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November 27, 1956 	 :&: (I 
Summary of Proposed Project 


Object: Denial of application for an exploration project. 


Docket No.: DNEA-1i533 


Commodity: Uranium 


Applicant: Glen Haven Nines, a partnership composed Of John E. Ebdon, 
Emil Lusko, Donald Lusko and Joseph Lusko. 
Box 555 
Hanksville, Utah 


Property:	 Glen Havenclaims 1 through 56, secs. Li, 5, 8,9, 16, 17, 
20, 21, 28, 29, 30, and 32, T. 27 S., R. 12 E., S.L.N.&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: $55,1400.O0 


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 acceàs road and i 3000 feet 
of drilling. No specific program. 


Total Estimated Cost: 


Drilling (l1,000 ft.)	 $35,000.00 
Drifting	 10,000.00 
Access roads (33 miles)	 9,900.00 
Bulldozer stripping .............500.00 


Total . ................. . ........ .. . . . . . . . . $ 55,Loo.00 
Government Participation @ 75% ............. $Ll,55O.00 


Field Reports: 


Memo by Howard F. Albee, USGS & N.H. Saisbury, 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-Li3, "Reconnaissance of Little Wild Horse 
Mesa, Green River Desert, Emery County, Utah, 1953," by D. N. 
Hinckley and J. 0 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.
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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)4, 1956: 


Reluctantly agrees that 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 appearsto be ample justification for denial without 
a field examination, is quite willing to approve such a recommendation. 


Commodity Group Comments: 


USBM, John E. Crawford, November 20, 1956: 


Recommends denial inasmuch as such action is justified by 
the field team' a 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 Deltaninine, 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 aréa by Government geOlOgIsts, doubts that 
an exploration project on the pi'operty is warranted. The .large 
Glen Haven group is located in an area where the potential öre 
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
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lost, drill rods stuck, and ths 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% U30 3 . Radiornetric 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 1* 
times backgroundj 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 evidence suggests that denial without a 
field examination is justified. It is so recommended.


r 


Ernest Wm. Ellis, Chief 
Rare and Miscellaneous 
Metals Division 


-3-
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY	 4 


WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


November 23, 1956 


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


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


Subject: Review of application, ]I4EA. li.533, Glen Haven Mines, Ebko and. 
Glen Haven claims, Wayne County, Utah (ranitnn) 


The subject application is vague and. incomplete; and, as a 
result, it is difficult to detmine and. ivaluate iie applicant t a 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 s&ith-
east of. the Vernon Pick find.." 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, 
ad.it-drifting and. road building. No competitive bids for the work from 
sub-contractors are submitted.. 


The Ebko claims seem tà be located in an area of Mrison 
outcpps, so that the applicant' a references and. comparisons with the 
Delta mine, which is in the Ch1nljormation, 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.. ]14E participation in exploration 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 onthose 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 significant discovery. 


' /9__, 
W. P. Williams
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERLO 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATIOI 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. Q4	 9 


224 New CustQnhoüse 
Denver 2, Colorado 


•	 Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Cxnnittee 


•	 Fr:.	 DMEA Field Team, Region III 


Subject: Docket DME(No. 4533 (Uranium) Glen Haven Mines (Ekico 
and Glen Haven Claims) Wayne County,, Utah 	 - 


Enclosed are the original and tbxee copies of a joint 
memorandum of review of the subject • application by mambers of 
the Grand Junction Office, DMEA. 


They recommend. a field examination to verify conclusions 
based on a reconnaissanáe of the area, since no specific infonua. 
tion is available. 


The_Field- Team rather reluctantly agrees with the recn-
mndations made in this case, mainly on thethesis that a denial 
of an application without a field examination should be made only 
on rare occasions However, there appears here to be ample justif'. 
icatton, according to the reviewers' analysis for denial without a fd 


•	 examination, and the Field Team would, be more willing to approve such a •	
recxunendation.	 - 


DMEA Field Team, Region III 


•	 L-rive	 - - 
By.


	


	 W. M. Trave

Executive Officer
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UNITED STATES	 RECEIVED 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR	 12 1956 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


Qs	 D	 i'\	 --' ' 60	 U• '). 


GEOLOGCAL SURVE(. 
DENVER, COLORAD€ 


	


NOV13 1956	 November 7, 1956 
I'morandum	 EG!ON H 


DENVER. COLORADO 
To:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region III 


Through: J. William Ha 
. N. Harshrna 


From:	 Howard F. A.bee 
N. H. S.lsbury 


Subject: Application for D1V A aid (Uranium), Glen Hav 
Ekko and Glen Hayen claim, Wayne ,.County, ut4 


The subject application is sketchy, the applicant 
documented, evidenc of min&ralized" target areas, and no pro 
exploration is included. 


The applicant area has been discussed with A.E.C. personnel, 
although npne had. been on the claims nor in the area in the last two 
or three years. RNE- 143, 'tReconnaissance of' Little Wild Horse Mesa, 
Green River Desert, Eniery.County, Utah, i953,' by D. N. Hinckley and J. H. 
Volgamore, discusses an area that apparently, lies between the Ekko g'oup 
and the Glen Haven group. The Salt Wash discussed in'the paper is 
probably typial of that which is on the applicant claims. 


Little Wild Horse 1bsa was covered by ground reconnaissance 
which reve.led only onanomaIously radioactive area. Twonomalous 
localities discovered by airborneeconnaissance were also examined. 
The conclusns of , the work were that one locality warranter no further 
attention, one locality may possibly contain a minor amount of uranium, 
and one locality contains uranium bearing rock of ore grade but in small 
and.acattered deposits. Further work in the area was not recommended 
under present economic conditionL 


The applicant states that ttthe potential ore lies in the Salt 
Wash or th Shinarump which should b only 300 to 11.00 feet from the 
surface, . . . The applicant is undoubtedly referring to the 1ss Back 
member of the Chinle formation which is at least 2,000 feet below the 
Salt Wash.







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-? 
naissance of the area.


Howard F. Albee, 
ç3eological Survey 


Bureau of Mines_...4 


HFA/mlr







UNITED STAflS 
DEPARThENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Defense Minerals Exploration Administration

Washington 2, D. C. 


Gln aèr	 Subject: DI:A*I33 
P. 0. Boz %S	 Re Ezploratio Asistauco 
flUk8villo, Utah 


OntlezIen


Your application for exploration assistance, dated 


Octobor 27, l96	 submitted to our office at Donvo, 


has been assigned Docket Number DZA433 and referred to the 


z'c cud i Uceonø !eta1c Diviton n 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 to: 


Region III. Denver 2, Co2oeado 


Oode700


0


35fl.
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UNITED STATES 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRAT 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERI 


WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 


2211. New Customhouse 
Denver 2, Colorado


.. 


November 1, 1956 


Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Committee 


From:	 Executive Officer, DNEA Field Team, Region III 


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


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, containing the only 
location ma	 Thfiittëd bIthe applicant, isTbeiri forwadd to 
the GaEañd Junctioxi office, DMEA for their recommendation concer-
ning the value of a field examination and one copy is being 
retained in our file.


W. N. Traver 


Enclosures
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No -tQt be flhlecttn bpplcant 


APPLICATJ1TFRAID IN AN OCT31 195	 \\
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PRODUCTIJ rOF?95O,S AMENDED	 Estimated Cost 
_________________________________________________________________ Participation (Government 9) 


0 


INSTRUCTIONS 
1. Name of applican.	 t tr our full legal name, in the form in which you will wish to contract, and your 


mi4ing address:	 ---
LLP, UTJ\H


PARTNT!RS, JOHN t', TBDON T'MIL LUSKO, DONALD LUSKO, JOS 1 PH LUSKO 


(b) If other than an individual, add to your nne above whether a corporation, partnership, etc., and thename ofth,Sta 
in which incorporatedor otherwise organized. 	 • 


(c) If a corporation, dd to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers. 	 .	 •. 
(d) If a partnership, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partners. 


2 General.—Read DMEA Order 1, "Government Aid in Defense Exploration Projects," before completing this application. 
Submit this application and all accompanying papers in quad ruplicate (four copies), with your name and.. address on each 
sheet of the application and on all accompanying papers Where sufficient space is not provided on the form for all required 
information, state it on an accompanying paper, with a reference in each case to the instruction to which it refers by number 
Comply with all applicable instructions, or, if not applicable, so state File the application with Defense Minerals Exploration 
Administration Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D C , or with the nearest field executive 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 whiôh is 
not to be included in the exploration project contract 	 ---------------- thrU -.5------GRSEN----RI1TR 


DSRT - FED1RALLAN -----	 COUNTY, UTAH--------------------------• ------
IYP	 L---LAND,WAYNCOUNTY, 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 ................................. 
------------------------------------------LQDLCLAIM:J1GATER ............................................................................... 


(d) If you are not the owner, submit with this applicatiOn a copy of the lease, contract, or other document under which 
you control the property 


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


(f) If the land consists of unpatented claims, add to the description above, the book and page numbers for each recorded 
location notice. 	 see at t n chrnent	 0 


4. Physical deseription.—(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 attachment 


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


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


(d) State the facts with respect to the accessibility of the project: Access roads, distances to shippiñg,'supply and residence 
points.	 0	 . 	 0	 0 


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







	


5. The exploration project. a) State the mineral Or minêrãls for which	 wish to explore 
RALS fl IJ41ITITY OIQ THr AS A RTtTRN LCL)$D) 


(b) Describe fully the proposed work, including a map or sketch of tle property showing a plan (and cross sections if needed) 
of any present pine workings, and the location of the proposed ' exploration *ork as related to such features as contacts, 
veins, ore-bearing beds, etc. 	 e	 8 t t chme nt . c.., ...	 .	 ... .-	 5-	 . 	


: 	 ias starjer	 ;	 , VS--.-. •	 . 


(c) The	 days and be completed within	 ]2 months from the date of an exploration 
project contract /	 ' 


(d) State theoperating experieie and backgro.ind, of the applicant with relation to the ability to carry out such explo-
ration project, and also that of the person oi person who will supervise the operations 	 s e	 t t a cli me nt 


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 heading. Add the totals under all headings to give the estimated total cost of the project: e	 - - '(a) Independent con'tra.cts.—(Note.—If the, applicant does not intend to let any of the work to contractors, wfe *ke C 
after this item. To the e,xtent that the work is to be contracted, do not repeat the. cost of the .co ,ntract-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, supervisiçn, consultants.—Include an,itrni.zed schedule of numbers, classes and rates of wages, salaries or fees 
for neesàry labor, supervision and eñgiiieering aid geological colisultants. 


(c) Operating material and supplies.—Furnish'an' 'itemized"list; ii ludin items of equipment costing less than $50 each, 
and power, water and fuel.	 .......................... - --... ........................ 


(d) Operating equipment.—Furnish an. itemized list of an.y operating equipment to be 'rented, purchased, or which is owned 
and will be furnished by the Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or suggested use-al1o , yance based on present 
value, as. the, case may he.	 .	 ..	 ...	 .	 '.............,	 ,',	 .	 . '(è) Re1abilitation and reiirs.--t'iirriish a detailed list showing the cost of any necessary iiitial 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, improventeñts, 'installations.--Furnish a'détailed' 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 eqüipmênt), 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, col porate management, interests taxes (other than payroll and sales taxes), or any 


other indirect costs, or' work performed or 'cost iiic'uried before the'daté of 'the contia'ct, sh'oi:ild be included in the 
.estimate of. costs.	 :'	 '	 '	 .5,	 ' 	 ,..	 . 	 . .	 . 


7.' (a.) Are you prepared to furnish' your shae.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 c6s? 


Mey ,,.,,,. .e, f .equipent owned by you .. . ....Other.. 


Explain in detail on acompanying papei


	


- CERTIFICATION--' ,	 - 
The undersigned, whether as 'an individual, corporate fficer, 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'b'elief...................'''' 	 ''	 . , 


Dated c:; Z, Si	 , 15 


	


-	 ..'.-..'.'.,	 '•'''	 ':"'"	 '	 .,,	 . 


.Title.18,.U. 'S. Code,(Crimes), Section 1OO ' makes it a criminal'oFfense to make'à willfully false statement or representation to any'depart. 
ment or agency of the United States as to any matter within its jurisdiction. , 	 .	 . 


U.S. ' GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 	 16-6655i-i	 . .	 ' 


,\







S	 \'.i
; t	 __ 


ek


tz1t
8O-546 ii/4 


bko	 143 *	 143 


4, •	 10	 von C1Ft 3 thru G	 Ui6 *tth a oy*s roe. za t1oo 
oe bose	 eett, b'U not	 enu, aeeed 


rb 4en -tU resont tb 4opth.. ec;e .bttfl oOt, 


VGn .1ii$ 3mU dt3e cne I*ie 5.$ feøt, 1ot ester x' 
froze ttb sm rtU rio. C*nolustont **8 too *mU. 
btocu June 1st	 Jt4y 12th. 1956. 


m.osø . . 3c54 Z .rtt.4 Ti •k *ovxted with	 or dei 8fl 
Qoxe tfl, 11 1'oz onteU wLth a 1000 Um uuz tU wrter



	


Z47 Vord ts'*ck moirte ith e 42'T t	 t. Cr8nez enqer 
4r cenrssaor. SfYith thts	 e, to tht bo**z b&ve zt11s otr 


tt , 2ot ctz'ou tin, cse	 GPth, mt1 ie 
'70 t. Vo p1ortiøn	 1tWs to t)dø&te. 


c•.• • o Oux • o*ZE4, t	 .na. • tSm	 e$rh with.. S	 c•D OA 
'3en	 (n	 &I48, te sio trvton x2te but 
4t zth 1ose	 ve1 wo'e tbe mnera1ttir rune 'or 	 Jtte 
4000 tL. 7z these 45	 tU*p1n w	 sent $n fr ehemtei 
l3B	 n(1 return)d wi tb the onc3osed repoz't, 	 o type ot 1eosit 


	


t be bee6. The vea s Apewet with 	 can	 th 
n ]93 r'cm I to 100 poun3e an fr tPe trzoz'1s prwent, it w ould 


tIt thor tro deftnte1' ioma tn orn. n tbts group, 
no zLottGetb1e r tovtr *in je cei be seen th a counter or øhit. 
i1tc$' Zn the rou t*ii	 etjit z'eas tWt hcve be	 ockd 


	


a 7soro o 2 Teo*'s ePo n	 1'4sx1e ot troa 3 to € ttrs the 
becTroun, ftL is t1e a'ea that tr riUtu n6 1u *tw woto 


u11 t,ccito vr' brkrn r	 ttre trt1n. 2e tt çrous 
f	 vo Ioe ted near tbØet c1 uts u1t c	 n cu tL 
,e that e*m1u frog !1ee 11ounta$1rt down th oui o1c4. 
1utten were present ue to tb 1ter&n ni blue	 n coi*'ft. cn 


WOLO a*stOø. • 


	


.1cte6 or. t	 var in the *1u t 3uøt 
Ut the ¶ienn flOIC	 £r xo cs4oraton otbor 


thon tinor b1stth in tho n1ei€to bo(la of the orisn. solt wash. e	 te	 t, thereby x. on'oru	 osain er3r	 re' we e1 tue tenL or 1io th 
th s3.t wash or in the sinarup whLh a)o21 o t,nIy 	 t 409 tt.

from the surtsco 3 tjein e to the tip u, rioaetzc ia to 1 
bokruri. o	 ove sints here, !ipoite	 er t

vein type. 


1ot i1din a necer. o_ h*ici sao us t 	 _ 
ziditlon.	 •
Q•2







e 2 
. 


4. U• at 'Zr ciVn C111a3 S 1oetei Qfl 8tX'3t UnA *b'C wo*1 
c4natttute	 d1rk	 froa iIt*ti	 Vez'st 
tu ct Thoson, t8h a Istu(e of	 point vit 


crceu }iver, Utb 45 )ee, ?eot1ene c1 aernaut,c trprt 
on a 6trt Ukflø. $ nnkøvU* 2mUea 


•	 3 vflee ø roa3 tdn t connect •	 so 
then afiproxttt1i 98 idles on the road thet oz'rtes oro z'om Ve*'nefl 


to Thoapion, teb,	 po1nt, i'eon 2tvez', tqtr, 
epo utain uctt*n 40 idea. 


	


0* Q 12X drXU ouiiti6 triic•V,	 Gssor flou!ed: trai*. i•	 •tk 
watr :r tbo o*ot ora ?uedr iv's also i'&oz ankvtUo 
•4wer øon$iBt$ at ••s 5000 ctt prratoz, 


8. b•. rlfl	 O1:$ sn:L• necote btttid•tn 	 idies ot rtd t renwo 
th ox	 thc	 U tzei ønd e rprox&miteZ	 id1o* ot coess ro 
eittnc to the ttfcrrnt 4PiU tte; pprtto	 ,OOO *'t tplu 


co:€ dr51Un, wU ieeød rtftø tuld bo ue6 
th c*tent an depth of t	 ezvitsed one or stt	 wtth a 


	


• • b11dzr. bko ó1s	 4000 tt of dr Utn 10 lo*	 ittin. 


000 flt1O$ tfl R j	 tn çtCkN,	 ost f11 Oft 0 eUtt, 
tnjetton, *'t1e	 * &'ill, stucic r, mn 


the tbttot tn drive 1 ØonttaUe, Jo)m eobe1l, 6rUer, wiMb 37 
yer	 oine to ozk s&tb w• 


•	 1su Utvn a bko 01*1*3 coibtn4 costa g 


z:in: C 
£ttthi 10,000



	


d. CtCs	 O0 
2i	 a 


	


@2L;	 i0U 


c..	 osiu* 010,400 
b. rti1 Oez'ator ç400 per o, tax' 13 o. 


bor	 1,44O 


c,	 uoUnot E)	 Ca 'J	 ji1. 13 m,	 G5,) 
(2 per 10)0 Ue 12 iuo period	 _______ 


4. *7 2iD i*ond rre 1*'IU on tan1 trucic; C1ø,000 
500 ft. dr'U ra ') QZ950 p 1ontth (30 Zt)	 9'5 
40 iFt. osu 0 C20 nez' 10 t1. Ith 


23 CVe1 rod! bit3 4 049.O a, 
e ditaon1 cox'e bits 0 Ci5 ea, 
4 t1ner btte 0 12.0 e.	 50 


	


•	 •	 tr irn •	 013,T47







.•	 Er 
.. øflti 


81 V'øz'd rttck wIth 1000	 . wnter tk	 13	 3ein 
4 ee Dt rt	 1. 


)t * t.00 
Va. UQO 


%2€'k *Ih 42 cu ft	 nvr i*! 


70Q 


TruókI	 2!/ô2	 r 


.. Goc	 'ttie Uure uprietabie. 


t A	 but11nc housI*i outtIt t 4.,OOC. fri* the ta.cØ *$um 
)b: Jtab,


be € 
otnt1n, w '1aen' e copenirnttor nd tnaurvaaoe vu 


WUI% **	 roU tø* W . bwe	 thertore, that. too iø: UflkOwU. 


C a!t.50. 


tt 10	 ____________







.
£nk7Ue, vh 


/ q	 3% 
H !


C o*10	 d 
\>> 


t 


zt	 ZUtQrL .t	 tht ha a	 n 
t *rfti, tkø t. iØ *1y iø e	 tt 


	


ot •	 ir*	 eo4 


	


c	 tbø	 nLu* tie1ø. 
ti, w


	


	 • Z*X ccr*	 we thts&k is tt*tt vntu* 
C ett *ur cø*otib2 pi ob 1 *o34 *u 


ttes i* In. 
o	 *t*t*.	 tie	 a 


IE1c t12 * n 
. r*1 


7t sut	 tbe, *	 SULø	 e fiU 
*prat	 ctiwe2.	 se*t In 


	


taea o *Iie	 thut bs bocu pa t *u* 
nt er C4Ii4* tbt: PVi11 Ut 


	


the .	 i n1	 !Q th the 
hfl	 a	 nd th ont 


	


ttLM tnrZt. Thø acId	 i'ias ox'. p ont 
host rek Ii . nd. ista.	 this, In 
c1i tIør te	 f trt4 hot spots thv tucto 
tU bce the	 iU	 tP 


	


ed ore but	 s t be fl*b t*ie1.	 w	 1 thc rco 
i pp4 


o c'	 tt tpoer *ns th	 o noc	 *Gnt, 
U e aou pw*as u bzer that too so cøt16 rote 


	


othLti th!)	 US* r	 otthG, b1 thIs tnztZ	 tuce 
b dtø teà ,	 so	 8* it sthott so 


U1) *tfl*t t,


ot 1nto ev th,	 o tbi	 tt: DOfr1 
at thII	 ur







DATE	 November 11, 1955 
I	 Lime	 Copp 


%asCaCO	 %as 
I	 31 


ABORATORY 
SAMPLE 
NUMBER 


t239


Sample Marking 


No Mardng


Uranium % 


Chemical 


. ol 


Ttphore 703	 f 


Four orners Laoorat.ory, Inc. 
Assayers and Chemists 	 / 
CORTEZ, COLORADO	 t 


RECEIVED:	 11/9/5 5 


SUBMITTED BY:	 Emil Lusko 
Box 1-S 
Hanksville, Ut,ah


* The radiation detected is 
expressed as equivalent to 
Uranium as % U 0 


3	 8


Cortex Sentinel Form No. 4 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED 


FOUR CORNERS LABORATORY, INC. 
/ .	 .	 / 


BY	 . - -,	 -. 


Peter T0 Schuyler





		00000001

		00000002

		00000003

		00000004

		00000005

		00000006

		00000007

		00000008

		00000009

		00000010

		00000011

		00000012

		00000013

		00000014

		00000015

		00000016

		00000017

		00000018

		00000019

		00000020

		00000021

		00000022



