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TABN. 25,1977

Charles K. Ikona,
208-850 West Hastings St.,
Vancouver, B. C. V6C 1E1.

6 December 1978
061779

Mr. H. S. Aikins,

Sovereign Metals Corooration,
305 - 535 Thurlow Street,
Vancouver, B. C.

re: Barb Mineral Claims,
Watson Lake M.D., Y.T.,
105 H/6

Dear Mr. Aikins:

At your request I have reviewed the Geo-
physical Report on the Pulse Electromagnetometer Survey
conducted on the Barb Claims by Glen E. White, Consulting
Geophysicist, during July and August of this year. 1 have
also discussed this report at length with Mr. White on the
telephone, and have attempted to reconcile the results of
the survey as presented, in Mr. White's report with my
observations of the property as noted in my report of July
8, 1977.

Mr. White reports on a program consisting of
some five miles of horizontal and fourteen miles of vector
pulse electromagnetic surveying over the area of the known
showings and their projected extensions. He reports that
although selected hand samples of the mineralization were
conductive, the showings themselves did not respond to the
electromagnetic method.

Some vector angle changes are noted which he
ascribes to lithologic contacts, along with a deep focus of
weak conductivity attributed to a possible graphite bearing
lithologic unit.

An examination of the survey results in the
area of the projected vertical section developed from previous
diamond drilling and accompanying this letter shows no indica-
tion of the mineralization located in these drill holes. While
the projected section is not to be considered absolute at this
stage of the properties development, these drill holes do
indicate mineralizaiton well within penetration depths of sur-
face instruments. It would appear that only two conclusions
are possible. The first is that the survey technique is not



applicable in this instance, or secondly, the interpretation
of the survey is not correct.

To resolve this, I have had extensive discussions
with Mr. White. He indicates that this survey technique is
quite a recent innovation and that interpretation of results
is still evolving. Recently, it is starting to appear that
analysis of the vertical loop component will not show
definitive cross-overs and good vertical focus in areas of
parallel mineral zones and/or where mineralization parallels
bedding of host units. In these instances, it is Mr. White's
opinion that the horizontal component of the survey yields
a more definitive conductor response. At my request he
briefly reviewed the results of the survey and states that
there are definitely conductive responses on the horizontal
component and re-evaluation of the survey is warranted. His
cost estimate of this re-evaluation is approximately $1000.00.

It is my opinion that the results of the
electromagnetic survey available to date have not altered the
status of the Barb claims since my report of July 8, 1977.
Additional work is still warranted on the claims. As the
more expensive part of the electromagnetic survey (field
work) has been comnleted the additional funds to re-work
the data, as suggested by Mr. White, should most probably
be expended. A further work program consisting of surface
trenching, employing a small dozer should be undertaken.
Subsequently, diamond drilling will have to be considered.

" Estimated costs: (No diamond drilling in this

phase).
Re-interpretation of electromagnetic
survey $ 1,000.00
Camp and mobilization 3,500.00
J D 450 dozer or equivalent @ $40/hour 10,000.00
Sampling and assaying 1,500.00
Labour and supplies 4,000.00
Engineering and supervision ’ 2,000.00
Overhead and office 1,000.00
Contingency 2,000.00
$25,000.00

Yours sincerely,

_ —Chartes K. Lkg@ﬁf??yaﬁng.
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