
The following file is part of the 

Arizona Department of Mines and Mineral Resources Mining Collection 

ACCESS STATEMENT 

These digitized collections are accessible for purposes of education and research. We 
have indicated what we know about copyright and rights of privacy, publicity, or 
trademark. Due to the nature of archival collections, we are not always able to identify 
this information. We are eager to hear from any rights owners, so that we may obtain 
accurate information. Upon request, we will remove material from public view while we 
address a rights issue. 

CONSTRAINTS STATEMENT 

The Arizona Geological Survey does not claim to control all rights for all materials in its 
collection. These rights include, but are not limited to: copyright, privacy rights, and 
cultural protection rights. The User hereby assumes all responsibility for obtaining any 
rights to use the material in excess of “fair use.” 

The Survey makes no intellectual property claims to the products created by individual 
authors in the manuscript collections, except when the author deeded those rights to the 
Survey or when those authors were employed by the State of Arizona and created 
intellectual products as a function of their official duties. The Survey does maintain 
property rights to the physical and digital representations of the works. 

QUALITY STATEMENT 

The Arizona Geological Survey is not responsible for the accuracy of the records, 
information, or opinions that may be contained in the files. The Survey collects, catalogs, 
and archives data on mineral properties regardless of its views of the veracity or 
accuracy of those data. 

 

CONTACT INFORMATION 
Mining Records Curator 

Arizona Geological Survey 
1520 West Adams St. 

Phoenix, AZ 85007 
602-771-1601 

http://www.azgs.az.gov 
inquiries@azgs.az.gov 



PRINTED: 08/07/2001 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND MINERAL RESOURCES AZMILS DATA 

PRIMARY NAME: GREEN ROCK CLAIMS 

ALTERNATE NAMES: 
YULE COPPER GEMS 

PINAL COUNTY MILS NUMBER: 312A 

LOCATION: TOWNSHIP 4 S RANGE 11 E SECTION 4 QUARTER SW 
LATITUDE: N 33DEG 06MIN 35SEC LONGITUDE: W 111 DEG 13MIN 38SEC 
TOPO MAP NAME: NORTH BUTTE - 7.5 MIN 

CURRENT STATUS: PAST PRODUCER 

COMMODITY: 
COPPER OXIDE 
SILVER 
GEMSTONE AZURITE 
GEMSTONE MALACHITE 

BIBLIOGRAPHY: 
ADMMR GREEN ROCK CLAIMS FILE 
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GREEN ROCK CLAIMS PINAL COUNTY 

KAP WR 2/12/88: A separate report on the Green Rock Claims, Pinal County has 
been written for inclusion in the file. 



March 21, 1958 

GREEN ROCK Cll MS PINAL COUNTY 

" Mr. Tom Gray visited office and says he 

no longer has interest in GREEN ROCK 

CLAIMS. \ 

Ip 



G REE.L\J RO CK CLAIMS 

Two unpatented claims two miles north 
of Price Station, ona mile west of t he Silver 
Bell Road. 

Formation granite porphyry; parallel 
veins east-west and dip sout h with 8 to 12 feet 
cop~er carbonates. A great deal of shallow work 
done on vein. 

Flat rolling co unt !""J , good roads, water 
1/2 mile east. 

Looks good. 
t ~ 

O ~vners: Tom Gray and Percy Baker, 
Superior, Arizona " .- --- . 

'~ 

~:.. E. H. Sweeney 
'~ 

(, 

January 28, 1947 

~ 



Mine: Green Rock 
County: Pinal 
ADMMR File: Green Rock 

Subject: Activity in the area by the BlM. 

Date: February 11, 1988 
Engineer: Ken A. Phillips 

Di scussed fi e 1 d work wi th Cl yde Murry of the Phoeni x Di stri ct Offi ce of the 
BlM. He has been doi ng an exami nat i on of parts of Sect ions 4 and 9, 
T.4S.,R.11E. in Pinal County as a result of a Interior Board of land Appeals 
(IBlA) directive to consider the opening of part of a fir~t form withdrawal to 
mi nera 1 entry. Mr. Murry sa i d he plans to recommend that the S1/2, Sec. 4 
and N1/2, S{~c. 9 be opened because the 1 ands have mi nera 1 potent i a 1 and 
mineral development would not conflict with the Bureau of Reclamation's 
potent i a 1 fLlture need for borrow for the Buttes Dam construct ion. He 
reported a number of gossons, oxide copper mineralization at the surface and 
extens i ve propyl it i cal terat ion. Further, there are numerous prospects in 
the area, many more than are shown on the North Butte 7 1/2' topograph i c 
quadrangle, a number of which have had production of copper ore from vein 
deposits. The IBlA decision (IBlA 85-922) that precipitated the examination 
resul ted from an appeal by John Yul e to allow the area to be open to entry 
even under restrictions set out by the Bureau of Reclamation. They had 
refused. Mr. Yule was (accord i ng to the I BlA record) want i ng to mi ne gem 
qua 1 i ty mal ach i te and azuri te he had found in the area. He also reported 
having taken samples that ran 0.5 tr oz/ton in silver and 4% copper. Mr. 
Murry also felt their may be some gem material available, but he is not very 
fami 1 i ar wi th gemstone materi a 1 .0 There are two AzMI LS occurrences in the 
NW,SW, Sec. 4,T.4S. ,R.l1E.; Green Rock (MILS 312A) and North Butte 8 (MILS 
3128), an unknown; either or both of which might be the appropriate site. 
[At this time this comment can go in the Greenrock file, for which a separate 
copy has been made. Yule Copper Gems will be added as an aka for Greenrock 
and the co mm 0 d i tie s . cop per ( 0 xi de), s i 1 v era n d gem s ton e s ( a z uri tea n d 
rna 1 ach i te) wi 11 be added to both. The bi b 1 i ography for North Butte 8 wi 11 
refer to this comment and a copy the IBlA decision in the Green Rock file.] 

4 
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IBIA 85-922 

IN REPt. Y REFER 70: 

United States Department of the Interior 
O.FF!CE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS "2 / 1- 11 ,0 

INTERIOR. BOAllO OF LAl'lD APPEALS 

4013 ~OH aoULXVARD 

A!lLINOTC'H. VDlOJN'" 2220' 

JOHN YULE 

oJ 

Cecided April 14, 1987 

Appeal fran a decision of the ~izona State Office, Bureau of Laro 
Management, rejecting an application to o~n lands within a reclamation 
withdrawal to mineral entry under the Act of April 23, 1932, 43 U.S.C. § 154 
(1982). A-9627. 

Set as ide and remanded. 

1. 

APP£ARANCES: 

Act of April 23, 1932--Mining ClaDns: Lands Subject to-­
Minirg ClaL-ns: Withdrawn Lands--Reclamation Lands: 
Generally-t'1i thdr:~wals and Rt:!servations: Reclamation 
Wi thdrawal3-Wi thdrawals and Reservations: Revocation 
and Restoration 

Ordinarily an appl)catior. to restore lands within a 
reclamation withdrawal to mineral entry pursuant to the 
Act of Apr. 23, 1932, 43 U.S.C. § 154 (1982), will be 
rejected by the Bureau of taro Management where the 
Bureau of Recl~r.ation recommends against restoration. 
~wever, on appeal, a case muy l:::>ta remanded tor further 
consideration by tha appropriate agencies, where it 
appears warranted by the appell~1t's allegations oonce~ 
ing valuable mi:-le!.'"als and an expressed willinJI1ess to 
accept teons arzG ':xJr~ditions t ·o protect the ~·errment' s 
interest. / 

John Yule, ~ro se. 

0PTNIJN BY Af>t'4IHI;fl'RAl'!VE JlJr:GE HARRIS 
/ 

/ 

John Yule has appeal~l t~~~ a cucision af the Arizona Sta~ Office, 
8'..lreau of Land Management. (BL"1~, aat(=d Auqust. 9, 1985, rejecting his 
application (A-9627) to Gpe!"l to !Ilinerfll entry the S 1/2 of sec. 4 arrl the 
N 1/2 of sec. 9, T. 4 S., J\ .. 11 E., G~.la and Salt River Meridian, Arizona. 
The laoo was withdrawn fran mineral entry by a first-form reclamation with­
drawal, dated Septe:nber 27, 1965, for the proposed Buttes Dam and Reservoir, 
a feature of the Central Arizon.) Proj!~ct. See Public Land Order No. 3835, 
30 FR 12642-43 (Oct. 2! 1963). _.-

On July 12, i 9711, 3p~llant f il:!d his ap~,lication in accordance with 
the Act of April 23, i932, 43 u.s.c. !: 154 (19E2), stati~ that he wished 
to conduct tea small rn.ininq operation." By letter dated November 2, 1976, 
BL.\1 informed appella·-~t. that. the Burea.l of Reclamation had advised BLM that 

INDEX CODE: None 

96 IB::A 379 



ISLA 85-922 

the subject lams were within the area of the rroposed Buttes Supply canal, 
and that openi ng the land to miner-al location clnd entry -2t that time ~uld 
not be in the best interest of the United StatE!S. ThereEore, BLM stated 
that appellant's application would be held in C.-:)eyance until the Bureau 
of Reclamation's requirements in the area were jeter~in~l. Thereafter, 
BLM requested periodic l!pQates fran the Bureau )f Reclamation regardiNJ its 
reccmnendations concerning the application. Ec.:h tL'tle, holdiCYJ the appli­
cation in abeyance was reccmnended because of t 1e ur,certainty of the project. 
Finally, oowever, in an August 2, 1985, menorar!Jum to BJi, the Bureau of 
Reclamation recatmended ' denying t.he applic3tior.. aLM t~en issued its 
decision rejecting appellant's applicat.ion expl~inir.g: 

The Bureau of Reclamation opposes the ()'p€ )inJ of t.he above­
described land for administrativa r.eascns. Const'ru~tion of 
the Buttes Dam is still under cons ide rat i! >n a'1d t~e area covered 
by the application may be subject to dist~ trbance i.f it is 
constructed. The subject lard ~ld be G,~tream of the pro­
posed dam and may be needed for borrow s i .:es. 

It has been concluded that mining o~1·ati:J:1S of t.~e lam would 
. interfere with the administration of tOO Buttas Dam and Reser­
voir project. Therefore, petition of rt3S·.:.oration A-9627 is 
hereby denied. 

In his notice of appeal, appellant states that BL\I's decision" is erro­
neous because I'm only askin;J for sllrface mineral rights (down to 150 feet)." 
Moreover, he states that he is "willi~ t") vaca·c.e and reclaim the subject 
land to Federal standards am will p:lst bond to guarantee it within eight 
rronths of written notice. This would not be detrimental to a borrONed [sic] 
si.te, but in fact wculd enhance it as such." 

In his statement of reasons, appelldn.t discus3es t.l1e miner.al nature 
of the subject land, aoo questions BU~'s aecisir')n to reject his application 
on the basis that the land is needed as a barroN site! 

Ramdon [sic] grab samples of surraC€ rC).~k shew silver 
content up to 1/2 ounce per ton and &{ pe~c ant =opper. .r...: 

detailed surface and sub-surface pr~r-ai\ ',·j::cl~; probability [sic] 
locate higher grade ore bodies. Several~:)05 of ore of gem 
quality turquois [sic], chrysocolla, malchite [si~] and azurite, 
when projected into the thir.d d .i.rTlension !"',I1S iT'lto the ten1s of 
tons. No primary copper minerals arc ff)utl j on c.nH 3urface, which 
alol"¥J numerous box work s1.!ggest that they 1aVE: been leached arrl 
formed a blanket of high grade ore just bE! Low the water table. 
Unfortunately, I cannot Cif. .:ord to t.ake thE' risl: o( .1 detailed 
sampling and drillin;;J pr(X~r~~ until restot·:ltion or Ilineral entry. 

The Bureau of Re=li1Ination opposes t~~:: subje::t lard because 
it may be needed as a borrow .:;ite for a pI Jposed d?J"\. The site 
is near the edge of possible borrow sites, am borrc:1N material 
can be taken fran ot~r e;r.-aas as close or o::loser. Over burden 
and waste fran any mininq f)peration can be used as borrow 
material. It does not f7'.:.l~~:;:. econanic sense to use a potential 

~;s IBU\ 380 
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ore deposit as fill for a dam. But if you must, allow me surface 
minerial [sic] rights (down to 150 feet). I am willing to vacate 
and reclaim the subject land to Federal standards arrl will post 
bonq to guarantee it within eight months of written notice. 

[1] The authority of the Secretary to open withdrawn lands is conferred 
by the Act of April 23, 1932, 43 u.s.c. S 154 (1982), which reads, in pertinent 
part: 

Where public lands of the United States have been with­
drawn for possible use for construction puq.::,oses under the 
Eo"ederal reclamation laws, and are known or believed to be valu­
able for minerals am woold, if not so wi thdra'Nn, te subject to 
location and patent under the general mining laws, the Secretary 
of the Interior, when in his opinion the rights of the United 
States will not be prejudiced thereby, may, in his discretion, 
open the land to location, entry, arrl patent under the general 
mining laws, reserving such ways, rights, and easerrents over 
or to such lands as may be prescribed by him and as may be 
deemed necessary or appropriate, including the right to take 
and remove fran such lands construct ion materials for use in 
the construction of irrigation works * * *. 

In numerous cases; this Board has stated that the authority conferred 
upon the Secretary by the Act of April 23, 1932, 43 U.S.C. § 154 (1982), is 
discretiona~i and is to be exercised only when the rights of the United States 
will not be prejudiced thereby. ~, Robert Limbert, 85 lBIA 131 (1985) f Joe 
Ashbun, 66 lBlA 328 (1982).b Thus, an application under the Act of April 23, 
1932, for restoration of reclamation lands to mineral entry will ordinarily 
00 rejected when the Bureau of Reclamation has reccmnended against it, the 
reccrcrnendation is premised upon the requirements of the public interest, arrl 
the reasons offered in support of the r.eca:rnendation are ccgent. ~, 
Florence Adkisson, 47 lBrA 121 (19.80);c Edward J. Connolly, Jr., 34 IBrA 233 
(1978); ~orge s. Miles, Sr., 7 lBLA 372 (1972).e 

In the opinion of the Bureau of Reclamation, those lands embraced in 
appellant' s application "may be subject to disturbance if [the Buttes Dan] 
is constructed." The Bureau of Reclamation sp=cifically states that the 
lands "may be needed as a borrow site. II (Memorandum dated August 2, 1985, 
frcrn Bureau of Reclamation to Arizona State Office). In Florence Adkisson, 
sucra, the Bureau of Reclamation recommended against opening lands to mineral 
ent::y for similar reasons. Therein the subject lar.ds were being evaluated 
for use in a reservoir project, construction of a proposed dam had not 
bec;un, a~'1d the a-ppellant agreed to relinquish the cIa ims to BG~ if anj when 
the land actually became needed for the reservoir project. The Board affinned 
BL\\iS decision to deny the appellant's application, statirq: "We are not able 
t:) find in the ciret.nnstances of this case that the public interest in protec­
tion a!ld maintenance of the reservoir: project is outweighed by other factors" 
(47 lB~ at 124). 

, ' 

Similarly, in George S. Miles, Sr., suora, the Bureau of Reclanation 
recanm~nded that a restoration application be denied because the land "lies 
within the area designated for the operation, protection ard security of 

a) GFS(MIN) 33(1985) 
b) GFS(MIN) 266(1982) 
c) GFS(MIN) 76(1980) 96 IBLA 381 
d) GFS(MIN) 32(1978) 
0\ ~~~(MTN\ ~n('Q7?~ 



IBLA 85-922 

Hoover Dam." ne Bureau of Reclamation "stated that mineral devel.~p~nt ',vas 
not in the public interest as it is necessary to maintain a reasonable buffer 
zone adjacent to Hoover Dam o~er which the United States retains canplete 
jurisdiction" (7 IBLA at 372-73). Again, the Board affirmed BLM's denial of 
the application. 

The ~e decisions would seem to dictate that we affirm ELM's rejec­
tion of appellant's applicati()n. Fbwever, a separate line of cases beginning 
with SUrprise venture Associa~es, 7 IBLA 44 (l972), indicates that in certain 
circumstances the Board will direct ~~t the decision to reject be reconsid­
ered. In Surprise Venture, the Bureau of Reclamation recamerrled agaiC'st 
op=nirq certain lards to mineral entry on the basis that studies for the o~ 
Dam and Reservoir had not pro)ressed to the point where ultUnate land require­
ments could be detennined. Tre Board set aside BIM's rejection of the appel­
lant's application, noting that the Act of April 23, 1932, requires as a 
condition to restoration, that the lands are known or believed to be valuable 
for minerals. 1'he appellant's evidence concernin;;J the value of the lard for 
minerals was not conclusi~e. However, in view of the appellant's arguments 
that it could r€m::)Ve the minerals before the dCln was canpleted witrout inter­
ferirg with any Goverrnent project, and that it would operate as directed fer 
the protection vf the interest of the United States, the Board remanded ~~e 
case to B~ Wl. L'1 instruct ions that "it cause a mineral examination to be mads 
of the lands to determine whether the alleged mineral deposits are of suffi­
cient value to make mining ~Jrations profitable" (7 IBLA at 46-47). 

In subss,-'!Uent cases, th~~ Board has set aside arJ.1's rejection of a 
restoration appl ication, and remanded for a mineral examination by BL.~ and 
further consideration by the Bureau of Reclamation, where the applicant . 
(I) alleges the lands contain valuable minerals and (2) appears willirg to 
accept necessar~' restrictions on his operation and to corrluct the mineral 
operations in a way that will not hanm the interests of the Unit€d' States. 
This approach ¥i3S followed in Robert Limbert, supra:. Joe Ashbu-~, supra: ~r:d 
G. w. _~, 34 IBh~ 176 (l97E I.g 

The infO!mat:ion s'.:hni tt€C by appellant is inconclusive whether.' the 
subject land is val1Jabl~~ for minerals. Appellant states that he cannot 
afford to n take the ri~~, of a detailed sampling and drilling prCXJram until 
restoration ot mineral ~~ntry" (Statement of Reasons). 1/ Appellant exp~9sses 
a willingness to conduct any operation so as to protect the interests of the 
[.1n i ted Sta tes • 

The sole reason for rejection of appellant's application is th.at thoS­
project may go forward ':l:ld, if it does, the lan::is in question may be neces­
sary for borrow sites. ..aJ.thcugh appellant has requested the opening cf 
approximately 320 acres, he has not indicated with specificity the ar'ea in 

1/ We note that the GeoJ.<:x;1ical Survey, in a memorandum to BLM;, d.a~ed 
Sept. 15, 1976, stated that its" information indicates that the J..3nd ia wi.th­
out value for any of the minerals covered by the mineral leasing l?t,/s. h How­
ever, that memorarrlum also states that II [l]ocatable minerals are not known or 
reported in the area, but this infotnation should not be relied on solely as 
a deter:rnination that the land is nomineral in character. II 

f) GFS(MIN) 42(1972) 
g) GFS(MIN) 29(1978) 

96 lBLA 382 



TBrA 85-922 

wh ich he might locate his mini~ claim or claims. He does allege, however, 
that borrow material is mo~e readily available in areas .:loser to the 
prof,X)sed dam. 

~~= believe that the best approach in this case is to set aside BLM's 
decision and to remand the matter to BLM for a mineral examination, if it is 
OO€-ded, to determine whether the lands are known or belif~tled to be valuable 
for: minerals, 2/ and for further cons ide rat ion by the Bu::-eau of Reclamation 
of whether and-how the rights of the United States may be protected by reser­
vation of rights in the document opening the land to entry. 3/ See Robert 
Lirnben:" 85 IBLA at 133-34: Red Mountain MiniI!J Co&, 85 IBU-23-(f985) .5 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authori ty deleg.~ted to the Board of Land 
F~peals by the Secretary of the Interior, 43 C~""R 4.1, the decision appealed 
fr·::m is set aside and remanded. 

&~~t£lPJ6' 
Bruce R. Harris 
Adm ~.nistrative Judge 

We cor.cur: 

.. ~.i. i ta Vag t i 

Adminictrative Judge 
AI ':".ernate ~tember 

2/ 13r1-1 may wish to consult with appellant concerning the situs of proposed 
mil'in:; operations. . 
3/ If, in fact, the Bureau of Reclamation is concerned about the prese~Ja­
tiol1 of borrow sites, 43 U.S.C. § 154 (1982) clearly contemplates that such 
sites could be reserved in an opening order. 

h) GFS(MIN) 30(1985) 

96 IBLA 383 GFS(MIN) 40(1987) 
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