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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND MINERAL RESOURCES AZMILS DATA

PRIMARY NAME: DIXIE

ALTERNATE NAMES:
UNCLE JOHN
SETH PARKER
RED MOUNTAIN

MARICOPA COUNTY MILS NUMBER: 495

LOCATION: TOWNSHIP 4 N RANGE 5 E SECTION 25 QUARTER SW
LATITUDE: N 33DEG 39MIN 15SEC LONGITUDE: W 111DEG 47MIN 10SEC
TOPO MAP NAME: MCDOWELL PEAK - 7.5 MIN

CURRENT STATUS: DEVEL DEPOSIT

COMMODITY:
COPPER OXIDE
SILVER
GOLD LODE
TIN

BIBLIOGRAPHY:
USGS MCDOWELL PEAK QUAD
ADMMR DIXIE MINE FILE
ADMMR "U" FILE
US DEPT. OF INTERIOR DECLARED CLAIMS NULL &
VOID
ADMMR RED MTN CONSOLIDATED COPPER MINES CO.
FILE
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Mine

District

Subject:

DEPARTMENT OF -MINERAL. RESOURCES
STATE OF ARIZONA
FIELD ENGINEERS REPORT

'Dixie Mine bMe June 29, 1962

McDowell Dist., Maricopa Co. Engineer Lewis A. Smith

Interview with A. Ben Shallﬂt 4841 E. Redrock Drive, Phoenix, 6-28-62.
Location: T. L N., R, 6 E., s 30 (6 miles W of Fort McDowell)

Mr. Shallf@it, who retired from the R.F.C. recently, visited the mine and
reported that the mineralization was apparently controlled by pre-

mineral cross-fractures intersecting the shear veins. This caused
localization of the better ore into lenses. The area consists of schist
(host rock) intruded by porphyry and the ore lying in sheared and silici-
fied zones trending generally close to "quartz-porphyry" dikes which have
apparently caused severe shearing. These zones trend generally NE-SW.

The dip is 40 to 50 degrees SW. Sometimes the outcrop can be traced for
5000 feet on the strike and the mineralized belt is up to 100' wide locally.

Meyers, in an early report, mentioned that the mineralized area contained
a gossanlike impregnation of iron oxides. The rock at or near the surface
is cellular and pitted which Meyers attributes to leaching out of

former sulphides.

Mr. Shallit stated that he had seen several assays which showed as much
as 2 percent of tin{| in addition to copper, silver, and gold. However,
the mineralization, on the whole, excluding the tin, was low grade with
local better concentrations. He was interested in checking the tin
assays, since tin analyses are difficult to run properly.

The property has a 240 ft. vertical shaft, a 300 foot tunnel and a 125
foot drift at or near the bottom of the shaft. The shaft and drift
were unwatered during 1960 by Sam M. Serrine and W. W. Serrine, but
they soon afterward gave up the lease and left.



MD=27 DEPARTMENT OF MINERAL RESOURCES
' STATE OF ARIZONA
MINE OUNER®S REPORT

Date: 6-22-1942

l. Mine: Dixie Tufa 2o Location: Ft, McDowell = 38 miles N.i,

’ : of i Phoenixae

3» Mining District & County: Dixie Mining
) Diste ~ Maricopa Ccoe

4. Formmer name:

5? Owners C, A, Gillespie 6? Adéress (Owner) 1708 S. lst St.,Phoenix
7. Operator , 8e Adlress (Operator)
9..Pr;s;dent! Owning Coe 9@. President, Operating co.
lQ. Gen, Mgr? 14? Principal Minemals: Tufa Rock
l;a Mine Supte l?. Production Rate
2% Mill Supte i { lﬁn_Mill - Type & Cape
15? Ilen Employed: 17 ¢ Power = Amte & Type:

18, Operations - Present: None

19, Operations - Planned: None

RO« Number Claims, Title, etce: 2 = Clear - Located in 1940, Has filed intention
to hold for 1942-43,

2le Demeription - Toprgraphy & Gecgraphy: About 2500 ft, elevation - located on one
side of dry wash = with from 30 to 40 ft, from creck bed to top of
mesa. Tufa exposed on straight face of creek bed = descrt vege+
tatione £

22e Mine Vorkings = Amt, & Condition: Only location holes - Outerop exposcd on face
of bank of creek bed,

(over)



2w, Geology & Mineralization: Tufa rocke

24, Ore ~ Positive & Probably, Ore Dumps, Tailings:

240, Dimensions and Value of Ore body: Have unlimited supply. Bank is 30 to 40 .
traced for 1700 ft. along cureek bede

25, Mine, Mill Equipment & Flow-Sheet:

26, Road Conditions, Route: Graded highway to within 6 mi. of prepertys The six mio
is ordinary mine road. They will have to be a half a
mile road to be made to reach Tufas

]
27, Water Supply: Have plenty of water from shaft from mining property I owne
About 2500 or 3,000 ft., from Tufa

28, Brief History:

29, Special Problems, Reports Filed:

30, Remarks: The property is virgin propertye. Has never been worked, and has very
little overburden,

3le If property for sale - Price, terms and address to necgotiateo

32, Signature _Cs As Gillespie




L ePARTMENT OF MINERAL RESOurCES
STATE OF ARIZONA

MINE OWNER’S REPORT

Date
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1. Mine

)//;&;'1’/7 /
4. Former name
5. Owner /Eﬁ /f : "’5“;.-;*&&;-’-"((’ 6. Address (Owner) / ';*’f"‘-g
7. Operator » 8. Address (Operator)

9. President, Owning Co. 9A. President, Operating Co.

19. Operations: Planned
: te i 14 _/}";ﬁ’;/l)
20. Number Claims, Title, etc. ';,2" ” ) !
. . ) L o g
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Gen. Magr.

. Mine Supt.

. Mill Supt.

. Men Employed

. Operations: Present
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14. Principal Minerals

15. Production Rate

16. Mill: Type & Cap.

17. Power: Amt. & Type




23. Geology & Mineralization

24. Ore: Positive & Probable, Ore Dumps, Taiiings

24A. Dimensions and Value of Ore body / 7[/57; 28 /w_ 4{, - /é A ,Q}

4 #o / Zle //490 ,/4“ ’é‘/{//f.)/,',

25. Mine, Mill Equipment & Flow-Sheet
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28. Brief History

29. Special Problems, Reports Filed
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31. If property for sale: Price, terms and address to negotiate.

33. Use additional shegts if necessary.
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 DIXIE MINE MARICOPA COUNTY
MeDOWELL DIST,
Info, received that Wilfred W. Sirrine and Sam M, Sirring 2334 W, Monroe,
Phoenix, Arizona, own the copper property DIXIE MINE near McDowell, Pinacle ™
Peak Dist,, Maricopa County.

LEWIS A, SMITH - 6-26-60 - Memo

‘,
1Y

NIN WR 4/22/83: Alan Rabinoff with the BLM's Geologist Training Center
called. He reported that the BLM uses the Dixie Mine in the McDowell
Mountains as part of their training school. The students map a 200 foot
drift in Pinal Schist. The surface has been patented to Maricopa County

for use as a park but the minerals were reserved to the Federal Government.
Recently some citizen was hurt in the drift so Alan was looking for guidelines
for constructing a door at the portal of the drift. He was referred to the
Mine Inspector's office to check for any special safety requirements.
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DErARTMENT OF MINERAL RESOURCES
STATE OF ARIZONA

" OWNERS MINE REPORT

- Date dy-}/d‘bf/?ﬂ@
Mine M ‘

AN LR

District WMP Location f/ﬂ«;@a L(//4»/\ ;/ W%MLZ/
Former name %7,944
Owner C, ﬂ/@uﬁ/@ﬁ M Address Dovaneey Y PHet=

Operator Address

President —— Gen. Mgr. ——
Mine Suph, - Mill Supt. ——
Principsl Metals M M‘A %« Men Employed .——
Production Rate = Mill: Type & Cap. o~

Power: Amt. & Type 34‘0# 62,4474 W—.Z:, @-,476 Y- av;&’,/f’/édd P

Operations: Present —

Operations Planned M ¥ 4844&1»@76

Number Claims, Title, etc. %ﬂft—@ - W L‘ZM

Description: Topog. & Geog. /C/ﬁ_z /‘A“/‘/ C’ - WM

g » s a&,&
Mine Workings: Amt. & Condition #.4#J W‘//VM/YM
Py /QO P J&Mg‘a\

WW-& i a}(gﬁé:a,/ W-cﬁ?/‘/-d )~
./‘/’C*é')“f/\ W

(over) !



Geology & Mi lizati W.—- Wo\éiz ;
eology ineralization W e X D

Ore: Positive & Probable, Ore Dumps, Tailings /s‘é( m/ f"f"'«‘ﬁf\«

Ly =

Mine, Mill Equipment & Flow Sheet —

Road Conditions, Route /%401-!—0)— MQW) QJWM@Z/) %an..\
§ reloe Lot

Water Suppl
ater Supply Vb?( /(’\

W&JMAZMJ
F il il t /“"“/

Brief History

Special Problems, Reports Filed

Remarks MW@ loher X 240 ’WW
Coritanstig Y ocf iy Lnl) boi e ab 2L

If property for sale: Price, terms and address to negotiate.
W/ﬂ/w&a/\wm—-/é@¢ 0 e,
4'?— /7% W Qé/%}é%( Z,e_m
M P Aox 224, Pbroremars (P .

Use additional sheets if necessary.




MD-14 DEPARTMENT OF MINERAL RESOURCES
STATE OF ARIZONA
OWNERS MINE REFORT

Date August 10, 1940
. ¥

Mine Dixie
Mining District & County - McDowell Dist. Iocation - 8 miles west of McDowell

My o § Maricopa Countye. X o -

) _n” } % {: '!..-»
Former Name - Weyora Group i &«[LJ Gk
Owner - C, A.bGiilespie UL Address - Phoenix, Arizona

Gertrude Backley Mssa, Arizona
Operator Address
President Gen. Mgr,
Mine Supt. Mill Supb.
] 4 "

Principal Me®als - Gold, Silver and Copper Men Employed
Production Rute ' Mill: Type,& Cape

Power: Amv., & Type -~ 240 ft. Chicago Pneumatic
Compressor and 50 HP Gas Hoist
Operations: Present

Operations Planned - Dewater and develop.

Number Claims, Title, etc. -~ 9 claims held by location

Description: Topography & Geography - large shear zone in porphyry schist.

Mine Workings: Amt,. & Condition - 240 ft. vertical shaft, 300 ft. tunnel, short
drift on 125 ft. level in sulphide mineralization,
Tunnel area is oxidized with gold and silver '
content,



Geology & Mineralization - Minerals - chalcopyrite, barite and tetrahedrite.

Ore: Positive & Probable, Ore Dumps, Tailings - To be determined by further
' development through showings,
Ore very promising for large
tonnage.

Vein Width, length, Value, etce =
Mire, Mill Equipment & Flow Sheet

Road Conditions, Route - Good - via Scottsdale, Fort McDowell, thence 8 miles
west,

Water Supply - From shaft, except for domestic purposes which must be hauled
from Verde river, 8 miles distant.

Brief History
Special Problems, Rgports Filed

Remarks - Water should be taken out to 240 ft, present depth. ' Crosscutting and
drifting should be done at this point. All sulphide mineral is high
grade for concentration,

If property for sale: Price, terms and address to negotiate - Property for sale
at $65,000 to be paid on a 10% royalty basis, all
in five years.

Address - Route 9, Box 974, Phoenix, Arizona.,

4

SIGNED - C., A. Gillespie
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Form 39801
¢ (September 1970)
(formerly 3820=-1)

Technical Review

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

State Arizona

e R

Serial NumBer

A-7071

MINERAL REPORT

Validity Examinaticn
of
Mining Claims
In The
Dixie Mining District

(Title)

LANDS INVOLVED

South %, Section 25
T. 4 N., R. 5E., G&SRM

January 23, 1976
(Date)

By

Richard Harty

Management Review

GFRO 83C-392
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Introduction

On June 13, 1972, the City of Scottsdale filed an application for a Recreation
and Public Purpose Lease/Purchase on 960 acres of public domain land in

T. 4 N., R. 5E., G&SRM for use as a city park. Mineral-and land reports

were prepared on the area and the lands were classified for transfer on

June 27, 1973. One tract of land (640 acres) was clear of any alternate

land usa conflicts and was leased to Scottsdale on May 2, 1975. ‘A mineral
conflict was noted on the remaining 320-acre tract. A mineral report by

T. L. Rowley, dated March 1, 1973, recommended that adverse proceedings be
initiated against the mining claims in this tract under the following charges:

a. Mineral has not been found within the limits of the claims in suffi- 
cient quantity and quality to constitute a valid discovery.

b. The land embraced within the claims is non-mineral in character.

c¢. The claim locations were not distinctly marked on the ground so that
their boundaries could be readily traced.

Contest of Mining Claims Complaints A-7071-1 through A-7071-7 were issued onm
June 7, 1973. The complaints were timely answered by the Contestees and a
request for a hearing date was transmitted to the Administrative Law Judge.
Subsequent to this action Mr. Rowley died and the hearing was postponed pending -
a new examination of the claims by a Bureau of Land Management geologist,

Between December 3, 1975 and the present date, I conducted a field investiga-
tion of the area and examined pertinent court house records. This report
is based on my findings. ’

Lands Involved

T. 4 N., R. 5 E., G&SRM, Section 25, S% (320 Acres), and other parcels related
thereto.

Location and Accessibility ' .

The tract is located on the southeast slope of the McDowell Mountains approxi-
mately 30 miles northeast of Phoenix and about 3 miles northwest of Fountain
Hills. . : ’

,Access is attained by traveling approximately 3 miles west on an unimproved

dirt road from the western city limits of Fountain Hills (attachment no. 2)s
Roads cross along the south and west boundaries of the tract but are very
limited within the tract.

The tract was readily identified by the location of the southeast and southwest
section corners for section 25 and the quarter corners for sections 25-26 and
25-36. (Photos No. :



> Topography and Vegetation

i The tract lies along the eastern slope of the McDowell Mountains and is
characterized by extremely rough topography. Elevations range from about
2500 to over 3000 feet above sea level. A series of east west trending ridges
cross through the center of the tract. Fairly well developed drainages,
flowing in an easterly directiom, cross along the northern and southern
boundaries of the tract with feeder streams extending north and south from
the higher peaks. Water flows only during periods of heavy rain. The annual
precipitation averages 8-10 inches. )

Vegetation is typical of the Lower Sonoran Desert Region .consisting of
Creosote “ush, sparse palo verde and mesquite and abundant cacti of various
types.

Geology

-The general region is composed of Precambrian granite, older Precambrian
schist and Quarternary alluvium (Arizona Bureau of Mines, Geologic Map of
Maricopa County, 1957). The alluvial material is the erosional product from
the surrounding rocks.

Locally the area is made up of silicified schist cut by quartz and quartzite
dikes, shears and faults. These generally trend in a northeasterly-southwvesterly
direction and dip to the southeast. The faulting and shearing appears to be
pre-mineral and the mineralizatiom that was noted occurs along the fracture
planes in these zones. Gossans occur in the mineralized areas, these being
highly iron stained outcrops in the sheared and silicified schist.

p—

Mining History

The area as a whole has no record of any significant mineral production.-
The Dixie mine is the only workings of any note in the McDowell Mountains
- and no records were found of any ore shipments from this property.

- The date of earliest activity in the Dixie district could not be determined,
however, a report by C. E. Miller in 1917 indicates that the majority of the
work at the Dixie mine had been done prior to that date (Attachment No. 3-
Miller Report)

Mining Claims

The Myora Mining Corporation, incorporated in Arizoma on July 21, 1964,
asserts ownership of 48 lode mining claims in the Dixie Mining District as
noted on the Affidavit of Labor filed by that Corporation on August 29, 1973
(See Attachment No. 1, pp. 1 and 2). A review of the Maricopa County records
indicates that some of these claims are held under lease by that Corporation
but ownership is held by individuals, some of whom are officers of the
Corporation.



P

It was difficult to ascertain which of the claims were located within the
S% of Section 25. The location notices were not specific in the description
of the discovery points and corners and in many instances the claims.could
not be readily identified on the ground. Information was requested from the
claimants by both telephone and letter as to the location of the claims,
discovery points and other pertinent information but no reply was received
(Attachment No. 4, pp. 1 thru 5, correspondence).

A claim map was submitted to Mr. Rowley by Mr., Homer Gillespie, one of the
claimants, in 1973 as the best available information on claim locations (
Attachment No. 5). A copy of this map was also contained in a mineral report
by Percy Wright in the 1940's, as obtained from the files at the Arizoma
Department of Mineral Resources (Attachment No. 6, pp.- 1 thru &).

On the basis of the claim map, descriptioms given on location notices and
field observations, the following claims are considered to be located, all
or in part, in the South % of section 25, T. 4 N., R. 5 E.:

Seth Parker
Uncle John
Raymond
Summit:
Clipper
Silver Horn #4, #5 and #
Bertha Extension
Bertha Extension #2
Aztec #5 | _
Surprise #1 and #2 : .
Myora #1 through #11 '
Red Mountain
Surpirze #1 through #7
Pink Pup
Jenell #1
Supprize #2
Supprise #2
Ownership of these claims, as established from the Maricopa County records,
is described by ownership groups, as follows:

Groug‘No. Bl
Claims Date Located Docket Page  Date Recorded
Jenell. #1 | 9-17-61 3848 14 9-18-61
Surprize #4 9-17-61 | 3848 21 thru 24 9-18-61
thru #7 ’ .

The above claims were located by Lee Nicholson, Homer Gillespie, Robert
Gillespie and Domald Pruitt (Attachment No. 1, pp 3-7).
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The Jenell #1 claim was described as being located about % mile in a
western direction from the Dixie Mine.

The Surprize #4 and #5 claims were described as being located about 3/4
mile in a western direction from the Dixie Mine.

The Surprize #6 and #7 claims were described as being located 1 mile in
a western direction from the Dixie Mine. ,

There were no recorded transfer for these claims however the Myora Mining

- Corporation filed assessment work in 1973 as owners of the Surprize #& through

#7 claims (Attachment No. 1, pg. 2).

The southwest corner of the Jennel {1 claim was located in the field but
varied somewhat from the claim map and location notice description (Illus-
tration No. 1, Overlay #1, point 5).

The Surprize #4 through #7 claims could not be located in the field and do
not show on the claim map. : ’ '

Group No. 2
Claim Date Located Docket Page: Date Recorded
Pink Pup 2-4-61 3588 327 2-15-61

This claim was located by Carl J. Peterson and Homer Gillespie and described
as being located about 1% miles in a north direction from Thompson Peak and
% mile west of the Dixie Mine (Attachment No. 1, pg. 8).

There were no subsequent transfers of the claim found of record and the
claim could not be identified om the ground.

Group No. 3
Claims Date Located Qggggg Page Date Recorded ,
Aztec #5 9-17-61 3848 16 9-18-61
Supprise #2 . 9-17-<61 3548 , 19 9-18-61
Myora #1 thru #11 9-4-63 4728 40 thru 50 9-12-63

The Aztec #5 claim was located by Robert Gillespie, John Pine and Homer
Gillespie and described as being located about 1 mile in a north direction
from Thompson Peak and 3/4 mile west of the Dixie Mine (Attachment No., p. 9).
A Quit Claim Deed, dated December 1, 1964, transferred all of the Locator's
interest to the Myora Mining Corporation (Attachment No. 1, p. 10). The
claim could not be located in the field and does not show on the claim

map.
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The Supprise #2 claim was located by Donald D. Pruitt and Robert Gillespie

and described as being located about 3/4 mile in a west direction from the
Dixie Mine (Attachment No. 1, p. 11). A Quit Claim Deed, dated December 1,
1964 transferred title to the Supprise claim (referencing the docket and page
of the Supprise #2) to the Myora Mining Corporationm (Attachment No. 1, p. 10).
The Affidavit of Labor filed by the Myora Mining Corporation in 1973 list

the Surprize #2 claim as under their ownership, again referencing the docket
and page where the Supprise #2 claim was recorded (Attachment No. 1, p. 2).

There was no field evidence found of a Supprise #2, Supprise or Surprize #2
claim and no indication of such on the'claim map.

The Myora #1 through #ll claims were located Ey Fred Lane and Richard
Dunwoody (Attachment No. 1, pp. 12-22) and transferred to the Myora Mining
Corporation on December 1, 1964 (Attachment No. 1, p. 10).

The Myora #1 thru #3 claims were described as being located about 1% miles
in a northern direction from Thompson Peak and % mile west of the Dixie Mine.

The Myora #4 and #5 claims were as above only 3/4 mile west of the Dixie Mine.
The Myora #6 was as above only 1 mile west of the Dixie Mine.
The Myora #7 thru #11 were as above only l% miles west of the Dixie Mine.

Two small handwritten notes located in the field denoted southeast corner

and. the south center of the Myora #7 claim (Illustratlon No. 1, Overlay No. 1,
points 1 and 2 and photo ).  The notices were approxlmately 1800 feet apart,
however, and do not fit a logical claim pattern.

Two location notices were found in the field for the Myora claims. These
wera they Myora #2 (Illustration No. 1, Overlay No. 1, point 3) and the Myora
#15 (Illustration No. 1, Overlay No. 1, point 9). These location notices
were signed by Fred Lane, Ernest Gendron and Richard Dunwoody and were dated
August 3, 1963. They do not match the notices filed at the County Recorders
Office on September 12, 1963, i '

A series of white-washed rock monuments could be followed along the south
boundary of Section 25 and conform fairly well to the location of the Myora
claims as shown on the claim map submitted to Mr. Rowley (Illustration No., 1,
Overlay No. 1). One descrepency noted, however, is that the monuments run
in an east-west direction while the location notices describe the claims

as having a southeast-northwest orientationm.



<N : Group No. &4

)

Claims Date Located Book Page Date Recorded
Uncle John 5=4-37 40 72 : 5=8=37

(Formerly Montana)

Raymond 7-1-37 40 130 7-12-37
(Formerly Colorado)

Summit 7-1-37 40 127 7-12-37
(Formerly Devide)

Clipper . 7-1-37 40 133 7-12-37
(Formerly Acid) .

Seth Parker 5-4-37 40 71 5-8-37
(Formerly Pittsburg)

The above claims were located by H. E. Ayersman and were all described as
being located about 1% miles northerly from Thompson Peak (Attachment No. 1,
pp. 23-27). ‘
Amended Notices of Location were filed for the Uncle John, Clipper+and Seth
Parker clains by C. A. Gillespie and Gertrude Barkley. The amended locations
were dated May 27, 1937 but were not recorded until July 1, 1952 (Attachment
No. 1, pp. 28-30). There is some confusion with regard to the Clipper

- e¢laim which was apparently amended prior to the date of its locatiom.

By Mining Deed, dated May 27, 1937, Mr. H. E. Ayerman transferred all of
his interest in the claims to Clarence A. Gillespie and Gertrude Barkley
(Attachment No. 1, p. 31). Again there is some confusion in the records
since the Raymond, Summit and Clipper claims were not locatad until July 1,
1937, over a month after the date of this sale.

A mining deed and option, dated June 6, 1968, stated that Anna Hansen and
Ethel Westlake were sole heir of Clarence A. Gillespie and that they Quit
‘Claim all of their interest in the above claims to Homer and Robert Gillespie.
By this same instrument, Homer and Robert Gillespie and Gertrude Barkley
leased the claims to the Myora Mining Corporation (Attachment No. 1, PP.
32-38). :

- A will, dated July 9, 1972, lists Nancy McCollough as heir to the estate of
Gertrude Barkley (Attachment No. 1, pp. 39-40).

A location notice was found in the field for the Raymond'claim and corner
monuments for the Seth Parker and Uncle John Claims (Illust:ation No. 1,
Overlay No. 1, points 4, 7 and 8).



Group No. 5

‘f\ﬁ Claims Date Located Book Page Date Recorded
Silver Horn #4 11;3-39 42 155-157 11-6-39
Thru #6 ‘
Bertha Extension 10-1-40 42 511 11-19-40
Berthan #2 10-1-40 42 512 11-19-40

The above claims were located by C. A. Gillespie and Charles Grissler
(Attachment No. 1, pp. &41-45).

The Silver Horn #4 and #6 claims were said to be located about 2 miles northerly
from Thompson Peak in the SE¥%, Section 25, T. 4 N., R. S E.

The Silver Horn #5 claim was described as being 2 miles northeasterly from
- Thompson Peak. .

The Bertha Extension and Bertha #2 were described as being located 1 mile
and 3/4 mile, respectively in a northerly direction from McDowell Peak.

By Quit Claim Deed, dated November 23, 1948, ‘Mr. Grissler transferred his
interest in the Silver Horn #4 thru #6 claims to C. A. Gillespie (Attachment
No. 1, pp. 46-47). '

An amended Notice of Location was filed for the Silver Hornm #4 claim on
January 1, 1963 and the location of the claim was given as being about 2
miles northerly from Thompson Peak in the SW¥%, Section 30, T. 4 N., R. 6 E.
(Attachment No. 1, p. 48).

By Quit Claim Deed, dated December 4, 1964, Anna Hansen and Ethel Westlake,
heir of C. A. Gillespie, transferred their interest in the above claims to
Homer and Robert Gillespie (Attachment No. 1, p. 49).

The Myora Mining Corporation filed an Affidavit of Labor as owner of all of
the Group 5 claims on August 29, 1973 (Attachment No. 1, p. 2).

By a Relinquishment of Mining Claims statement dated January 13, 1976, Mrs.
Agnes Grissler, wife and heir of Charles Grissler abandoned all rights, title
and interest to the claims (Attachment No. 1, p. 50).

‘The Silver Horn #4 =- #6 claims are shown on the claim map of the Dixie Mine
group as submitted to Mr. Rowley (Illustration No. 1, Overlay No. 1) but
could not be located in the fizld.

The Bertha Extension and Berthd #2 could not be identified in the field.
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Group No. 6

Claim Date Located Docket Page Date Recorded

Surprize #1  B=17-61 3848 18 ‘ 9-18-61

This claim was located by Robert Gillespie, Lee Nlcholson, Homer Glllesple
and Robert Pruitt and described as being located 1% miles northwest of
Thompson Peak and 1 mile west of the Dixie Mine (Attachment No. Is s S1)e

The location notice description conform with that of the Surprise #1 claim
shown on the claim map submitted to Mr. Rowley but no evidence of the claim .
could be found in the field. It differs from the description of the Surprize
#1 clalm described below as part of Group No. 7.

Groug No. 7

Claims | Date Located Docket ' Page Date Recorded
Surpize #1 2-11-61 3588 329 2-15-61
Supprisej#Z. 2-11-61 3588 . 328, .2-15-61
Surprize #3 9-17-61 3848 20 - 9-18-61

The above claims were located by Robert Gillespie and Donald Pruitt

(Attachment No. 1, pp. 52-54).
The Surprize #1 was said to be located about 3/4 mile in a westernm directi&ﬁ
from the Dixie Mine and 2% miles northwest of Tompgon (iic) Peak.

The Supprise #2 was described as being about 3/4 mile west of the Dixie Mine.

The Surprize #3 claim was said to be located about 1 mile north from Thompson
Peak and 3/4 mile west of the Dixie Mine.

By Quit Claim Deed, dated December 1, 1964, Robert Gillespie and Domald
Pruitt transferred their interest in the Surprize claim (using a reference
ta the Docket and Page where the Surprize #3 claim was recorded) to the
Myora Mining Corporation (Attachment No. 1, p. 10).

.An Affidavit of Labor filed by the Myora Mining Corporatlon on August 29,

1973 lists the Surprize #3 claim and under their ownership.

None of the Group No. 7 claims could be identified in the field.

Mineral Examination

Approximately 15 days were spent in making a field examination of the tract.

Since the claimant chose not to be present during this examination the time
was utilized in an sttempt to locate claim cormers, discovery points, sitce
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of exploration or development and any other data revelant to the deter-
mination of the validity of the claims. Access roads cross the south and
west boundaries of the tract but there is no vehicular access within the
tract. A number of traverses were made within and along the fringes of the -
tract to locate points of past or present mining activity. Illustration

No. 1, Overlay No. 2 shows the location of the sites where evidence of
workings were observed. These are discussed below chronologically:

Site No. l: At this point there was a cut into the side hill on an iron
stained silicified schist showing some quartz veining. The cut extended
into the hill about 6 feet in a due north direction and exposed some weak
shearing within the schist (Photo No. Y. This site lies approximately 50
feet in a N 359 W direction from a marker indicating the SE corner, Myora
#7. A chip sample was taken across a 5' width of the shear zone, and gave
the following assay results: 1/ -

Sample No. Weight Width Au/0z Ag/0z Cu/% Value

Dixie #8 131  5' Tr .05 Tr -—

Site No. 2: At this point there was 6' long cut into the side hill omn
a light colored, weakly iron stained schistﬁ There was no evidence of
mineralization or significant structure.

Site No. 3: At this point an adit extends into the side hill for about

'45' in a N 05° W direction. A side drift, starting about 7 feet in from the

portal runs 22 feet in a N 55° W direction (Attachment No. 8 and Photo No. )
This adit is collared in a conglomerate which comes in contact with limestone .
approximately 10' in from the portal. The limestone is highly silicified

at the face of the main adit. There was no evidence of structure or
mineralization. This site lies south of the tract area but the heading is
towards the tract and represented one of the more extensive area of activity
in the district. A sample was taken of the silicified limestone, across the
back, at the face of the main drift and gave the following results:

Sample No. Weight Width Au/Oz Ag/0z Cu/% Value ¢
Dixie #7 951 4" 005 .0 Tr --

Site No. &: At this point there is a 5' deep pit in relatively unaltered
and unstained schist. There was no evidence of structure or mineralization.
Vegetative regrowth was well developed on the dump and in the pit indicating *

- that the work was quite old.

1/ This, and all samples referenced in this report, were taken in the follow-
ing manner: The surface area was cleaned of possible contaminants, a tarp

was placed below the sample point, the sample material was cut by weighted

chip or channel sample method perpendicular to the bedding or structure,
collected on the tarp, placed in a clean sample bag, given a numerical designa-
tion and retained in v posscssion until deliverac tu chie Jacovus asuay (iiice
in Tucson, Arizonma. Sample results are listed in Attachment No. 7.

9
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Sites No. 5 and 6: At these two points there are two old cuts into the
sidehill trending in.a southerly direction. Soils have been washed into
the cuts and there is well developed vegetative regrowth. There was no
evidence of structure or mineralization. '

Site No. 7: At this point there is a shaft down about 35' with a §'
drift extending in a southerly direction from the base of the shaft (Photo No.
It is collared in an iron stained schist with some quartz veining. The
shaft lies approximately 500 feet west of the tract but represents one of the
more extensive areas of activity in the Dixie District. There was no evidence
of mineralization or significant structure. A chip sample was taken across
a 4' width of weak shearing at the face of the drift at the base of the shaft
and gave the following results:

Sample No. Weight Width Au/0z Ag/0z Cu/?% Value

Dixie #1 5 1b 4" T .05 .02 —

Site No. 8: At this point there is a caved pit or shaft lying just
above the road. Soils covered the entire area with much vegetative regrowth
and no rocks were observed in place. There was some coarse, lightly iron
stained white quartz on the dump but no evidence of mineralizatiom.

Site No. 9: At this point there is what appears to be a caved adit or
cut into the sidehill trending in a due south direction. A narrow 6" wide

. white quartz vein on the west wall of the cut was the only rock observed in

place and showed no evidence of mineralizatiom.

Site No. 10: This point lies along the crest of the ridge. A cut,
approximately 10 feet wide and 8 feet deep was made through a highly silici-
fied and iron stained schist or quartzite (Photo No. ). There was no
evident mineralization or significant structure but it was one of the few
sites of comparatlvely recent development observed. A random chip sample
was taken across and 8' width on the east wall of the cut and gave the
following results.

Sample No. Weight Width Au/Qz Ag/0z Cu/% Value
 Dixie #9 111 8’ T .05 02 ---

Site No. 11: At this point there is a 5' deep pit on a 3.5 foot wide
white quartz vein that trends in a N 50° E direction and dips approximately
60° southeast (Photo No. ). There was no visible mineralization in the
vein. A light colored fine grained igneous rock was noted on the west side
of the pit.

Site No. 12: At this point there is an incline shaft extending in a
southeasterly direction toward the Dixie shaft (Photo No. ¥« 1t is
collared in a weakly sheared silicified schist and it is estimated to be
from 20-30 feet in extent. The collar of the shaft was partially caved and
unsafe to enter. There was no mincrallication observed at the collar or on
the dump. ' '

10



Site No. 13: At this point there is an adit extending northerly into the
sidehill for approximately 15 feet (Photo No. ). It follows a 3-foot
wide shear zone in highly silicified, iron stained schists., A sample was
taken across the 3-foot width of the shear and gave the following results:

Sample No. Weight Width Au/Oz_ Ag/0z Cu/% Value
Dixie #5 6%1b. 3! Tr .05 o

Site No. 14: At this point there is a cut into the sidehill in a N 60° E
direction following a &' wide shear zome in irom stained silicified schist.
Theexcavation lies immediately adjacent to the location monument for the
Raymond claim (Photo No. ). A.channel sample was taken across the 4-foot
width of the shear zone and gave the following results:

Sample No. Weight Width Au/0Oz Ag/0z Cu/% Value
Dixie #6 8 1b &' Tr .05 Tr  * ===

Site No. 15: At this point there is a small cut into the sidehill
trending in a westerly direction. It is about 6' wide and 6' deep and exposes
a 4' wide white quartz vein in schist. There was no visible mineralization
and the work appears to be quite old with much vegetative regrowth in the
cut and on the dump.

Site No. 16: At this point there is an adit extending approximately 8'
into the sidehill, in a southwesterly direction, in silicified schist
(Photo No. ). There was no visible mineralization or significant structure.

Site No. 17: At this point there is an adit entering the sidehill in a-
N 359 E direction (Photo No. ). It extends in about 10 feet and was
widened out to about. 12 feet at the face. There was no evident structure
or visible mineralization.

Site No. 18: At this point there is an adit extending 120 feet in a
$60° W direction along a shear zonme in silicified schist (Photo No. j.
The workings lies south of the tract but are located on the Seth Parker claim
which may extend into the tract (Attachment No. 9). A descrepency was noted
here, in that the claim map submitted to Mr. Rowley depicts the claim as being
700 feet in width rather than the 600 feet described in the location notice.
The workings lie along the southwesterly extension of the structure exposed
in the Dixie Mine workings (Site No. 19).

Approximately 80 feet from the portal some copper sulfate (Chalcanthite)
mineralization occurs along fracture planes in the 4-5 foot wide shear zone
(Attachment No. 10). At the face of the drift a number of narrow shears
extend into the footwall and hanging wall and contain some weak copper sulphate
mineralization. The drift was partially caved and unstable and was not
considered safe for sampling. The copper sulphate mineralization exposed
did not appear as extensive as that noted and sampled in the Main Dixie

BB Toa Q5+ e 1G
oine workings (Site ¥o. 19).
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e ' Site No. 19: This is the site of the Dixie Mine workings located
; "¢ on the Uncle John Claim (Attachment No. 9 and Photo No. ). The mine
} is developed by a shaft, two sublevels and two raises or winzes.

A report by C. E. Meyers in 1917 (Attachment No. 3) ‘states that the mine
was at that time developed by 500 feet of working such as tunmels cuts and
shafts, the deepest being 240 feet. Two maps by Charles A. Rasor, dated
January 2, 1943 show two levels of development (Attachments No. 1l and 12).

A tunnel level located 70 feet below the shaft collar, extended for 220

feet and had two cross cuts into the footwall and one cross cut into the
hanging wall which connected with the shaft. A second level, 120 feet

below the collar of the shaft extended for 100 feet. A SO foot raise connected
the two levels.

‘At the time of my examination all workings below the 70 foot tumnel level
were filled with water and inaccessible. A map constructed by the 70-foot
tunnel level conformed fairly well with the map of that level by Charles
Rasor, with one exception (Attachment No. 13). A winze or raise was noted 100
feet in from the portal that does not show on the Rasor map and indicates
that some work was performed since 1943.

The 70-foot tunnel level exposes a 3-5' wide shear zome in silicified
and iron stained schist trending in a N 60° E direction and dipping 45-50'
southeast. Some quartz veining was noted in the shear and some dark colored
fine grained igneous rock was noted in the footwall in a cross cut running
- north approximately 90 feet in from the portal. Copper sulphate (Chalcanthite)
mineralization occurs irregularly along the shear zome, primarily on the
fracture planes. A quartzite dike crosses the structure approximately 140,
feet in from the portal and the shear zone horsetails or diverges into several
smaller fractures. A 2.5 foot zone of shearing with some copper sulphate
mineralization was noted at the face.

Three channel samples were taken along the shear zone. The first,
Dixie #2, was taken at a point 50 feet in from the portal across a 5.5 foot
width of the shear containing some copper sulphate mineralization. The
second sample (Dixie #3) was taken approximately 130 feet in from the portal,
across a 3.5 foot width on the best visual showing of copper sulphate min-
eralization in the mine. A third sample (Dixie #4) was taken over a 2.5 foot
width of shearing with some copper sulphate mineralization at the face of
the drift, approximately 220 feet in from the portal.

Sample results were as follows:

Sample No. Weight Width Au/Oz Ag/0z Cu/%  Value*
Dixie #2 AL 18 5.5 .01 1,10 .24 6.78
Dixie #3 131 3.5 .005 45 1.03 14.14
Dixie #4 12 1b 2.5" .005 «10 .35 5.06

*Calculatad at June, 1973 prices: Copper @ 60¢/1b., Gold @ $120/0z and Silver
@ $2.62/0Cz. Values based on 100% recovery of all mzcals.

’ 12



"5\ None of these samples can be considered as indicative of ore grade material,
The best sample, Dixie #3, represents less than 50 tons of potential material.

A report by the Arizona Bureau of Mines in 1966 estimates a minimum "break

even' value for copper ores from small mine operatioms at $31.50 (Attachment

No. 14). The best of the samples obtained contained less than one-half of

this value.

The Chalcanthite observed on the 70 foot level is a:secondary copper
mineral resulting from supergene enrichment. It is not amenable to the re-
duction methods normally applied to copper sulphide ores. :

A report by C. E. Meyers in 1917 (Attachment No. 3) mentioned some copper
sulphide mineralization in the lower levels of the mine. A few shows of
pyrite (irom sulphide) were noted on the 70 foot tunnel level and on the
mine dump but no copper sulphide mineralization was found in place in the
mine. Assay results reported by Meyers have little validity as they were not
taken by him, were not documented, and gave no information as to locatiom,
size, weight, assayer, etc. ' .

Conclusion
A review of the Maricopa County records and a recomnaissance of the tract

failed to provide sufficiént data to identify all of the mining claims on
the ground. -

An investigation and sampling of the past working areas in and adjacent to
the tract failed to disclose any evidence of a mineral discovery within the
meaning of the mining law, ' '

L concur with the findings of Mr. Rowley in 1973 that:

a. Mineral has not been found within the limits of the claims in suffi-
cient quantity or quality to comstitute a valid discovery.

b. The land embraced within the claims is non-mineral in charactez.

c. The claim locations were not distinctly marked on the ground so that
their boundaries could be readily traced.

-

Recommendations

I recommend that the charges set forth .in the Contest of Mining Claims
Complaint A-7071-1 through A-7071-7 be allowed to stand as written with one
exception. The name Charles Grissler should be deleted from Contest Action
A-7071-5. I further recommend that the hearing proceedings on these com-
plaints, scheduléd for February 4, 1976, be allowed to proceed as scheduled
and that Government's case be presented on the basis of this report.

13
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OPINION BY AD“INISTRATIVE JUDGE THOMPSON

This is an appeal from the Vovember i 1976 decision of Adm1n-
istrative Law Judge John R. Rampton fxndlng null and void all of the ></
claims 1nvolved in a consolidated contest against certain lode mining
claxms 1n Marxcopa County, Arizona. 1/

eg Among other matters, the countest ccmplaxnts agaxnst the claims
charged that minerals have not been found within the limits of the
~claims in sufficient quantities and qualities to comstitute a valid

' discovery. - Judge Rampton found that there was not a dmscovery of a
valuable mlneral deposmt wz:h1n any of the ¢laims..

The-Jnge;summar1zed‘the Government's evxdence as follows:

S The evidence presented by the contestant consisted
primarily of the testimony ‘of Richard Harty, a ‘graduate

. geclogist employed by the Bureau of Land Management,

- U.S. Department of the Interior. Mr. Harty speat, by

-‘ﬂ;hxs own, estxmate, approx1mately seventeen days examlnlng

:_ g17 Thls contest 'was a cansolxdatxou of the f0110w1ng contests agalns:
“ﬁ}the des;gnated claims situated in whole or in part within sectxon 25
el NS R D B GSR Her1d1an, Armzona.‘

“Contest Numbers b Contestees G E J Mining. Clalmp

.Arizona 7071=1 . Le .fcholson, Homer Jenell, Surprize) s,
FON AR e (T ,ﬂ;GLlles ie, Robert ) U - Surprize #5, Surprlze ><
; G111es¥1e, and Donald ot #6 “and- Sur rxse F7.
g b VAL TS Y b Pl b ; Fha N J
‘Arizona 7071-2 .~ Hemer Gi le ple'and.x B Pxnk ‘Pup and Myora #1 }Q
HlE e T TR e e D hege G lid .. Petergon : W : "
..~ Arizoma 7071=3. 'f.Myo¥Q ﬁ&nlng Corperation’X = - Aztec #5, Supprlse.#z,}( % rel

., Hale. G zdﬁhonx, Statucary Myora #"s 1 through 8,”

W o o

G e N el A ej : . 1-0,:312,; 13 b
7 “Arizonma 7071-4 " Nancy: Mc ollouoh Homer 1i er“(Amendedl/ 5
ot T s R e Gillespie and Roggrt gnd Seth\yarker yk,--"

'Glllesple ' 5(Amend ), Summit, and °

b T e S, e ; Uncle ohn (Amended) &

- Arizona 7071-5 Homer lelesple JRoberc " gilver’Horn #'s s

B qdde e D3pi1lespie, sand Chas %i - and 6; Bertha Ex en810a'

Y By A e “Grissler ,ZJJT' el © and ertha Extension #2

~ Arizona 7071-6 ~  Myora} Wxnlng Corporatton, Wlea #'s l and 2

"+ Hale C. Toghoaj, Sca:utoryf
'J,Ageﬂt‘ and Lee chholgp
'F/\

Supr1 é #1 (or Sy T

:Aiiianag,:f . Domald’ P:u tt and Rob sk
Bt e M ‘Gillespie - prize #1), ‘Suppriize #2 ns
L g e S T Suprizé #3 (or Sur-i~“ L

'7{pr1ze #3)
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IBLA 77-77

‘the claims on the ground between the period from early
Sep:ember, 197({5}, until mid~ January,_l976 ‘again immedi-
ately prior to the hearlng ag scheduled in February and
prior to the hearing as held in April. The ‘claims had
been prevxously examined by Mr. Thomas Rowley for the
Bureau of Land Management, but Mr. Rowley died prior to
the hearing and the examination by Mr. Harty was ‘indepen-.
dent'of'thé'pfeviOus'examination. ‘Because Mr. Harty was
‘unable to xffectuate a meeéting with any of the mining.
-claimants to conduct a’ joint examination or to have them
point. out to h1m the location: of the claims on the ground,
he used a map (Gov. Ex. D) previously furnished to
- Mr. Rowley by the mining ‘claimants as a guide. He found
few corner’ monuments and was unable to verify the loca-
. tion jof: the;clalms as shown on the map and from the
'1_;descr1pt10ns contained in the claim notices. He,-there-_:“
' fore, walked the entire South one~half of Section 25,
“ﬁsearchlng for outcroppxngs or ev1dence of mzneralxzatlonf

.cambrian;granlte Precambrlan schxst and Quaternary allu- e
;1v1um, and erodent ptoduct of the granites and schists,. .
- with:some quartzxte dikes, quartz velns and" relatxvely
';narrow shear zones, (Tr. 54) Some areas showed evidence ..:
~of ironm. oxlde appear1ng as gossan and what mxnerallzatLOn
’he found was related to these Lron ox1d1zed areas. (Tr 54)

-.._In the lxtera:ure avallable he fcund tha: there wetg ;;ﬂt-
no: productlve properties in the area. and no mineral- 3

_developed”except ‘for* :he Dlxxe ‘mine;, whzcn was developed st
' ?!10£ to. 1917 (Tr. 55) kg o Ak ] Rl g,

% Some of the’ cuts “and pxts showed no v151ble evidence'
“;of mxneralxzac1on or' sxgn}flcan; structures’ exposed and
‘0o samples were taken atfthese poxnts.» Where he found

;xoug surface rock samples' { ¢
fAltho gh the'map of the workings on'the’ Dixie mine. (Exs.x:
fMC)-showed he'Shaft extendxng to 220’feet in.

A L N T
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'0f a total of nine samples.taken and assayed for
gold, silver, and copper, six showed only a trace or
insignificant amounts of these minerals. One sample
taken from the Dixie mine, approximately 50 feet in
from the portal, assayed .0l ounces gold, .10 ounces
silver per ton, and .24 percent copper, which he com-
puted had ‘a total recovery value, as of prices quoted .
in 1973, of $6.78 per tom. A sample taken approximately
130 feet in from an adit leading from the 70-foot level,
assayed va'ues of .005 gold, .45 cilver per ton, with
1.03 percent copper, for a total recoverable value of
$14.14. " The third sample taken from the face of the
main drift at the 70-foot level in the Dixie mine assayed .
.005 gold, .10 ounces silver per ton, and .35 percent
copper, for a total recoverable value of $5.06 per ton.

Mr. Harty, quoting from an Arizona Bureau of Mines'
publication of 1966, stated the break-even point for
small underground mines was $31.50 per ton. (Tr. 127)
Since that time, the costs have increased considerably.
and he estimated the values would have to exceed $50
per ton for a profit to be made. (Tr. 144)

Mr. Harty stated that he knows of no mine in the
United States where precipitated copper, such as he saw
"in the Dixie mine, is being mined economically; that
Chile is the only area where a large blanket of high
percentage copper deposit is being mined. (Tr. 126)

Based upon his examination and the results of the,
assays received from the samples taken, Mr. Harty was
of the opinion. that there were no valuable minerals
exposed on any of the.claims situated in the South omne-
half of Section 25 which would warrant further expendi-
‘ture by a prudent man with a reasonable expectation of
develeping a paying mine. :

Mr. Robert A. McColly, the senior mineral examiner
with the Bureau of Land Managemen: in Arizona, visited _
the claims with Mr. Harty on two occasions. He was shown
where and how the samples were taken, and as a result of
‘the assays made, he concurred with the testimony and
conclusions given by Mr. Harty. - ’

(Decision;{B-S);
‘ » Ll
Appellants concede that the govermment had made a prima faéie_‘
case against the validity of the claims and that the burden of proof
to establish the validity of the claims fell upon them. Foster v.
Seaton, 271 F.2d 836 (D.C. Cir. 1959). However, appellants assert

31 IBLA 227



IBLA 77-77

that they met this burden with respect to the "approximately 8 claims
consisting of the 'Dixie Mine.'® 2/ The thrust of appellants' con-
tentions on appeal go to the Judge's weighing and analysis of con-
testees' evidence. The Judge summarized that evidence as follows:

In rebuttal, the evidence presented by the contestees
consisted mainly of documentary evidence in the posses—
sion of Mr. Homer Gillespie, an officer of Myora Corpora-
tion. Exhibit 1-MC is a map of the claims as plotted by
the claimants sometime after Mr. Rowley's examination
in 1973. +this map was not made available to Mr. Harty and

. it does vary from the map used by Mr. Harty in the loca-
tion of certain of the claims in relationship to each other
and as to several claim names.

The location certificate descriptions are so vague
- as to preclude using these descriptions as more than
a general guide. It was, therefore, agreed by the parties
that Exhibit 1-MC be accepted as correctly portraying
the claims as they were located on the ground and the
claim names. The claims as listed in the caption have
been corrected to reflect this agreement. :

Exhibit 2-MC is a mapping of the adits on the 75-
and 125-foot levels on the Dixie mine drawn by R. Wagnon,
a mining engineer who operated on the property in 1961
and 1962. Exhibit 4-MC is an assay report from a sample
ostensibly taken from the Adams tunnel on the Uncle John
claim in 1972, which shows silver values of 79.3 ounces
per ton. Exhibit 5-MC is an assay report obtained from
H. Gratton Lynch, who leased the mining claims at one
time. Mr. Gillespie testified that he assumed the assay
is from samples taken from the Dixie mine, but does not
know where and at what level. Exhibit 6-MC is an assay
‘report of a sample presumably taken from the Dixie mine,
on which someone unknown had added the words "200~foot
level." Exhibits 7- and 8-MC are smelter returns of some
12-1/2 tons, again presumably from the Dixie mine. These
“exhibits were received in evidence as corporate records
and do show substantial and possibly marketable values of
ore. At the present time, however, because the mine is

2/ The record does not clearly establish that the Dixie mine extends
to eight claims. The rgcQ;d tends to show that the Dixie mine is . .
prima{}ly’withinvthe Uncle® John Claim but may continue into. the T
Seth Parker claim and another claim. (See, e.g., Tr. 109, 199, 205,
. '270.) There is insufficient evidence to support any inferences that
the mine extends into other claims. '

31 IBLA 228 _ GFS(MIN) 42(1977)
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flooded, no verification can be made of the mineralization
below the 70-foot level in the Dixié mine.

Mr. Gillespie testified that he has been on the
200~foot level of the Dixie mine and has seean a l4~foot
wide vein exposed. He further testified as to a hole
being drilled by North American Mining Company on the
Uncle John claim and that he knows the assay results of
the core sample, but does not know where the assay is
now. He st:ted he has had assays of samples taken from
the Dixie mine, but had none available with him at the
hearing. It might be further noted that Mr. Gillespie
makes no claim to have mining experience or to a mining
degree.

Mr. Donald F. Reed, a graduate consulting mining
engineer, testified that he had examined the claims
for Maricopa County in 1966. He looked at all of the
assay records and smelter runs available, and as a result,
advised the County that the claims were valid. He based
this opinion on the fact that the property is om a broad
mineralized belt and that although no known mining opera-
tions have existed within close proximity, the presence
of the minerals shown in the adit and underground work-
ings on the Dixie mine indicates that primary mineral=-
ization was formed from ascending solutions and, there-~
fore, there is a possibility of ore bodies at depth,
(Tr. 263) o

Mr. Reed admitted he made no thorough investiga-
tion and he did not examine the Dixie mine. No examina-
tion was made of Section 25 because the County was not
interested in that section.

In his opinion, there is a good possibility the
structures and mining values on the Dixie mine would
extend into Section 25, but the only way to teil would
be to do extensive diamond drill work. Whed asked what
work would »e necessary to determire the value, he stated
that if he had an interest in the mine, he would first
dewater the Dixie mine and explore further on the lower
workings. (E;T_EETT‘

(béc?éion; 5-6). -

Judge Rampton then discussed the law concerning discovery of a
valuable mineral deposit and burden of proof. He concluded that the
Govermment had made a prima facie case of lack of discovery, and that
the contestees had failed to overcome that case. Specifically, he
stated: '

31 IBLA 229
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The evidence presented by the mining claimants was
woefully inadequate to meet their burden. The assay
reports and results of the mill-run tests ostensibly taken
from material removed from the lower levels of the mine
are strictly hearsay, can be given little or no weight,
and could be received in evidence only as an exception
to the hearsay rule. The Government had no opportunity
through cross-examination to determine the places and
methods of sampling and the amounts of ore present. All
of these factors must be determined before conclusions
can be reached as to whether there is even a possibility
of working the Dixie mine at a profit.

Although Mr. Gillespie stated that he had taken
samples from the claims and that drilling work had been
done, he was unable to offer any assay reports of his own
samples or assays to the drill cores. Viewed in its most
favorable light, the testimony of the contestees consisted
of hopes and beliefs based on work done by their predeces-
sors in interest that valuable ore exists at depth. In
the case of Henault Mining Company v. Tysk, 419 F.2d 766
(1969)2 cert. denied, 398 U.S. 950 (1970), the court said:

« « « A reasonable prediction that valuable
minerals exist at depth will not suffice as a
; "discovery'" where the existence of these minerals
By G - has not been physically established. (Emphasis
A ‘ added)

It appears clear that the mining claimants are still
in an exploratory stage at this point. The testimony of
the mining claimants' own expert witness, Donald F. Reed,
at pages 265-266 of the transcript illustrates this finding:

Q. . Well, now, in terms of the Dixie mine and
the claims very close to it, would a rea-

- sonable and prudent man be justified in
expending his labor and means with a rea-
sonable prospect of developing a paying

. mine there? <

A. . I would say that a reasonable and prudent

.man would be justified in spending a limited
amount of money, say $25,000 or $50,000, in
doing this exploratory work. If that explor-

atory work was disappointing, of course, he
would have simply lost that money, I mean
this is speculation. '

a) GFS(MIN) JD-3(1970) , : GFS(MIN) 42(1977)
31 IBLA 230
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If it proved that there was, that there did
exist ore bodies at depth along this struc-
ture then, of course, he would be justified
in spending more money and more time and
labor.

This is a thing that you do step by step,
And at pages 266-267:

A.  The things that I've just explained to you,
the potentiality of the property. There is
a8 potential there. Now, whether the mineral
is there or not in sufficient value on volume
to make a profitable mining operation I can't
tell you and no one else can tell you until
this exploratory work has been done.

It is clear from the evidence available at the present °

time that no prudent man would proceed to the development

of any of the claims in contest without: (1) dewatering the
mine, (2) doing further drillings to ascertain whether and
to what extent values exist at depth, and (3) further sampl-
ing the lower workings. That work, as recommended by the
mining claimants' ocwn witness, is not in the nature of
development of a discovered ore body, but a search for val~
“ues which would justify development. ' '

The mining claimants contend that work necessary to
prove the existence of ore was not done because it is impos~ -
sible to obtain investment money when the claims are under
contest and, further, that the lease and option to purchase
to North American was not carried out solely because the
principal of North American died at the outset of the trans-
action. However, that ‘transaction was to be entered into in
1968 (Ex. 9-MC), and the contest proceedings were not brought
until 1973. However, the original locations of mining claims
on this property date back many years, and the claims were
either acquired by the contestees or located in the period
1961 througt 1963. Given this lengih of time between the
acquisition of the claims and the filing of the contest, I
find little merit to the argument that the mining claimants
have been unable to do the necessary work to establish that

they do have valid discoveries on the claims in accordance
with the established case law. ‘ ad

i ; 5 “{Decision, 8-10),

1] The real question presented in this appeal is whether
contestees' evidence is sufficient to establish the existence of a

31 IBLA 231
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valuable mineral deposit on the claims or at least rebut the Govern-
ment’'s prima facie case that no such valuable deposit has been dis-
covered. The standards for discovery of a valuable mineral deposit
are well established. A discovery of a valuable mineral deposit has
been made "where minerals have been found and the evidence is of such
a character that a person of ordinary prudence would be justified in
the further expenditure of his labor and means, with a reasonable
prospect of success, in developing a valuable mine * * *,'" C(Castle v.
Womble, 19 L.D. 455, 457 (1894)4 approved in Chrisman v. Miller,
197 U.s. 313, 322 (1905) Implicit in this condition is the concept
that the mineral material may be mined, removed and marketed at a
profit. United States v. Coleman, 390 U.S. 599 (1968)? Converse V.
Udall, 399 F.2d 616 (9th Cir. 1968) dcert. denied, 393 U.S. 1025
(1969). Where further exploratory work is necessary to demonstrate
either the extent of the mineral deposit or that it can probably be .
exploited profitably, there is no discovery. United States v. Winters,
2 IBLA 329, 78 I.D. 193 (1971).® As Judge Rampton pointed ocut, the
testimony of the contestees' own expert witness (Tr. 265-67) fully
supports the conclusion that there can be no basis for a reasonable
expectation of profit until further exploratory work has indicated
whether or not there is a large enough volume of ore to sustain a
profitable mining operation. Appellant has been unable to show ade-

~ quately the existence of a valuable mineral deposit on any of the

. ¢laims containing minerals in sufficient quantity and of suff1c1ent
quallty to support a mlnxng operation.

A . [2] Nevertheless, despite the opinion of their own expert wit-

i . ness concerning the present condition of the workings of the Dixie
mine and the need for further exploration to establish if there are,
in fact, minerals within the mine, appellants contend that documentary
evidence submitted at the hearing establishes a discovery of a valu-
able mineral deposit. They assert that Judge Rampton failed to give
appropriate evidentiary weight to certain exhibits which "conclusively
ﬂestabllsh the presence of substantial tonnages in ores and that from
the ores present a profitable mine can be worked." (Statement of
Reasons, 4.) These exhibits consist of assays made in 1968 (Ex. 4-MC)
and 1962 (Exs. 5-MC and 6-MC) along with mill runs from 1940 (Exs.
7-MC and 8-MZ). Appellants contend that these exhibits indicate the

presence of values which exceed the cost of mining the ore.

Appellants take issue with Judge Rampton's stated reason for giv-
ing little weight to this evidence, i.e., that it was hearsay and
not subject to cross-examination. Appellants fail to recognize the
gravamen of the Judge's reason why the evidence should be given little
‘weight: that there was no foundation testimony, subject to cross- :
exdmination, which tended to show that the samples er past ptoduct1dn
represent the material that can now be mined from the claims.

The exhibits which are the subject of appellants" argumenf do not,
by themselves, establish the existence of a valuuble mineral deposit '

.(,, ' b) GFS(MIN) Supp. No.l
c)  GFS(MIN) JD-1(1968)
d) - GFS(MIN) JpP-4(1968) . 31 IBLA 232 .
e) GFS(MIN) 16(1971) GFS(MIN) . 42(1977)
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on the claims, nor are they sufficient to rebut the government's prima
facie case, so as to require dismissal of the contest. See generally,
United States v. Taylor, 19 IBLA 9, 82 I.D. 68 (1975).% The present
and prospaective value of any mine consists in what is in the earth,
not in what has been taken from it. Assay results have no probative
value without further evidence establishing how each sample was taken
and where the sample was taken from so that the fact-finder can deter-
wine how accurately the sample represents what remains in the ground.
By themselves, the assay reports do not tell us whether the samples
were taken from areas of isolated mineral occurrences or from areas

of continuous mineralization. They tell us nothing about the size or
extent of the deposit from which they were taken. Without such infor-
mation, it is impossible to form a basis for a reasonable belief that
the mineral in the ground can be mined, removed, and marketed at a
profit. The mill runs (smelter returns) may establish that large
quantities of valuable material had been removed in the past, but by
themselves, they do not tell us whether more minerals remain. Evidence
of past production is not sufficient to establish the discovery of a
valuable mineral deposit; if the mine is worked out, a discovery is
lost. U.S. v. Houston, 66 I.D. 161 (1959). For these reasons, assay
reports and records of past production, by themselves, can be given
little weight in determining the validity of a mining claim. See
United States v. Maley, 29 IBLA 201 (1977)¢ United States v. Avgeris,
8 IBLA 316 (1972)8 We find that Judge Rampton properly gave these
exhibits little weight in his evaluation of the evidence, and correctly
found the claims null and void for lack of discovery.

Therefore; pursuant to the authority delegated to the Board of
" Land Appeals by the Secretary of the Interior, 43 CFR 4.1, the deci-
sion appealed from is affirmed.

oan B. Thompton
Administrative Judge

.. £) GFS(MIN) 13(1875) 3] 1BLA 233
g)  GFS(MIN)  13(1977)
~"h) GFS(MIN) 2(1973)
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COPY
‘ REFORT O. _.HE PROPERTY OF THE DIXIE MINING .R0UP (which consists
of ten unpatented claims) LOCATED MARICOPA COUNTY, FORT MCDOWELL,
ARIZONA.
By C+ E. Meyers, Mining Englneer.

@ DIXIE MINING GROUP ;
Gentlemen: Phoenix, Arizona

Pursuant to your request of April 5, 1917, I submit for your consideration the
following report, based upon a personal examination of your property:
LOCATION: This group of ten unpatented and surveyed mining claims, consisting of

. approximately 200 acres, is situated in the central portion of the Dixie

Mining District, in Maricopa County, Arizona. The locations claimed, cover the miner-
alized outcroppings ore bodies in an advantageous manner, and.is large enough to
prevent all chance of conflict from “extra lateral rights of any aﬁjoining propertics,

The property in consideration is situated on the east slope of the McDowell range
of Mountains, in air line about 16 miles northerly from Mesa, about 35 miles north-
westerly from Weever's Needle, about 30 miles northeasterly from Phoenix and about 6
miles westerly from Fort MeDowell, Arizona.

ACCESSIBILITY: From Tempe, a station on the Southern Pacific Railroad, the property
is reached by a road of good grade in a distance of about 30 miles,
However, from Mesa, a station on the Southern Pacific, the distance to the property
would be about five miles less and a good road,

AITITUDE WATER AND CLIMATE: An elevation of about 2500 ft. above sea level makes an
admirable and mild climate., With little development, nearby springs of

fairly good water will furnish ample water for domestic purposes. For concentration

and every connection with the treatment of ores, water in quantlty is available at

the mine.

TITIE: The claims have been held by the original locaters for years and the title

/ established by annual assessment work, is good and perfect.

TOEOGRAPHY: The locality in which this property lies is generally mountainous, cut

by ravines and gulches flowing easterly into the Verde river, and rising
abruptly a short distance westerly to the high mountains of the McDowell range, where
4 few ragged quartzite or siliceous knobs protrude their heads conspicuously above the
eroded schists, forming prominent land marks on the horizon and then gradually descend
to the Paradise Valley,

GENFRAL GEQLOGY: PBRIEFLY AND GENERALLY DISCUSSING THIS SUBJECT - The Dixie Mining
property lies in a belt of mineralized schist and prophyry, traversed
and paralleled by quartzite dykes which have a northeasterly and soutwesterly strike.
There is also some limestone bordering the mineralized dyke on the southeast, and-the
true granite lies to the north about a mile.
; Leaching »f the dykes and formati»-n has occurred on a large and extensive scale.,
The most prominent rock of the mineral bearing part of the property is silicified
gehist carrying calcite., These rocks are evidently of sedimentary origin. With the
§ilicified schists there is an intrusion of highly acidic granular rock resembling
quartz-porphyry of igneous origine. This intrusion has resulted in a great shearing
and alteration of the nearby schist causing them, in places to take on a darkened
aspect in their weathered and silicified outcrops. The formation near the igneous
rock in the dyke and ore zone is more or less stained and bears the appearance of
gossan, carrying much iron oxide on the surface, having a highly cellular and pitted
structure caused by the leaching out of former sulphldes and leaving a condition very
similar to the ore forming rocks of large copper mines of Arizona and other places, .
The property is notable for its bold outcrop 2nd continuous minpral bearing dyke over
a distance of fully 5,000 ft., in places, over 100 ft. in width. The strike is north-
easterly to southwesterly with a dip southeasterly from 40° to 50°, A number of pits,
cuts, tunnels and shafts are sunk into the underlying water levels large sulphide
bodles of commercial ore can be reasonable anticipated.




ST CoToemmawet #o Subbualulaleq Dy a winze sunk 90 fti in one of the tunnels
on the property, and has jroved that there exists valuab’ sulphide ote beneath the
water levels, : )
DEVELOPMENT: The develomment on the property of the Dixie Mining Group comprises
: some 500 ft, It is work of a prospecting character, such as tunnels,
cuts, and shafts of which the deepest is 240 ft., This work provides a means of
proving the great area of mineralized possibilities is of very considerable importance.
Tunnel No.1 is some 200 ft. in length with a 28 ft, crosscut inthe dyke matter and as
yot, neither wall has been encountered. It also has a 50 ft. winze which shows good
values. The material which came from the winze shows a high percentage of sulphides.,
The bottom of the tummel is very heavily copper stained. .

VALUES: The following list of assays were taken at various times and by different
: people and will give an idea of the values of the leached material in and
dbout the tunnel and shafts,

SIIVER GOID COPPER
21.4 .04 3.01%
3 QO . 002 Trace

2 22 Trace
Trace «60 Trace
12,5 036 o15
D Trace 17 .30
33,2 ' 016 4,20
5.0 <06 _ 1,96
6.9 o15 9650
48,3 «00 00
5.0 Trace 10,00
3163 70 5«64

17,7 «10

10,4 «03 1.66
8.8 .08 1.95
2.4 04 «50
105.4 «60 16.81

313 »70 S5.64

The samples were not taken as an average of any proven ore body but as an illustrat-
ion of the actual metal contents in the leached and semi-leached vein and dyke matter
in and about the property which serves to warrant development on an extensive scale.
The copper contents in the water is a very good indication for sulphide ore bodies
at depth,
CONCLUSIONS: Ia valuing such a property as the Dixie Mining Group it is necessary in
a way, to use comparison. With few exceptions, the surface conditions of
this property are as good as many of the producing mines of the state, There can be
no reason, then, that by developing to depth, mines of equal importance may not be
opened. On this copper belt, as well as most all other copper belts, it is necessary
to get below the leached surface, down irnto the standing water, original conditions
prevail, in order to find bodies of payable ore,

Summarizing the different advantages in favor of the Dixie Mining Group's
property attention is drawn to:- (1) The mineralized belt in which it is located,
épmpares favorably with the geological conditions of the producing mines of Arizona,
(2) The formation is favorable for economical mining, (3) The satisfactory grade of
sulphide ore contained in the mineralized dykes and which is easily treated by any of
the several processes now operating on this character of ore in Arizona, (4) with
ample funds and proper management, the property has excellent prospects of making a
large producing mine. I have no hesitation whatever in recommending’ extensive devel-
opment. Such development, I feel assured will give promising results, and the property
will develop into one 5f the large concentrating Propositions in the State,

Respectfully submitted,
C. E. MEYERS, E. M,



REFERENCES

USBM "U" File
MILS Sheet sequence number 0040130256

Geology File - Ayer, Maynard R. 1963, Mineral Resources at Mexwell Reservoir

Site, Maricopa County

See: Dixie Mine file (Colvocoresses files)
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REPORT on the . PERTY of the DIXIE MINING GROUL which consists of ten
unpatented claims), LQCATED MARICOPA COUNTY, FORT MCDOWELL, ARIZONA.

T I —m—n = v— — e it it ot o m— —— — ot ot ot (it omia s lan i G —av s

DIXIE MINING GROUP
CGentlemen: Phoenix, Arizomna.

Pursuant to your request of April 5, 1917, I submit for your comsideration the
following report, based upon a personal examination of your property:

LOCATION:This group of ten unpatented and surveyed mining claims, comsisting of approximately
two hundred acres, is situated in the central portion of the Dixie Mining District,
in Maricopa County, Arizona.

The locations claimed, covers the mineralized oubcroppings ore bodies in an esdvan-
tegeous manner, and is large emough to prevent all chance of conflict from extra lateral rights
of any adjoining properties.

The property in consideration is situated on the east slope of the McDowell range
of Mountains, in air line about sixteen miles northerly from Mesa, about thirty-five miles
‘northwesterly from Weever's Needle, about thirty miles northeasterly from Phoeniar and about
six miles westerly from Fort McDowell, Arizona.

ACCESSIBILITY: From Tempe, a station on the Southern Pacific Railroad, the property is reached

by a road of good grade in a distance of about thirty miles. However, from
Mesa, a station on the Southern Pacific, the distance to the property, would be about five
miles less and a good rToad.

ATTITUDE, WATER AND CLIMATE: An elevation of about two thousand five hundred feet above sea
level makeg an admirable and mild climate. With little development, nearby
springs of fairly good water will furnish ample water for domestic purposes. For concentra-
tion and every connection with the treatment of ores, water in quantity is aveilable at the
mine. '

TITLE: The claims have be4n held by the original locaters for years and the title established
by annual assessment work, is good and perfect.

TOPOGRAPHY: The locality in which this property lies is generally mountainous, cut by ravirnes
and gulches flowing easterly into the Verde River, and rising abruptly a short
distance westerly to the high mountains of the McDowell range, where a gew ragged quartzsite,
or sillicious knobs protude their heads conspicuously above the eroded schists, forming
prominent land marks on the horizon and then gradually descend to the Paradise valley.

GENERAL GEOLOGY: BRIEFLY AND GENERALLY DISCUSSING THIS SUBJECT: The Dixie Mining propety

lies in a belt of mineralized schist and porphyry, traversed and paralleled by
quartzsite dykes which have a northeasterly and southwesterly strike. There is also some
limestone bordering the mineralized dyke on the southeast, and the true granite lies to
the north about a mile,

Leaching of the dykes and formation has occured on a large and extensive scale.
The most praminent rock of the mineral bearing part of the property is silicified schist
carryijing calcite. These rocks are evidently of dedimentary origin. With the sili®ified
schigts there is an intrusion of highly acidic granular rock resembling quartz-porphyry
of igneous origin. This intrusion has resulted in a great shearing and alteration of the
nearby schist causing them, in places to take on a darkened aspect in their weathered and
silifified outerops. The formation hear the igneou rock in the dyke and ore zone is more
or less stained and bears the appearance of gossan, carrying much irom oxide on the surface,
having a highly cellular and pittedstructure caused by the leaching out of former sulphides
and leaving a condition very similar to the ore forming rocks of large copper mines of
Arizona and other places. The property is notable for its bold out-crop and continuous
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mineral bearing dyke over a distance of fully five thousand feet in places, over a hundred
feet in width. The strike is northeasterly to southwesterly with a dip southeasterly from
forty to fifty degrees. A number of pmts, cubs, tunnels and shafts are sunk into the under-
lying water levels large sulphide bodies of commercial ore can be reasonable antidipated.

This conclusion is substantiated by a winze sunk fifty feet in one of the tunnels
on the property, and has proved that there exists valuable sulphide ore beneath the water
levels.

DEVELOPMENT: The development on the property of the Dixie Mining Group comprises some five
hundred feet. It is work of a prospecting character, such as tumnels, cuts and shafts of which
the dmpm deepest is two hundred and forty feet. This work provides a means of proving the
great area of mineralized possibilities is of very considerable importamce. Tunnel Number 1

is some two hundred feet in length with a twenty eight foot cross cut in the dyke matter and

as yet, neither wdll has been encountered. It also has a fifty foot winze which shows

good values. The material which came from the winse shows a high percentage of sulphides.

The bottom of the tunnel is very heavily copper stained.

VALUES: The following list of assays were taken at various times and by different
people and will give an idea of the values of the leached material in and about the tunnel
and shafts

SILVER GOLD COPPER
1.4 JOL 3.01%
3.0 J02 Trace

2 22 "
Trace .60 "
12.5 .36 .15
o3 Trace 17.30
33.2 16 4.20
5.0 .06 1.96
6.9 .15 9.50
48.3 .00 .00
5.0 Trace 10.00
31.3 .70 5464
17.7 .10
10.4 .03 1.66
8.8 .08 1.95
3.4 04 .50
105.4 .60 . 16.81
31.3 .70 5.6/

The samples were not taken as an average of any proven ore body but as an @llustration of the
actual metal contents in the leached and Semi-leached vein and dyke matter in and about the
property which serves to warrant development on an extensive scale. The copper contents in the
water is a very good indication for sulphide ore bodies at depth.

CONCLUSIONS:

In valuing such a property as the Dixi4 Mining Group it is necessary in a way, to
use comparison. With few exceptions, the surface conditions of this property are as good as
many of the producing mines of this state. There can be no reason, then, that by developing
to depth, mines of equal importance may not be opened. On this copper belt, as well as most
all otjer copper belts, it is necessary to get below the leached surface, down into the
standing water, original conditions prevail, in order to find bodies of payable ore.

Summrizing the different adgantages in favor of the Dixie Mining Group's property,
attent ion is drawn to:
(1) The mineralized belt in which it is located, compares favorably with the geological con-
ditions of the producing mines of Arizona.
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(2) The formation is favorable for economical mining.

(33 The satisfactory grade of sulphide ore contained in the mineralized dykes and
which is easily treated by amy of the several processes now operating on this character
of ors in Arizoma.

(4) With emple funds and proper management, the property has excellent prospects of
making a large producing mine. T have no hesitation whatever in recommending exten-
sive development. Such development, I feel assured will give proamising results,

and the property will develop into one of the large concentrating propositions in

the state.

Respectfully submitted,

C.E, MYERS, E.M.
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JDIXIE HTNING CROUP
, . Phosnix Arizona.
Gentlemen: ; |
Pursuant to your request of April 5t1,1917, I submit for your
consideration the following repert, baaeﬁ upon & personal examination
of your property: :

?hia group of tenm unpatented and surveyed mining claims, censistin g
of approximately two

e ma mm, 1a Bituated in the central portion
of the Dixide Mining Biﬁtz‘m “in ﬂari@w County, Arizona.
_f/ The lecations claimed, covers ‘the ‘minerslized cutorepping ope

jf%edz% inan Mmﬁmm mmﬁat, m is 1&*@& enough to preventasall
c%xwe of conflict from sxtre lateral

rights of any adjoining properties,

The pro ﬁer‘ky in m&sm@mﬁm sa sltudted on the cast slope of the
wmn range raf' %xmﬁ&im, m air line shout Siztemz miles northerly
from Iiaéa, about !hiz*‘kwaiv& wil&s norfhwesterly from Weever's Heedle,
about thirty miles mﬂha%t&r&y from Phoenix =nd meat ﬁix miles

westerly from - Fort mﬁewll, Arizonsa,
ACOESSIBILITY:

E‘m Tempe, a ﬁtmiﬁm an m Smthem Paeific Railroad, the
prﬁzmsty is reached by a ma& ﬁsf W W in a distance of about

 thirty mﬂ@a. However, fmm !iasw., a &tﬁtiﬂﬁ on the Southe#n Pacifie,

the distanc: to the property, would be ahmt five miles less snd &

gcmd maﬁa

An elevation of 3zl

out two thousand five hundred feet sbove sea
lovel makes an admirable and mild olimate, With 1ittle development,
mrc..hy springs of fairly good water will furnish mis water for
domestie purposes. For concentration and every connection with the
tmaﬁmnﬁ\af oree, water in quantity is availsble a2t the mine,

H""‘”mm e claims have been held by the eriginal lecaters for years amﬁ
the title established by snnual assessment work,18 good and perfeoct.

The locality in which this property lies is generally mountainous,
cut by ravines and gulches flowing sasterly inte theVerds River, and



tunnelﬁ cuts and shafts of which the deepest is two hundred and forty
fae'&. Thisowork provides ameans of proving the great area of minersl-
ized possibilities is of very considerable importance. Tunnel Number i
is some two hundred feet in length with a twenty eight foot cross cut
in the dyke matter and as yet,neither wdll has been encountered. It A
alseo has a fifty foot winze vhich shows goed values. The material
which came from the winze shows a high per centag@ of sulphides., The
bottom ef the mml is very heavily copper ata:im&. ‘

. The fc;:{lwriag 1ist of assays were taken at various times and by
diferent people and #ill give an idea of the values of the leached
material in and about the tumnel and shafts

31.3 « 70 5.64%
17.7 .10
10.4 .03 1.88%
8.8 .08 1.95
244 04 « 509
105.4 &80 16.81%
31.3 .70 5. 84%

The samples were not tsken as an average of any proven ore body but as

an illustrstion of the asctusl metal contents in the leached and Semi-
deached vein =nd dyke matter in and about the property which serves to

- warrant develcpment on an extengive scale. The coprer contents in the

water is 2 very good indication for sulphide ore bodies at depth.

Ia valuing such a property as the Dixie Mining Group it is
sxceptions, the surfsse

necessary in a way, %o use comparison. With few
conditions of this properiy ars as goodl =8 many of the producing

mines of this state. there canbe no reason, them, that by develep-

ing to depth, mines of equal importance way aot be opensd. Om this
copper beld, a8 well as most 211 ather copper helis,it is necessary
to get below the leached surface, down into the standing water,

original conditions prevail, i?ﬁmar to Tind bcd;es of payable ore.



r-ising abrupyly a short distance westerly to the high mountaine of the
Eeﬁewell range,where a few gagged quartzite, or sillicious knebs protude
their hsads conspicously above the eroded schists, forming prominent

land marks on the horizon and them gradually decend to the Paradise Valle ye

ERIEFLY AND GENERALLY DISCUSSING THIS SUBJECT: The Dixie Mining
property lies in a belt of mineralized gchist and porphry, traversed amd
Paralleled by quartzite dykes which have a northeasterly and southwesterly
strike. There is also some limestone bor@ering the mineralized dyke on
the southeast, and the true granite 1lies $o the north about = mile.

" Leaching of the dykes and formation has oceurded on = large and
@xtensive scale. The most prominent rock of the mineral bearing part of
the property is a silicified schist carring ealcite. These rocks are
evidently of sedimentry origin. With the silicified schists there is =
intrusion of highly acidie gramlar rock resembling qarts-porphyry of
igneous origin., This intrusion has resulted in a great shearing and
alteration of the nereby schistcausing them, in places to take on a
darkened aspsct in thede weathered and silicified outcrope. The formation
near the igniows rock in the dyke and ore zome is more or less stained
and bears the appearance of gossan, carying much irom oxide on the surface,
having 2 highly cellular and pitted structure caused by the leaching cut
of former sulr-hides and leaving a condition very similarte the ore form ng
rocks of large copper mines of Arizons and other places. The property
is Mtabxa for its beld out-ocrop =nd continuocus mineral bearingiyke over
a distance of fully five thousand feet in places,over a2 hundred feet in

» width, The strike is northeasterly to scuthwesterly with a dip south-

easterly from forty te fifty degrees, A number of pits,cuts,tunnels and
shafts are sunk into the underlying water levels large sulphideg bodies

of commercial ore can be reasonably anticipated.

This comclusion is substantiated by a winze sunk fifty feet in ome

of the tunnels on the property, and zms proved that there exists valuable

Snlphiés ore beneath the m.‘_é.ex levels.

?ha- Development on the property of the Dixie Mining GPoup comprises

; such a8
some five hundzed feet. It is Woik ¢f = prospesting oharasters®”



ﬁwmariamg the diferent advantages in favor of the Dixie Mining
Group's gmp@r&ya attention is drawn %o}

(1) The mineralized belt in which it is located, compares
favorably with the geolo gical conditions of the producing mines of
Arizona.

(2) The formatien is favorable for ecomomical Mining.

(3) The satisfacter ¥y grade of Sulphide ore contained in the
mineralized dykes and vwhich is ealiily treated by any of the several
bProcessesnow pperating on this charaster of ore in Arizona.

(4) With 2mple funds snd proper management ,the property has
exelent pros-ests of making a large producing mine, I hwm ne hesit-
ation whatever in recoms

ending sxtensive development. Such develop-
ment, I feel sssured will give promising resylis, andthe property will
develope into one of the large csmmx% rating proppositions in the stale
Respectfully submitted,

C. E. M¥ers, E,M,



June 24, 1942

¢ .
Mr. C. A, Gillesple
1708 South 1lst Street
Phoenix, Arizona
Dear Mr. Gillespie:
As the Mine Owner's Report you gave us on
your Tufa Rook property does not give the name of
the mine, we are calling 1t the DIXIE TUFA MINE,

7 “ Yours very btruly,

Js B+ Coupal, Director

JBCiLP



Juae 26, 1942

Mr. C. A. Gillesple
1708 So. lst Street
mawix, Arizona

Dear My, Gillesplet

I am enclosing & copy of Mine Owner's Report

filed with this department covering the DIXTE TUFA MINE

in Haricops County.

I shell be glad to mM@ this téyorﬁ to anyone
making inquiry for a property such as yours.

Assuring you of my desire to “m helpful, and
with best wishm, I am

Yours very truly,
J. 8. Coupal, Director

J8CiLP
HEne.
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