
Dear Tom: 

% 3% 8 5 4 0 7 9  

Here are h e  bcrtiaar of 2 new showings in the Horseranch Range that I visited in June 1997 and tbat of 
the origbd ahowing (Honeranch -0). "''be company (eSmmlda) is agoaising. They have to da:ide if 
they want to K;quiff more gnwnd or drop m e .  From my point of view, it is premature to discus me 
economic potential of their holdings. 

ow wlxk in progress: . .  
1) (3- of ptpatites: (10 Major, trace, REE, Be, B etc), ago dating, petrography (10 PTS). So 
far no moral&, only me occurresea of irolatsd (rare) gem-qrnlity qncrrrrrrittc cryatah cncloed in 
the granitic dykes (no vugs). Li&ht-c6couJ.sd ccprquc beryl b more ibuadrnt but not plentiful (<': 1% of 
typical granitic dyke). LOU of the dykes am h e n  (but this WJU expected, pcgmrtitccrclatcd minerdisation 
is erratic). 

2) Cb- ' atioas of UMF rocks: chemical analyses -major & trace, 10 polished thin sections, ~ y s  
including PGE, Au, Cr, Cu, Co etc and age dating. 

1 am returning h late August 03 d y  SrpCtrpbtt. At that time I will have the result$ of chemical anm~lyses. 
The main obJcctlvcr of thb mcoaa#imaacr L to abtaln a better uadcntaadlrg of the relatioo#ip 
between WMF rocks, mybaitk grtritk: dikes (?), pcsmrtltu and the remrlndtr of the hostrow. 
Alto, to document UMF rock8 a$: 8) potential source of Cr needad to form emeralds, b) potedial hort 
m a t r k  mimcrrrlisathn, and c) dwdl w implkrtionr in termr of rcgh~rl geology. 

Location 1) on MRX clahns; p i t i 6  dyke6 with m e  beryl (rarely pegmatitic), U W  rocks, rnylonlrtized 
&ruritic rodu, gne- and dkts, CPrbonuOer and me vtguvimite-cpx -garnet rkarn in blocks. 
Sillimani&ich gmma gnab in blocks. 

Location 2) Eut of Harvey Lak; UMF rockr, mylonitized granitic rocks, granitic dykes with rare beryl 
(occasionally pegmatitic), gnaisscs a d  schists. 

3) Original H m m h  (beryl-Wig b l a h  in talus) showing. 

George 
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