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T0: Phil Holdsworti, Comzissiouer ol Lines October 12, 1954
FROM: Art Glover, Engr.,-Ass:yef

SUEJECT: Investizetion of i, F. Foster Prospecy, loair: Inlet, Lons Island
(Dixon iEnteence guedrengle), Petchikan kecording Precinet, Oct. lst, 1954,

Late in 1950 2 letter frow K, Tom Richards, Lymen, Weshington, was receivsd
gt the etchikan oifice oX the Depertment of liines, insuiring about an assay
sampls he had submitted in 1942 from a discovéry made while logging et Coning
Inlet, Long Island, off the southwest coast of Iriunce of Wales Island. This
letter initizted & four-year series or correspondence bpetwseen Mr. Richards and
the writver, wherein Iir, Richards zvterpted to cescribe tne location of the rros-

pect and requested Department assistance in investigeting it. His information
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indicated that the discovery had consisted of a ten to fifteen foot vein, exposed
Tor about twenty Teet, and containing substantisgl silver, copper, and lead values.
After establishing the spproximets location, and with Mr. Richerds' approvel,
the writer interested Mr. John Bufvers, a Ketchikan prospsctor, in the story and
obtained from him an oral egresment thet Mr. Richerds would receive:a one-third
interest in the claim if Mr. Bufvers was able to locate 1t and found it worthy.
Bufvers then mede a comprehensive'study or the date provided by Mr. Richards and,
in addition, studied a Department report on the Foster Frospect (SR-JCR, Aung. 1942},
made avallable to him by the present writer who believed the two prospects to ve
in the same immediate area if, indeed, they werse not one and the ssme properties.
Mr, Bufvers then proceeded to Coning Inlet znd spent two days diligenily seerching
for the occurrence, put waes unsuccesslul due to the extremely hsavy growth of
brush end other impediments $0 Travel and visibility ir this logged~off zrea.

Following ancther intverchange of lgafjers with Nr. Richards, the writew
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decided o meke a personal sttampt to find tne reported showing end to determine,
if pos;ible, whether continued interest wes justified. Accordingly arrangements
ﬁere made and the vriter errived at Coning Inlet late on September 30th. The
following day the seaych was begun,

Prior informetion hed established that the prospect lay near fthe western
braﬁch of a logging road that begen at the beach, neer the head of Coning Inletb,
which sterting point was readily found. Travel on tne old planked road was good
to a polnt just beyond the branch. The right-hand branch, which had been indicat-
ed a5 leading to the vicinity of the prosvect, soon becomes very brushy even though
1Y is elevated from three to ten feet esbove the ground. On either side of the xoad
heavy brush sna downed timber interlaced through tne brush makes visibility and
travel extremely difficult, es Mr. Bufvers had reported,

In the area where the prospect was thought to be, four hours were spent 4ipn
a fruitless seerch. Finally, retracing the route to an arem which had been travers-
ed earlier, and which had yielded the only encouraging signs of bgdrook EXpOSUres
o far in evidence, the search was concentrated. Here, purely by'accident, a rail-
road rail envil, on a three foot wood block, stood completely hidden by high, dense,
brush, At least half an hour of further searching was necessary before the old
dump aerd workings wer: Giscovered less than fifty feet away, all within one bundred
feet of the first route through the same earea,

Once found, this outcropping was seen to be well exposed on its downhill (west)
gide and along its length for about one hundred feet. Further examination indicated
that it conformed in all respects to Roehm's description (SR-JCR August 1942) of the
Foster prospect. Furthermore, it sesmed to conform reasounebly well with the somewhat
rough descripiion as given by Lir. Richards, although his discovery visit must have

preceded, by a very narrow mergic, the location and the work accomplished by y¥oster.



While it may ve possible thet underbrush covers anovher outcroovinz vein in the
vicinity, the writer is of {he definite opinion that the Foster prospect and the
Richards prospect are one and the same. It is currently un-staked and there nas
been no further work accorplished since the Geve ol roehm's examination,

Two samples were cub across the rough, norih face ol the vein, as exposed for
a width of sleven feet in the old ocut. A grab sample was also taken from the dump.

The assay results were as follows:

FProm footwall, O to 5 feet

Ditto, 5 fest to 1l feet

Au ... 0a0.. Nl Al sasieenenss 0,01

AZ civeecnies. Tracs AZ cviiiriseer Trace
‘. CU suieeevssss Trace CU sivesasnsss 0,054

Pb vievieaees Trace PU (oviieacrssr Trace

Greb, from Dump

A .e.ce000s Trace
AZ seerneasas Trace
Cu ...v.evess Trace
Pb toveenarss Nil \

It should be noted that these assays reflect the effect of surface leaching
of the suliide minerals. It wes not practical, at this time, to clean and prepsre
a deep cut prior to sampling, therefore the two samples from the vein represent a
depth of cu% amounting to one or two inches. Roehm's sempling was done at the
bottom of the then new cut, anc should be considered more accurately representa-
tive of the vein matter. The writer's samples were obtained primerily as rough
checks and no attempt wes made to separately sample the two to three feet of vein
adjoining the hanging wall, which portion was seen to comprise the hizhest grade
materisl. This higher zZrade portion was included in a five foot sample section

by koehm (Semple 1062}, end in & six fooi section oy the writer (5 to 11},



Roehmt!s two samples are reported as follows:

Semple 1062 Semple 1063
AU csaeeere Nil A siieeenee. 0.02 02, per ton
AZ tveiasor 0.10 0z. per ton A vevevriene, 0,30 M " "
CU svsnaose 1.20 % CU wsenseavess 0.47 %
PY tisevers 0.55 % Pb soeinveees Nil
ZD siiesose Le22 % ZN ciavesress 0.18

The current examinmtion can add nothing of importance to Roehm's report. The
values across & full wining width, in this one cut, do not appear to warrant par-
ticular interest, slthough the writer fully agress with Roeshmts suggestion that the
vein should have been opened end sampled at omne or two additional_points slong its
exposed langth. Generslly, it would seem thet in 1942, when the ground cover was
at a2 mipimum, the additional exploratory work necessary to properly evaluats the
vein and to ssek 1ts extensions by trenching at each end, would bave been inexpensive
and wise. Now, however, the existing cover of dense brush and quantities of debris
from loggirg operations severely reduces the chances for new surface discoveries
and increases the cost and labor of trenchipz and other exploratory work. The
feet remeins, nevertheleas, that the prospect appears 0 have little merit unless
additional discoveries are made to incrsase both the tonnage end the tenor. The
good width of the one knowr veirn, the relatvionship to granitic intrusives and to
massive limestone, together with other evidsnce suggesting favlting and shearing
in the vicinity of the vein, and perhaps severasl hundred yards to the west thereol,

are sll fzvorable elements that should be weizhed against the unfavorable features.

B e

Art Glover, Engr.-pssayer
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