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LOCATION DATA

Claim ;
Name l Claimant Document Date Book/Page Description

Young Chester M. Zachary Location  1/12/45 43/56 1500 ft. S. of
» . : ’ y McGuire Gulch

Young to Ernest A. Foster QCD 4/14/53 14/467 1In SW 1/4 Section 29,
T. 37 S., R. 9 W., W.M,
Young Ernest A. Foster Amend. 7/06/64 70/446 E 1/2 NW 1/4 SE 1/4
. Loc. . Section 29, T. 37 8¢

R- 9 'o. “.“o

Cabin Ernest A. Foster Location 7/06/64 70/448 W 1/2 NE 1/4 SE 1/4
; Section 29' T, 37 -
Re 9 W., W.M,
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ABSTRACT

The Foster placer claims are reached from a side road off the Illinois
River Road about half a mile downriver from the 12-mile post. This ‘ ]
is the distance from Selma on the Redwood Highway.

Three cabins are located on two claims which are on a small piece of
level ground well supplied with water.

The canyon walls are very steep from the main road to the river. Land- ' !
slides are a common occurrence in and near the claims. Some larger
slides are apparently nearly stable; smaller slides are quite active. Lo t

Major mining effort along this portion of the river took place 100 years

ago. All gravel bars worth working were mined. The best of these were
at the mouths of main tributaries.

Mr. Xeene and Mr. Litle, who are purchasing the claims, are not serious
miners. No evidence of mining work could be found until after Government
employees had made several visits to the claims. A '

Mining is impractical on tﬁe Young claim because of the many lazgi
boulders, and practically no mining has been tried on the big bar on
the Cabin claim.

These claims should be taken to a hearing based upon the charges that
the claimants are in trespass because they are not bona fide miners
and that a discovery cannot be demonstrated within the limits of the
claims. '
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Location and Topography

The Ernest Foster placer claims are almost 13 miles down the Illinois
River Road from Selma. A steep side road about half a mile past the
12-mile post leads toward the river and the cabins on the claims.

A grassy bench exists between the road and the river. The remaining
hillside is wvery steep to precipitous. o B

Surface Values

The terrain is too steep for profitable logging. The entire area of
the claims is within the withdrawal for the scenic river study. The
claims are so located that the scenic values will be spoiled if any
of the vegetative resources are cut or disturbed on the claims.

Areal Geology

The general country rock along both sides of the Illinois River in this
area is serpentine. Over-steepened hillsides in this rock will not
stand indefinitely. The result is landslides which are shown in Picture
5 and in Picture 4. There is an active slide in the timber shown in
Picture 5. The large slide does not appear to be active. The cabin
area shown in Pictures 1, 2, and 3 is the flat-top part of a slide.

Economic Geology

Placer gravels along the Illinois River were mined extensively many -
years ago. The most active period was before 1900. The main river is
not known to have had commercial gravel except downstream from rich
tributary streams. The richest tributary was Josephine Creek several
miles upstream from the subject claims.

The part of the claims on the river is not a good site for heavy mineral
concentration. The Young claim is on a straight stretch of the river, .
which is not usually the place to look for placer gold. The river bottom
in this claim is not bare bedrock as in other stretches but is covered
partly by large boulders, such as can be seen in the upstream view in
Picture 4. During periods of flood this river has high water volume

and velocity. At such times the increased carrying power is sufficient
to move even these boulders. Finer gravel can collect around the boulders
and hold some heavy minerals for a time. ...

Picture 5 is a view downstream across the one bar area now on the Cabin
claim. When first mined, this bar may have contained valuable amounts
of gold. The curve of the river is favorable.

Landslides are a major source of dilution of placer gravel in this
stretch of the river. The large slide shown in Picture 5 is below the
claims. Slides on and upriver from the Foster claims supply detritus
faster than the river can move it. High-water periods on the Illinois
River are frequent enough to carry the clay and fine sand away, but the
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boulders accumulate until times of major flooding. A period of flooding

usually is accompanied by heavy rains, and the slides move again bringing
more soil and rock to the river. Some of the slides were probably caused

by early mining along streams.

History and Production

Early centers of placer activity on the Illinois River were the mouths

of Six Mile, Hoover Gulch, Rancherie, and Briggs Creek - Oak Flat.

Stretches of river between these tributaries do not rate special mention.

Production from particular areas is unknown. Placer production from

Josephine County from 1852 - 1902 is recorded as over $6,000,000. The

early records are incomplete. The record since 1902 to 1966 is over
$4,000,000. The most active period was several years during the
depressions from 1934 to 1941. Production of placer gold since 1944
for the entire county is not enough to justify the time and effort
even if all of the gold had come from one mine.

A significant amount of gold has not been shown to have been produced
from the subject claims since Mr. Foster bought the Young claim.

Pertinent Information ;

Mr. Foster bought the Young claim in 1953 when the Government chrome
program was very active. He proceeded to plan to mill chromite from

across the river. An aerial tram across the river brought the ore across

for transport to a mill built on another part of the claim. This should

have been accomplished with a millsite instead of a claim.

Roy Keene and Robert Litle stated that they are buying the claims from

Ernest Foster, but no recordation of such a deed can be found in the
Josephine County records.

Tl

Several additional claims have been located adjoinihg the original two,

but these are subject to the Scenic Rivers Act, approved October 2, 1968.

Occupan . ey B o T
Pictures 1, 2, and 3 show each of the cabins on the flat which now
involves the Young and Cabin placer claims. Within the past 2 years
No. 2 cabin has been occupied some of the time and Nos. 1 and 3 have
been occupied all of the time. .

The cabins are headquarters for exploring a wide-ranginq area rather
than serious mining on the claims.

Discovery i PR s P

The grantees have done some token recreation mining with scuba equipment.

There was no direct svidence of this type of mining until after I had

P
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visited the claims a couple of times. The equipment used is a floating
dredge consisting of an engine, pump, and short sluicebox. The suction
end is worked by a man in scuba equipment under the water.

This type of mining is a form of recreation. At best, the system might
be used for testing preparatory to a volume mining system. This ground
is dangerous and difficult to work because of the many and large boulders.
The recoverable values in this gravel will need to be several dollars per
‘yard to justify the expense of mining.

In 1970 a pipe had been installed from a higher elevation to the big
bar on the Cabin claim. The pipe began as a 2-inch size and dropped

to three-fourths of an inch before reaching the bar. A gauge at the
bottom showed over 100 pounds of pressure. Mr. Keene believed that
this pressure would solve any problem of mining the gravel. The amount
of water available from a 3/4-inch pipe would not move many of the
boulders present, and it would not provide the volume of water necessary
to operate a practical sluicebox. The next time I visited the claim,
winter high water had wrecked the river-level pipe system.

When I visited the claims in September 1971, Mr. Keene was finally able
to show me an area where mining work had been done. This is the set-up
on the Young claim where the huge boulders cover a thin gravel layer.
The equipment is that used for recreation mining and is the only way
the gravel can be worked. The amount of big boulders would limit
production to about 1 cubic yard per day. With scuba equipment an
extra man should be present for safety reasons. One man needs to be
watching the pump and sluice operation. Wages for two men show that
gold-bearing gravel would have to contain many dollars per cubic yard
to cover the costs of operation. The very minimum expenses would be
about $20 per day.

The amount of gold shown me by the claimé.nts is a few dollaré worth
in a small bottle. I believe most of what I saw was the personal
collection belonging to a Mr. Freeman who occupied one of the cabins.

Conclusions

The owner, Ermest Foster, apparently acquired the original Young claim
for the purpose of concentrating chromite, which was mined across the
river. There ie no evidence of placer mining, although placer equip-
ment was found near the head of the tramway over the river. The
chromite operation should have been on a millsite instead of a claim
location. , e

The people who are supposedly buying the claims had not been mining
the first two times I visited. Mr. Keene spends much time in areas
avay from the claims in preparation for writing about his findings.

I have no idea how much time Mr. Litle and his family spend at the
claims. He was there only once when I was. He supposedly is acquiring
a two-thirds interest and Keene a one-third interest.

ek e -



These people only want a place to live while carrying on other activity.
They do not have a primary interest in mining within the subject claims.

The major amount of better gravel in the Illinois River channel was

mined long ago. Many thousands of years passed before placer gravels
become enriched to the point that they were when man mined them. A
comparable period of time must pass before placer ground can be renewed. f

No discovery has been demonstrated within the limits of the Young or
Cabin claims. Any discovery which may have existed was mined out about

100 years ago.

The claimants are not bona fide miners. A discovery does not exist
within the claims. .

Recommendation

If the complicated occupancies cannot be resolved otherwise, I suggest
that these claims be taken to a hearing to determine their validity,
and (or) that the claims are not being occupied for mining purposes.

Date _ '/Z[[r/ﬂ/ ‘ [2,4«/»'1/7 LinLirtore.
/

COLVER F. ANDERSON, Mining Engineer

APPROVED:

>Data A\ \ v “\\w\K}QSQS~S\J\\‘ \%¢\j$7:257k)~A:&::::>

Acting Assistant Ragional Forester
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r 12 Miles Ernest Foster Placer Claims

In Sec. 29, T. 37 S., R. 9 W., W.M,
Sigkiyou National Forest
Josephine County, Oregon

Based upon a 2 in. planimetric F.S.
map and amended claim location.

1 Young Claim
2 Cabin Claim
- Road
== River

1/20/72
C.F.A.
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: SHORT FORM REPORT OF MINErAL wee--. 10 zg“'x_ .
A . » .
Claimant/owner: Ernest Foster ; National Forest: Siskiyou
' 144 S.W. "K" Street D
. Grants Pass, OR 97526 Ranger District: Illinois Valley
Date and hour: _ March 8, 1973
Occupant: lione
Accompanied by: no one
Claim{s): Unknown
Location: Lot 5 - L %,

Sec. 16 , T. 37 S., R. 9 W. | W.M.,

Joseonhine County, Oregon

Location nctice and markings: none

Occupency: None, see picture
%
/7

Mineral improvements: Open pit, sloughed
Geologic observations: Looks like a former chromite mining operation

Mineral valuation: UNo value

-

Remarks: The condition of the road, pit and cabin indicate that no work has been done
at this location for many years.

Conglusions: The claim, for all practical purposes, has been abandoned. The area-is
’ nonmineral in character. Occupancy is not possible. The claimant in
this case does not need to be notified cf possible trespass.

Bate of Report: June 4, 1973 Signed: égvl’b ;T L Aot

tineral! Examiner

-

Attach field map sheat (5L00-19) for skeich map - i
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