50 L ,

$inceraly,

Tpid Lusko
$3en Laven iiines





Talephore 705

. S N FRY WU S
Four worners Laboratory, Inc.
Assavers and Chamists ,
CORTEZ, COLORADQO

4

' RECEIVED: 11/9/55
SUBMITTED BY: Emil Lusko
Box 1-8
Hanksville, Utah
At November 11, 1955 *
| ABORATORY Uranium % as U ) (o] R Vanadium Lime Copg
SAMPLE Sample Marking
NUMBER Chemical Radiometric® %asV, O | %asCacCO % as
1239 Nc Marzing .01%

* The radiation detected is
expressed as equivalent to
Uranium as % U 3 (o) .

Cortez Sentinel Form No. 45
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED

FOUR CORNERS LABORATORY, INC.
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Peter T. Schuyler
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