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ROREX URANIUM LIMITED

CHINA CREEK PROPERTY

I N T ROD U C T I O,N

I exam1ned thia propertY' and sampled some of the mineralized ahowing. on the

9t;h Mq 1968 in the compa.ny' or Mr. R. Ernew1n and Mr. K. A. Suitor.·

SUHHARY

Thi. uranium Propert7 is situated in the Columbia Rivor valley on tho highwq

betwen Trail and Castlegar, B. C. Both electric power and gas are avaUable at

the a1te.

The geology of the mineralization as known at pre.ant suggest. jhat nd]liona of

tont of the favourable boat rock are present., .The uranium bearing mineral also

contain. thorium.

WhUat picked aample. have been obtained assaying up to 20 lb' Y.30S per ton

the beat channel .ample contained i lb UJOs per ton•

. 'then ia no experience in the area to suggest how intensive &rIf leaching ot

the uranium JJJa:f be ao it is proposed to drill several hole. to discover the grade

or the fresh rock.

Dr.Ul1ng will also explore for deeper horizons that are not exposed on the

aurtace due to overburden.

At the I&D'l8 time the claims w1ll be covered by a systematic scintillometer

surveq.

It will be neceaaary to investigate the technique tor aaaq1ng thi. particular

m1noral1zatlon wheN theN 1. leaa than 0.1% UJOg present.
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SITUATION

'lbo 24 claims have been staked on the north side ot the Columbia R1ver valle,'

and astride China Creek.

The elevation Z-allg08 from 1650 teet on the highway between 'I'ra.1l and Castlegar

to about 3500 tQet on the mountainsido above.

PROPERTY

The claims are named Mota 1 to 18 and Atom 17 to 22 incluaive. . Thq are

bounded on the southwest tq the to claima and on the northeast b.1 another group ot

Atom Wima numbered. 1 to 8.

GEOLOGY

According to the G S C map 7-1962 for the Trail area (acale 1 inch to 1 mile)

the cJ dm. are underlain by layered granitoid gneiss 'with an 1nt:ruaion of Nelaon

granite about ! mile eouthwest or the cla'rnfJ. On the ground, at the higher elevations,

alJrioat COnt.1nUOU8 outcrops of the granitoid gniess are visible acros. the cla1ma.

The major rock type consists ot coarse feldspar with aubaid1a17 quartz that can

be termed pegmato1d. It is in ~era up to lS feet thick aepB.rated by finer grained

peematoid and banda of quartz biotite sohist. P1nk1sh to light brown garnet. are

common in aOIne layers. Finely disseminated calcite that glows a deep pink can be

recognized under ultra-violet light.

, The lqmng or tho rocks dips rrom zero to lSO south in tho claim area.

'lbe l1~t coloured, coarse pegmato1d layers probably make up the bulk of the

granitoid gneiss over a vertJ.cal range of 3000 foet.

MINERALIZATION

In the past, on Mota claim :# 11, several rock cut. were blasted into the coarse

pegmatoicl at intervals over a distance of 1000 teet as ahown on the accompa.r¢ng map

(8cal8 1 inch to SO teet).
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These places were found to be radio-active and they gave scintillometer rea.dinga

from 1.00 to 8000 counts per second comparod with 4 background of 40 to 50 c p ••

The mapping showa that tho cuts lio within a total thickness or 120 feet of

mainq pegmato1d layers as illustrated by the section on the accompanying map.

Under a hand lena small dark brown to black crystals up to 1 rom across and
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with :roctangular outlines can be seen in the more reactive rock.

SAMPLING & ASSAYING

'l'wo sample. of the higher grads material taken prGVioU8~ by :Kr Emew1n &8&qed a

U308 %

0.52

0.70

Th02 %

0.34

0.30

Oliher samples by Hr Ernewin gave 0.024, 0.032, 0.040, 0.060, 0.172 &: 0.80% U3%.

These resulta were all obtained by a wet chemical :method or assay.

It the uranium and thorium are in only one mineral then the values suggest that

the clarlc cr,ystala aN probably a. thorian uranin1te.

I pereonaJ.q JD\)Ued ott , ve~1ca.l channel samples from some or. the cuta as

indicated on the plan. ); &lao supervised the crushing and grinding or each sample

to m1nua 10 mo..'1. Two samples were then split from each original _ample and a set

each was given to two assay offices, for ar.alysis. The following reault. wore reported:

)b. Width I 1st A.say oft'ice I2nd Asas::/ office I cp.
'Ft Radio Fluor Wet Assay

metric Photom.
U30g % lbs \ U30a::: lbs

Xl 1.25 I 0.03 0.00:3 0.06 0.0l6 0.32 \ 100

12 2.5 1. 0.03 0.006 0.12 I 0.045 0.90 1 BOO - 1000

X3 S.O I 0.05 0.010 0.20 I 0.012 0.24 I 1800

14 6.5 I 0.0:3 O.COS 0.16 \ 0.058 1.16

\

000 - 1500

X S 1.S , O.OS 0.026 I 0.20 :3000 - 70C1:J0.52 \ 0.010

It 18 almost cert.ain that the $Gcond assq office baa reversed the numbers for

o -samples I 4 and X S.

f"· , Ii
I:' I'



.........

-~

-
A. C. SKERL

• Theae result, 8how that the wet chemical. method gives up to seven times &8 web

U30a aa the fluor - photometric instrwr.cnt.

When the crushed samplQS were examined under ultra-violet light a conaiderablp

amount of a aeconda17 uranium mineral was seen that glowed a bright yellow-green.

The relative amount. along l11th other data are classif'1ed in the following

tabulation a
jlat As~ off'.I 'i I Ratio 2nd Assay off".

• t I
No I Av. Relativet Radi0IU oa by U : Th cps per c p • per

C P • i nuo~sci mctr. ;rluor Phot. inferred llb U,3Os 1 lb U;;OS
~ i I. I 1

1 11 100 I 1 I0.03 0.003 1 : 9 1600 300

X 2 I 800 I lS I0.03 1 0.006 1 1 : 4 I 6lUJ I 900
I

X 3 i 1800 I 5 ! I 1 I 4- 1 9OCO I 72JYJ10.05 I 0.010

X 411200 1 15 I 0.03 I o.OOS I 1 : 2.5 I 7200 I 6000

X S I 5000 I 20 I0.05 I0.026 I 1 : 1 I 10000 I .5000

It appear. that the wet chem1cal method of assaying tor the uranium in this

type of mineralization 18 unreliable when the UJOa content 1. ·18.8 than 0.1$ due to

und18aolved aU1ca being we1&hed as U308.

ihe ratio of' the uranium to thorium based on the t1rat usq office sugge8ta

that the mineral 1. uranothorite. .

PROPOSED EXPLORATION

. tie prel1m1nal7 examination ehowa that uranium mineralization 1. present over

& considerable distanco and thiCkness. The best assq that I obtained was ! lb U30s
over an exposed thickness of 1.5 foot. This was at t.he lowest, exposure or the zone.

Much or the aupposed zone does not outcrop so that it 18 not possible to samplo for

a continuoU8 thickness.

'!he amount or leaching near the surface is unknown but tho relative abundance

of a aoconda:r1 uranium mineral in the samples suggest. that thi. c»ulc1 be an

import,ant factor.

L
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Bocauso or the large potential tonnaga of the favourable uranium host rock

exploration should be carried out to deter:.rl..ne the extent and amount of the

radioaet1vit,. in tho cla1ms and also to determine the grade or the um~s.thcred

material by ciiar'uOnd drilling.

Since the boat assay was obtained at the bottom of tho exposed. zone the test.

drUl1ng ahould extend 'Well below this horizon. A row or seven holes at 100 teot

apart, are indicated on the plan and numbered in order of drilling. The first would '

be taken to aq 400 feet to check for deeper mineralization. Tho results from this

first hole could change the location and depth ot the subsequent holes. The minimum

e1ze or the core mould be 'A t •

1'18 evidence from this prelimnary drilling will dotcrm1ne whether Stage 2

consifSt1ng or further lines 01' holes to tho west and north 1s justified in the hope

of blocking out a large tunnaga.·

}!1ll teat work will be essential bofore embarking on Stage 2. ror this purposo

all the coarSE) reject trom assaying th@ core should be retained.

The wole of the claim area. should have a grid or linea set out at 200 teet apart

ao that a 4etailed .c1nt1llometer survey can be made.

The mapping of the Geological Survey of Canada a"lowa that about 40 ,q~ miles

or the count17 aurrounding the property consists of the granitoid gneiss. As much

as possible ot th1a area should 'bqt ·prospected and staked where favourable indications

are obtained.

COSTS

ihG tollowing figures give the estimated costa for the Variou8 1tema of' the

propoaed exploration I

- r.\ . ..
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STAGE 1· $

Grid or lines 200 ft, apart;, sta.tions ever:! SO tt, - 40 milea 4,000

Scintillometor surv'7 1,000

Jeep road 1,000

Jeap rental, gas and oU etc - 60 days 1,000

part, timri geologist 1,000

lOOO ft drilling (lAbour, keep, fuel, bite transport) 5,000

Rental on drill 300

Plastic wt.i.ter pipe 400

Travelling 300

ASB~g 1,000

Hill testing 2,000

Consultant 1,000

Overhead 2,000

Allo"tanc$ tor outside prospecting 10,000

Cont1ngenc1•• 5,000

-
Total tor stage 1 & 35,000

STAGE 2

Gnd of Ii) hole. a.t 200 ft. Spacing, 10,000 1\ 4 dr1lla, :3 month.

Contract priCff 100,000

Jeep rental 3,000

Geologist 4,000

Aaet. geologist 2,000

Assaying 10,000

Consultant 5,000

Administration 6,000

Contingencies .~ 20.000

Total for Stage 2 • 1;0,000

. t,\ I·
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STAGE 3

Fill in drilling at 100 ft spacing for aa:I 1/:; of

Stage 2 drill area - another 10,000 ft, as a.bove

RECOMMENDATION

$ 150,000

Proceed with Stage 1 of the exploration programme as outlined above.

CONCLUSION

'.this is & very interesting uranium property that juat1ties a thon>u~ prog:l'almne

of' explorat1on because of the largo tonnage potential for an open pit mine.

The crucial factor will be whether an average grade of sq 1.0 lb U3% per ton

or better can be dunonetrated.
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This is to certlty tha.t :

CERTIFICATE

.....,..

A. C. SKERL

16th y~ 1968

1. I, Augustus C. Skcrl, am a. resident. or Vancouver, B. C. a.t 1758 Weatern

Parkwq which is alao my office.

2. I &In & profes31onal cnginee:r- liCGnsed in British Col'Unibia and have praet1Bed

as a mining gElOlog1.st for the past 39 yoars or which tho last 23 years have

been in Srit1sh Columbia.

3. 'r'Y qualifications consist or the degrees or B Sc and Ph D from the Univorsity

of London, England and or A R S ~t and PIC from the Royal School of }·ana.,

London, England, all1n mining ecology'.

4. I have no 1nteNst nor do I expect to race!va arr:I interest direct:q 01'

indirectly in the proport188 or securities of lJorex. Uranium Ltd.

s. Thie certirica.te concerns rrr:l report. on the China Creek Property- of }brex

Uranium Ltd. dated 16th May 196a.

6. I personalJ,y examined and sampled the property on the 9th~ 1968.

7. '!he report. haa bien written by myself and 1s based on rtr1 fieldwork togother

with the mapping or the Geological Sur"lfJ1' of Canacla ae acknowledged in the

report.
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