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l.Introduction

The following report summarizes the work done on the Kidlark Project (Winston and

Sydney Claims) held by Yankee Hat Minerals, Work was completed between July 2008

and September 2008. The objectives of the project were to analyze the property by
prospecting, mapping, soil sampling, and ground geophysical surveys, with the goal of
providing enough data to support exploration drilling. An overview of the property
location is in figure 1, below.

A statement of costs is provided in section 6 (Expenditures).
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Figure 1: Kidlark property location
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2. History

Regional Work History

Within the immediate 35 km radius of the Dycer pluton are -35 Minfile occwrences,
Most of these are labeled ounknowno origin with no commodities listed. Several are

asbestos, gold-copper vein, or coal related showings. Of the remaining seven, two relate

to placer gold showings on the Dycer pluton, and the other five are W-skam and Cu-Pb-
Znskarn occuffences.

Among the nearby W skarns are the Hidden (105F129) and Ayduck (105F092) showings,
both of which were addressed by the same CUB JV that looked at the mineralization in
the Upper Coal River area. The two showings are close by and were worked from one
camp in the late 1970's, however; results from the Hidden property were better than those
from the Ayduck property and the latter was eventually dropped. Archer Cathro &
Associates (1931) Ltd., the operator of the CUB JV, still holds the rights to the Hidden
claims through one of their public companies, Strategic Metals Ltd.

The last systematic mapping of the area was done in 1977 by Templeman-Kluit (1977)
who mapped the sedimentary sequences of the Cassiar Terrane and mid-Cretaceous
plutons that dominate the geology of the region. That work was focused on Mapsheet
105F, and Mapsheet 105E is still not well understood.

Property Work History

Only a small amount of exploration work is recorded as being carried out on the Kidlark
showing and is detailed in Hitchins (1980). The original "Hal" claims were staked in June

of 1979 and a short six day cursory mapping and prospecting program was carried out by
three to five staff. Their soil sampling program essentially comprised one long line along
the length of the intrusive contact and consisted of -100 samples. Several silt samples
were also taken. Elements analyzed for included Mo, Cu, Ni, Co, Mn, Fe, Ag, Pb,Zn,
and W. Numerous samples showed W values above 20 ppm, with the highest soil
geochemical response at 400 ppm. Grab samples of pyrrhotite-scheelite skarn returned
many assays in the -0.5 to ZYo range but included results as high as l3o/a WOs.
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Figure 2. Historical mapping at the Kidlark property.

3. Claims

The Kidlark Project is 102 claims within two sets of adjoining claim blocks, the Winston,
and the Sydney Claims. The Winston Claims consist of 64 claims owned by Beverly

Quist, Chris Davis, and Laurel Arness; while the Sydney Claims consist of 38 claims
owned by Beverly Quist and Laurel Arness. They are held on behalf of Yankee Hat
Minerals, with Yankee Hat holding a l00o/o interest in the claims, as well being the sole
operator. The Kidlark property is located in National Topographical System map sheets
105E08 and 105F05 with a centroid of 6i" 23'24" N, 133o 59' 10" W (554157 mE and
6806643 mN, Nad 83, Zote 8N). The resulting zone of interest is approximately 13 km
by 2 km and an area of approximately 2100 hectares. The property covers historical
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showings with promising descriptions in assessment reports by Hitchins (1980) and

Roberston (1981).

The property location is shown in Figure 1, and the location of individual mineral claims
is illustrated on Figure 3. All claims are registered with the Whitehorse Mining
Recorder, in south'central Yukon Territory. Mineral claim tenure information is

summarized below:
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Table 1. Claim information
Claim GrantNumber Owner Operator ClaimExoirvDate

WINSTON 1 YC83056 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08i2009
WINSTON 2 YC83057 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WINSTON 3 YC83058 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08t2009

WINSTON 4 YC83059 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WINSTON 5 YC83060 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 1 3/08t2009

WINSTON 6 YC83061 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WINSTON 7 YC83062 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WINSTON B YC83063 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WINSTON 9 YC83064 Beverlv Quist - 100o/o Yankee Hat '13/08/2009

WINSTON 1O YC83065 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WNSTON 11 YC83066 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 131OA20A9

WINSTON 12 YCB3O67 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WINSTON 13 YC83068 Beverlv Ouist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009
WINSTON 14 YC83069 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13108t2009

WINSTON 15 YC83070 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WINSTON 16 YC83071 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13108/2009

WNSTON 17 YC83A72 Beverly Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WNSTON 18 YC83073 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13t08t2009

WINSTON 19 YC83074 Beverly Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WINSTON 20 YC83075 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13t0812009

WINSTON 21 YC83076 Beverly Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

WINSTON 22 YC83077 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 1 3/08t2009

WINSTON 23 YC83078 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13108/2009

WINSTON 24 YC83079 Beverly Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13t08t2009

WINSTON 25 Yc83080 Laurel Arness' 100% Yankee Hat 15/08/2009

WINSTON 26 YC83081 Laurel Arness - 1A0Yo Yankee Hat 15/08/2009

WINSTON 27 YC83OB2 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 15/08/2009

WINSTON 28 YC83083 LaurelArness - 100o/o Yankee Hat 15t08t2AO9

WINSTON 29 YC83084 Laurel Arness - 100Yo Yankee Hat 15/08/2009

WINSTON 30 YC83085 LaurelArness' 100% Yankee Hat 1 5/08/2009

WINSTON 31 YC83086 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 15/0812009

WINSTON 32 YC830B7 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 15t0a20a9
WINSTON 33 YC830B8 LaurelArness - 10Ao/o Yankee Hat 15/08/2009

WINSTON 34 YC83089 LaurelArness - 1404/o Yankee Hat 15t08t2009

WINSTON 35 YC83092 Chris Davis - 100o/o Yankee Hat 22t08t2409

WINSTON 36 YC83093 Chris Davis - 10AYo Yankee Hat 22t08/20a9

WINSTON 37 YC83094 Chris Davis - 1A0Yo Yankee Hat 22t0u2049
WINSTON 38 YC83095 Chris Davis - 100o/o Yankee Hat 22t08t2009



WNSTON 39 YC83096 Chris Davis - 1A0o/o Yankee Hat 22t08t2009
WINSTON 40 YC83097 Chris Davis - 100% Yankee Hat 22t08t2009

WNSTON 41 YC83098 Chris Davis - 100% Yankee Hat 2UA8t2009
WNSTON 42 YC83099 Chris Davis - 100% Yankee Hat 22t08t2009

WINSTON 43 YC83100 Chris Davis - 100% Yankee Hat 22t08t2009
WINSTON 44 YCB3441 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25rcgt2449
WINSTON 45 YC83442 LaurelArness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t200s
WNSTON 46 YCB3443 LaurelArness - 10Ao/o Yankee Hat 25t49t2009
WINSTON 47 YC83444 Laurel Arness - 140% Yankee Hat 25t09t2409
WNSTON 48 YC83445 Laurel Arness - 100o/o Yankee Hat ?5t09t2009
WINSTON 49 YC83446 Laurel Arness - 140% Yankee Hat 25l09/2009
WINSTON 50 YC83447 LaurelArness - lAAo/o Yankee Hat 25l09/2009
WNSTON 51 YC83448 LaurelArness - 10Ao/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
WINSTON 52 YC83449 Laurel Arness - 1OA% Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
WINSTON 53 YC83450 LaurelArness - lQAo/o Yankee Hat 25/09/2009
WINSTON 54 YC83451 Laurel Arness - 10Ao/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
WNSTON 55 YCB3452 LaurelArness - 1A0o/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
WINSTON 56 YC83453 Laurel Arness - 100o/o Yankee Hat ?5t0912009
WINSTON 57 YC83454 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25/0912009

WINSTON 58 YC83455 Laurel Arness - 1A0Yo Yankee Hat 25tA9t2o09
WINSTON 59 YC83456 LaurelArness - IAOoA Yankee Hat 2il49f2009
WINSTON 60 YC83457 LaurelArness - 100o/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2A09
WINSTON 61 YC83458 Laurel Arness - 1A0o/o Yankee Hat 25tA9t2049
WINSTON 62 YC83459 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25tO9t2009
WINSTON 63 YC83460 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
WINSTON 64 YC8346'1 LaurelArness - 100o/s Yankee Hat 25t09t2009

SYDNEY 1 YC8304B Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hal 13/08/2009

SYDNEY 2 YC83049 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009
SYDNEY 3 YC83050 Beverlv Quist - 100o/o Yankee Hat 13t08t2009

SYDNEY 4 YC83051 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13tQ812009

SYDNEY 5 YC83052 Beverly Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009

SYDNEY 6 YC83053 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 1 3/08/2009
SYDNEY 7 YC83054 Beverly Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13t48/2009

SYDNEY 8 YC83055 Beverlv Quist - 100% Yankee Hat 13/08/2009
SYDNEY 9 YC83462 Laurel Arness - 140% Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
SYDNEY 1O YC83463 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
SYDNEY 11 YC83464 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
SYDNEY 12 YG83465 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25109t2009

SYDNEY 13 YC83466 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
SYDNEY 14 YC83467 LaurelArness - 100o/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
SYDNEY 15 YC83468 Laurel Arness - loAo/o Yankee Hat 25t0u2409
SYDNEY 16 YC83469 Laurel Arness - 10oo/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2449
SYDNEY 17 YC83470 LaurelArness - 10Qo/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
SYDNEY 18 YC83471 LaurelArness - 1CIlo/o Yankee Hat 25/09/2009

SYDNEY 19 YC83472 LaurelArness - 10Ao/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
SYDNEY 2A YC83473 LaurelArness - 1A0o/o Yankee Hat 25l09/2009
SYDNEY 21 YC83474 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t2009
SYDNEY 22 YC83475 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t2A09
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SYDNEY 23 YC83476 LaurelArness - 140% Yankee Hat 25tA9t200s

SYDNEY 24 YC83477 LaurelArness - 1$0o/o Yankee Hat 25tA912009

SYDNEY 25 YC83478 Laurel Arness - 100Yo Yankee Hat 25l0w2aag
SYDNEY 26 YC83479 Laurel Arness - 1A0o/a Yankee Hat 25tA9t2AA9

SYDNEY 27 YC83480 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25/09/2009

SYDNEY 28 YC83481 Laurel Arness - l$Oo/o Yankee Hat 25tA9t2A09

SYDNEY 29 YC83482 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t2009

SYDNEY 30 YC83483 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25tAgn009
SYDNEY 31 YC83484 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t2AA9

SYDNEY 32 YC83485 LaurelArness - 100o/o Yankee Hat 25l09/2009

SYDNEY 33 YC83486 Laurel Arness - 1A0o/o Yankee Hat 25l09/2009
SYDNEY U YC83487 LaurelArness - 100o/o Yankee Hat 25tA9t2009

SYDNEY 35 YC8348B LaurelArness - 100% Yankee Hat 25t09t2049

SYDNEY 36 YC83489 Laurel Arness - 100o/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2009

SYDNEY 37 YC83490 LaurelArness - 100o/o Yankee Hat 25t09t2CI09

SYDNEY 38 YC83491 Laurel Arness - 100% Yankee Hat 25/09/2009
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Figure 3. Kidlark Claim Group.
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4. Geolory

Regional Geological Setting

The host bedrock for the intrusions comprises clastic rocks of the Eam Group and Lower
Paleozoic carbonate rocks of the Cassiar Platform. Significant intrusions of the area have

been grouped together within the Cassiar Suite (Driver et aL.2000) and labeled the Quiet
Lake, Nisultlin, and Big Salmon batholiths; however, many other small plutons, like the

Dycer pluton at the Kidlark property, are present in the area. This geological setting has

given rise to the nearby Risby and Stormy tungsten deposits, as well as to the Northern
Dancer tungsten-molybdenite deposit (also known as Logtung) further to the southwest.

Less advanced projects include the previously mentioned Hidden and Obvious tungsten
skarns. Regional geophysical patterns (Residual Total Field Magnetics) show a broad low
response along the mineralized margin of the Dycer pluton - most of which is covered by
the current arrangement of claims. Where the carbonate rocks diverge from the Dycer
pluton a mid-level magnetic signature is seen. Other intrusives of this mid-Cretaceous
Cassiar Suite show similar trends of depressed magnetic signature beyond the bounds of
the intrusion.
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Figure 4. Total field magnetics for the Kidlark area.

Local Geology and Mineralization

Already at least five distinct mineralized zones (from North to South; Wilson,
Rasmussen, Davis, Brand and Arness showings) have been located in outcrop along a 13

km strike length. The known outcrops are variably mineralized, but in general are

characterized as gamet-diopside skarn with minor to major pyrrhotite. Tungsten is found
thus far as the mineral scheelite. Typically, the mineralized area begins in barren
limestone, moving through recrystallized marble, garnet-diopside skam, a vuggy quartz
pyrite flooded zone, fluid-altered multiphase heterogeneous granite, and unaltered
homogeneous granite. Scheelite also occurs within intrusive dykes.

Historical mapping of the Dycer pluton was conducted in 1980 (Hitchins 1980) and that
geology is shown in Figure 2.Ln2008 preliminary property-wide mapping was

undertaken along the length of the contact and more detailed mapping and prospecting
was carried out at the Wilson, Rasmussen and Arness showings. The base geology for
these locations are shown in the figures below. Also mapped on separate datasets are

alteration, veins, dykes, and mineralization.

G e o t o g i c a t A s s e s s m gyr:'{; :r\; 
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Figure 5. Kidlark showing locations.
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5. Exploration

In 2008, detailed mapping, prospecting, silt and soil sampling, trenching, and ground
magnetic work was conducted through the months of August and early September.
Results from geological mapping and prospecting were largely provided in the previous
section. The results of previous historical mapping were determined to be fairly reliable
as the scant sample coverage implied that avery small amount of time was actually spent
on the ground when the long strike length of the system is considered. Significant
improvements in the geological understanding obtained from the 2008 exploration
includes a more refined placement of the intrusive contact as well as confirmation of
multiple mineralization horizons.

Silt sampling was carried out over the claims. Any response of W was considered
anomalous because the detection limit of the Niton XRF is -100 ppm. Anomalous levels
of the elements Mo, Sn, Cs, Cu, Zn, and As were also returned from many of the Kidlark
silt samples with varying degrees of spatial overlap. More detailed analysis of these
samples is required to properly assess the importance (i.e., strength and spatial
significance) of the anomalies.

Soil sampling was carried out in lines across areas where overburden obscured bedrock.
Figure 9 shows the locations of the 90 samples taken. The soil samples were not assayed,

however they were analyzed by the portable XRF. As the detection limit of the Niton
XRF is so high for tungsten, none of the soil points were above the 100 ppm threshold.
Other elements, Zt, Ca, Cu, Cso and Sn had anomalous values and were included in this
report.

Three trenches were dug in proximity of the Brand Showing to investigate prospective
geological areas. The firsttrench began at the base ofa steep quartz-flooded zone at the
margin of the Dycer pluton. It measured approximately 5 m in length, I m across and2 m
deep. The trench reached permafrost before outcrop, but distinctively oxidized horizons
with abundant scheelite crystals up to -0.5 cm3 were discovered. This trench was -25 m
along strike from the Brand Showing and suggests continuity of that zone with significant
mineralization.

Trench #2 was dug to identifr the cause of a distinct magnetic response. Locally, bedrock
was dominated by marble with minor felsic dykes with sharp contacts containing trace
scheelite. Upon trenching it was observed that the magnetic anomaly in the area was
likely caused by a mafic dyke, which gave rise to abundant magnetite-bearing float.
This trench was stopped before reaching bedrock.

Trench #3 received one day of digging before the completion of Phase II work. It was
placed between Trench #l and the Brand Showing in an attempt to conclusively tie the
showings together. Bedrock was never reached, however, abundant garnet-diopside skarn
was found, although it was low in scheelite content. The mineralizedzone, if continuous,
is likely deeper and possibly several meters down slope from the location of Trench #3.
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All trenching was hampered by up to 2 mof snow cover. Niton-obtained geochemicalresults from the T*ry! *J.s9it samples were very strongry anomarous in w, Au, Mo withsome Ag' Because of the highly anomalous values these-samples were submitted forfurther geochemical analysis ai a certified laboratory to .orrnr- the results. Gold valuesshowed a lower value (up to 0.557 ppm) while w values showed higher values (up to10.95 %W). These results are summari zedbelow.
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Figure 9. Soil sample locations for the Kidlark property.
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Figure I0. Zr soil geochemistry results for Kidlark.
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Figure ll, ZrlCasoil geochemistry results for Kidlark.
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Figure 12. Cu soil geochemistry results for Kidlark.
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Figure 13. Cs soil geochemistry results for Kidlark.
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Figure 14. Sn soil geochemistry results for Kidlark.
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Table 2.Trench soil sample results for the Kidlark property.

\V 1'IE-ICP6I \V Assay \{a lr{E- Au Assay Ag X'IE- Cu IIE-
ID pprrr o/o ICP61 ppm git IC'P61ppur ICP61

trench soil 1 ?140 0 ?l 21 0.381 3.4 312
Kicllark
tlench sorl S 6610 0.6? lll 0.:?4 1.4 826

Kidlark
trench soil 3 :"10000 1.8i T? 0.10j 3 I 1 l0
Kidlark
tlench soil,l :i0000 1.0? 46 0.148 2.1 85?

Kicllaft
french soil 5 3920 10,95 106 0.55i '!.4 299

Kidlark
nench soil6 lllil 9.05 61 0.481 6.5 140

Kidlark
french soil i 8340 3.06 l4l t1.355 -i i37

Ground magnetic data was collected over several days on the Kidlark property and a total
of 11 line km and 14100 data point locations were taken with 2 second intervals (Figure

15). Initial geophysical surveying delineated the very strong magnetic anomaly that was

the target of Trench #2. This strong anomaly was effoneously interpreted as skarn

mineralization prior to the discovery of a magnetite-phyric mafic dyke. Other intrusive
limestone contacts showed a positive response in magnetics; however, the effects from
the mafic dyke in proximity to the Brand showing made interpretation difficult in that
area. Other contacts further north and south showed more distinct responses.
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Figure 15. Ground magnetic survey at the Kidlark property.
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Eighteen grab samples (Figure 16) were taken frorn the Kidlark property and submitted to
EcoTech Laboratories in Whitehorse for testing. Assay results for the samples ranged up
to 7 .680/o WO: and averaged 1.463% WO: with visual estimations of scheelite content by
UV fluorescence correlating well with WO: % content. The 18 samples were taken from
5 distinct showings over 10 km along the geological contact.
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Figure 16. Rock sample locations for the Kidlark property.
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Table 3. Selected rock sample assay results from Kidlarkassae

Samplt ID \T {%) lVOr (9o} Destt'ipfion

KL-08-A{B-003,1

Brautl Shorvnrg A

0.382 0.482 Clmrbly artd ntsry uassive sclt-py.po rock arliacent to a

r,'uggy siliceous zo1te. Scheelite is flne to coffrte grained.

n'ith crystals to 1 cnr:

KL-08-.{q,B-00,i,5

Braud Siroluurg B

3.490 ,1.401 Silicerrui rtllgg,v zote. adjaceut tn a banded gl-diop

skam, h4oderate scireelite uriueralizatiou u'itlt py-po.

KL-08-,,LAB-0036 0.981 l.?38 Dark greeu. nlrty. vlrggy diop skanr - weli lanrying

Brald Shorvrng ('

KL-08-A*A.B-00-1i :.940 -3.108 Dark greer. rult),'. vuggy clir:p skam - well latrpiuF

Braud Shorvug D

KL-08-A-48-0038 :.450 3.0!)0 Darli gleer. mlify. \n1gg,v diop skam - u,ell laurpiirg

Bmud Sliou.mg E

KL-08-C'GD-0042

Davis Shoin'itg

6.090 7.680 Rirsty rkam zore witlt nussive sclt,plr,po 1lp to lil ilr

thickuess. \ext to mstv uretareriiuients -5 u tu rvidth

and talus.

KL-08-('CiD-004:

Davis Showiug

0.054 0.068 Rr.rst,v skaru zone rvith masrive p"r.'rpo \ext fo nliry

niet*sedirirents -'5 rn in rvidtlt and taltn. \o visible

scheelitr.

L\rA 0080

\\riison Shot ing

':0.001 Entire shorving courprires coarse grairted rlark red to

trrou"n gamet dominated skam zone appmrrnateiy 2 m

thick r+ith patches of coarre scheelite * no virible

scheelite in sample L\iA0080.

LVA OO81

\Vilsou Shotving

Entire shor.r,iug cornprises coarse Errnirted dark red to

brorvn glulet donunated skam zone approxirnately I ru
thick rvith pntchel of coarse rcheeiite - r'irible scheelite

in raurple LVA008i.

0.344 0.431

0.001{'GD ti060

Neal Brancl

Sholvins

0.001 Dolornitic sand befw'een glar{te arrd calbonate.

CGD 0061A 0,lli 0.143 Rrnry ganiet epidote skantzone conlaimug':lctti

Near Brand mttrcovite. Ivloderate visible scheelire.

Shorving

C'GD 0061 B 0.02.1 0.030 Rustv garuet epidore skam zore cr-rntairdng .,.lcur

Near Brarrd muscovite. Nr: r'rsible sclteelite.

Shorving
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1\ (t/.) 11Or (%) De*t'iPtiott

cGD 0062 0.0i2 0.09i @. ttisible scheelite seen.

r'r*ith qrmrtz flooclittg'

Aness Shor'r-ltg Visible scheelite seeir'

CGD 0064

Davis Slro'q,ing

@ive sch'py,'Po nP to hn il
thiEkness. Iext to 1"l"1sf! nreta*dinrents ---i rn iu rvidtlt

nud taiix.

CGD 0065

Nenr Davis Slrcrvurg

@sch,py'PolrPtolrnlu
thickness. At glatdte coutact.

urassive sch''PYiPo Llp to 1il 1r

Near Davis Shor.uurg thickuess' At graute coiltact'

cGD 0061 0.86g-1.0s6--- Gaflret st{r1'lt n'ltil qrrartz flor:dutg' At gtardte -

Rasultsset Shorvurg liruestone contact'

P-vnYrite' ciioP=4iop ^tU'

6. Expenditures

Expenditures for the Program are outlined in Table 4, below'

CostsTable 4.

Item Cost

Helicopter $66,850

Wages $64,025

Accommodation $4,390
Sample Analysis
{ICPMS) $1,080

Total s136.345
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