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Author's Qualifications

John Hartley James Morgan hereby states that:

1. He was "born in England on July 1^, 1935-

2. He-attended Oxford University 195^-1958 and received the following! 

(i) Honour Moderations, Geology 1956 

(ii) Hon. Moderations, Botany, 1956

(iii) Hon. Moderations, Chemistry, 1956

(iv) B.A. Forestry, 1958 
(v) M.A. Forestry, 1962

3. He attended University of Toronto, 1961-1963, and received an 

M.B.A. (Second class Honours), May 31, 1963

4. He has worked as an Ontario Prospector for over 10 years.

rf^T

J. Morgan
June 21, Etobicoke, Ont.

Ont. Licence # A 50668 

Client # 1723^3



Expenditures

The writer earned 3/4 of the requirements for a 
university degree in Geology, as part of the studies for his 
degree in Forestry. He also has an M.B.A. His time is charged 
for at the rate of $40 an hour. Mobilization and demobilization 
is charged for at a lower rate.

Transport costs are substantiated with invoices at 
$496.l5 to which Insurance at $3^^ and Depreciation at $172 
are added, for a total of $702.15.

The supplies expense is substantiated with invoices 
at $2l6.93  An equipment list is provided.

Mobilization and demobilization an? charged for at 
$35 an hour.

The field diary records prospecting at nearby areas 
in the township of Coldwell the 1989 drill sites of Cold Spring 
Granite (N. of highway 17), which were not contiguous to the 
claims. Although 2^fo of these costs were eligible, such costs were 
not charged. ^

The relevant invoices are all submitted, but not in * 
duplicate. (In a marked manilla envelope).

42.70}
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Reasons for Prospecting the Area

Previously, on May 31, 1999. the writer recorded the
nearby claims 1151236 and 1151237, N. of highway l? and about
0.4 km. W. of the Coldwell road a± ^

In addition to this, why did he want to stake another 
block of claims? Near the highway, about 28^ of the total former 
claimed area was rock unit 15 (d) according to Prelim. Map 
3232, and the remainder was unit 13 (c), about 4-9 ha.

Rock unit 15 (d) appeared to be considerably less 
fractured than 13 (c), as seen from the jointing traverses 
which had been carried out in May. Bearing in mind that 
Cold Spring had abandoned all its surrounding claims, due to 
numerous fractures in its drilling cores, the writer was 

determined to find better granite.

Cold Spring had drilled close to the intersection of 

at least three major faults which, apparently, the Company was 

not aware of. Moreover, the drilling had mostly been done in 
February, when surface fractures were difficult to see due 

to snow cover. Also, a radar survey^ aimed at detecting 
fractures, was misleading. /VI- jecisf" 5 lctmpropjy^ 4ikttf [ay

Significantly, the Company had drilled only the
rock unit 13 (c). It seemed to the writer, after viewing

f 
Cold Spring's drilling logs, that the consistency in the colour
of the granite with depth was not so much a problem as that of 
the numerous fractures. Such fracturing mitigated against 
the quarrying of 25 tonne blocks for which the Company's 
equipment had been designed for in the finishing process.

Was 13 (c) indeed a weaker type of rock, inherently 
more fractured than type 15 (d)? Or could the fracturing 
in the cores be entirely attributed to the presence of the 
major faults which intersected nearby?



OFR #5868 (Pages 20 to Zlj stated that unit 15 appears 
to be a sheet-like intrusion which occurs stratigraphically 
below units 13 and 14-. It has more quartz, being coarser 
grained, more massive, and not so associated with zones of 
brecchiation. The writer feels that if unit 15i the last stage 
of magmatism in the Coldwell complex, was intruded as a sill 
below a thick blanket of overlying syenites, then perhaps that 
is the explanation for its coarser, more interlocked 
crystalline st:9Jtej , because it cooled more slowly. Hence its 
greater strength.

Local geologist Al. ^Mitchell, the owner of a nearby 
CAN-OP business, who knows the area well, said that the area 
to the S. of highway 17, between the highway and Neys Lake, 
had the stronger rock, especially on the hill tops, because 
at those places, the rock had better withstood the weight 
of immense glacier ice. In this area, the rock unit was 
entirely 15 (d).

So, all things considered, the writer decided that a 
thorough investigation of the area between Neys Lake and 
highway l? was warranted, as it could be a better and 
stronger source of dimension granite than the 13 (c) type 3 
which was the dominant rock on his previously recorded claims 
lying to the East.



Prospecting Operations

The writer inspected the Cold Spring drilling sites 
N. of highway l? once again, and determined that from the 

appearance at the surface, the 13 (c) rock was indeed badly 
fractured, with numerous joints, and an irregular or hummocky 
aspect.

He also closely examined the rock cut on highway l? 
where Cold Spring had taken out their 1^.5 tonne test block 
in rock unit 13 (c). In adjacent areas, there appeared to be 
considerable fracturing, but just how much of that had been 
caused by road blasting was hard to tell. This outcrop was 
too small for it to be examined away from the highway, so it 
was difficult to form an opinion.

Although Cold Spring's test block had been successfully 
fabricated into valuable tiles and slabs, the writer felt that 
unit 15 (d), away from major lineaments or faults, would be 
his best option, on or near hill tops of moderate height. 
Access to water would also be important, because it would be 
needed in the extractive process   drilling and/or water jet 
cutting.

Recent aerial photographs, the Geology Prelim, map 
3232, and the latest Topography map (MNR 1998) were all 
examined carefully. Bare or thinly wooded outcrops, moderate 
topography, creeks, access to highway 17, absence of major 
fault alignments   all of these criteria were important.

* 
The first traverse began E. to W., near the N.

boundary of the proposed new claims, along the Prospecting 
map grid line 21.25. It encountered major block and rift 
faulting with heavily fractured adjacent zones, immediately 
S. of Cold Spring's drilling areas. In spite of the prolonged 
Summer drought, however, the creeks exhibited a steady flow.

South of highway l?, and E. of the N. to S. gridline 
22.50, a good trail was examined, bearing S. W. from the 
highway for over 150 metres.

nSee also (rke PrwpeJs'rw M*p(



The second traverse, S. of highway 17, went from N. 
to S., near the proposed W. boundary of the claims, to the 
E. of Prospecting map gridline 18.75, to Neys Lake. About 
312 m. S. of the highway, coarse pink-red hornblende syenite 
(15 d ) was encountered in a 9-metre cliff.

A very massive outcrop, near the summit of a 300 m. 
hill, was seen just E. of the intersection of gridlines 
18.75 (N.-S.) and 17-50 (E.-Vf.). Here the joints were very 
wide, as seen on the surface, which was almost completely bare. 
On freshly broken rock surfaces, there was up to 15#

labradorite or spectrolite.

This hill lay only 4-0 m. above the highway, and 
could be reached by a proposed road of about 600 m. length. 
It afforded a good quarry site, with excellent benches, about 
600 m. N. of Neys Lake.

From this point the hill sloped gradually down in a 
southerly direction, and for nearly 4-00 m. the massive, thinly 
wooded outcrop exhibited very wide jointing and sheeting, 
suggesting that 20 to 25 tonne blocks could be easily quarried 
here, over a very wide area, stretching at least *K)0 m. to 

the E. as well.

About 125 m. N. of Neys Lake a low-lying area of 

Spruce and Balsam fir, fairly dense, stretched E. for over 
500 m., along grid line 12.50, and following that, muskeg 
and alder swamp was encountered over a wide area trending 
in an ENE direction. (The tklVd tr^efte) ,

4

The fourth traverse went for 600 m. S. from highway 
17, close to the N-S. gridline 27.50, near a flag at 

the E. boundary of what was to be claim 1151238.

The first 100 m. of this traverse went through a thickly 
wooded, low lying area, and not much could be seen. Then 
a low cliff was encountered, followed by an 85 m. distance 
of poorly jointed, hummocky hornblende syenite, of 13 (c)



At this place the presence of small to medium sized boulders, 
covered with thick Labrador Tea and Blueberry shrubs almost 
waist high, led the writer to suspect a shattered zone, possibly 
the site of a small diatreme like the one E. of Neys Park gate. -**

At a point 202 m. south of the highway, a massive, 
thinly wooded outcrop of 15 (d) was encountered, with wide 
jointing and sheeting depth; not far from the summit of a 
hill to the E. This area stretched for over 200 m. to the 
S., and its entire W. slope lay within the area to be claimed.

Here was another possible quarry site, easily accessible, 
only 300 m. distance from the highway, and at an elevation 

of only 18 m. above it.

From this point the traverse sloped gradually down to 
a low-lying area, wooded with fairly dense Spruce and Balsam Fir, 

about 270 m. N. of Neys Lake.

Mapping
Mapping was accomplished at a scale of 1 1 2, 500 by 

using an enlarged section of the MNR Topographic map 
20 16 5300 54000 (published 1998) as a base. The contours, at 
10 m. intervals, were extremely important in ascertaining 
the elevations above highway l?, because that would determine 
quarry road access and gradients: the contours also showed 

the hills, Where the rock was stronger and where quarry 

benching could begin.

The extent, density, and type of forest cover was 
ascertained by correlating that which was observed in the field 
with that which was apparent on recent aerial photographs. 
Areas of probable overburden were mapped by using similar methods.

on
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Photographs

Many photographs were taken and only the most important 
were submitted. They are numbered on the backs, and these same 
numbers are recorded on the Prospecting map, where the photos 
were taken. The photos are submitted in a separate envelope 
in the appendix. They have also been submitted to the Industrial 

Minerals Geologist, Thunder Bay MNDM. To describe them I am 
quoting directly from the field diary. Nofe: Hf/iufluy e/ey. J? tW "t.

"* w ~J ~~ - ——  "

# 5. Facing S. 13 (c). Exactly where Cold Spring had taken 
their test block, in the highway rock cut S. of the road. 
Note the drilling marks. Scale shown by the bucket. Note 

- consistency with depth. Elevation 2^0 m.

#23. Facing NNW. , 60 m. N. of the line post (LP1) on the W. boun
of claim 1151238. Distance between vertical joints 

2.5 m. Sheeting depth 1.5 m. Coarse 15 (d), elev. 295 m.

#24. Facing W., 50 m. N. of LP on the W. boundary of 1151238. 
Coarse 15 (d). Wide jointing. Sheeting depth 2 m. 
20 tonne blocks possible. . Elevation 290 m.

#25. Facing N. Similar to #2k.

#26. Facing W., along the Jointing Traverse "A". Jointing 
over 4 m. Sheeting 2.5 m. 25 tonne blocks possible. 
Coarse 15 (d). Up to 15# or more labradorite. Elev. 290 m.

*
#27. Facing W., 20 m. S. of the LP, towards the W. boundary of 

claim 1151238. Jointing over 4 m. Sheeting depth I.? m. 
Coarse 15 (d). Elevation 290.

#28. Facing S., 60 m. S. of the L.P. on the East boundary of 
claim 1151238. A 10-tonne boulder. Coarse 15 (d). Elev.



#29. Facing W., 1?0 m. S. of the L.P. on the East boundary
of claim 1151238. On the slope of a hill. Wide joints, 
sheeting depth over 1.5 m. 10-tonne block. E:W. 2.H-7 m,

#30. Facing N. 1?0 m. S. of the L.P., East boundary of claim 
1151238. Very wide jointing. Note hat at centre. 
Joints over 6 m. apart. Sheeting depth estimated at 
over 4 m. 25-tonne blocks probable. Recovery estimated 
at 66fo. Coarse 15 (d). Elevation 250 m.

#33. Facing N., 195 m. S. of the L.P., East boundary of
claim 1151238. Jointing Traverse "B" along a massive 
outcrop of coarse 15 (d), running N. to S. along its 
axis. Very wide joints. v '20-tonne blocks possible. 
Elevation 250 m.

#34. Facing W., 180 m. S. of the L.P., towards the W. boundary 
of claim 1151238. Along Jointing Traverse "C" (of 30 m.). 
20-tonne blocks possible, n/ith recovery estimated at 66#. 
Coarse 15 (d). Elevation 275 m.

#35. Facing WNW., 112 m. N. of post #3, claim 1151238. A 
10-tonne block, with another nearby, at the foot of a 
hill to the NE. Coarse 15 (d). Elevation 2^5 m.

#36. Facing N.E., about 188 m. NNE of post #3, claim 115123&. 
15-tonne blocks possible. 15 (d). Elevation 270 m.
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Jointing Traverses

Two were made on or near the hill on the W. boundary 
of claim 1151238 and one was made at the hill on the E. Boundary. 
Each traverse was 6lm,. long X 5 m. wide, except for Traverse "C" 
which was only half as long due to tree cover. Main crossing 
joints were widely spaced almost at right angles (orthogonal) 
and other joints were at varying angles to the outcrop's 
axis.

While both jointing and sheeting appeared to be very wide, 
indicating recoveries between 63 to ?0#, it was felt that 
in actual quarry operation, the average recovery would be 
60#, on the assumption that blocks of 15 to 20 tonnes could 
easily be extracted. Both the two hills appeared to be suitable 
as quarries for the extraction of Building stone and probably 
monument stone as well.

(See Optimum Quarry Block Sizes, page /? ). 

Conclusion

In the rock cuts along the highway and in the drilling 
logs of the Cold Spring's activity there was some lightening 
of the rock's red colour with increasing depth, but it 
remained fairly consistent down to 30 feet. As lumber is 
graded, finished granite products can easily be graded according 
to colour, thus giving customers a choice of different shades 

or colours. **
It is estimated that of the 80 ha. claimed, 55# ' 

could be quarried. 9 ^a. was under water and 36 #:,, lay * 
under fairly dense forest. However, of the 44 ha. that could 
be quarried, the rock was high quality material of attractive 
colour, wide jointing and sheeting, with optimum topography 
for benches and close to the highway and water.

If the goal of establishing a processing plant in a 
major urban centre is realised, then much of the waste rock 
can be sold there. &S W e" ^ t^e- primary
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DISTINCTIVE CHARACTERISTICS OF MONUMENT AND BUILDING STONE

CHARACTERISTICS

COLOUR

COMPOSITION

TEXTURE

STRUCTURE 
(JOINTING)

ACCESS

MINIMUM AVERAGE 
BLOCK SIZE

OPTIMUM BLOCK SIZE

QUARRY RECOVERY 
RATE

BUILDING STONE

uniform

uniform

variations permitted 
veins, flow, phenocrysts

minimum 2 meters spacing, 
sheeting helps, 

regularity important

very important

2 x 1 x 1.3 m

3 x 1.3 x 1.5 m

^09fc

MONUMENT STONE

very uniform

very uniform

fine-grained only 
very uniform

minimum 1-1.5 m 
spacing

1.5 x 1 x 1.3 m

^(^

(after Richter, 1985)
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Ontario Nonr*m Development
Declaration of Assessment Work
— , . ~ . ,Performed on Crown Lands
Mining Act, Subsection 66(2), R.S.0. 1990

Transaction Number (office use)

Assessment Files Research Imaging

Ihority of subsection 66(2) of the Mining Act. Under section 8 of the Mining Act. this 
he assessment work and correspond with the mining land holder. Questions about this 
y of Northern Development and Mines. 3rd Floor, 933 Ramsey Lake Road. Sudbury

42D15SE2005 2.19782 COLDWELL 900

Instructions: - For work performed on mining lands, use form 0241. 
- Please type or print in ink

2. 1978 2

1. Recorded holderfs) (Attach a list if necessary)
Nam* H. T, Client Number

Telep

Ont. 3V? Fax Number

Nant* Client Number

Address RECORDbL) Telephone Number

OH 8 - 1S99
Fax Number

2. Type of work performed. Only regional surveys and prospecting work are allowed on Crown Lands before recording.
For work performed after recording a claim or on other mining lands, use form 0241.

Work Type

pif0jfe7?iV6 freFoRg ^EWRDiriC,

DMtA irVoot
n^ltfummtm^trvnormoa

From 05 OK ?? TO
ttey | Moth | YM/

Globel Positioning System Data (rf available) Township/Area

MorG-Plan Number

CLAIMS

^zDW Of ??
\ MoAh | YMT'

COLDWELL T\*tP'
G . 721

Office Use
Commodity
Total S Value of 
Work Claimed
NTS Reference

Mining Division

13 x) i. "
f *

-r.&uL,
Resident Gedogist ,j r 
District JrJiACiMA j "(XLrttJw

Please remember to: - complete and attach a Statement of Costs, form 0212;
- provide a map showing contiguous mining lands that are linked for assigning work;
- include two copies of your technical report
- provide proper notice to surface rights holders before starting work.

3. Pereon or companies who prepared the technical report (Attach a list if necessary)
Name O~OHNJ H. X Telephone Number

Address
as

Fax Number

Name Telephone Number

Address Fax Number

Name Telephone Number

Address Fax Number

4. Certification by Recorded Holder or Agent
l. JoHNi H. X M0rs6ftf\}_____. do hereby certify that l have persona! knowledge of the facts set forth in

(Pmt Name)
this Declaration of Assessment Work having caused the work to be performed or witnessed the same during or after its
completion and. to the best of my knowledge, the annexed report is true.
Signature of Recorded Holder or Agent

COtC (CO/97)

RECEIVED
CCT O 8 1999

GEOSCIENCE ASSESSMENT 
OfFiCE



S. Work to be recorded and distributed. Work that is performed on Grown Lands that are subsequently staked as a mining 
claim, can be claimed at lOO'/o of its value (state this amount in column V below). If work is performed on Crown lanoVand not 
enclosed within a subsequently recorded claim, it can be claimed at 25"7o of its value (state this amount in column '3' below). 
Work can only be assigned to claims that are contiguous to (adjoining) the lands where work was performed at the time work 
was performed. A map showing the contiguous link must accompany this form.

Mining Claim Number

•9

•9

1

2

3

4

5

e
7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

IS

1234567

1234568

//^"/23f
//SVZJ^

,

Column Totals

No. of 
Claim 
Units

4

2

if.
l

5

Value of work performed 
before recording a mining claim

(a) Work now within 
a claim. Show 100* 
of cost

S4980

N/A

5" 7hi
I,M

7.207

(b) Work on adjacent 
Crown lands. Show 
25* of cost

S725

N/A

H*

Value of work 
applied 

to this claim

S1600

S 800

57*6
It Ml

. 9)
* Os ^\ u

RECO
on 8

7j207

Value of wort 
assigned to other 

mining daims

S800

N/A

^— ———

* —————— ̂

^

*" ' ' r*'T

•^UEu
tSS3

^ ——

Bank. Value of worV 
to be distributed 
at a later date

S3305

N/A

'
~**"^

———— F

-, ——
l. 3"oHr\| :3flM6S MORGAN , do hereby certify that the above work credits are eligible under

(PiHFulNm*)

subsection 7 (1) of the Assessment Work Regulation 6/96 for assignment to contiguous claims or for application to the claim 
where the work was done.

•fltoeordcd HoHw or A0M AmhorewJ in WrM( 23

6. Instruction for cutting back credits that are not approved.

Some of the credits claimed in this declaration may be cut back. Please check K) in the boxes below to show how you wish to 
prioritize the deletion of credits:
D 1. Credits are to be cut back from the Bank first followed by option 2 or 3 or 4 as indicated.
Q 2. Credits are to be cut back starting with the daims fisted last, working backwards; or
D 3. Credits are to be cut back equally over all daims fisted in this declaration; or

*taf 4. Credits are to be cut back as prioritized on the attached appendix or as follows (describe):

5/2-3*

Note: If you have not indicated how your credits are to be deleted, credits will be cut back from the Bank first, 
followed by option number 2 if necessary.

For Office Use Only_____,———.—-.——..—.——
Received Stamp

O24O (O3/V7)

Deemed Approved Date

Date Approved

Date Notification Sent

Total Value of Credit Approved

Approved for Recording by Mining Recorder (Signature)



Ministry of
Northern Development
and Mines

Statement of Costs 
for Assessment Credit

Transaction Number (office use)

R
Personal information collected on this form is obtained under the authority of subsection 6 (1) of the Assessment Work Regulation 6/96. Under section 8 of the 
Mining Act, this information is a public record. This information will be used to review the assessment work and correspond with the mining land holder. 
Questions about this collection should be directed to a Provincial Mining Recorder. Ministry of Northern Development and Mines, 3rd Floor, 933 Ramsey Lake 
Road, Sudbury, Ontario. P3E 6B5. V 1 Q **/ O O

Work Type

~P ———— h~n —————————

M offing ]: 1,500
PKoioarfcpny (l 3)
T - L ' /-A J o in r i ra L raww M )

(^porfs

Units of work
Depending on the type of work, list the number of 
hours/day worked, metres of drilling, kilometres of 
grid line, number of samples, etc.

S wlyj @ i ~hci*y3 -^ S 5

5 Aw3 (® b hw* -? 30
J? ChOwS ( ^ fr \\outf -* 2J+
li, a. MS @ ft hwrf-? \b
3 &QMS Q ff htfMt ~^ Ik

t t

^Jo
Associated Costs (e.g. supplies, mobilization and demobilization).

Swpli'u onlf
Moklliial-ion X Ji^rS r^

l/Cn'VObl/lifl.noH f/) —fi /?ur5 r^S)
y*. *"

Transportation Costs

/Z 50 Tnf/ffJ f fa) l TTffJn, Toronto) Q

Food and Lodging Costs

/0 0l0up4 f*}.
*

Calculations of Filing Discounts:

"**—^

} C(**(~\ p PI c rs

Cost Per Unit JL 
of work S

^ hO- Od
y ^ ( 00
y 4tf ' 00
s tf Gi 00
j( 40, 00

total

35-00
is. oo

0.60

25,00

rtpr o jqqqTotal ) alue of Assessment Work

Total Cost

4
if bOOi CO
L WO. 00

q M. oo
bbo.oO
%0'QO

'S'.UO-oo

ni y. M
2.fiQ *00
ISO, M

ISO'00

1+50 *00

J, tOj, 00

1. Work filed within two years of performance is claimed at 1000Xo of the above Total Value of Assessment Work.
2. If work is filed after two years and up to five years after performance, it can only be claimed at 500Xo of the Total 

Value of Assessment Work. If this situation applies to your claims, use the calculation below:

TOTAL VALUE OF ASSESSMENT WORK x 0.50 = Total S value of worked claimed.

Note:
- Work older than 5 years is not eligible for credit.
- A recorded holder may be required to verify expenditures claimed in this statement of costs within 45 days of a request for 
verification and/or correction/clarification. If verification and/or correction/clarification is not made, the Minister may reject all 
or part of the assessment work submitted.

Certification verifying costs:

l. JOHK) MftRTtfY JftHH M0ft6flfy/ do hereby certify, that the amounts shown are as accurate as may reasonably
(please print full name)

be determined and the costs were incurred while conducting assessment work on the lands indicated on the accompanying

Declaration of Work form as

0212 (03/97)

(recorded holder, agent, or state company position with signing authority)
am authorized to make this certification.

GEOSCIENCEASpSMEMT

Signature TT^ Date j

^Mr^t^^ Serf, 23 W ———\^/ ̂ ———i—f-——/-t-/-
^^^



Ministry of Ministers du
Northern Development Developpement du Nord
and Mines et des Mines Ontario

Geoscience Assessment Office 
933 Ramsey Lake Road 

February 1, 2000 6th Floor
Sudbury, Ontario

JOHN HARTLEY MORGAN P3E 6B5 
2835 LAKESHORE BLVD. W.
APT #215 Telephone: (888) 415-9845 
ETOBICOKE, Ontario Fax: (877)670-1555 
M8V-3V8

Visit our website at:
www.gov.on.ca/MNDM/MINES/LANDS/mlsmnpge.htm

Dear Sir or Madam: Submission Number: 2.19782

Status 
Subject: Transaction Number(s): W9940.00272 Approval After Notice

We have reviewed your Assessment Work submission with the above noted Transaction Number(s). The 
attached summary page(s) indicate the results of the review. WE RECOMMEND YOU READ THIS 
SUMMARY FOR THE DETAILS PERTAINING TO YOUR ASSESSMENT WORK.

If the status for a transaction is a 45 Day Notice, the summary will outline the reasons for the notice, and any 
steps you can take to remedy deficiencies. The 90-day deemed approval provision, subsection 6(7) of the 
Assessment Work Regulation, will no longer be in effect for assessment work which has received a 45 Day 
Notice. Allowable changes to your credit distribution can be made by contacting the Geoscience Assessment 
Office within this 45 Day period, otherwise assessment credit will be cut back and distributed as outlined in 
Section #6 of the Declaration of Assessment work form.

Please note any revisions must be submitted in DUPLICATE to the Geoscience Assessment Office, by the 
response date on the summary.

If you have any questions regarding this correspondence, please contact BRUCE GATES by e-mail at 
bruce.gates@ndm.gov.on.ca or by telephone at (705) 670-5856.

Yours sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
Blair Kite
Supervisor, Geoscience Assessment Office
Mining Lands Section

Correspondence ID: 14547 

Copy for: Assessment Library



Work Report Assessment Results

Submission Number: 2.19782

Date Correspondence Sent: February 01, 2000 Assessor: BRUCE GATES

Transaction 
Number

W9940.00272

Section:
9 Prospecting PROSP

First Claim 
Number

1151238

Township(s) l Area(s)

COLDWELL

Status

Approval After Notice

Approval Date

January 29, 2000

The 45 days outlined in the Notice dated December 15,1999 have passed. Assessment work credit has been approved as outlined on the attached Distribution 
of Assessment Work Credit sheet.

l would like to address two points raised in your correspondence of December 27,1999. In regards to the mob/demob costs we did allow an additional 2 days, 
at the prospecting rate, above that reported for days worked on the statement of costs. The attached distribution of assessment work credit only reflects where 
the work was performed and the cutback and distribution of the assessment work credit will be as you have indicated in Section #6 of the Declaration of 
Assessment Work form.

Your original receipts and equipment list are being returned.

Correspondence to:
Resident Geologist 
Thunder Bay, ON

Assessment Files Library 
Sudbury, ON

Recorded Holder(s) and/or Agent(s):
JOHN HARTLEY MORGAN 
ETOBICOKE, Ontario

Page: 1
Correspondence ID: 14547



Distribution of Assessment Work Credit

The following credit distribution reflects the value of assessment work performed on the mining land(s). 

Date: February 01, 2000 

Submission Number: 2.19782

Transaction Number: W9940.00272

Claim Number Value Of Work Performed

1151238 4,500.00

1151239 281.00

Total: S 4,781.00

Page: l

Correspondence ID: 14547
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