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Whitehead and Adams Yellow APR 10 1957
King Mining Company

285 ¥ Street

Salt Lake City, Utah

Re: Docket No, DVBA U4500—=1 Ty

Yellow Xing Group
. ¥Waghington {ounty, Utsh M
Gentleni‘en.:a . ‘ | L7

Your applicetion for aid for an exploration project and other
data available to us in Washington conceming the zbove-referenced
property have been reviewed,

. . Projects approved by the Defense Minersls Exploration Adminie-
tration must, in its Jjudement, show definite promise of yielding materi-
als of ecceptable grads in guantities that will significsntly improve
the mineral supply position for the Hational Defense Progrem.

Careful study of ell the new informetion submitted in your
application together with other availsble data, as well as the resulis
of two field examinations of your property indicates te us that the
provebility of disclosing minable ore reu)ms on your property is not
sufficiently promising to justify Government pariicipatien in Ite
explorstion, We therefore regret to advise you that your spplication

is denied,

Your interest in the Defense Binerals Bxploration Adminis-
tration program is greatly spprecisted, Thenk you for bringing this
property to our attention,

‘$5.n¢erely yours,

@. ©. Mittendort é/w )

Administrator

JHopkins :am U=5-57 - L9557
copies to: Docket i
Code 400
Admr, Read, File
ijer. Comm.
FT REG III
Messrs, A, D, McMahon, USBM
’ T, He Kiilsgaard,USGS

8623
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Whitehead 'snd Adems Yellow '
Iing Mining Company , . 2207

285 P Street’ :
Re: Docket No. DMEA 45 CUTY
Yellow ¥ing Group

Salt Lake €%
Haghington County, Utah k{) :

Gentlemen: E \ )
Your epplication for 2id for an exploration project and othe? ‘

date available to us in ﬁgshingtcn concerning the shove-referenced
property have been revieved,

N

Y
A\

Projects spproved by the Béfenoe Minerals mplamuon Adninis-
tretion met, in 1ts judgnent, show definite promise of yielding materi-
als of acceptabie grade in quant{ties that will significently improve
the pineral supply position for the Hational Defense Progran.

epplication _
field minat o report made in conned
a@phcatiw fer explomtion maist&nee oR tb.o property (Doelzet H‘m:ﬂber

\‘ sampling. ama con .riaon with tho 1n£omtion :ln a

D lw' '.v _
=t four m{mq in tha hefen«e Minerale

JHopkins :am 175'-5?
cc to: Docket
Code 400
Adnr, Reed, File Administrator’
Oper. Comm,
FT REG REG III
Messrs, A, D, McMahon, USBM
T, H, Kiilsgaard,USGS

vy wn'lZ 0775, aw't. 25 Al s vereir o
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HEMCORANTUM
To: Administrator, DMEA
From: ' Iron and Perro-Alloys Division
‘ Subjéct:l Denial of application for exploration sssistance
Doeket No., DMBA 4503 - Fereury
VYhitehead and Adems Yellow King Mining Compsny
Yellow King Claims
Waghington County, Utah
Denial of the subject application is recommended by this
Division on the basis of the following information:
¥hitehesd end Adams, 285 ¥ Street, Salt Lake City, Utah,
partners, meade an spplication for exploration assistance Octoder 6,
1956. The property was examined and sampled by e Bureau of Mines
representative of DMEA, Pebruary 5, 1957. The field examinatien
report by M, ¥, Gilkey, Buresu of Mines and F. B. Moore, Geologicel
Survey, dated NMarch 13, 1957, recommended deni®l of the present ap-
plication. The property was also the subject of an spplication
docketed under DMEA No, 3828 which was denied upon recommendations
of the Field Team, after a field examinstion,
Property: The property consistz of six unpatented lode claims, the
- Yellow King and Yellow Fing Bxtension, numbers 1 through
5. located in secs. 19, 30 and 31 T, 42 S., R, W W., and
secs, 25 and 36 T 42 S., B, 15 wl..._ S¢ Lo B, and M.,
Washington County, Utah.
Geology: Cinnabaer oceurs in the originsl Yellow Eing claim, in @
northeasterly siriking, northwesterly dipping 200-foot-
vide feult zone in Permisn Kaibab limestone. Reported
assay results of recent sampling by the applicants indi-
cated the posaidility of commercial ore ¢n the property.
However, 11 samples by DMEA examiners assayed less than
0.01 percent mercury, too low to warrant an exploratory
project.
Workings: Workings consist of stripping of the area by bulldozing.
‘ No underground work or exploratory drilling has deen done,
Pagt Produetion:
An estimated four pounds of mercury is reported by the
applicant to have bdesn recovered by retorting about 200
1be. of picked samples, 8623
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Proposed Work:

The applicents proposed to drive a 300 foot incline and diamond

dril) holes totalling 800 fest in aress to be determined by re-
sults of bulldezing.

Cormments and Conclusions:

The Field Team recomnends that the application be denied because
of the lov mercury dontent of the fault szone, and the lack of
geologic reasons to expect improvement either laterally or &n
depth, The Commodity Divisions of the QGeological Survey and
Buresu of Mines concur in the recommendations of the Fie¢ld Teasm.

W. S. Martin

W. S, Martin, Chief
Iron and Ferro-Alloye Division

JHopkins:am )

cec to: Docket/
Code 400
Ad.mr. Read-o File
Oper. Comm,
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‘ : . IN REPLY REFER TO:
(SN .

UNITED STATES

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

April 2, 1957

Re: DMEA 4503
Whitehead and Adams
Yellow King Group
Washington County, Utah
$18,250 - Mercury

Memorandum _

To: W. S. Martin, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
From: N. E. Nelson, U. S. Geological Survey -

Subject: Review of Field Team Report : /

The applicants requested assistance in exploring a mercury
showing that was the subject of application DMEA 3828, which was
denied. '_“

The examiners found that further bulldozing had been done
but the showing had not been bettered as established by a new lot of
samples, not one of which, on assaying, showed 0.01% Hg.

: I concur with the recommendation of denial of the examiners
and the Field Team. : — .

AL Alewa

' N. E. Nelson
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DMEA ‘

’ RECEIVED AR 2 )
UNITED STATES DATE | TIVIALE ™ ? EOQD?EZ

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR3 /) vy
BUREAU OF MINES 29| s f{
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

reh—28,-1957

—
— _

Memorandum'/
To: W. S. Martin, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
From: Commodity Specialist, Branch of Base Metals

Subject: Review of examination report, Docket No. DMEA 4503 (mercury),
Whitehead and Adams, Yellow King Claims, Washington County,
Utah. $18,250.00

A reexa.mination of the above-cited property confirms the
findings previously reported by the examiners under Docket No. 3828.
Although mercury mineralization is present in the prominent fault
zone on the property, it is too low in grade and geologic evidence
does not indicate the mineralization will increase with depth or
laterally. Accordingly, the examiners recommend denial of the appli-
cation.

I concur with this recommendation.

G 21 Vdp

A. D. McMahon

Copy to: Division of Minerals
Branch of Base Metals (2)
Thor Kiilsgaard, U.S.G.S.
F. D, Lamb
Files
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UNITED STATES o
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTEBH@RL FILE GOFY |
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION B0 EA

RECEIED AR 21 1957
224 New Customhouse s | 60Dl
Denver 2, Colorado | DATE | INIIA-Y gl

March 18, 1957

Memorandum B
To: Secretary to the Operating Commitfee, DME :i ;
From: DMEA Field Team, Region III e

Subject:  Joint Report of Exemination, Docket DMEA 4503 (Mercury)
Whitehead & Adams Yellow King Mining Company (Yellow)
King Group) Washington County, Utah

Enclosed are the original and three copies of a Joint
Report of Examination on the subject property by M. M. Gilkey, USHM,
and F. B. Moore, USGS.

The subject property was included in a previous appli--
cation under Docket DMEA 3828, Whitehead and Whitehead, which was
denied as a result of a field examination. Subsequent work by the
applicant indicated that more encouraging mineralization had been
encountered and a second application was submitted. The findings
of the second examination of the property, however, .are less encour-
aging than the first. Accordingly, the field examiners recommend
that the application be denied. The Field Team concurs with this
recommendation. st

DMEA Field Team, Region III

74 W o

By E. N. Harshman
Acting Executive Officer

Enclosures

Reviewveg b
} y
DMEA OPERATING COMMIT Ths

—Sas5y

(dato),





ce: W, H, King _ ‘ 0

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BUREAU OF MINES DMEA

. DEPARTM .
1600 EAST FIRST SOUTH STREET ENT OF THE INTERIOR

" TRANSMITTED " acr waxe e . v VAR 15 1957

~ REGION 11
DENVER, CALORADO

(MAR 18 1357

March 13, 1957

Mémorandum

To: E. N, Harshman, Acting Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, P/Z/5*
Region I11I1I

From: Stephen R, Wilson v

Subject: Docket No, DMEA-4503 (Mercury), Whitehead and Adams Yellow
King claims, Washington County, Utah

Enclosed are nine copies of an engineering and geologic
report pertaining to examination of the Whitehead and Adams property
to appraise a request for DMEA assistance, The report was prepared
jointly by M, M. Gilkey and F, B, Moore,

The present request for a Government loan covers property
included in a previous application under docket No, DMEA-3828, Whitehead
and Whitehead. The initial examination under this docket resulted in
a denial, primarily because of the minor quantities of mercury present
in the mineralized zone, Subsequent work by the applicant indicated
that more encouraging mineralization had been encountered, and a second
application was submitted, Six samples obtained during the initial
examination assayed from 0,01 percent to 0,05 percent mercury, In
the second application the applicant claimed assay results varying from
0.5 percent to 1 percent mercury, The property was resampled February °
5, 1957, and 11 samples obtained, All samples assayed less than 0,01
percent mercury,

. The examiners recommend that the request for DMEA assistance
be denied, Mineralization in the prominent fault zone on the property
is too low in grade to expect a significant mercury deposit, The
geologic evidence does not indicate that improvement in mineralization
may be expected laterally or at depth, I concur with the Eggggggggation,——
of the examining team, “"‘"‘B’Fm FILE QQF‘V
DMEA

SEWED MAR 21 1957
tephen Rolg%%?m&w

Enclosure ,____._—J—% & :7%'

Reviewed by

Jo B. Clemmer . pyps OPERATING COMNTTTRR | _#z‘é___&zéfi—m
| __3-2s5-57

{aate) ==
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FOR - UNITED S'ﬂ’iﬁﬁg %VFREJ%’JEM USE OHLY
D A Ao TRANSMITTED

WASHINGTON COUNTY, UTAH

DMEA-4503 | MAR 18 1957

Mercury

Engineeri and Geologic Report
& ne ghe TePITY oRmICIAL FiLE coRY [

By M. M, Gilkey DMEA
Mining Engineer RECEIVED MAR 21 1957
Bureau of Mines "BATE ] TNITIALS T COBE |
and /3a S
220
F, B, Moore
Geologist é#-_é__kwaﬂ =l -Xe)

Geological Survey

]

March 13, 1957

Reviewed by S
DMEA OPERATING COMMITTER

3-25-57
(date)






WHITEHEAD AND ADAMS
YELLOW KING CLAIMS
WASHINGTON COUNTY, UTAH
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Fig, 1 Location map,'Whitehead and Adams,'Yellow King claims,
Washington County, Utah
Fig. 2 Plan of mineralized area, Yellow King claim
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Whitehead and Adams applied i OctoWer 1 : 1 \ loanjon the
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Yellow King mercury claims in Washingten--Co —Utah, During May 1955,

Whitehead and Whitehead had applied for Government aid in an explofatory
project on the same property, The first application was denied because of
the weakness of mineralization present,

Cinnabar occurs on the original Yellow King claim, in a n§rtheastefly.
striking, northwesterly dipping, 200~foot-wide fault zone in Permian Kaibab
limestone, The mineralized area is exposed at the surface by bulldozer
stripping, most of which was accomplished subsequent to denial of the first
application, N§ underground work or exploratory drilling has been done,

There are no known ore reserves on the property,

Reported assay results of recent sampling by the applicant indicated
the possibility‘of occurrence of commercial ore on the property., The property
was resampled February 5, 1957, by a DMEA representative, The li DMEA samples
include check samples cut in areas from which highést results were obtained
by the applicant, AIl 11 samples assayed less than, 0,01 percent mercury,
too low to warrant an exploratory project,

Estimated cost of the presently proposed exploration is $18,250, The
proposed work consists of surface stripping, 800 feet of diamond drilling,
and 300 feet of drifting,

In view of the low mercury content of the fault zone, and the lack of

geologic reasons to expect improvement either laterally or in depth, it is

recommended that the application be denied,





INTRODUCTION

Whitehead and Adams submitted an application (docket No, DMEA-4503)
dated October 6, 1956, for Govermment aid in an exploratory project on
the Yellow King mercury property, Washington County, Utah, A previous
application (docket No, DMEA;3828) by Whitehead and Whitehead, dated
May 16, 1955, resulted in denial of requested Government assistance in a
project designed to explbre the same area, Reports of examination com-
pleted in Aqgust 1955 by the Geological Survey and Bureau of Mines, describe
the mineralized area as it appeared at that time and list assays of six
DMEA samples, All assay results are low, the highest 5eing 0,05 percent
mercury,

Bulldozef stripping accomplished by the applicant in the mineralized
area subseduent to denial of the first application has enlarged and deepened
the original cut, Assays of samples taken by the applicant from the enlarged
bulldozed area, and listed in the present application, indic#ted that a DMEA -
exploratory project might be warranted, Resampling of the mineralized area
by the Bureau of Mines representative of DMEA February 5, 1957, however,
shows that the mercury content is less than 0,01 percent,

LOCATION, TOPOGRAPHY, AND CLiMATE

The property is situated 3,6 miles by road southeast of the town of
Washington, Washington County, Utah, in secs, 19, 30, and 31, T, 42 S,,

R, 14 W,; and secs, 25 and 36, T, 42 S,, R, 15 W,, S,L.,B, and M, (A legal
description of the claims given by the applicant on application form MF-103

is erroneous, Corrected orientation of the claims is shown on the





photostatic capy of the claim map "Yellow King claims, Washington County;
Utah," included in the brochure, The blue line print is incérfect with
regarg to Both orientation and legal description,)

:Altitudes on the property range from 2,800 to 3,000 feet, approxi-
mately, Slopes are steep in the immediate vicinity of the mineralized
outcrop, but the area as a whole is of moderate relief,

The climate ié_characterized by long, hot summers and mild wintefs.
Water is available at a distance of about 1 mile from the property,

| OWNERSHIP AND EXTENT

The property coﬁ.éists of s:ix unpatented lode claims, the‘ Yellow King
and Yellow King Extension nﬁmbers 1 through 5, The preperty is owned by
the applicant, a partnership which includes ﬁilliam A, Whitehead, 285 F
Street, Salt Lake City, Utah; William R, Whitehead] 482 5th Avenue, Salt
Lake City, Utahj -and Wéﬁson Adams, Parowan, Utah,

HISTORY, PRODUCTION, AND ORE RESERVESl

The Yellow King claim on which the cinnabar mineralization is exposed
was first located inADecember 1948, ©No underground work or exploratory
drilling have been done,

An estimated four pounds of mercury is reported by the applicant té
have been recovered by the retorting of approximately 200 pounds of pickéd
samples from the mineralized exposure, No other production is reported.

There are no known ore reserves,





DESCRIPTION OF THE DEPOSIT

The mercury on the Yellow King claim occurs principally in the mineral
cinnabar along a northeasterly striking fault zone related to the Hurricane
fault system (fig, 2). The deposit is in Permian Kaibab limestone which |
is in fault contact with a conglomerate of the overlying Triassic Moenkopi
formation on the northwest or hanging-wall side of the fault zone, The
fauit zone is now exposed in the open cut for a width of nearly 200 feet,
As pointed out by Osterstock in his report regardiﬁg the origiﬂal applica-
tion, there is no gedlogic reason to believe that the mercury content will
increase along the strike or in depth. Cinnabar, a low-temperature mineral,
generally occurs at relatively’shallow depﬁhs and is not greatly influenced
by type of wall rock, |

Eleven DMEA samples taken from the recently enlarged bulldozed area
across the shear zone were_éut at places sélected by the applicant as
representative of the higher grade material, The locations and results
of these samples are given on figure 2, All assayed less than 0,01 percent
mercury. Samples numbers 1 and 2, taken by the applicant Nbvember 27, 1956,
‘and reported to contain 1,0 percent and 0.5 percent mercury, respectively,
were chécked by DMEA samples numbers 14 and 12A, (No, 12A is a vertical
sample directly above No, 12,)

Six DMEA samples cut in July 1955, at the time of the first examination,
assayed from less than 0.01 percent to 0,05 percent mercury, Three of the
six were taken approximately 5 feet above DMEA samples number 7 to 10,
and the other three were obtained directly opposite, on the southwest side

of the bulldozed area,





PROPOSED EXPLORATION

Exploratory work proposed by the applicant is estimated to cost
$18,250,00, The proposed work consists of the following items:.

(1) a 300-foot inclined "drift" designed to crosscut, tﬁe mineralized
brecciated zone on the Yellow King claim '(fig, 2); (2) bulldozer strip-
ping on the Yellow King Extension claims numbers 1, 3, gnd‘4 (no specifié
areas are mentioned); and (3) diamond core drilling totaling 800 feet in
areas to be determined by the results of the bulldozer sfripping.

From an engineering point of view (from the standpoint of ground
conditions), the drifting is feasible, but the specified 300 feet con-
siderably exceeds the footage apparently required to reach the footwall of
the fault zone, No areas warranting bulldozer stripping are known to exist
on Extension claims numbers 1, 3, and 4; the only known mercury minerali-
zation on the property is on the original Yellow King claim in the area
shown on figure 2, Diamond drilling in the fault zone, even if desirable,
would probably ﬁot be feasible because of the lcose, brecciated nature of
the formation,

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Because of the low mercury content of the fault zone, and the lack of

geologic reasons to expect impfovement either laterally or in depth, it is

recommended that the application be denied,
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NOTES

N N LOCATION OF SAMPLE
2) emmme === APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF FAULY

ASSAYS OF SAMPLES
TAKEN:2-5 -
h

SO W E A, L%’L%lp.é" % Hg
7 (HORIZ) 5.0° <o0.0l
g8 (HORIZ.) 5.0’ 0.0t
9 (HORIZ.) 5.0 <o.0!
10 (HORIZ.) 5.0 0.0l
I (HORIZ.) 5.0 0.0t
12 (HORIZ) 5.0° 0.0l
12 A(YERT) 4.5’ 0.0l
13 (HORIZ) 6.0’ 0.0
{4 (HORI2.) 5.8’ 0.0l
15 (HORIZ) 2.0 o.01
16 (HORIZ) 7.0’ o0.0!

DISCOVERY.

MONUMENT \
YELLOW KING CLAI

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BUREAU OF MINES

Fig. 2 OMEA Docket No. 4503

Plan of Mineralized Area
WHITEHEAD & ADAMS

YELLOW KING CLAIM
WASHINGTON COUNTY, UTAH

ENGINEER: M.M.GILKEY

DATE: MAR. [, 1957

TRACED: MAR. 1957, APTS|

CHECKED:

400-6 - G
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTE
DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRA%

WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

224 New Customhouse
Denver 2, Colorado

MEmorandmn%/
To: Chairman, Operating Committee
From: Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region III

Subject: Docket DMEA 4503 (Mercury) Whitehead & Adams Yellow
King Mining Company (Yellow King Group) Washington
County, Utah

This is to advise that no extra copies of the subject
application were forwarded this office with your letter of
December 14, 1956.

Since we are forwarding our copy of the brochure

for use of the engineer field examiners, we would appreciate
receiving an extra copy of the application for our file.

VONY \ Mo

W. M. Traver
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Yo ¥o Traver, “weeutive Hificer
L ¥ield Tevm, }ogien 1T
22k Sew Custozhouse ilding
Lenver 2, Colorade

Ye: Toecket No, D% L4083 « Moreurs
- ¥nitehesd & fdome Yellow “ine
Mining Cormeny

Yellow Xing Group
i#ashiag;m noumy. Utah

,Jmar Hye I M'mr H

‘ , nclm:ed ire ;imlﬂ -:opﬁet of asaay uert&ﬂcazas. nepg, rnd
;‘;«;6 ﬂmzli.cmt'a reply of ?sovmtcr 29, 1956, cur letter of tetober 31,

‘ " In view of the apnlicantta claime with resnect to sddltionsl
work comploted and the seseys of ssoples tsben, the sbove docketed _
spplicetion for exploretion assistznes is being referred to yeour office
for review snd 5 re<eremination of the sronerty LT necesssry,

) Copies of memorands deted Uetober 23 and netober b, 175G,
by ¥, L. Yelson, Geolozie:sl Survey, =nd J, ¥. Pennington, Puremu of
¥inea, respectively, relsting to the uroject, sre enclosed,

Sincerely yours,
Geerge C. Selfrxdg"

Chalrman, Mrati e t‘»nmi *t:;n(

-ADMcMahon :am: aml2-14-56
ce to: Docket ¥
L o ' Code 400
Frank D. Lam\ﬁ ' é{ﬂ) S © Admr, Resd, File
. Femher, Bureeu of ines . Opers Comm,
Messrs, J, W, Pennington, ULBM
' - Te H, Kiilsgeord, USUS

FAL R 20

"g:ho; B.'Kiﬂsgaa,rd‘ . M)

~ Yember, Geolozicsl Survey

Enclosures






26 New Cugtomhouee Puilding
yer 2, Coloxndo ; ' '
' Ke: locret Ha. oPYE L6053 - Meroury
Whitenend & ‘drgs Yeilow “ing
~ ¥ining Corpany
Yellow "iny Uromp
Wzshington County, Uteh

S,

i LXR
1956, and accomnsnin: essty certificates snd meps rep.ving to our
letter of Detoher 315 1656, recussting wdditions) informotion copies
of which vere forworded\ta You ra thet date,

are coples ¢ the sppiicants' Letier -f ‘lcvember 29,

In viev of the applicintet! claizms with respect to additionsl
work commieted and the sssdys of samales {nien, the nbove docheted
application for exploration ssgistence is b -ing referred to your oifice
for review £nd & Mmmimti\m of the propersy ${f necessnry,

Copien of memorends d2¢ed October 23 snd Octaber 26, 1986, by

¥. 5, Keloon, Jeoloiiesl Survey, Je ¥o Pennincton, Puresu of iines,

respectively, reisting to the projuact, are enclosed,

Gedrge C. Selfridge

Co r~
' Chwmi o (mereting Cnmittafw
EPPOVEL S .

Frank D. Lanb A o . \Read, File

%minr.' Buresn of Lines | Oper.
. Messrs, J, W, P

Ts H, Kiilsgaard, USG5

Thor H. Kiilsgaard

Pewber, Geolosieal Survey .

¥nclosures





DEC 1 41956

" ¥hitehend and fdema Yell low
ng Vining Compeny
288 T Street
Sajt Jske City, Utah - - ‘
. Ye; loctet ¥o, IHRL L8503 - Vercury
‘ Teiiow Ying Group
Weaahington County, Utah

Gent emeny

| nig wiil ammauwa.ge recel -t oi your letter of November 29
1956. trouaxd $itay assay ccrtiﬂmtu and paps, 88 requested ir our
&‘tt@r of Detober 3}-' 1956 .

Ve themk you for the aditd tional informetion *:Mch we am
ferwerding together with the sbeve~docketed ssp.icetion to He Ve ¥e
Traver, Lxecutive Ufficer, D74 7ield Temm, Vegion III, 224 New {ustom-
house Iailéing, Denver 2, Uelorsdo, fer review ané & posaible Ye=0xLE -

nation of the property,

If & fieid ozemination is conzidered mecesseyy, the -leld
Tecm wiid mRloe sppropriste arrengements with you, : :

- Skncerely oare,
C. 0. Mittendort (A‘i s \

Adrinistretor

ADMcMahon:am  12-7=-56
cc to: Docket

Code 400

Admr, Read, File

Oper, Comm,

FT. REG, IIX
Messrs, Ja W, Pennington, USBM

Yo He Kiilsgaard UsGes





weiTeEa@) AND ADAMS YELLOW KING uIi)G COMPANY Al o forh

285 F Street
Salt Lake City, Uteh

lovember 29, 1956

U. S. Department of the Interior
De fense Minerals Exploration Administration
weshington 25, D. C,

Re: Docket No. 4503 - llercury
, Yellow ZXing Group
v washington County, Utah

Gentlemen: Méﬁ?

We hereby submit certificate of essay according to your
request of October 31, 1956, and enclose msp showing

from where samples were taken. Numbers 1, £, and 3
samples agsayed on Hovember 2%, 1956, were taken on

the structure between Pit 4 and B, and all showed mercury
in 8 test made with & smell retort where we saw the

‘mercury come 5ut when condensed. Numbers 4 end 5 were

taken from it B, as indicated on map. Numbers 1 and 2,
taken from Pit &, were assayed on Hovember 27, 1956.
This is the Fitwhere samples were taken by Mr. Gilkey
in the original report, as reported under Docket No.
IMEA 3828 - Mercury, The samples were all taken at
right angles with the strike of the structure, which is
northernly and southernly, and they were a&ll tazken from
a five-foot wide strip.

The mep hes been corrected showing the correct location
of Section 19 on the north and Section 31 on the south,
We elso consulted lir. Gilkey regarding the orientation
of extention Lumber 2. This claim was located after

he was on the ground and the information was phoned to
him in which he misunderstood the direction of that
cleim, which is different to the others. Therefore,
the enclosed map is correct, Please disregard the
original sketched map &8 it was msde from description
of location notices and the draftsman misunderstood

the directionse,. :

Very truly yours,
WHITEHEAD & AI#MS YELLOW KIﬁG MIﬁING CO.

WG, WhiTdsast.

W. A, Whitehead, lianager






/
CERTIFICATE OF ASSAY TELEPHONE EM 3-2563

BLACK & DEASON

ASSAYERS AND CHEMISTS

’ P. O. BOX 188
_.165 SOUTH WEST TEMPLE ST.

We A. Whitehead Nov. 23, 1956

SALT LAKE CITY 10, UTAH

ASSAY PER TON OF 2000 POUNDS
o : - - , , Mercury

DUNCES VALUE SILVER WET LEAD COPPER INSOLUBLE ZINC H§ IRON
NAME Na. aoLD OuUNCES Ya Ya Ya Y fa Yo

Yo
LD
GO PER TON .

None
Trace 0.1l None

None

0.08
0.10

o B o

2/

CHARGES &.






.
! ¢ .

P. 0. BOX 188 CERTIFICATE OF ASSAY TELEPHONE EM 3-2563

165 SOUTH WEST TEMPLE ST. BLACK & DEASON |

ASSAYERS AND CHEMISTS

W. A. Witehead SALT LAKE GITy 10, uTam, NOV. 27, 1956

ASSAY PER TON OF 2000 POUNDS -

; , , Mercury
: OUNCES VALUE BILVER WET LEAD COPPER INSOLUBLE ZINC Hg IRON
NAME NO. BOLD GOLD OUNCES Y % % Y % i
PER TON . :
2 o 0.50 :

, paid
CHARGES$_Li%Q_*ﬁ&g






L e e e e

Y2

<
cz.—f,.f_f.i«»f._..,...____ \
. ! ¢
! ‘
%
7 b Sepesr D2 So ey L T e BT o
i

S,

B

r - .
RS 5457 \3’0, ,"‘,'i,"’u”f"fi S e LS

-

27 v
,‘/}/f?.‘ & .
LOC AFars. PF poopuo0 A gG
2 o . A pPe # 8t E e DA
TAksis As CENTER [ oy g oF J60.29

L AAS

. . , L -
}{{f— LA S g /<’ s AL

AR, B b e - ” -t P . o
PoAn st Tein Cowds, T, gf/_,_?/*_, s

RIS





A

W E. CoRNER

>4
. ~ Vs
E o 2O Fr DErp Tur LBy /970 —n
JOF7 el LN NOoRTA S DE O
Woicw 8 AGowyr 0 Fr Lows

SERE WNov. 23, 195 ¢

N CorMER L

+

LT SOFET LEEL 10 Fr

-

' ot
SAraFfies [/ f £ =
Trkrs Ao N0V 27, {PSC

(73R h ~
For e~

SAMPLES 4§85 Figp,p,

: &
REr0reED U R& 8 DFN ‘/j{, d

NP E ANS ROGFr Lemwg

- e

.

266’

J00'

FRsposem Inciiys DRiFT

7

7%

Waor x LonNE Qr
IEF G FAars By RO Fr oo s

CLa’ry

10 A7 LPrrpe Cur By /047 wiryor Awe

GCorwsg EO 57 Lovers Wask

b

Wy
i
P4 T“‘“F’/?a POSED IHLLe £28 F 7

S Esbdme Ko G Canind

0
o -
A
&, vy
& 7 s
o VS RO Far g
3 o7 by R &
U M
e e T B
oA R N
s o
-
i
Sf’[/"/&:/u C" g !

Lt ows AKivg ExTENSlfopy Ao. 3

|
|
|

!

S E.CoRNER

S W, CormeER

Ve

ATm2 Sgsmrints A ogie THaT Has BEis LowE Opr Micr sp, Kipies Ado

e s gwe Ay s

sew Aw S, Alss S

s

“RGFOEED S LI DRI T





.. UNITED STATES K00
- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DEFENSE MlNERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION
| 'WASHINGTON 25,D.C.

0CT3 1 1956

o . Your applicstion of October 6, 1956, for assistmnce In = -
sxploring for smeroury on the sbhove-cited claims has beean carefully
reviownd by the Wsshington office of the Defenss Mirsrels Ewploration
- It iz noted that you hawe exposed bedrook for ioximately @ -

120 feot in it "A" anxd stripped sverburden from a 200! ;anof mjy
{pdt "B*), Howsver, of the assay cartiffcetes sttached to the new
 applicetion, the ones dated subesquent to the denial of your [revious
application do not indlcate Mgy incretse in intensity of minerali-
- wation, althevgh you state thet your ssaples represent materisl of
doubdful value, rather than recognisabls ore. Assays for ths two

 samplas from pit "B* and two from pit "A" saalysed by the Chaslstey

. Instyuctor at the Dixie College in St, Ceoxrge, Utah, and roported |
by you as 12, bk, S, and 132 pounds of meroury per ton respectively
not subetantisted by sssay certificates. - - ’ -

To Jusiify & re-exwmivation of your property, we would

more to indicate ibe poesibdliity of Lfinding significmmt ore

than the wsupported analyses and visual deteswinaiion reported
application. It is, therefors, suggested that yon submit

representative seaples from the wost prowisivg mireralised areas in

- pits "A" and "B* to a competent laboxetory for guemtitative deterwi-
- matlons, and send us the ocorrespomding aeesy certificates and & sumple

11

B

o . am_mam of tha samplss taicen, thedr widihs and assays.,

o The claim map accompanying your mew application shows section
19 south aad wection 11 porth of seotionm 30. Alse, the orisntation
showm for the clsims, esy "Tallow Xing Extension Bo, 2%, does
| 'mmau.ﬁmmgmﬂmmbp,muuuﬁumm, o
- Tellow King Claims®, a copy of which, from DIEA Docket Mo, 3828, is
- wnslosed for your reference, Unlsss the claims and claim boundaries

Q,QQ'





. E ' : .

.mmﬂmﬂdnmﬁv“nmmzmmhm.mu:mmm
your on, wadar “Artisle 2, Appliesat's property rights™,
wmmam«;wzmwmm».zmnmw
Hug Bxtansion Bo, 5 lying dn sectione 31 snd 19 respectively,
- should be revised ex deleted. Accordingly, it fs suggested that
'-.’m&ummm-uuwmwum»

mrmnc«mm, mmmmb-mmsnw
manmmummwsmﬂamtmmm
mmmuw additional s.xmum and maps,

S&aomzy yom,

WS, Merein, Chiet |
Iron and m«nwc Divs.aion

' ADMcmhon/foe ya
10/30/56 - |
- cc tos Docket’ o
‘ . Code L0O
" Admr, Bead. File
mssrs. J. W, Pennington, USBM
: « Hoe Killsgaard, USGS






UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR OCT 24 yc
' BUREAU OF MINES 956
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

October 24, 1956

Memorandum‘/ 7 Nl\
To: W. S. Martin, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
From: Commodity Specielist, Branch of ‘Base Metals

Subject: Review of application, Docket No. DMEA 4503 (mercury) White-
head and Adams Yellow King Mining Co., Yellow King Group,
Washington County, Uteh. $18,250.00 .

The applicant proposes to explore for mercury mineralization
on the yellow king group claims by 800 feet of core drilling, surface
work, and 300 feet of drifting at a total estimated cost of $18,250.00.

A previous application (DMEA 3828) for assistance to explore
these claims was denied on October 3, 1955, because it was believed
that there was little chance of discovering a commercial deposit of
mercury on the property.

Since then the applicant has completed surface stripping of
pits A and B. It is stated thaet samples from pit A assayed from 5 to
132 pounds of mercury per ton and samples from pit B assayed from 12
to 44 pounds per ton. .

Now, it is proposed to do surface work on Extensions 1, 3,
and 4, 800 feet of core drilling, and 300 feet of drifting. Except for
the drifting, no specific areas for exploration are dgfined.

Perhaps the work completed by the applicant has revealed
sufficient data to warrant anocther examination.

" For that reason, it is recommended that the application be
refe;red. to the Field Team for eppraisal.

9: W. Pennington

Copy to: Division of Minerals L cptaiicth 400
Branch of Base Metals (2) = Copy ¥&&
Thor Kiilsgaard, U.S.G.S.
F. D, Lemb

Files





. ‘ IN REPLY REFER TO:

UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY RECEwED

WASHINGTON 25, D. C. oot 24 ﬂQ. &
56

October 23, 1956

Re: DMEA 4503
Whitehead and Adams Yellow King
Mining Company
Yellow King Group
Washington County, Utah k7
$18,250 -~ Mercury 1

Memorandtml‘/
To: * W. S. Martin, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration

From: N. E. Nelson, U. S. Geological Survey
Subject: Review of application

The applicants request assistance in exploring a zone, probably
marked by a chert dike from which several low grade and one high grade
mercury samples have been taken. No data relating to widths sampled are
given, Considerable stripping has been done resulting in the uncovering
of the mineralized zone,

‘More definitive data are to be des:.red but the prospect may
deserve an examination,

" Referral of the application to the Field Team for appropriate
action is recommended.

. ot

N. Es Nelson

Copy rotaived 400





. . A - .

UNITED STATES
- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ‘ :
Defense Minerals Exploration Administration
Washington 25, D, C.

October 22, 1956

Whitehead & Adams Yellow King Subject: DMEA-L503

lfining Company Re: Ixploration Assistance
285 F. St., Salt Lake City, Utah Yellow King Group
Gentlemen ' |

) Your application for exploration assistance, dated
October 6, 1956 submitted to our office at ’Denver, ‘
has been assigned DocketvNumber‘ DMEA-4503 and referred to the
Iron and Ferro-Alloys Division ‘ in the Washington office;
Kindly identify all future correspondence relatmg to your

application by this Docket Number.

Sincerely yours,

Allen S, Dakan, Chief
Operations Control and
Statistics Division

’C'opy. tot

ngion III. Denver 2, Colorado

_//C/;de LOO

3571





UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT QF THE INTERIOR = RECEWgp
" DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION - o
0CT 12453

WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

224 New Customhouse

Denver 2, Colorado ‘ October 9, 1956
Memorandum

To: Secretary to the Operating Committee

From: DMEA Field Team, Region III

Subject: Application for DMEA Aid (Mercury) Whitehead and

Adams Yellow King Mining Company (Yellow King Group)
Washington County, Utah

. Enclosed are three copies of the subject application
in the amount of $18,250.00. One copy of the application is being
retained in our file. : : )

This application is on the same property covered by
Docket DMEA 3828.

DMEA Field Team, Region III
P27 2y Moy

E. N. Harshman
Acting Executive Officer





, (Revigd”F,;;g? 1052) " .. UNITED STA& DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERl& 7 Form Approved, - o miosss.

- ‘DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION [R5 Cmsn,
Re: Docker DPAeEA 3828 L e
. . . r . : . . Aﬁ‘n Oy e
S W T Y b‘“\i:, REVIVE
. &IV

Not to be filled in by applicant

AL

APPLICATION FOR AID IN ARFF™ENT or Tel mremon haray
- EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT TQCT §  fgfiglecket No. - .70

DMEA ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSEREGION Ll pate moceives . 20 — o ke &
PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENBED CQLonmm cost B L) REL

Participation (Government %) .. .........___._

INSTRUCTIONS

1. Name of applicant—(a) State here your full legal name, in the form in which you will wish to ¢ ‘n,t.rac't* and your
mailing address: Jdtchoad gnd Adcnms Ycllow King iﬁmng ¢o. worizorohip) &25 r S‘\,rcoug

3c1t loko Cily, Uteoh. Wldiem A Whkitchord 285 ¥ Siyeoy

R o8 Re Hidtchond 402
Heteon Adcng - )
(b) If other than an individual, add to your name above whether a corporation, partnership, etc., and the name of the State
in which incorporated or otherwise organized. ' i : : ;
(¢) If a corporation, add to above statement, titles, names and addresses of officers. . _
(d) If a partnership, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partners. . ) o ,

i

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 rjafer,s by nqinber;'
Comply with all applicable instructions; or, if not applicable, so state. File the application with Defense Minerals Explpx'_’ation
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 e:épliiré, including all

land which you possess or control that may be benefited by the explora ion, gnd excluding gny langd or interest in land which is

P ] Frya ~ [~ NG [ . o .y . o

ngt to’ﬂf i}gcluded in the exploration project contract 4 cj;;umc 9 UM%CG' 2,1’1- B0C “‘Kj"? 10"-5"3}0{&9 4-2 ol
soudh Lirage 14 tieote 1 81:::.7.1 Inttengicon lo. 2 1o 520 £, in Scction 30 cnd ~O0 &E. in

Scetion 3l. Ihtoncion e, 5 hag 260 £t. in Scetion 30 :nu 1240 Tt. in Eocticn 19,

(b) State any mine name by which the property is known. Yollou Xﬁ.ﬂg CGroup .

(¢) State y@ur interest in the land, whether owner, lessee, purchaser under contract, or otherwise
w1t in o portnorchip

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

D
F BN

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

LRI

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

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 necessarily as a part
of it) any geologic or engineering report, assay maps, or other technologic information you may have, indicating on each
whether you require its return to you. .

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

'

(e) State the availability of manpower, materials, supplies, equipment, water, and power. 16—86551-1





S

5. The exploration -'p'roja,—(a‘) State the mineral or minerals for whi(,)u wish to explore Lisroury :

1

(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 exploxatlon work as related to such features as contacts,

* veins, ore-bearing beds, ete. . | . ’

(¢) The work will start w1th1n --ﬁ.@_ dayé and be completed within -_-_;!:."_Z_-_- months from the date of an exploration
project contract.

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

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

(a) Independent contracts.— (Note—If the apphcant 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, salarles or fees
for necessary labor, supervision and engineering and geological consultants.

(c) Opemtmg materials “and supplws —Furmsh anitemized list, 1nclud1ng items of equlpment costmg less than $50 each
and-power, water and fuel.

(d) :Operating equipment.—Furnish an 1temlzed list of any operatmg equlpment to be rented, purchased, or which is owned
and w111 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 —Furnlsh a deta1led 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 whlch will be
devoted to the exploration project. :

(f) New buildings, improvements, installations~—Furnish-a detailed list showing the cost of any necessary bulldmgs, 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
including initial rehabilitation or repairs of the Operator’s equipment), analytical work, accounting, workmen’s compensation
and employers’ liability insurance, and payroll taxes.

(k) Contingencies—Give an estimate of any necessary allowances for contingencies not included in the costs stated above.

"NoTe.—No items of general ‘overhead, corp01ate management interest, taxes (other than payroll and sales taxes), or any
other indirect costs, or work perfoimed 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 tlpe, Vc_ostg,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"

E Money . Use of equipment owned by you Other

Explain in detail on acompanying paper.

. CERTIFICATION

The under51gned whether as an 1nd1v1dual corporate ofﬁcer, partner, or otherwise, both in his own behalf and acting for
the applicant, certifies that the information set forth in th1s form and accompanying papers is correct and complete, to the best
of his knowledge and belief.

Dated .- @ %é-_ |

o W21

A= e of ol 7

Udtowin K %//Mméz

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

Vo

b u s. Govsnumanr anrmc orrlc: 16—66551-1

é o, e%,(mf e
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(£) Yo

(a)

V'\'(,b)'
e

" indicatihg the dyke was formed durlng and after the dep051$ Lon of mereury
- ana. ObhOT mlnordllzatlon._ . . ,

(@)
@

®)
‘ " on Extens1on No. 1, j, ana 4. DTlVO an lncllnc drift 300 ft.. (aoo mgp)

(@)

. (a')':

VHIITEHE&D AND ADAMS YELLOW KING MINING C(u PANY |

. 285 F Strect .
‘Salt Ieke City, Utah

Ycllow Llng in Book X22 Page 564 . T
Yellow King Exton,lon No. 1 in Book X34 Pagc 143 AR
R . No. 2 " M X35 354, Ca"*“’ﬂﬁ“““;kg;&;
e 'u . Mo. 3 .M M X35 n 355 g effeo
LR Som o Ho. 4 WM X37 n 393 o '

.m0 -_tl‘ : n o Now 5 m - X37 owm ) 194_ :

Tho -work donc gs - shown on map hcrew1th consiste of an opon cut’ cxcavation

‘about 10 ft. deep and 10 ft. wide and about 60U fi. long in the botiom

of the wash in pit "AVW, There is a cubi 15 to 20 ft. decop ond. 10 to. 30 ft.”
wide on tho north side of the wash in pit "A" for a distaonce of about
0. £'t,.. making . the. gulch wider ‘and cxp051ng the strata at rlrhb anglos

4o the strikc of the formotion.
.Also removal -of overburden at pit "BY consisting- of bulidozor work by
© removing wamo to a dcpth of frcm 2 to 10 £t for 200 ft. long end 100 ;t

wide. .

Al1]1 above work: hus boen Gone durlng the paSu 01ght montha bJ tho
p%rtncrsnlp._ : . .

A road is made to the clalms..

Noﬁc

The churb. Gyke cxicnus and is oxnoscd on Yollow Kingy: Yellow thg Exbon31on

Nos. 1 and 4 wnd showings. of mereury arc found on- both silducs of the dyke: -

A road of about - miles is madexto the clalms. Thié road conncéts'ﬁith'a<f
gravel road- 4 mllos to the towm: of Wﬂohlngton, Hushlnguon Counby, on

U. S. nghway 91 in Utah.‘ stnihgbon is 5 m;*oc irom St.‘Gcoruc uhcre we

havo a 1031&ence.

Manpowcr, ma tcllqlg, suppchs, arc avallublc et &t. Goorgo and we hmvo an‘

cair- comprossor, 1ackhﬂmmor, drlll stool, truck, Cﬂr, 0uc.

Thc probosed uork is to- drlll 800 ft. of coro arllilng.- BemOVC ovprburdcn

 U1ll1am A. Uhltohcad hes hmd scveral ycars cxporlcnco in working in minos’
. end supch1sod opcration of a copper minc for. two yeers. Williem R.
' Whitchoad is an Engineer with 4 years experionce., with Combined Motals

Reduction Co.s Salt Leke City, Utah, a mining ‘corporation.’ ‘The last 4 -
years he has becn with ‘the Eimco Corp., Salt Lake City, Utan, whlch is in
the busincss. of mbnu1cctur¢ng mlnlng m@chlnory. .

NoneAGXCth contract rbr.thc‘drllilng.





R mTEHEAD A’@Dms YELIOW KING HINING COMPANE
S - 285 F Strect :
~,Sa1t Lake City, Utah

4

6. @EQ Renual on No. 6 Caterpiller tractor. for ten days,

1ncxvd1ng supervision and putting’ machlne on. JOb S .$1,250.QO -

80U fect core drllllng at ’7 00 per ft. : ‘ o | '5;6OUhUU

Hglcing 1nc]1no drift T 5* =300 £5. at 5;33.00 per £t.  11,400.00 -
 Grond Total - §18,250.00°

1 costs of operation are included in the unit costs =

6;;;(&)' Alr comprosqor, gackhammer, hose, ‘steel, ete. Car owned by W. A. Uhitéhoad
: and Wllllum R. thtohogd snd u1ll be uoed at allowanco of - $250.00 pcr mo.

S, “(b)T»Byuﬁurnishiné use of equipment, labor snd money. - -

In addltlon to assay ronortc eﬂClOSLd hercu1th tho Chenistry. Instructor at tho
Pixie Collcge in S8t. George, Utah, assaycd sumples. Two from pit ¥B" showed
12 lbs. per ton and 44 1lbs. per ton. Also tdo from Pit A" shoucd 5 1bs. per.ton
and-onc showed 132 1bs,. per ton. . ‘
Wc mace meny tests with 2 smell retort and.goﬁ SMall beads of ncrcury when the
assay sala none. In q11 cases wo kot more mercury from rctoxt tests -than the

ssay showcd.

He wcro told oy the work01° of Rare MCbulS Corp. of AmorLCa at th01r plant near
Weiser, Idaho, that they got over 10.per cont more mercury than the assays showed.
Their office hore at Salt Leke told W. A. Uhliehend when the assay showed 3 lbs.

pcr ton,thﬂt thcy averagnq 3 6 lbs. per ton.. .

The assajs hercw1th enclosed were taken to test when doubtful but we - dld not havo
gamples dssayed when e, knou Qbout what thcy ;ou]u run by past cxperienco.

-
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G WVER TEXD " HOCTEX | T oG |SULPHUER| IRON LIME - /i gt
NO. W.(;;DTcm Ozl.lmr Ton Pe{hg:m | Per Cent ' Per Cent “l Per Cent FPer Cent || Por Cont || Per Cent Por Cent Per Cont GOLD
A Tov i I
! W ‘j" 1 H i !
Lo ! i BUBLRECONE " '!' ]
i b i. ' e . ’ ‘
s I r L oohy 8 : ! |
b h ’ ! : " ) i : \
y 4
.K’ lt ) : I, i
v ! . . B {
: | \
. ) |
L T .
l | l b ; i '| .
i /' L !: . I
§ ! : \ .
: | '\ : X‘
' | [ i
! . ) 411 1 \ | !
’ | ! ', ! | ‘
i i ! \ ji ‘l
= :::_‘:M ! i l‘ l‘






o [
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b. 0. BOX 1888 %.,En'nrlcna OF ASSAY TELEPHONE 3-3583

145 BOUTH WIaT TEMPLE ST. . LAC K & DEAS D N

ASSAYERS AND CHEMIBTS

 He Bhe dnitabesd . - —— SALT LAKE CITY 10, UTAH. _ Pobruary—i8+—1906
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