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IcO Summary and Conclusions

Gold mineralization is known to exist within a mile west 
and southwest of the seventeen claim block described in 
this report. The gold occurs in association with disseminated 
pyrite, in narrow felsite dykes of quartz and feldspar 
porphyry, intruding basic and intermediate volcanics.

The present surveys have indicated that similiar rocks
underlie the claims held by Falrland Resources Ltd.
Certain anomalies and areas of interest located, require
additional evaluation. A total of seven Stripping Sites
have been selected, and each of these is described briefly
in the following tabulation. See also Geological Plan-Dwg.-85-7o

Stripping Description 
Site        

1 To test for possible intrusion of felsite 
dykes, and to check the significance 
of VLF anomaly 2, for possible sulphide 
mineralization

2 To check for felsite dykes, and to 
test the significance of the higher 
magnetic readings here,

3 An additional check on VLP anomaly 2.

k To check VLF anomaly 3* and it's possible 
association with the 'old Thompson claim 
9970* located immediately to the west.

5 To check VLF anomaly 7, and to check for 
possible felsite rocks which may be 
associated with the areas of low magnetic 
intensity/ .

6 This trench will check for a possible
extension of the known sulphide mineralization 
associated with the felsite dyke, located 
immediately west of Line 8E-60 South, 
baseline 2.

7 To check the moderately strong VLF
anomaly 12, and for possible intrusion 
of mineralized felsite dykes.

More detailed descriptions of the magnetometer, electromagnetic 
and geological surveys are contained in sections 2.0, 3*0, and 
^oO of this report.
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2.0 Ground Magnetometer Survey 

2 0 1 Purpose Of Survey

Bedrock within this claim block is obscured by trees, 
vegetation, boulders and other glacial material. This 
Overburden cover' greatly reduces the effeotivness of 
geological evaluation using surface mapping techniques. 
The magnetic and VLF anomalies and readings, combined 
with the geological observations, have resulted in the 
preparation of a reliable geological plan, to be used 
as a base for future exploration.

2.2 Discussion On Results Of The Survey

In general the following comments summarize the conclusions 
from the survey i

o The northern half of the property (claims 821605 to 
821613) is primarily underlain by granites or syenite 
rocks. The only exception to this, is the '4-00 foot 
wide band 1 of intermediate to basic volcanics, which 
extends across claims 82l605,-10,-ll, and-13.

o The six southcentral claims (79153, -54, -55, -58,
-59, and -60) are underlain by granitic rooks and volcanics 
of intermediate to basic composition. The actual 
proportion of both rock types appears to be about equal.

o The two southern claims (79156 and -57) appear to be 
underlain by volcanics of basic to intermediate 
composition.

o The northeast trending fault located on Line 20 West, 
between 4 south and 14 south, has been interpreted 
from a noticeable 'break' in the magnetic contours 
in the vicinity of lines 16 West and 20 Westo

The following range of gamma intensities were used to 
define contacts between the rock types t

Gammas Rook Types

XL200 Basic to intermediate volcanics 
or diabasic flows,

800-1600 Intermediate to acid volcanics.

400-800 Stocks or dykes of granitic or 
syenitic composition

<400 Possible quartz or feldspar porphyry 
rocks, or bodies of acid volcanics*
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2.0 Ground Magnetometer Survey-Cont. 

2.3 Instrumentation and Procedure

The instrument used was a Sointrex Proton Precession 
Magnetometer-Model MP-2. This portable Instrument has 
a sensivity of one gamma, and total intensity of the 
magnetic field, is displayed on a five digit, light 
emmiting diode readout window,,

The proton precession instrument uses a backward motion 
of spinning magnetic protons of a hydrogen atom, within 
a fluid of hydrogen and carbon. These spinning magnetic 
protons have two opposite poles, induced by applying 
a magnetic field using a current within a coil of wire. 
When the current is stopped, the protons precess about 
the earth's magnetic field, and in turn generate a 
small current in the wire. The frequency of precession 
is proportional to the earth's total magnetic fieldo 
Gammas are read directly, and represent the absolute 
value of the earth's total field for any particular 
station.

To correct for the dlurinal variation of magnetic 
readings, a series of twelve base stations were established 
on the line grid. All stations were 'closed* or 
correlated prior to the completion of the survey, 
During the survey, base station checks were completed 
approximately every hour. The diurinal variation was 
thus closely monitored, and individual station readings 
were corrected using time vs. station drift valueso The 
corrected readings were plotted on the accompanying 
Magnetometer Survey Plan.

3*0 Ground VLF-Electromagnetlc Survey 

3.1 Purpose Of Survey

This survey was completed to test for subsurface 
conductors, and to assist in the interpretation of 
geological structures,

VLF-electromagnetlc conductors can be the result of a 
number of factors such as rock contacts, faulting and 
fracturing in bedrock, and the existence of sulphide 
mineralization, in the form of veining or disseminations. 
Faults can become filled with water, which may cause 
a VLF anomaly.

In the current survey, a total of twelve separate 
anomalies were detected. Each of these are plotted on 
the accompanying drawing S 85-6, 'Ground VLF- EM Survey 1 , 
Comments on each of these anomalies are tabulated in 
the following section 3.2.



3.0 Ground VLF-Electromagnetic Survey-Cont. 

3,2 Discussion Of The Survey Results

Anomaly Discussion 
Number
(see VLF plan)

This anomaly appears to be caused by 
conductive overburden, and follows the v 
trend of a small creek from Line 28 West 
to 16 West. It appears to extend 
northeast of the creek, also indicating 
some type of subsurface structural conductor. 
The strength of the conductor from 28 West 
to 20 West is 'poor', and from 16 West 
to 18 West the conductance is,weak. No 
further investigation is recommended at 
this time.

This anomaly has a moderate conductance, 
and is well defined over the width of the 
claim block. It is interpreted as a 'contact 
anomaly 1 , between the volcanic and syenitic 
rocks. In view of the possibility of 
associated sulphide mineralization, along 
the contact, further work in the form of 
stripping and mapping is recommended.

In contrast to most of the other anomalies 
this one is located in the central section 
and parallel to the body of intermediate 
volcanics. It has a 'weak 1 conductance, but 
nevertheless appears to 'line up' (along 
strike) with Thompson Claim 9970-see Key 
Property Plan. This claim shows on old 
ODM maps, but no report of work on this 
claim is available* It is recommended 
that stripping be completed to expose 
bedrock over this anomaly.

The western portion of this anomaly has 
 strong'conductance which is caused by 
the old powerline cables located close by. 
It therefore does not have any economic 
significance.

The eastern portion coincides with a known 
beaver pond, and has weak conductance. 
No furter evaluation of this one is 
recommended.
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3.2 Discussion Of The Survey Results-Cont.

Anomaly Discussion 
Number_____ _______ 

( see VLF plan)

5 This one has a 'strong 1 VLF response 
which is caused by the old powerline 
located close to the conductor. For 
this reason, no further evaluation of 
this conductor is recommended.

6 The conductance of this anomaly is 
'poor 1 , and probably caused by near 
surface swamp conditions. No further 
evaluation is recommended.

7 This anomaly has a moderate response, 
indicative of 'geologic noise' ie. 
overburden etc. The associated magnetic 
response here indicates a body with 
very low magnetism. It is possible that 
sheared felsic rooks may therefore underlie 
this sector, and stripping to expose 
bedrock is recommended e

8 The conductive response over this area 
is 'very weak', and magnetically it 
equates to the conditions found over 
anomaly 7. If possible a limited amount 
of stripping should be accomplished here.

9 The response to this one is 'moderate', 
and indicative of conductive overburden. 
Further work is not recommended.

10 This conductor is 'weak', and probably 
not associated with bedrock.

11 This anomaly has a 'weak* conductance,
and probably not economically significant. 
As it occurs in the more favorable basic 
volcanics, limited stripping to determine 
it's nature is justified,,

12 This one, although restricted to only
one line, has 'strong 1 conductance, and 
there is a possibility that it extends 
to the southeast. Sripping to expose *" 
bedrock here is recommended.
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3*3 Instrumentation And Procedure

The instrument used in this survey was a Geonics VLF-EM16 
unit. Readings were taken every 50 feet, with the instrument 
oriented in a north direction for each readings The 
transmitting station used was Cutler, Maine, which has a 
frequency of 24.0 Khz. Instrument accuracy is l#.

The principle of the VLF electromagnetic method, relies on 
the measurement of secondary magnetic fields set up 
in subsurface conductors.by a primary energy source. The 
receiving instrument depends on radio waves from submarine 
transmitting stations, as the energy source. As these waves 
travel over flat ground and encounter subsurface conductors, 
a voltage is induced which sets up 'secondary* eddy currents 
perpendicular to the primary magnetic field. The VLF 
receiver then is energized by these 'primary 1 and 'secondary* 
fields. The strength of these two fields IB measured as 
'In Phase' and 'Quadrature' units. These signals are picked 
up by two coils mounted at right angles to one another in 
the VLF receiver.

^ 0 Geological Survey And Evaluation 

4.1 Rock Types

Field examination of exposed rock outcrops along the 
picket lines, indicates that the following rock types 
underlie the claims i

Syenite and Granite(Batholith)

As previously mentioned, the nine northern claims are 
underlain principally by rocks having this composition. 
On the Fairland property, these igneous rocks represent 
the southern contact of a large batholith with volcanic 
and metavolcanic rocks. This batholith is elongated in a 
northerly direction, with it's long axis having a length 
of approximately fifteen miles, and it's short axis a 
width of some eight miles. Where exposed in the field, 
the rocks have a medium to coarse grained texture, and 
contain minor amounts of quartz and ferromagnesian minerals. 
Glacial boulders of this composition are scattered over 
much of the claimso

Syenite and Granite(Dykes)

Although not actually observed in the field due to soil 
cover, dykes of this composition are interpreted to 
underlie approximately fifty percent of the central 
part of the property (claims 791153, -55, -58, -59, and 
-60),
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4.1 Rock Types-Conti

These bodies of granitic, or possibly dioritic composition 
have widths of two to five hundred feet, and appear to 
be intrusive into the pre-existing volcanics,

Quartz or Feldspar Porphyry Intruslves (Acid Voloanl&s?)

Closely associated with the above dykes of syenite and 
granite are rocks of very low magnetic intensity, as 
shown by the magnetic survey. This may represent 
highly acidic phases of the granitic bodies, or they 
could represent independent intrusions, later than the 
granites. There is also the possibility that they may 
represent minor bodies of.acid volcanics. It is 
important to determine the significance of these rocks 
in the next exploration program. Stripping of some of 
these areas of low magnetic Intensity is recommended.

Basic to Intermediate Volcanics

A number of rock outcrops with this composition are 
located on the southern two claims, 79H57 and -56. 
These rocks are made up of basalts, chlorite schists, 
and diabasic flows. Some of the areas with higher magnetic 
values may indicate the presence of narrow gabbro or 
lamprophyry dykes, but more detailed mapping will be 
required to verify this. A narrow dyke of gabbro was 
observed immediately east of.station 10+50 south, 
Line 16 West- BL 1.

Intermediate Volcanics

A few outcrops of andesitic composition were observed, 
and the magnetic survey has defined areas with interpreted 
rocks with this composition.

Mineralized Felsite Dykes

Dykes of this composition known to carry gold values 
in the area to the southwest of the Fairland claims. . 
were not observed on the Fairland Property. One such 
intrusion however was observed immediately west of the ^ 
number three post of claim 791157* It is expected that 
power stripping of selected areas on the Fairland 
claims will also expose dykes of this composition.

4.2 Structural Features

Interpretation of the geological and geophysical data, 
suggests the existence of four major zones of faulting 
or structural weakness. These are described as follows i
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4.2 Structural Features-Cont.

o A northeast-southwest trending fault zone, intersecting 
baseline l at Line 16 West.

o An east-west fault or fracture zone, following the 
south contact of the volcanic-granite rocks, between 
baseline l and 2.

o An east-west trending fault or fracture zone, within 
and parallel to the strike of intermediate volcanics 
located at approximately 20 South-BL 2e

o An eastwest-southwest trending fault zone located at 
approximately 38 South-baseline 2, and continuing 
from Line 12 East to Line 20 East.

These structures are plotted on the accompanying 
geological piano

4.3 Economic Potential Of Rock Types

Certain sectors of the property appear to contain rocks 
known to be favorable for gold mineralization in the area. 
These areas where future exploration should be concentrated 
are tabulated in order of priority as follows i

Priority l- Basic to intermediate volcanics should be
examined in detail, as it is in similiar rock 
assemblages, that gold is known to exist south 
of this property. The Isadore Dyke occurrence, 
is located approximately one mile southwest 
of the Fairland claims. The Isadore dyke 
carries gold in association with disseminated 
pyrite, and it is interesting to note that 
a similiar felsite dyke was noted immediately 
northwest of claim post 3- of claim 791157. 
This dyke may extend to the east onto the 
Fairland ground.

Priority 2- Selected bodies of intermediate volcanics
should be stripped, washed and evaluated in more 
detail. Of interest in this respect is the 
weak conductive zone, trending east-west, 
and located approximately 20 South, baseline 2. 
The old Thompson claim is located due west 
and in line with this conductor, and stripping 
should be completed here.

The conductive zone located along the south 
side of the 'intermediate volcanics'(le 
VLF conductor 2) should be stripped in a 
number of locations. Disseminated mineralization 
may be a partial contributor to this anomalyo
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^  3 Economic Potential Of Rock Types-Cont.

Priority 3- Selected areas on the magnetic map, showing 
continuous areas of very low magnetic values 
should be stripped to check the possibility 
they may host felsic dykes. Of particular 
interest is the fault or fracture zone 
located at about 38 South-baseline 2 0 This 
is in the general viscinity of VLF anomaly 
number ?.

5,0 Property Description And Location

The property reported on herein consists of seventeen 
mineral claims, numbered as follows! 821605, 82l6o6, 82160?, 
821608, 821609, 821610, 821611, 821612,821613, 79H53. 
79115^1 791155, 791156, 79H57, 791158, 791159, and 791160.

The property is located approximately thirty five miles
west of the town of Kirkland Lake, and twenty miles southwest
of Timmins.

Automobile access to the property is possible via highway 
101 east of Timmins, to the Gibson Lake Road, thence south 
by following a series of lumber roads, a distance of some 
fifty eight miles from Timmins. Road access from Kirkland 
Lake, through the town of Matachewan, thence by following 
a series of lumbering roads north, is a distance of 
approximately seventy miles. Both Kirkland Lake and Timmins 
can be reached from Toronto by road and railway, and Air 
Canada services the Timmins area.

6.0 Line Cutting Information

The surveys described in this report were completed using 
the line cutting shown on the accompanying drawings. v 
A total of 11.6 miles of lines were cut and picketed, and 
an additional 1.1 miles of baseline were established. 
Lines were cut at spacings of four hundred feet at right 
angles to the baseline, and pickets were placed at one 
hundred foot intervals along each cut line. Baseline 
three was used only as a tie-line for control.

7.0 Topography And Vegetation

The property is generally heavily wooded, with restricted 
areas of ^deadfall*. Swampy areas occur in the southwest and 
northeastern portion of the property. Topography and vegetation 
types have been plotted on the accompanying drawings.
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CERTIFICATION

I, Ralph V. Stewart, residing at 15 Deerbrook Trail, 
Agincourt, Ontario, do certify that t

1. I am a Consulting Geologist with an office located 
at the above address.

2. I am a graduate of Mount Allison University (195?) 
with a B.So. degree in geology.

3. I have been engaged in the practise of my profession 
since graduation, and have held responsible positions 
with several major mining companies.

^. I am a member in good standing of the Association
of Professional Engineers, Geologists, and Geophyscists 
of Alberta, and a Fellow of the Geological Association 
of Canadao

5o This report is based on my personal knowledge
of the property, from the current surveys completed 
by me. The field work for the survey was completed 
between September 9 and 16, 1985c The writer 
personally carried out and supervised the three 
field surveys, and was assisted during this period 
by Mr. Brian Onotsky, of Timmins, Ontario. 
All drafting, data interpretation, and report 
writing, was completed by the writer.

6. I have no direct, indirect or contingent interest 
in the properties or securities of Fairland 
Resources Limited.

?. I consent to the use of this report in a Prospectus 
or statement of material facts.

October 31, 1985 ____ __
Ralph V. Stewart, B.So., P.Geol., F.G.A.C.

Agincourt, Ont. . s
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GEOPHYSICAL TECHNICAL DATA

GROUND SURVEYS -- If more than one survey, specify data for each type of survey

Number of Stations 
Station interval —— 
Profile srale VT.F-E 

Contour i

122^ (both VLF A
50 feet

of Readings for both)
.Line spacing. 400 feet

Magnetic survey-200 gammas

c

j ent ____Scintrex Proton Precession Magnetometer-Model MP-2
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1986 01 03 Your File! 335 
Our File: 2.8622

Mining Recorder
Ministry of Northern Development and Mines
4 Government Road East
Kirkland Lake. Ontario
P2N 1A2

Dear Sir:

RE: Notice of Intent dated December 10, 1985 
Geophysical (Electromagietlc S Magnetometer) 
Surveys on Mining Claims L 821605, et al, 
1n McNell Township

The assessment work credits, as listed with the 
above-mentioned Notice of Intent, have been approved 
as of the above date.

Please Inform the recorded holder of these mining 
claims and so Indicate on your records.

Yours sincerely,

S.E. Yundt
D1rector
Land Management Branch

Whitney Block, Room 6643 
Queen's Park 
Toronto, Ontario 
M7A 1W3 
Phone:(416)965-4888

SH/mc

cc: Gall S. Oliver 
15 H111 croft Drive 
Islington, Ontario 
M9B 4X4

Mr. G.H. Ferguson 
Mining fit Lands Commissioner 
Toronto, Ontario 

End.

Ralph V. Stewart 
15 Deerbrook Trial 
Aglncourt, Ontario 
M1W 1V3

Resident Geologist 
Kirkland Lake, Ontario



Ontario

Ministry of 
Northern Affairs 

' and Mmes

Technical Assessment 
Work Credits

Date

1985 12 10

File

2.8622
Mining Recorder's Report of 
Work No.

335

Recorded Holder

GAIL S. OLIVER
Township or Area

MC NEIL TOWNSHIP
Type of survey and number of 

Assessment days credit per claim

Geophysical 

Electromagnetic .

Magnetometer   

Radiometric __

32

16

Induced polarization. 

Other  .   -  -

-days 

. clays 

. clays 

.clays 

. clays

Section 77 (19) See "Mining Claims Assessed" column 

Geological ___________________ days 

Geochemical _________________ days

Man days 

Special provision

Airborne | | 

Ground [X]

[X| Credits have been reduced because of partial 
coverage of claims.

| | Credits have been reduced because of corrections 
to work dates and figures of applicant.

Mining Claims Assessed

L 821605 to 613 inclusive 
791153 to 160 inclusive

Special credits under section 77 (16) for the following mining claims

No credits have been allowed for the following mining claims

| | not sufficiently covered by the survey | | insufficient technical data filed

The Mining Recorder may reduce the above credits if necessary in order that the total number of approved assessment days recorded on each claim does not 

exceed the maximum allowed as follows: Geophysical - 80; Geologocal - 40; Geochemical - 40; Section 77(19) - 60.

628 (85/9)



O 10

Ministry of
Natural
Resources

1985 12 10 Your File: 
Our File:

335
2.8622

Mining Recorder
Ministry of Northern Development and Mines
4 Government Road East
Kirkland Lake, Ontario
P2N 1A2

Dear Sir:

Enclosed are two copies of a Notice of Intent with statements 
listing a reduced rate of assessment work credits to be allowed 
for a technical survey. Please forward one copy to the recorded 
holder of the claims and retain the other. In approximately 
fifteen days from the above date, a final letter of approval of 
these credits will be sent to you. On receipt of the approval 
letter, you may then change the work entries on the claim record 
sheets.
For further information, if required, please contact 
Mr. R.J. Pichette at 416/965-4888.

Yours sincerely,

S.E. Yundt
Director
Land Management Branch

Whitney Block, Room 6643 
Queen's Park 
Toronto, Ontario 
M7A 1W3

SH/mc 

Ends.

cc: Gail S. Oliver
15 Hi 11 croft Drive 
Islington, Ontario 
M9B 4X4

Mr. G.H. Ferguson
Mining S Lands Commissioner
Toronto, Ontario

Ralph V. Stewart 
15 Deerbrook Trial 
Agincourt, Ontario 
M1W 1V3

845



Ministry of
Natural
Resources

Ontario

Notice of Intent

for Technical Reports

1985 12 10 

2.8622/335

An examination of your survey report indicates that the requirements of The Ontario Mining 
Act have not been fully met to warrant maximum assessment work credits. This notice is 
merely a warning that you will not be allowed the number of assessment work days credits 
that you expected and also that in approximately 15 days from the above date, the mining 
recorder will be authorized to change the entries on his record sheets to agree with the 
enclosed statement. Please note that until such time as the recorder actually changes the entry 
on the record sheet, the status of the claim remains unchanged.

If you are of the opinion that these changes by the mining recorder will jeopardize your 
claims, you may during the next fifteen days apply to the Mining and Lands Commissioner for 
an extension of time. Abstracts should be sent with your application.

If the reduced rate of credits does not jeopardize the status of the claims then you need not 
seek relief from the Mining and Lands Commissioner and this Notice of Intent may be 
disregarded.

If your survey was submitted and assessed under the "Special Provision-Performance and 
Coverage" method and you are of the opinion that a re-appraisal under the "Man-days" 
method would result in the approval of a greater number of days credit per claim, you may, 
within the said fifteen day period, submit assessment work breakdowns listing the employees 
names, addresses and the dates and hours they worked. The new work breakdowns should be 
submitted direct to the Land Management Branch, Toronto. The report will be re-assessed and 
a new statement of credits based on actual days worked will be issued.

846 (82/5)



REGISTERED 

November 6, 1985 Report Of Work 1335

Gall S. Oliver 
15 Hill croft Drive 
Islington, Ontario 
M9B 4X4

Dear Sir:

RE: Mining Claims L 821607, et al, 
1n McNell Township

I have not received the reports and maps (In duplicate) 
for Geophysical (Electromagnetic ft Magnetometer) Surveys 
on the above-mentioned claims.

As the assessment "Report of Work" was recorded by the 
Mining Recorder on September 16, 1985 the 60 day period 
allowed by Section 77 of the Mining Act for the submission 
of the technical reports and maps to this office will 
expire on November 15, 1985.

If the material 1s not submitted to this office by November 15, 
1985 I will have no alternative but to Instruct the Mining 
Recorder to delete the work credits from the claim record 
sheets.

For further Information, please contact Mr. Arthur Barr 
at (416)965-4888.

Yours sincerely,

S.E. Yundt
DI rector
Land Management Branch

Whitney Block, Room 6643 
Queen's Park 
Toronto, Ontario 
M7A 1W3 
Phone:(416)965-4888

AB/mc

cc: Ralph V. Stewart 
15 Deerbrook Trail 
Aglncourt, Ontario 
M1W 1V3

Encl.

Mining Recorder 
Kirkland Lake, Ontario



Ralph V. Stewart 
15 Deerbrook Trail 
Agincourt, Ont. 
M1W 1V3

November 5, 1985
RECEIVED

S. E. Yundt
Ministry Of Natural Resources
99 Wellesley St. West
Whitney Block, Room 6643 MmmG y^ SECTION
Queens Park
Toronto, Ont.

Dear Sir i

Please find enclosed a technical report for a seventeen 
claim block, located in McNeil Twp., Ontario. On behalf 
of my client I am requesting assessement credits as 
follows for this work i

Credits requested under the 
special provisions section are t

Survey Days per claim

VLF-Electromagnetic 40

Magnetometer 20

Geological 20

Total 80

Technical Data Statements, and copies of the report in 
duplicate, are attached.

Yours truly.!

Ralph V. Stewart 
Consultant 
Tel. 492-9573.



-h

s?/
/r

*
rA

x-

k
x

x1

x"x
x1

x1

Utill



CL
EA

VE
R 

TW
P 

M
26

9

o
 

x ra
 

i\) O
J o f"

 
m H T̂

) ra
 

o O
J

m OD
 

O

R
O

BE
R

TS
O

N
 T

W
P

 M
.3

IO

z o

-. 
?
' 

0
i" 

r- rn
 

V*

O
J O
 

O

V
. c 2 

?s
2
 

2
^

0
1 

—
. 

—
 r

*~
i

i 
Z

O

5 
r

c
*

- - s r"
 

m

m
-z

.^
 

o

i c ®
rn

S 
S

S

c 
r

' 
C

4-5 i 
fi.

i

2 o
 

m



N
20W 16W

AW AE

poplar 
b i r eh

etc.

O

WHITEFISH 
LAKE

KEY LOCATION PLAN

GOLD PROSPECTS

KEY PROPERTY PLAN
SHOWING CLAIM'S AND GOLD 
PROSPECTS

2 F

LEGEND

Quartz or Feldspar Porphyry 
(felsic intrusives or acid volcanics)

Quartz or Feldspar Porphyry ffelsic-intrusive into , 
or Quartz Monzonite Bodies-DYKES. volcanics)

Quartz Monzonite (Stock or Batholith)

Intermediate Volcanics with possibe interflows 
of more acidic composition - andesite.

22222

SYMBOLS

Cut Lines 

Swamp Areas 

Predominant Vegetation
m ' \

Claim Posts (located) 

Claim Posts (Assumed location) 

Rock Outcrop

Higher Topographic Ridge/slope direction shown

Powerline

St ream
4

Topographic Boundary 

GEOLOGICAL CONTACT (Interpreted)
i

ZONE OF FAULTING OR FRACTURING (Interpreted ) 

STRIKE AND DIP DIRECTIONS

PROPOSED STRIPPING LOCATIONS

Basic to Intermediate Volcanics-diabasic flows,
basalt, chlorite
schist. 

Mineralized Felsite Dyke

Gabbro Dyke

4
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INSTRUMENTATION

GEONICS VLF-EM16
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Frequency, 178 khz^original) 

240 khz (p res en t) 
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S -Strong 
M-Moderate
W-Weak
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Cut Lines 

Swamp Areas 

Predominant Vegetation 

Claim Posts (located)
i

Claim Posts (Assumed location) 

Rock Outcrop

Higher Topographic Ridge /slope direction shown

Powerline 

Stream

Topographic Boundary

a

VL F Conductor

N PHASE

QUADRATURE

o 200 AGO 600 800 1000
—J

SCALE- FEET
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McKeil Twp.-Whitefish Lake Prpperty
of 

RAIRLAND RESOURCES LTD.
SCAE 200
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