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D. TECHNICAL REPlORT 

- - Refer to Program  Reglulations 15 to 17, pages 6 and 7. 
SUMMARY OF RESULTS 

. One  technical  report to Ix! completed  for  each  project  area. 

. This  summary  section must be tilled out  by all grantees,  one  for  each  project  area 

Name K O  e,c& Reference  Number 00 . ,z /-P 7#p 

Project  Area  (as  listed in Part A) 816 d d 6  
LOCATlONlCOMMODlTlES 

Location  of  Project  Area CJTS 
Description of Location  and  Access 0 72 * Oe&% 0 92.7 / Lat S/ w 53 ~JLong -33 03 &J 

MlNFlLE  No. if applicable - 

>Regulation 13, page 6 )  , 0-8". - 



D. TECHNICAL REPORT (continued) 
REPORT ON RESULTS 

Those submitting  a copy of an Assessment  Report or a report of similar  quality that covers all the key elemenls 
listed  below are not requireil  to fill out this section. 

Refer to Program Regulation 17D on page 6 for details before filling this section out (we extra  pages if necewwy) 

lieu of. 
Supporting data must be submitted with the following TECHNICAL REPORT or any report accepted in 

Name 0 I f  

1. LOCATION OF PROJECT AI~EA [huine clear~y on accompanying  maps  of  appropriate d e . 1  

InformnHon on ibis lorn Is CoNldentiSl date of mcelfi Bobjed to the p ~ ~ o ~  of the Frae&m oflnfoormarwn A d  

a 
Referenw Number- d o h  -&" 7& 

_. 
-. 

4 

3. PROSPECTING RESULTS plescribe areas prospected and signiticant outcropsffloat encountered. Mineralimtion 
must be described in terms of specific minerais and how they occur. These details  must be shewn on accompanying 
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D. TECHNICAL  REPORT (continued) 

- - 
REPORT  ON  RESULTS (continued) 
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D. TECHNICAL REPORT (continued) 
REPORT ON RESUL,TS (continued) 
4. GEOCHEMICAL RESULTS ![Describe all survey types done (rock, soil, silt) and their objectiv:.  Show  clearly  on 
accompanying map@) of apipropriate  scale all sample  sites  along with all significant values. Any anomalow mm shonid 
be indicated  on  maps by the use of contouring, variable s y m b o l  sizes, or some other  suitable technique. Include  a 
discnssionlinterpretation of r e s u l t s .  A copy of analysidassay Ceaificates must be included wiih sample numbers from 
map. Details of individual nxk samples  taken  are enwnraged. Signifcant geochemical  values  obtained  must be stated.] 

”” 
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D. TECHNICAL  REPORT (continued) 
REPORT  ON  RESULTS (continued) 
5. QEopnYMCALRESULTS [Specify the objective of the survey, the methcd used and the wok done. Discuss the results 
and show the data on an accompanying  map of appropriate  scale. Any anomalous areas must be indicated on maps by the 
use of contouring, or some other suitable  technique.] - Ad +cr/ / &w*/ah#.& YW." 

" 

" 

" 

" 

_. 
_. 
_. 
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_. 

5. OTHER RESULTS [Drilling - describe objective, type and  amount of drilling done. Discuss result$ includil&iny 

inclination and azimuth. Drill logs correlated  with  assay results must be included. Physical Work - describa the type 
signiiicanl intersections oLmined. Indicate on a map of appropriate  scale the drill-hole coliar location, the angle of 

and amount of physical work done and the m o n s  for doing it (where not self-evident). This includes linedgids, trails, 
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W 

TECHNICAL  SUMMARY  REPORT 

BIG DOG PROJECT - PGE+AM  Taraets 
NTS: 092J16E 

Summary 
A  proposal for funding  under  the  B.C.  Prospectofs  Assistance  Program  was  granted in April 2000 'to 

complete  a  reconnaissance  exploration  program  on  a  large  ultramafic  body  of  the  Shulaps  Ultramafic  Complex, 
located  north  of  Gold  Bridge in South-Central  district of B.C.  Access is north  from Gold Bridge  via  a  network  (of 
logging  roads.  The  ultramafic  body is approximately 8 km wide  at  the  north  end, 1!8 km at the  south  end  arid 
about 26 km in length  with  Big Dog Mountain  located in the  northern  portion. Ho@: rocks  are  rriostIy  dunite :lo 
dunitic  peridotite,  with  orihopyroxenite,  olivine  orthopyroxenite  and  haaburgite. 

The Bg Dog  target  body  hosts  a  wide  range  of  prospects  and  mineral  occurrences  and 'with significant 
deposits in adjacent  areas.  More  advance  mineral  occurrences in the  study  area  include  Poison  Mountain  arid 
the  Elizabeth  mine.  The  Poison  Mountain porphyry copper deposit  with a resource of 280 million m l e s  aradirg 
0.261 Der cent CoDDer. 0.142 aram  Der  tonne  aold, 0.007 Der cent  molvbdenum  and 0.514 aram:;  Der tonrle 

- silver.  Since its discoveiy in 1956, the  property  has  been  explored  by  a  variety  of  surveys,  in.cluding 17,260 
metres of diamond  drilliing  and  21,131metres  of  percussion  drilling,  which  have identiied tvro ;!ones.  The 
Elizabeth-Yalakom  prospect  located 6.7 kilometres  west of the  confluence of Blue C.reek  and  the 'Yahkom  River 

in the  Shulaps  Range,  hiad  limited  production in 1958, comprising 8 tonnes of ore :yielded 156 grants of silver, 
156 grams of gold, 24 kilograms of lead  and 8 kilograms of zinc. Work in I984 resulted in an  indicated OIB 

reserve  of  3853  tonnes  grading 41.1 grams per tonne  gold 
There  are  significant  occurrences of chromite,  copper,  gold,  silver,  and  ta:lc  wlthin  the  Big Dog target 

area. It  is the  podiform  Alpine-type  chromite  occurrences  that  may  contain  significant  PGE  (platinum  group 
elements)  and  gold  values,  which  were  the  principal  focus of the  proposed  reconnairaance  exploration  program. 
Based  on  current  maps  there  were no active  mineral  claims in the  Big  Dog  target  area,  however  four  Crowrn 
Grants  cover  the  Elizabeth-Yalakom  prospect.  A  program of prospecting  and  stream  sediment  and forA 
sampling  was  proposed to  define  PUPd/Au  anomalies  that  warrant  staking  and  additional  exploration  programs. 

While  conducting  extensive  research it was  determined  that  a  previous  prospecting  program  (under  the 

FAME  grant  program 1987. 1988) was  conducted in the  project  area. I was  able to obtain  the  data  from  this ' 

program,  which  indicated platinum values of 20% DDb in heavy  mineral  concentrates  from stream sediments 

on  Horse  Creek. This disicovery  redirected  the  proposed  program  and  a 20 unit  claim  (BD #I) was  staked  ow?r 
the  target  area  on  Home  Creek. It was  decided to utilize "Moss  Mal"  sediment  samples to debennine if a 03- 
relation  could  be  established  with  the  Heavy  Mineral  Concentrates  from 1987-88. lyloss mats  comprise  mossy 
and silt  material  taken  near  the  water  level,  which  are  placed in linen  bags, whii may  seep.  The exwss water is 
squeezed out and  the  samples  are  allowed to air  dry before being  shipped to the  laboratory.  The  laboratory  dritrs 
the  sample,  sieves to -80 mesh and analyses  for  Au, Pt, Pd and  32  elements  by  ICP.  Moss mat iequire  less 

preparation  (and cost) compared to Heavy  Mineral  separations. 
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Access 
The Big Dog  target  area is accessed  by  a  network  of  logging  roads  from tillooet aind  Gold  Bridge.  Camp sitfts 

are  available  on  both  sides of the  range  and  accommodations  can  be  obtained  in  Lillooet,  Gold  Elridge  or at 
Tyaughton  resort. 
Proswctina Taraets 
Platinum  group  elements  (PGE)  and  gold  values  related  to  podiform  Alpine-type  chromite  and  sulphide 
mineralization.  An  example is the  Peridotite  Creek  chromite prospect located  on tlhe  southeast  side of a vely 
steep  razor  back  ridge  (elevation  2790  metres)  northwest  of  the  headwaten of Peridotite  Creek,  and is  host4 
within  ultramafic  rocks of the  Shulaps  Ultramafic  Complex.  Chromite occurs in dirseminations,  stringers,  and 
massive  lenses  hosted by dunite, serpentii and  harzburgite.  The  target  area  appears to havo  had little 

exploration  attention  related  to  PGE  values  although  several  significant  gold  occufffrnces  are  known  and will Le 
investigated. 
Pmaram  Descriotion 
A two man  crew  accessed  the  target  area  from  several  locations to take  moss  mat  stream  sediment samplts 

and  rock  samples  from  numerous  locations.  Prospecting,  geological  mapping  and  rock samplin!~ was aka 
conducted. No physical  mcavations or drilling was  completed. In total 25 field man  days  were  calmpleted  and 4 
other  days.  One (1) 20  unit  claim  (BD #I) was  staked  to  cover  a  previously  anomalous Pt area.  The cost of the 
program  under  the  guidelines  of  the  prospecting  grant  was  $11,128.  To  date  $3750 has been  received. 
Results  and  Recommend- 

Moss mat  sediment  geochemical  sampling of Horse  Creek  was  completed to confilm and  define 
anomalous  platinum  (203'5  ppb Pt) values  that  were  previously  returned in heavy  mirleral  concentrates  of  stream 
sediments  from  a  1998  IProspecting  Grant  program.  Only low values  of  Au, Pt, alnd Pd were  returned in the 
recent  moss  mat  sampiling  program  and  the results am  inconclusive.  Addltional  sampling is required lo 

determine if this geochemical method is suitable  for Pt exploration.  Prospecting  and  rock  sample:$  taken in ov(?f 
the Big Dog project  area, and io the Horse Creek  area  were  not  encouraging.  However  only a very  small  portion 
of  the  entire  Shulap  ultramafic  body  has  been  prospected  and  the  potential  remaitns for podifolm  Alpine-type 

chromite  occurrences  that  may  contain  significant  PGE  (platinum  group). Wlh the  increased  interest in PGE 
mineralization I intend to compile  a fuither proposal  on  the  Big  Dog  project  area, to be  presented to exploration 

companies. I feel  that  the cost and  sample  density  required  to  test  for  the  PGE poterlial is beyond  the  means of 
the  current  prospecting  grant,  but  could  readily be funded by a  interested  company. 

Respectfully  submitted @z$"d& { !  / ,<5 ,/<', j .  I I. : , , , ' < ~  ,',; S I .  ,_ '. . \ 

Robert  Weicker  (P.Geo)  .-Applicant L" \ ~ , Y , '  ,.. ~ I ,. . ~ . ,  r 
Y c.. ~ , . j  .,.. ,, i ,: 
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a Cadwallader  and 
:::::: Triasslc-Lower  Jurassic 

Tyaughton  Groups 

Triassic:  and  older 
Bridge  River  and 
Hozameen  Groups, 
lnciuding  Shulaps 
ultramafic  complex 
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