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BRITISH COLUMBIA 
PROSPECTORS ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

PROSPECTING REPORT FORM (continued) 

B. TECHNICALREPORT 
l One technical report to be completed for each project area. 
l Refer to Program Requirements/Regulations, section 15,16 and 17. 
l . If work was perfomwd on claims a copy of the applicable assessment report may be submitted in lieu of the 

stppmting data (see section 16) squired with this TECHNICAL REPORT. 

fame W&L/AM WELN Reference Number 3cu9 7 PZ/ 
LOCATION/cOMMODITD3S 
F’mject Area (as listed in Part A) mmfl 

Location of Project Area 

WORK PERFORMED 
1. Conventional Pmspectblg (area) //.5-h? x 5-u m = fz5 HA. I 
2. Gdogical Mapping (hectareslscale) 

3. GenchemicaJ (type and no. of samples) 

4. Geophysical (type and line km) 

5. Physical Work (type and amount) 7 ?ET P/E -t. m3 

6,. Drilling (no,. boles, size, depth in m, total m) 

7. Q&X (specify) H&!&3 74 NAl~tiG A7 /VilML5#11s / Oc%‘T/~fi 

Supporting &to must be sub&ted with this TECHNICAL REPORT 
Information on tbis form is confidential for one year from the date of receipt subject to the provisions of the Freedom of 
Infomtion Act. 



This deposit consists of an auriferom paleochaImeI centred about 5@- 
12’ Latitude, 1194@hn@de. ‘Ihe portion of the deposit located along 
the banks of Harris Creek from the canyon in Lumby to McAulq Creek 
(more then 7 kilometres to the southeast) is known as the Harris Creek 
Placer (MlNFEE 082LSEO3 1). The west extension of this pfdeochannel 
WhichcontirmesonsbrikewiththeHanisCreedcPIacerbetweglBessette 
(Harris) and Ihrteau (Jones) Creeks, is known as “Bur&n” (MlNFILE 
082L.SWO91). ‘I&e work cxurial out for this project established that these 
tWOIi4lNFMoccurrencesarem0st~thessmedeposit. 

The Burchan deposit can be acassed off Dye Meadow Road and 
White&e Road, just west of Lumby, and the aurifizrous paleochannef is 
exposed in the canyon occupied by Harris Creek immediately downs&cam 
from its conflueace with Nicklen @zsette) Creek on private hmd currently 
owned by Mr. Myron Smith of Homer Road in Lumby. Other exposures of 
the Harris Creek paleochannel can be Bccesged from the Harris Creek Forest 
AccessRoad. 

Itese the lkmture on these two -cesh8delreedybeen 
completed prior to begin&g work on the project, but considerable new 
inform8tion was provided by conversations with Mr. Myron Smith, 8 

pmspector who happens to own the property containing the old mine 
workings in the canyon on Harris Creek. Mr. Smith himseIfcarried out 
some development work cum&ing of a timbered adit, 38.4 metres long 
through gravel, to access the peleochanuel where he, believed it to be, off 
Nicklen Creek. He had also mined the banks of Harris Creek and recovered 
8 f31d qU8ntity of gohi, before coming under Criticism by 8 VQY aggfcssive 

emironmd group f?om Salmon Arm. He subsequently ceased woricing 
the deposit. 

Testing of the p&uchannel gravels was carried out in the canyon by 
means of hand shGng, to determine the approximate gold content and 
properties of the host gravel, and this was combined %ti the knowledge 
obbined from Mr. Smith’s experience. Subsequently, the channel was 



mapped both to the east and west, using its distinctive properties and the 
granitic unit which lies alongside it as a marker unit. Where exposed in the 
banks of the creeks, the paleocharm~ was tested by means of hand PBrming 
to determine either th ~RZSUIW or absence of gold- A gmve1 pit located 
along the base of the ridge hosting lhe Burchan deposit was also tested by 
means ofhand sluicing. 

The location of the paleochannel and results of testing are shown on 
the accompanying map. The pako&armel is well-cem~ti and competent, 
except in the west canyon walI, where it is overlain by clay and considerable 
water is flowing fkom it, and an adit in the canyon wail has collapsed, 
causingalargtslump. Jngeneml,itisboundedonatleastoneedge, 
sometim= on both sides, by a competent diorite unit which forms a “rim- 
rock”. The cobbles are subangular and represent the local gculogy -- gneiss, 
granitic rods, minor greenstones, and at&&e. 

The gold ranges fkom very fine colours to quite cuarse, but we&worn 
and flattened nuggets up to a few centimetres across. Many of the gold 
particles, in addition to being flattened, are also striated and some contain 
quartz pstticles. Purplish-red game& though small, are pluxtifi& and black 
sand is abmdant. The paleachannel is not aurikrous over its entire height 
of 150 me&es, and it appears to have been displaced by a near-vertical 
normal lkdt trending due north in the canyon, which may have at one lime 
changed the murse of Harris Creek. ‘l%e adits in the west wall of the 
canyon are some 12 to 15 metres above those in the east wall. 

In most places along Harris Creek, upstream Eom the canyon, the 
pakxxham~el has been eroded by glaciation as indicated by a bmad, U- 
shaped valley, but in tighter, steeper sections it has been preserved as 
mnnants. However, these remnants are overlain by 30 to 60 m&es of till, 
and access is very difkult since the logging road has been de-activated. 
The unstable nature of the canyon wall makes it an ekromnentally sensitive 
location. A clear surf&e exption of the paleochanuel exists to the west 
of Harris Creek @urchan), as the gravel is ~Iearly river-worn and bounded 
on either side by the same rim-rock seen in the canyon aIongside the 
channel. ThischazmeliaexposedinthebankaofDuteau(locallyknownaa 
Jones) Creek, and gold was recovered from that point which has deSte . 
similarities to the gold recovered from Hams Creek The&ore, it is likely 



that the aurifaous charmel persists west of Harris Creek, but is buried by 
hundreds of metrrz of clay and de&al material. The west extension of the 
channel is located over its entirety on private land, and is occupied by 
homes. 

A wobbly layer in the gravel pit located along the north edge of the 
ridge contained many very fine colours, but no coarse gold. 

Inihepast,thischarmedwasminedinthe~~bymeansof 
hy&aulicking, whereby very large quantities of pay material could be moved 
ecmomhally, and sign&& gold was recovered. Today, these mining 
methods are not feasible. The pakcharmel was tested in five locations 
along its length, and at no point was the grade tiund to be s&ici& to 
compeosate for the coIlstraints on mining given the access problems, 
umfined working areas, and environmental concerns. The two placer 
claimswhich~remeinwithin~sstakingareadonotappeartohavebtQl 
Worked,sndinfactlie~~tfieerea~atihepaIcocharmelappearstobe 
absent. 





BRITISH COLUMBIA 
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PROSPECTING REPORT FORM (continued) 

B. TECHNICAL REPORT 
l One technical report to be completed for each project area. 
l Refer to Program BequiFements/Regnlations, section 15.16 and 17. 
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WORKPERFORMED 
1. Conventional prospecting (area) 17 b5e x r/no m c nil 4. 

2. Geological Mapping (hectareslscale) 

3. Geochemical (type and no, of samples) 

4. Geophysical (type and line km) 

5. physical Work (type and amount) 8 T-ES P/E @ 1.~” 6 $2 
6,. Drilling (no,. holes. size, depth in m, total m) 

7. other (specify) ffANJ7 mANIAA ATALL s?&?P.e s/m. 

SIGNIFICANT RESULTS _ 

1 
‘I 



Lightning Peak can be accessed from the soufhwest via the 
Wiunihd Creek logging road, about I8 km. south of Spruce Grove along 
the Kettle River Forest Access Road hm Highwq #6. The prospe&d 
wea umprises the water&d of Winnihl Creek and its tibutaries, which 
lie immediately to the north of a new park created wound the Granby River 
watershed (which appears meant to showcase high-extmction clear-cut 
logging in B.C.). The logging road which acuxscs Lightning Peak is 
exremeIy poor, having been built for winter logging, and hss Me or no . 
drainage, and so activities were confiuedto Wmnihl Creek 

Tke prospecting area was divided into cat&mat sresq each one 
beingdrainedbyatributaryofW~Creek,and~~bya 
sample site located as cl= to the junction ofthe tiibutq with the main 
creek as possible. Sample locahms were veritied by means of a Garmin 40 
G.P. S., and the coonhates stored for her map plotting. A total of ten 
sample sites were tested, initially by hand-p- and then by means of 
sluicing wke panning indicated the prescne.of indicator minexals (usually 
black sand). Two creeh were not sampled based cm this criteria The 
heavy mineral con- was removed hm the sluice at each site, stored 
in plastic bags, end the sluice cleaned to prevent cross-contsmhation 
Samples were then seived to - 50 me& (Tyler series, or 300 pm) through a 
stainlegssteelmesh,andprocessedina~~neseparatortorecovcreny 
6ne gold particles. The + 50 mesh fraction was parrned to recover coarser 
gold. ‘Ihe resultant - 50 mesh samplq withgqld removed, was treated as a 
silt sample and sent out for a 30-element ICP. A 6re assay for gold was 
done on sample No. 1 to check the &ciency of the hydrocone separator. 



The two best sites for placer potential are Sample Sites 1 and 4. A 
placer title is already held at Sample Site 1, but number 4 also had 
significantgoldendgoodaccesstotheueek.aswe~as~mforEailings. 
As well as the two sites that weren’t sampled, only one other site had no 
gold, number 6. 

Relative gold contents were as follows (in terms of number of 
colours): 

WIN-001 2 6 
WIN-002 0 1 
WIN-003 0 2 
wIN-004 0 8 
WIN-005 0 3 
WIN-006 0 0 
WIN-007 0 2 
WIN-009 0 I 

ICP results were as follows: 
I.& @pm) 

ii8llwk Slllrpb;IlaBiaCm~a~~NiLvAm 
wINa 17407 95 35 3 24 113 17 >15 22 6 Q 581 53 1.93 
WIN-002 17408 50 5 <I 9 133 7 7.45 9~ 5 6 129 30 
WINm3 17409 85 10 1 18 152 17 13.30 I5 6 4 230 33 
WIN- 17410 80 15 2 18 140 12 ~15 16 6 Q 395 47 
WIN-005 17411 80 *5 (1 9 320 10 7.37 19 11 6 135 32 
WIN-006 17412 55 (5 <I 9 155 8 6.37 9 5 4 107 30 
WJN-007 17413 70 15 <l 14 242 15 11.50 14 8 2 215 35 
WIN-009 17414 55 4 ~1 9 100 13 5.13 6 6 8 85 36 

!ihIilad 155 <5 cl 19 64 82 4.M d 22 18 83 70 



From the perspective of placer mining, the most promising locat& 
sre at Sample Site 4 (on Wtified Creek) and Sample Site 5 (just 
dowrstram from Dictator Creek where 5 MrNFrLE~encesare 
located, all gold-bearing). 

From the perspective of mind prospect& the most inkrehq sites 
are#5and#7--#5forlhereasons stated al&e, and #7 because of the 
elevated molybdemun levels and the fact that it represents an area having no 
known prospects, and which foaunately lies outside of the “no staking area” 
designated for the park. Followup prospecting revealed that the dominant 
rod is granite (unminti), but there was unusti iron stnining in tie 
soil. AdditionaI geochmical or geophysical surveys would be appropriate 
for this area 



ASSAYING 
GEOCHEMISTRY 

ANALYTICAL CHEMISTRY 
ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING 

1OW E. Tram Canada W., RR. X2. Kamloops, B.C. V2C 6T4 Phone (604~ 573-5700 

Fax (604 573-&7 

CERTIFICATE OF ASSAY AK 96-669 

KEITLE RIVERVENTURES 25&d-96 
619 NORTH FORK ROAD, R.R. #I 
LUMBY, B.C. 
VOE 2GO 

ATTENTION: B.WELSH 

No. of samples received:9 
~PROJECT #:NONE GWEN 
SHIPMENT #ONE GIVEN 
P.0.A NONE GWEN 
Samples submitted by:B. WELSH 

.TFr#. 
- 

Tag # 

1 17406 

QC DATA: 

Au 

m 
1.93 0.08 

Repeat: 
1 17406 

stanti 
STO-M 

XLS/9SKMl%#4 

2.21 0.06 

3.30 0.10 

TECH.~ ORATOWES LTD. 
v h&k J. Peiitii, A.Sc.T. 

B.C. CertWd Assayer 
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r.2 0.69 
c.2 0.67 
52 0.4s 
c? 0.85 
c.2 0.62 
a 0.71 
c.2 0.70 

e.2 0.34 

1.2 1.86 

. _ _- ._ - - - - 






