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Geochemical Report
Table § XKen Mineral Claims

Onineca Mining Divisian, Be Qo

Introduction

The Table § Xen Mineral Claims form part of a larger claim group,
owned by Copper Quaen Explorations Ltd. During the summer of 1971, the
property was examined by the writer, on behalf of Texss Gulf Sulphur
Company. Permission was subsequéntly obtained from the owners to carry
out & geochemical 301l sampling survey over parts of the Table § Xen
¢laims, This work was undertaken during the period 25~31 August 1971
and provided the data on which this report is based.

gggatigg & Access

The property is comprised of approximately 100 mineral claims,
located in the hesdwaters of Winfield Creek, a tributary of the Telkwa
River. It is centred at latitude 54°942' north, longitude 127°29' west,
appraxiﬁately thirteen miles w&st*sﬁuénmast of Smithers.

Best access is by helicopter from Smithers, but a rough jeep road
provides dry-weather access from the village of Telkwa, & road distance
of some 30 miles. |

Property elevations vary from 4,500 to 5,600 feet and much of the
claim group is above timber line. |

History & Previous Werk

The original Copper Queen showing, an occurrence of high grade
ckaleocite mineralization, has been known since 19i7. In more recent
vears the property has heen explored by the present owners amd work
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has included:
1.
2,
3.
4.
5.

Geological mapping.
Geochemical soil sampling.
I.P. &nd E.M. surveys.
Extensive bulldozer stripping.
Piamond DPrilling (five holes).

These surveys were controlled by a picket line grid which is poorly

oriented with respect to the strike of the rocks in the area of interest
on the Table § Xen claims.

The geochemical survey completed by Texas Gulf Sulphur Company was

controlled by flagged lines, oriented perpendicular to the pre-existing

grid,

Seochemistry

Field § Laboratory Methods

Ten s0il sample traverses were completed over the Table & Xen claims,

an area centaining several showings of copper mineralization associated

with rhyolitic rocks.

Samples were collected, at 100 foot intervals,

along flagged lines 400 feet apart. Samples were taken from shallow

holes dug with a mattock or shovel. "B" horizon material was collected

where possible.

The samples were collected in XKraft paper envelopes and shipped to

the Bondar Clegg and Ce. Ltd. laboratory in North Vancouver for total

copper, zinc and molybdenum analyses.
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The znalytical technique may be summarized as follows:
The samples are first dried and seived to obtain the ~80 mesh
fraction. Contained metal 1s extracted from a welghed samyle of this
fraction, using Le Fort aqus regia. The resulting solutions are bulked

to 20% acid concentration and analysed by atomic absorption spectro-

photometry, in constant comparison with both synthetic and matrix

standards. Results are expressed in parts per million total metal

content.

Discussion of Results

Inspection of the analytical results (See Appendix B) shows very
little variation in molybdenum values. Molybdenum was not detected in
many samples and no values in excess of 2 ppm were obtained.

Zine values show rather more variation, but very few samples
returned values in excess of twice background. The zinc values are
not regarded @& being of significant interest from an exploration
standpoint, end are not plotted on the acaempanying map. Sample numbers
are plotted and analytical report sheets included in Appendix B,

The copper values are of greater interest. A histogram showing
the distribution of total copper values, ¢btained from 343 samples,
indicates a background range of 7-40 ppm, with a peak distribution at
11~20 ppm. The threshold of intafehb is taken as 40 ppm, and values in
excess of BO ppm are considered anomalous. Copper values are plotted
on the accompanying map and contoured at 40, 80, 160, and 240 ppm,
representing threshold, third, second and first order anomalies.

The copper results delineate strong, but very local anomalies
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associated with visible minerslization on lines 328, 365, and 448, Of
more significance is the sinuous anomaly trending northwards through
the central part of the grid area and reaching a peak value of 1330 ppm
on line 40S, This feature may represent mineralization of marginal
grade, as is the case with the known showings, but some continuity is

indicated and the anomaly merits further investigation.

*
- .

Je Me Newell, P. Eng.




{m%‘ Appendix A
' Statement of Qualifications

Mr. B. C, Ratcliffe is a student at the University of British
Columbia. He has had six summers field experience in geochemical
exploration, five of them employed by Texas Gulf Sulphur Co. He is

well trained and competent in the methods used in this survey.

Mr. C. J. Rockingham is a student at the University of Toronto.
He has three summers' exploration experience with Texas Gulf Sulphur

Co. and is a well-trained, competent and conscientious fileld assistant.

P

iy // .

J. M. Newell, P. Eng.




DOMINION OF CANADA:

)
|
PROVINCE OF BRITISH COL”MB‘A'}? In the m&ﬁl’t nf Assessment work carried out

To Wirt:

]}’ John M, Newell

on the Table 1-8 and Ken 4,
6 and 8 Mineral Claims, situate in the headwaters
of Winfield Creek, in the Omineca Mining Division,

of 701 - 1281 West Georgia Street, Vancouver 5, B. C.

in the Province of British Columbia, do solemnly declare that

as follows:

Geochemical Survey

B. C. Ratcliffe 6 days B 525
C. J. Rockingham 6 days B $20

343 analyses for Cu~Ho-Zn B $2.70
supplies: 12 man-days 7 $8

Supervision, Report etc,

J. M. Newell, P. Eng. 1% days B $75
Drafting 6 hours & §5

And I make this solemn declaration conscientiously believing it to be true, and knowing that it is of

the same force and effect as if made under oath and by virtue of the “ Canada Evidence Act.”

Declared before me at the g Viva
] /"’/”M A
of ,/// R Y R , in the
Province of British Columbia, this Ve Ve
T v ’ £
day of , . "/"‘;///3,- ,// ) P , A.D. J
p ,

E;Eort;misst;onerf rtaking Affidavits for-British-Columbia er
A Notary Public’in and for-the-Province of-British Columbia.

Sub-mining Recorder

during the period August 25-31
1971, 1 caused assegssment work to be done on the Table 1-8 and Xen 4, 6

and 8 Mineral Claims, to the value of §1424,60. The expenses were incurred

$ 150,00
120.00

916.10
96.00

112,50
30.00

AR

$1424.60

ARSI RN
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APPENDIX B

Analytical Report Sheets
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\ } geologists ® geocbemists & analysts
BONDAR-CLEGG & COMPANY LTD. msseaumsm————————

1500 PEMBERTON AVENUE, NORTH VANCOUVER, B.C.
( . ,s, ‘\_j’ e -' PHONE 988-5315

i o GEOCHEMICAL LAB REPORT  Ne 21 %702

f"-»

‘ Exfracf:mﬁatﬂquanegia : I’rom.r‘“"iEI sﬁulfﬁu?phﬂrﬂa,htd.

Mothod ... Atomigc Absorptien . = pue.......Sept. 17, 1971 o
Fraction Used....=. 80 mesh Anaiysf’*('&
SAMPLE NO. g‘gm— .._9.2; P—Zg mg Iig; Rﬁz ﬂgg_ REMARKS
uu 1001 36 | 117 ND H-11032 1 20 | 64 | 1
1093 12 69 uﬁ . 1&33 -8 27 ND
1003 | 14 66 1 | 1034 28 90 .
1004 12 85 1 11035 17 51 1.
_j005 | 16 | 75| 1 1036 | 14 | 60 | 1
1006 14 85| 1 {1037 14 | 63 | 1
- 1007 13 as| 1 |1038 9 | 21 | WD
1008 10 47| wo 1039 7 | 42 | wo
1009 25 125 3 1040 13 | 52 KD
1010 | a0 | 95| 1 141 | 6 | 30 | mD
1031 | 12 65| ND 1042 14 | 55 1
1012 10 70 'i | 1043 15 ‘83 1
1013 | 33 901 1 1044 | 15 | 58 1
1014 12 47| 1 1045 | 17 | 68 1
1015 11 50 1 1046 13 58 1
1016 | 20| 70| 2 107 | 17 | 65 | 1
1017 16 570 1 1048 | 19| 72 | 1
1018 | 14| as| 1 |1089 | 21| 60 | wp
1019 9 60| KD 1650 14 59 | uD
1029 27 85| NB 1 1051 27 80 2
1021 9 25| D 1052 | 24 | 82 1
1022 19 39| XD 1053 21 78 | WD
w023 | 15 | e2| 1 ~Jiosa | 9| & | wp
1024 36 108 HNp 1055 33 | 124 ND
1025 21 84| o 1056 | 13| s52 | WD
1026 14 54| 3 1057 | 19 { 59 | 1
1027 18 89 1 1058 | 24 | 68 | WD
_ 1628 17 571 1 1059 | 15 | 54 | ND
1928 | 10 38| 1 1060 | 20| 49 | 1
1030 22 45| 1 1061 28 | 69 | 1
1031 58 | 105| 1 1062 | 25 | 6 | up
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BONDAR-CLEGG & COMPANY LTD.
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SAMPLE NO.

GEOCHEMICAL LAB REPORT

in
ppn

H - 1063

104

-

5
RN

2

PaQe"“ : :No ...... e .

pgg o REMARKS'

‘N

1064 |

87

1065 |

| - 54

N

11066

N

1067

65

1068

i21

a0

1069

21

70

425

1070

18

57

22

1071

16

58

25

1072

16

60

29

1073

17

66

17

e,

1074

13

48

10

R I I o T I =

10756

57

12

N

1076

15

56

18

1077

19

100

19

1079

22

108

18

1080

28

69

20

1081

36

95

16

1082

15

22

1083

72

82

48

1084

18

53

40

=
L=

1085

220

124

18

1086

112 |

125

27

1087

210

130

20

1088

40

110

18

1089

17

65

18

1090

38

460

1091

16

65

1082

19

56

1595

115

62

1094

65

62

1095

20

60

1096

12

39

1097

16

32

1098

27

80

—

1099

19

60

460

1%

¥
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" Report No...... 21"792 BONDAR-CLEGG & COMPANY LID. Pagé:hﬁNo ............. 3. A

GEOCHEMICAL LAB REPORT

SAMPLE NO. 4 n "o ] in o

ppm | ppm | ppm _ huMBER| ppm | ppm | ppm  Remamxs

H- 1129 [ |70 |1 H- |1166 | 36 | 37 | ND
1130 | Jaer | s1 | | 2

1131 ]1168 | 19 | 48

1134 | 56 | 84 1171 | 23 | 7e

1 2

1 1
1132 | 155 | 60 |1 1169 | 16 | s4 | 1
1133 | 27 |45 |2 170 | 24 | 60 | 1

1 | 1

1 1

1135 | 150 | 97 1172 | 14 | aa

use | 15 |70 | wp s | e | a2 | w0
1187 | 18 | 52 | ND ti7a | 42| 57| 1

e 1138 | 37 | 66 {175 | 17 | a9 | w

- 1139 | 43 | 58 laa77 | 17| s2 | w
!,«F'ﬂ*\ ) , : ‘~ . . ) . . N

1141 | 29 | 74 1179 17 58 ND

1142 | 16 | 69 1180 | 25 | s9 | wp

1143 | 15 | 47 1181 | 23| 69 | 1

1144 | 25 | 52 |us2| 17| a8 | 1

1145 | 14 | 35 1183 | 24 | 70 | WD

1146 | 25 | 60 1184 | 35 | 69 | ND

47 | 25 | M 1185 | 27| 88 | 1

1148 | 27 | 69 1186 | 51 | 61 | WD

1149 | 40 | 80 17| 30| a7 | 1

-_-=
Lve

1150 | 23 56 | 1 1188 30 88 |

1151 | 17 88 ND 1189 103 74

1152 | 34 | 58 | ND 11190 | 115 s2

=
=

L, 1154 | 35 126 | 1 1191 11 53’

1185 | 31 110 | ND 1192 18 52

1166 | 30 97 ND 1193 24 80

1157 | 15 | a0 | np 1194 | 21| 74
1158 | 20 56 | 1195 12 50

1159 | 16 | 49 1196 | 14 | 67

1161 | 15 | 68 1198 | 14 | 64

=
o«

1162 | 19 | 38 1199 | 25 | 68

1
1

160 | 19 |70 |1 1197 | 18| 61
1
1
1

1163 | 15 61 1200 27 79 ND

1164 | 29 64 ND 1201 20 67 ND

1165 11125 | 59 | NO 1202 | 17 | 66 1
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BONDAR-CLEGG & COMPANY LTD.

GEOCHEMICAL LAB REPORT

SAMPLE NO.

Zn
_ppm

Mo

Page No...... SR .

(UMBER

U

In
ppm

ppm

REMARKS

‘H - 1203

45

ppm
1

1239

ppn
52

67

1204

63

1240

20

51

1205

120

1241

20

55

1206

175

115

1242

15

46

1207

14

1243

13

60

1208

11

42

1244

25

80

1209

19

50

1245

21

70

1210

1 490

79

1246

13

50

1211

137

73

1247

18

62

1212

24

56

24

76

1213

1830

90

1248
1249

27

76

{ - 1214

2i

3

1250

164

90

e I A R R R I

1215

27

1251

31

72

=
=

1216

24

51

1252

26

77

1217

25

73

1253

23

64

ND

1218

29

76

1254

25

81

1219

11

35

1256

143

62

1220

68

80

32

89

1221

5e

72

1257
1258

400

181

1222

19

63

1259

13

51

1223

24

L1

1260

14

88

1224

13

50

1261

17

66

1225

26

68

1262

13

60

1226

28

68

1263

10

53

T

1227

13

46

1264

20

58

1228

12

62

Q

1265

11

36

1229

16

66

1266

12

69

1230

13

40

1267

17

68

1231

a2

60

1268

11

63

1232

79

1270

46

235

1233

15

79

1271

20

111

1234

15

79

1272

2%

74

1235

11

60

1273

16

71

1236

20

68

1274

81

65

1237

28

1275

15

89

1238

10

1276

19

84
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BONDAR-CLEGG & COMPANY LTD.
GEOCHEMICAL LAB REPORT

‘ SAMPLE NO.

Cu

in

Mo

H - 1277

22

73

in

REMARKS

16

49

1278

17

46

29

81

1279

253

79

15

75

1280

860

62

35

74

1281

134

73

17

69

1282

65

ND

15

63

1283

75

21

60

21

89

1285

80

179

104

18

ND

66

99

ND ‘

ND

1287

36

ND

94

69

§

w1288

61

121

69

KD
ND

38

1289

1290

79

1291

35

112

106

ND

39

KD

1292

80

=
L=

156

1293

78

-

1294

37

=
L}

145

1295

44

-
L]

50

1296

51

46

1297

62

B T | - Bt

1298

65

118

KD

1299

51

ND

1300

138

73

1301

111

106

57

ND

1302

14

80

64

KD

1303

16

67

T T O P T ' i

74

1304

10

54

56

- 1305

11

41

= |=
L

56

1306

52

44

ot

64

1307

52

60

=
L)

89

1308

12

42

=
w

56

1309

98

73

=
L~

51

1310

21

77

Pk

86

1311

35

140

71

1312

74

90

111
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Report No. .. 23.=.702 BONDAR-CLEGG & COMPANY LTD. Page NG
g: GEOCHEMICAL LAB REPORT
g Cu | Zn | Wo T f
SAMPLE NO. ppm ppm : ppm SAMPLE NO. - ~“REMARKS
H-1352 27 | 84 | ND
H-1353 32 | 117 |1




WEAK CHALCOPYRITE MINERALIZATION
IN FRACTURED RHYOLITE
COPPER QUEEN GRAB ASSAYS.

. 41% Cu — . 200z Ag
.25 % Cu
57 % Cu
.60% Cu — . 490z Ag
,B0% Cu — 400z Ag
68%Cu — 400z Ag

f

COARSE LITHIC
TUFFs & (
VOLCANIC

\couswmznt)\"z;ﬁ DDH 3 4

MASSIVE PQRPHYRIT
AMDESITE & ANDESITI

ca757|_ TUFF, \ Ao

A e
ey %L‘"?
\\\\\

s e A
TABLE 6 : 0y 1,,_‘/
\ / o~ "m.\
\ lx\ CREAMY RHYOLITE \\_
S ~

GEOLOGY

270" 70° o

E \ B83% Cu — 300z Ay
7 B
e 50 N
e =

\‘_25

WELL BEDDED PINK
LAPILLI AND CRYSTAL

!

_—

\ TABLE 2

TABLE

CREAMY FLOW BANDED
RHYOLITE & DACITE. e?

CHALCOCITE, MALACHITE
ETC. IN FRACTURED &

\ DD BRECCIATED RHYOLITE
v COPPER QUEEN GRAB A
40 /(65 / 74% Cu - .30z Ag

o

\\\ .P COARSE PURPL LITHIC TUFF
ANIC CONGLOM
L8 ,L%“VOLC 0 ‘ERATE
S~

" SPARSE CHALCOPYRITE'-B
IN BRECCIATED RHMYOLITE

KEN 6

WEAK LIMONITE STAIN N

ITE

\_\.

KEN 4

CEOCHEMISTRY

( TOTAL COPPER)

LEGEND

@ 240+

160 - 240 ppm
© 80 -160 ppm
@ 40 - 80 ppm

TO ACCOMPANY : Geochemical Report, TABLE & KEN
MINERAL CLAIMS, Omineca Mining
Division. J.M. Newell, 1971.

sl::ALt_:_ ; _ur;az INCH =4OOI. s
= . | | ——————— : e r———
=~ TEXAS GULF SULPHUR CO.

GEOLOGY AND GEOCHEMISTRY

COPPER QUEEN GROUP

] WORK BY DRAWN BY DATE

B.R. & C.R. L BE NOV. 1, 1971




