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REPORT ON A PROPERTY EXAMINATION

of the 

PRICE TWP. CLAIMS o-f MR. A. AMORY

SUMMARY

A one day visit was made on September 12, 1984 to 
examine a claim group in Price Twp. which had been 
recently staked for Mr. A. Amory of Toronto. The property 
had been staked mainly for gold (although other metals 
were believed to be present) on the basis of map dowsing 
apparently confirmed by dowsing on location. The visit by 
the author and W.Foster of Matheson was made in company 
with Mr. Amory and his dowser and was made for the 
purpose of attempting to confirm the dowsing results by 
use of mining industry accepted geophysical equipment. 
This equipment, supplied by the author, consisted of a 
magnetometer, a VLF electromagnetic receiver and a 
horizontal loop electromagnetic system. Only one rock 
exposure was seen on the claims and gold mineralization 
was not observed. In addition to the one day field visit, 
another day was spent in searching the assessment work 
files of the Q.M.-M^R... at Tj. mmj ns^ana^ i h Tor onto 'f or any 
available information.

The results obtained by running test lines using the 
geophysical equipment were inconclusive in the sense that 
no definite conductive or magnetic zones directly related 
to the locations indicated by dowsing were outlined 
although a certain variability in both magnetics and 
conductivity was observed in the general area. This 
variability together with the location of what is 
believed to be an outcrop of tuff or sheared volcanics 
strongly suggests that contrary to the information shown 
on published geological maps of the area and which show 
it as underlain by granitic rocks, the area may be 
underlain by rocks of volcanic origin perhaps in the form 
of an inlier.

No direct evidence of gold or of the presence of a 
gold bearing structure was obtained.



PROPERTY AND LOCATION

A group o-f 12 claims in Price Twp. numbered P825450-51, 
PS25474-79 and P826573-76 is recorded adjoining the east boundary 
o-f Price Twp. with Adams Twp. and straddling the 3 mile post. The 
Splitrock river -Flows north through the centre of the claims.

Access is by paved road southerly -from the city of Timmins 
and then by gravel road which crosses the claims. The distance 
-from Timmins is about 12 miles.

The staked area is one of gently rolling topography 
varying -from spruce covered lowlands with muskeg to higher sand 
and silt covered areas much of which has been recently cut over.

GEOPHYSICAL TEST EQUIPMENT

The geophysical test equipment used and its purpose is
described below.

i. MAGNETOMETER:

The magnetometer used is a GEM Systems model GSM8 total 
field pre?cession instrument. Its purpose i s to measure the effect 
of the earth's natural magnetic field at the reading location in 
a unit of measurement called gammas. As with all geophysical test 
equipment. individual readings are insignificant, the pattern 
obtained from reading a series of stations or locations being of 
importance. Thus the pattern obtained over a magnetic orebody 
such as an iron formation or nickel deposit would indicate the 
location of the body by showing an increasingly high magnetic 
pattern as the body was approached from its sides. In a similar 
way a brittle rhyolitic flow horizon which might serve as a 
favourable host rock for gold bearing quarts veins would be 
expected to be less magnetic than its neighbouring rocks and 
would show as a magnetic "low". Deep overburden, magnetic 
boulders etc. complicate the interpretation of the instrument 
readings.

2. VLF ELECTROMAGNETIC RECEIVER:

The instrument, used for these measurements is a Geonics EM16 
and is used to measure the attitude of the in-phase and 
quadrature-phase of the vertical magnetic field generated by the 
15-25 kHz VLF radio band transmitted, in this case, from Cutler 
Me. Changes in the readings obtained indicate the presence or 
absence of conductive bodies such as massive sulphides, graphitic 
zones and conductive shears due to distortions in the normal 
attitude of this field. Depth detection ability with the 
instrument is not great although it is probably effective to 
about 40 ft. under the conditions observed in the Eastern area. 
In the Western area it would likely be less due to conductive 
clay overburden.
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MCPHAR VHEM ELECTROMASNETIC SYSTEM:

This instrument uses a transmitter and a receiver coil, the 
receiver reading tilt angle nulling positions (and therefore 
attitudes) of the magnetic field generated by the transmitter. 
The instrument may be used in several configurations but in this 
test was used as a horizontal loop cable system. The 200 ft. 
cable was used and both high (2400 Hz) and low (600 Hz) 
frequencies read. The VHEM is used to detect conductivity as is 
the VLF instrument by measuring distortion in the induced 
magnetic field which is the result of combining the primary and 
secondary fields. It has better depth penetration than the VLF 
under most conditions and, with the 200 ft. cable attached, is 
probably effective to about 100 ft. It should be realized 
however that to tae detectable, conductive bodies at the lower 
limit of detectability must be much larger than would be 
necessary for detection near surface.

BEOPHYSICAL TESTING

Two general areas were tested with the geophysical 
equipment. The eastern area was east of the Splitrock river on 
high ground which had been cut over. The location is probably 
near the mutual boundaries of claims P825475 and P826574. The 
western area was a short distance west of the river in the area 
of a muskeg. Its general location is believed to be at the mutual 
boundaries of claims P825474 and PS25475. Both areas are just 
south of the east-west road which traverses the claims. These 
areas were chosen because they represented the strongest 
mineral i z at i on by dowsing. No grid lines existed so no 
comprehensive:- sTiFveying~ could be done, the tests consisting of 
running north-south pace and compass lines across dowsing "hot 
spots".

EASTERN AREA

In the case of the eastern area magnetometer results showed 
some minor spot variations in the magnetic field in the dowsed 
area most of which may be explainable by the presence of slightly 
magnetic buried boulders. This interpretation is supported by the 
fact that a general and significant increase in the magnetic 
field was observable just to the north of the area being tested. 
This area which would be generally "up ice" may be underlain by a 
magnetic diorite or gabbro or even a peridotite and may have 
supplied the interpreted boulders.

The VLF instrument did not outline any conductor of 
significance such as should be observable over many shear zones. 
Very localised crossovers observed when taking readings at 1O ft. 
stations are of questionable value. There was occasionally a 
coincidence between places identified by Mr. Amory using his 
mining rods or dowsing and weak VLF crossovers however and this 
is unexplained.



The VHEM horizontal loop equipment identified a single weak 
inductor location on each of two parallel traverses several 

hundred feet apart which would appear to line up and represent 
one conductor. The 200 ft. cable used suggests a depth to the 
conductor of less than 100 ft. It may be that if this conductor 
is valid and not just due to variations in overburden depths or 
composition then the failure of the VLF to confirm it may suggest 
the conductor is deeper than 5O ft. Quadrature readings on both 
instruments were not reversed so a massive sulphide source is 
unli kely.

WESTERN AREA

Several traverses of magnetometer and VLF readings were made 
in this area in both east-west and north-south directions. The 
overburden in this area appears to be significantly deeper and 
the VLF 
indi cated 
centered

instrument detected no anomalies. Magnetic readings 
a sizeable area of low magnetic intensity more or less 
on the open muskeg. Whether this indicates an acid

intrusi ve 
enclosi ng 
unresolved.

body with low magnetic susceptibility relative to 
flows or merely an increase in overburden depth is

BEOLOBY

Only one probable outcrop was observed on the claims. It 
lies in the eastern area in high ground and appears to be a tuff 
or perhaps a sheared volcanic flow. Strike is roughly east-west 
and dip appears to be nearly vertical. The rock appears to be 
carbonatized although this was not confirmed with acid.

Published maps of the claim area all show it to be underlain 
by granitic intrusive rocks (see enclosures) of the trondhjemite 
or granodiorite variety but because of lack of outcrop this is 
probably an interpretation based at least partly on airborne 
magnetic patterns. A copy of part of the airborne map (293G) is 
included with this report and shows nothing anomalous in the area 
of the property. However a general increase in magnetic intensity 
northwards is observable as it was in the field and volcanics 
similar to those shown on map 2205 lying l 1/2 miles to the 
northwest may in fact underlie the Amory claims.

ASSESSMENT WORK RECORDS

A search of the assessment work records in Timmins showed no 
work having been previously recorded within a mile of the claim 
group in either Price or Adams townships. References examined 
include the following:

1. Data Series Map 2113: 
Nothing in claim area.

Shows data compiled on Adams twp.

Map P30: A geological and geophysical compilation dated 
1956. Shows aeromagnetic contours of map 293B and various 
topographic features of little value.



Map 2274: Pocket map of 6R121 "Geology of Adams and Eldorado 
Twps. by D. R. Pyke"; Shows only granitic rocks interpreted 
in Adams Twp. in property area but no outcrop.

4. Map 47d: Pocket map of AR Vol. 47-4, 1938: Nothing of 
interest. Partial copy enclosed.

5. Map P571: Precambrian geology of Adams Twp. Nothing of 
interest.

6. Map 2205: Timmi ns-Ki r kl and Lake compilation sheet. Enclosed.

In addition, two airborne magnetometer maps have been 
published. Map 293G published by G. S. C. was examined and is 
reproduced in part in this report. Map 7085G which is a 1974 
revision of an earlier issue was not available in either Timmins 
or Toronto. The author was interested in examining these sheets 
for evidence that a volcanic series might underlie the Amory 
ci ai ms.

CONCLUSIONS

Although no direct evidence of a possible gold bearing 
geological feature was obtained there is an indication that the 
rocks underlying the Amory claims may be of volcanic flow origin 
rather than granitic as shown on the available published maps. 
This should be considered a relatively favourable sign. It does 
not offer any direct evidence of the presence of gold however and 
it must be cautioned that on the basis of our examination 
drilling cannot be recommended. Mr. Amory has told the author 
that he intends to test the dowsing targets by drilling 
nevertheless. If it is recognised that any drilling attempted is 
biased on dowsing which is not an established and proven 
exploration technique and Mr. Amory is willing to accept the 
financial risks then the drilling of one or two short holes 
appears to be the most direct method of satisfying the desire to 
test the dowsing targets. It is recommended that if drilling is 
to be done, the eastern area be drilled first due to overburden 
considerations. If gold of economic importance is cut in the 
eastern area then the western area could be tested later for the 
presence of a gold bearing intrusive body as may be suggested by 
the magnetic: results.

Respectfully submitted, 

L. G. \j^fabbs P.Eng.

(Amoryl)
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File No J?
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MINING LANDS COMMENTS;

GEOPHYSICAL 

GEOLOGICAL

GEOCHEMICAL
X ^^ 
EXPENDITURE

*

Signature of Assessor

Date



February 12, 1986 Your File: 277-85 
Our File: 2.8402

Mining Recorder
Ministry of Northern Development and Mines
60 Wilson Avenue
T1wains, Ontario
P4N 2S7

Dear Sir:

RE: Assaying submitted under Section 77(19) 
of the Mining Act R.S.O. 1980. on Mining 
Claims P 825474, et al, in Price Township

The enclosed statement of assessment work credits 
for assaying expenditures has 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, Director 
Land Management Branch

Mining Lands Section 
Whitney Block, 6th Floor 
Queen's Park 
Toronto, Ontario 
M7A 1W3

Telephone: (416) 965-4888 

DK/mc

cc: Albert John Amory 
65 Brenda Crescent 
Scarborough, Ontario 
M1K 3C5

Encl.

Resident Geologist 
Timmins, Ontario



Ministry of
Northern Development
and Mines

Technical Assessment 
Work Credits

Ontario Dm 
1986 02 12

File 

2.8402
Mining Rtcorder'i Report of 
Work No.

977-P.R

Recorded Holder

ALBERT JOHN AMORY
Township or Area

PRICE TOWNSHIP
Type of survey and number of 

Assessment days credit per claim
Geophysical

Magnetometer days

Indiirpri pnlprj7^tinn days

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

Geological Hays

Geochemical days

Man days Q] Airborne Q 

Special provision | | Ground | |

l l 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

S375.00 SPENT ON ANALYSES OF SAMPLES TAKEN 
FROM MINING CLAIMS:

P 825474-75 
826574

25 ASSESSMENT WORK DAYS ARE ALLOWED WHICH MAY 
BE GROUPED IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 76(6) 
OF THE MINING ACT.

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.

828 (85/12)



Report of Work
'Gc,"5hv-,irs! G t o l rv;

Gn;a:.o

Instructions:   Please type or print.
— If numner o* mining claim? t raversed

M, tf--.^ ' ExD^nu LJ?\'^ C' " 
Do no: use shaoeo areas oeiow

Survey Company
C/? O

DtiTi. c' S urvey ' *rorr, 6* to 1; Tora! f/r.ef oi line Cut

Name and Address D* Autnor (of Goo lechntrat

Credits Requested Der Each Claim in Columns at nght a Claims Traversed (List in numerical seouence)
Special Provisions 

For first survev'

Geophysical

For

nter

, .
I-O addition
Jhliame gri

) r . ', l V [ '

b i/ U-.N j j l
al survey:

ame grid:

Geological

ManiDays

Complete reverse side 
and ent

Geophysical
Days per 

C'aim

- Electromagnetic !
MINING DIVISION

B
- Radii

' Geological

Airborne Credits

Note: Special provisions Electromagnetic
credits do not a pply '
to Airborne S urveys, i Magnetometer

" i Radiometric

Days per 
Claim

Expenditures (excludes powerjtripping)
Type o* Work Performed

Performed

^
r?3-

Calculation of Expenditure Days Cfedits 

Total Expenditures
Total 

Days Crediii

j? f r
Instructions

Total Day* Credits may bo apportioned at the claim holder's 
choice. Enter nurn&er ol days credits per claim selected 
in columns at right.

Date

V'erifyitui heoort of Vvork f

R-E-C-O-R-P-&-D

Total number of mining 
claims covered^v this 
report of wo

/' For Office Use Only
" ota'Dayi Gf.i Date Recorded

j ' ^ L^^v
^ O S .Date App/ovec

l hereby certify that i have a personal and 'ntimatfi knowledge c* the facu SE* to r^h in tne Report of Work annexed hereto, having performed t he work 
or w itnessed Sitm? ciurmq and''or .-mer its completion anct the annexe; retJC r: "' ;rue.

r
1362 1 81/9)

. /̂?gJS
Cert i * i ert^^TS^ an 11 ure:



Ontario

Ministryof 
Natural 
Resources 
A

Geotechnical 
DO^..* RePort 
Approval

Fit*

Mining Lands Comments

To: Geophysics

Comment*

Lj Approved Q With to tee again with corrections
D"t. Signature

s'
C^Approved Q With to tee again with corr

To: Geochemistry

Comments

Approved || Wish to see again with corrections
Date Signature

-F"~JTo: Mining Lands Section, Room 6462, Whitney Block. (Tel: 5-1380)

1893 (81/10)



REGISTERED

December 6, 1985 File: 2.8402

Albert John Amery 
65 Brenda Crescent 
Scarborough* Ontario 
M1K 3C5

Dear Sir:

RE: Property Evaluation submitted on
Mining Claims P 825475 and P 826573, 
in the Township of Price

Enclosed 1s a copy of our letter dated October 23, 
1985 requesting additional Information for the above- 
mentioned survey.

Unless you can provide the required data by December 16, 
1985, the above-mentioned survey will be assessed as It
stands.

for further Information, please contact Mr. Ray Plchette 
at (416)965-4888.

Yours sincerely,

S.E. Yundt
Director
Land Management Branch

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

DK/mc

cc: Mining Recorder 
Timmins, Ontario 
File: 1277/85

End.

L.G. Hobbs 
Suite 4
101 Amber Street 
Markham, Ontario 
L3R 3B2



October 23, 1985 File: 2.8402

Albert John Amery 
65 Brenda Crescent 
Scarborough* Ontario 
M1K 3C5

Dear Sir:

RE: Property Evaluation on Hining Claims 
P 825475 and P 826573 1n Price Township

Enclosed 1s the aeromagnetic plan and a geological 
plan, 1n duplicate, for the above-mentioned submission. 
In order to complete your submission, please provide 
the following:

1. Indicate the claim block boundary.

2. A plan showing the geophysical test lines 
and results, 1n duplicate.

When returning this material, please quote file 2.8402.

For further Information, please contact Dennis K1nv1g 
at (416)965-4888.

Yours sincerely,

S.E. Yundt
Director
Land Management Branch

Whitney Block, Room 6643 
Queen's Park 
Toronto, Ontario 
M7A 1W3 
Phone:(416)965-4808

DK/mc

cc: L.6. Hobbs 
Suite 4
101 Amber Street 
Markham, Ontario 
L3R 3B2

End.

Mining Recorder 
Timmins, Ontario 
File: 277/85
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Ontario

Ministry of
Natural
Resmrces

Geotechnical
Report
Approval

File

Mining Lands Comments

-he&X, -t&dr

t ^*7u*- ^

O O

DTo: Geophysics

Comments

-,~::.s'

7
'^3t# ZL

^
'Oved [ j W ish to see again with corrections

7 Date S i gnature

To: Geology - Expenditures
Comments

f] A pproved ish to see again with corrections

To: Geochemistry

Comments

Approved || Wish to see again with corrections
Date Signature

l [TO: Mining Lands Section, Room 6462, Whitney Block. (Tel: 5-1380)

1593 (81/10)
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Invoi ce No.1278 Oct 4 1984

To:
MR. A. AMORY
65 Brenda Cresc.
Toronto,, Ont.

In Account With:
L. G. HOBBS., P.ENG. 
Suite 4, 101 Amber St. 
Markham, Ont. L3R3B2

O J985

l. T" o e x a m i n a t i o n o -f F' r i c: e T w p. _ __ _. 
property and preparation of report,..

375
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