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J > s TONKIN PROSPECT, SIMPSON PARK MOUNTAINS
6({‘ EUREKA COUNTY, NEVADA
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INTRODUCTION
The geology of the Tonkin window was published in 1959 (Johnson, 1959).
poor road led into the area from the east through fhe Tonkin ranch and corrols
Travel over this road was discouraged by the ranchers. On June 17, 1966, the
Tonkin prospect was found by Lyle F. Campbell during a horseback reconnais-
sance from the west side of the window. First, a strong soil anomaly was de-
tected during reconnaissance soil sampling. A modification of Bloom's technique
for cold extractable heavy metals was used. Five different rock types were
gathered from the general area of a jasperoid outcrop adjacent to the strongest
soil anomaly. These were pulverized and analyzed for mercury in camp using
the Lemaire field detector. Sample No. 645-R from the jasperoid showed 12
parts per million mercury. All five rock samples were shipped to Rocky Mountain
Geochemical Corporation for analysis. No. 645-R, the discovery rock, was re-

ported as follows: (in ppm)

Au 13
Ag 9
Cu 80
Zn 5700
Pb 35
As 490

That was the beginning. Ten Pat claims were located in June, 1966. Six more
were located in July. Reconnaissance soil sampling was then conducted in the
surrounding country through September in an effort to expand the anomalous gold

occurrence. On September 25 a new, strong cold extractable soil anomaly was



found 4,000 feet southeast of the original discovery. Five rock samples were

taken from nearby outcrops. Three of these were anomalous in gold as follows:

(in ppm)
859-R 0.45
860-R 0.30
861-R 3.50

Before this new anomaly could be located, Homestake Mining Company n';oved
into the area with a large crew. They started a massive claim locating program
aimed at completely surrounding the Pat group. In the excitement that followed,
the writer managed to acquire the ground covering the new anomaly. Homestake
surrounded what came to be a 36 claim nucleus with 207 of their claims. Subse-
quent Homestake exploration greatly expanded the gold anomaly and their
sampling enhanced the geochemical favorability of the prospect. Finally, in
September, 1969, the most favorable of the Homestake claims were acquired. As

a result the Tonkin property now totals 119 claims.

LOCATION
The Tonkin prospect is located in Sections 17, 19, 20, 21, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33,
Township 24 North, Range 49 East. This is at the north, easterly offset, portion
of the Simpson Park Mountains. The best approach to the claim area is from U.S.
highway 50 to the south. About 25 miles west of Eureka a good, gravel road
leads northwesterly. A sign at the road junction points to the 3-Bar Ranch. At
21.8 miles the road passes close aboard the 3-Bar. At 4.6 miles north of the
3-Bar b left on the McCluskey pass road. Proceed west 1.1 miles to gate

in the fence on the north side of the road. A yellow BLM sign "Please Close
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Gate" is posted here. . Go through the gate and proceed north on a bulldozer
road 3.2 mifes.. A claim corner post on the east side of the road reads "0-27/
SSC". This is on the southernmost line of the Tonkin group. Proceed 0.5 miles
to where the road crosses a saddle. From here the road more or less follows the.
contour for about 1.1 miles to a second prominent saddle. Here a drill ro?d
leads off to the left. On the ridge to the north is a bold outcrop of Ordovician
Vinini formation. Here you get a good view of a prominent north striking fault
which cuts the outcrop. Samples 859 to 861-R were taken from this area. Pro-
ceed along the main road for 0.6 miles. The location monuments for R-41 and

S-41 are located about 100 feet north of the road. This is the southeast portion

of the largest and strongest gold anomaly .

MINI-NG HISTORY
In the process of locating and sampling the Tonkin property, most of the area wu‘s
traversed several times on foot. No old diggings or prospect pits were found.
No doubt the area was thoroughly prospected after the 1863 discovery of the
Cortez district. The various rock types have locally been intensely altered.
However, disseminated gold is unrecognizable in the hand specimen. Other
metallic minerals visible to the naked eye are rarely seen. This could explain

the absence of ancient prospect pits in the area.

LAND STATUS

The following sequence of events will be important to anyone seriously concerned

with an abstract of the property:
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Pat Nos. 1 thru l~0 were located June 25, 1966,

Pat Nos. TT thru 16 were located July 25, 1966.

Pat Nos. 21 thru 32 .and 37 thru 40 were located on October 10, 1966.

Pat Nos. 41 thru 50 were located on October 11, 1969. On October 11

and 12, 1969, Homestake located L and M 50 thru 54; N and O 50 thru

53; and P and Q 41 thru 46 over the top of the above 30 Pat claims.

On November 7, 1966, the Pat claims were leased with option to Homestake.
Rights to Pat Nos. 41 thru 50 were relinquished to Homestake. In turn
Homestake granted quitclaim deeds to the remaining 20 claims overlapping
Pat claims. These 20 claims have been carried under the Homestake locations
through the ensuing years. (A field inspection will show duplicate corners
and location monuments on the thirty claims discussed in items 3 and 4.)
Homestake terminated the lease and option of the nucleus claims November
28, 1967.

Starting before daylight on September 1, 1969, the more favorable Homestake
claims were relocated. They appeared to have been abandoned. This later
proved to be true. The relocations were made using the same claim names

as Homestake had used.

On October 11 thru 15, 1969, discovery cuts were dug on the 83 relocated
claims to satisfy location work requirements.

Location certificates for the 83 claims were filed on November 26, 1969.

After original discovery in 1966, a search of BLM records revealed the land was

public domain open to mineral location. No patents had been issued. A further

sl
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check on January 8, 1970, showed that the land status had not changed.

GEOLOGY
The geology of the area i.s described ina U.C.L.A. master's thesis (Johnson,
1959). Homestake assigned 5 students to map five different segments of the area
during the summer of 1967. These students returned to school in September and
the project was turned over to a full-time geologist.
Although not qualified to do geologic mapping, it is the writer's opinion that
neither of these geologic mapping efforts succeeded in unrovelfng the complex
structure of the area. Except for the later sequence of volcanic flows, all of the
rocks in the area are highly contorted and broken. Although there are numerous
good outcrops, a fhi‘n soil covers enough of the ground to make interpretation of
the extremely complex structure sheer speculation. Detailed geologic mapping
in the geochemically favorable areas may help to alleviate this problem.
Regional mapping was done in the area by the U. S. Geological Survey (Roberts,
etal., 1967). The area was shown as a window in the upper plate Vinini forma-
tion of the Roberts Mountains thrust. Where the western facies Vinini is eroded,
eastern facies Devonian Nevada formation is exposed. The window lies wirhin,
and its major structures are alined with the Battle Mountain-Eureka mineral belt
(Roberts, 1964). The Precambrian structural trend can be inferred by the mineral
belt and by the fact that the north part of the Simpson Park Mountains where the

window is located is offset to the east (Roberts, 1966, p. 48).
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ROCK GEOCHEMISTRY
The first rock found in 1966 which was anomalous in gold was described briefly
in the introduction. The. jasperoid outcrop of sample no. 645-R was sampled
further on 5 ft. centers to verify the gold anomaly. Assaying was done by

Crismon and Nichols with the following results:

Au

Sample No. oz/ton ~ ppm
14 .15 5.1
15 0.31 10.6
16 0.10 3.4
17 0.2y - 8.2
18 0.09 3.1
19 0.17 5.8
20 0.36 12.3
21 0380 i g 5.8
22 0.17 5.8
23 0.06 2.0
24 0.40 13.6
25 0.07 2.4
26 0.31 10.5
27 0.01 0.3
28 0.34 11.6
29 0.36 12.3

As a part of the original location work, bulldozer trenches were dug at some of
the more iron stcingd areas that appeared to be located on structures. Samples
were taken of altered rhyolite and diabase dike rock and altered carbonate rocks
in these trenches. One sample in ten showed detectable gold. Analyzed by

Skyline Labs, Inc., they were reported as follows:

Sample No. Au_(ppm)
793-R =23
802-R .45
805-R .15
808-R i

P | v TR



Sample No. Au (ppm)

809-R 1.1

810-R .28
815-R : .70
820-R-C .10
832-R ¥2
838-R .30
847-R .10

These results are considered especially significant. Although of lower mc:gni’rudes
than the discovery outcrop, they show a gold anomaly in rock types other than
jasperoid.

While Homestake sampling crews were gathering soil samples on a grid pattern,
they also took rock samples of interesting outcrops. Both the soil and rock
sampling showedia large gold anomaly in the east-central part of the claim group.
The strongest rock anomalies found by Homestake were near Q42 /NSC. Five
rocks sampled by Homestake showed 0.06, 0.2, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9 ppm gold. In the
summer of 1969 the writer took 9 fist-size selective grab samples in the same area
to confirm the anomaly. These showed 0.36, 0.44, 0.60, 0.64, 2.4, 2.8,

7.0, 8.0, 9.0 pprr; gold. As a result of these surprising and exhilarating assays,
139 rock outcrops were sampled during the fall of 1969. Almost invariably, where
the new sample sites were located near previous Homestake sampling, the values
were much higher. It is difficult to éxplcin this. Most of the rocks were also
analyzed for mercury. Mercury values correspond well with gold values. Again
they run much higher than those found by Homestake.

As a result of the rock sampling a large, strong anomalous area roughly coincident

with the Homestake anomaly, but measuring about 5,000 by 2,000 feet, was out-

S0



lined. All of the gold bearing rocks were in highly altered Vinini formation.
Sampling of fhi.s area is incomplete. It is estimated that about one-third of the
outcrops were sampled. During field sampling it became apparent that many of
the better values occurred in minor faults or fracture zones that strike north.
Also an oxidized intrusive rhyolite dike 100 feet wide which had not been previ-
ously mapped was found which has the same strike. .This varies from the ;)re—

dominant fault system in the area which was mapped as striking north 20 degrees

west (Johnson, 1959, p. 84). The significance of this is not understood.

SOIL GEOCHEMISTRY

Early Soil Sampling

Although it may have been fortuitous, it is interesting fo note that the first two
widely cenarated anomalous onld ;iiscoveries in 1966 were found through recon-
naissance while using cold extractable heavy metal analysis of soils at the field
site. In each case a very strong soil anomaly led to sampling and analysis of
nearby rock outcrops which were then found to contain anomalous gold. These
two anomalies inspired both the writer and Homestake to subsequent exploration
efforts which led to the current status of the property.

On the original 16 Pat claims, soil samples were taken at all of the corner monu-
ments. This gave a 600 by 750 foot grid. Those samples which showed a cold
extractable metals anomaly in the field were analyzed by Rocky Mountain Geo-
chemical Corporation for total copper, lead, zinc and for arsenic. The zinc and
arsenic anomalies conformed in general to the gold anomaly. The copper and lead
values were low, probably near background, and showed no significant pattern.

o



Homestake Soil Sampling

After the Homestake claims were relocated their exploration people were con-
tacted and an arrangement was made with them in which they very generously
agreed to turn over all the factual exploration data they had compiled on both
the central nucleus and their surrounding claims. Drill logs, anomaly maps and
property maps are in the writer's possession. ‘
Homestake made a soil survey on a 600 by 750 foot grid similar to the one that
had been made on Pat. The soil samples were analyzed for gold, silver, mercury,

arsenic and zinc by Geochemical Systems Company. An anomaly map was pre-

pared by Homestake for each of these elements.

Gold

Homesiuke found ninc significant geold anomalies, Detoiled soil ond rock sampling
should be done on most of these to follow up and confirm the anomalies. The
anomaly pattern in soils showed the large anomaly in the east-central part of the
property fairly well. There is some confusion in evaluating the results. Apparently
at some points on the soil grid rock was sampled instead of soil. In places, the
symbols on the gold anomaly map fail to distinguish between rock and soil samples.
However, after studying the Homestake data and after recent orientation soil
sampling of the anomaly, it is obvious that the large anomaly would have been

detected by soil sampling on a 600 by 750 foot grid.

Mercury

The pattern of anomalous mercury values corresponds well with the gold anomalies.

-



Several large, strong qnomalies do not coincide with gold anomalies. Possibly
these are too large to be structurally controlled (?). These should be evaluated

by detailed rock outcrop sampling and analysis for gold.

Arsenic
The arsenic anomaly patterns also correspond well with the gé[d anomalies. Here
again, several strong arsenic anomalies which do not conform to the gold pattern
but do correspond with mercury should be investigated. The arsenic analyses
done by Geochemical Systems Company for Homestake are considerably lower
than the work done for the writer by Rocky Mounf;in Geochemical Corporation.
Geochemical Systems soil analyses showed values up to 80 ppm while Rocky
Mountain analyses showed 800 ppm maximum in the same general area. Some of
1

the Homestake dri!! cutting: recently gathered ot drill sites were analyzed by

Skyline Labs, Inc. The highest value was 3,200 ppm arsenic.

Zinc

About half of the zinc anomalies correspond with gold. Of course the strong cold
extractable anomalies in soil that led to the two first discoveries of anomalous
gold in rock were mainly due to zinc content. This should not be ignored in future
exploration of the property. However, it should be noted that some of the highest

gold values found in recent sampling showed no cold extractable anomaly.

Silver

The silver anomaly patterns roughly coincide with gold in about half of the loca-
tions. At this stage of exploration, silver is not considered a significant guide

~ib=



to mineralization. .

Recent Soil Sampling

Selective soil sampling wc;s done at 168 sites in late fall 1969. The purposes
were orientation, confirmation of Homestake sampling and checking for gold
mineralization on covered portions of known or inferred srruc.fures. <

For orientation purposes, a 100 foot fence 4,500 feet long was sampled through
the center of the largest anomaly. Four distinct gold highs were found. They are
probably leakage patterns which indicate covered structures. The highs generally
correspond to patterns of high values found in rock' outcrops.

A 100 foot fence was sampled on a soil and talus slope 400 feet south of the north
striking, prominent fault where sample no. 861-R is located. A significant
anomaly was develcped. One sample wos located alongside the P-40 location
cut. Another sample was taken 5 feet below this in the cut and a signific.ant in-
crease in gold value was noted. These results should be viewed with caution,
since it is not known if the soil is residual or transported. The obvious next step
is to dig a backhoe trench to bedrock and sample both horizontally and vertically
on short centers to see if the gold values develop a useful pattern.

Further orientation sampling was done on a short 50 foot fence adjacent to an
outcrop sample that ran 11.0 ppm gold. Both the minus 80 and the minus 20, plus
40 mesh fractions were analyzed. The results indicate the minus 80 mesh fraction
should be used in soil geochemistry in this area.

Five different Homestake gold anomalies in soil were checked. One of these
failed confirmation. This is tentatively thought to be due to an apparent higher

=Til=



background value for gold in the volcanic flow rocks which border the property.

The soil samples were also analyzed for mercury which shows a remarkable corre-
lation with gold.

Results of the recent soil sampling indicate that soil sampling is a powerful tool
for exploring the Tonkin prospect. Much further evaluation and confirmation
sampling of both soil and rock is needed in many areas on the property.

All soil and rock sample sites are marked by orange flagging and an aluminum tag
showing the sample number. The rock sites have o small pile of broken rock which
is a remnant of the rock that was sampled. |

The following three pages show gold values found in soil sampling three different

areas.

12
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EXPLORATION DRILLING
As is usual in a large, rush location program, Homestake had problems satisfying
the $100.00 per claim location work requirement within the 90 day period. As
has happened many times to others, drill holes were spotted more or less at random
before suitable geologic studies could be made. A number of shallow holes were
drilled in November and December, 1966, to help validate the claims. l:/\ony of
these holes were located in lower plate carbonate.
In late summer 1967, after their geochemical samples were analyzed and plotted

ond geologic mapping was completed, Homestake drilled 11 holes in the largest

gold anomaly area using rotary dry drilling. The holes were logged by a geologist.

Composites of 5 foot runs were analyzed for gold. Most of these holes were

mineralized throughout their length. Results are summarized as follows:

Hole No. Depth Avg. Au (ppm) Best 5' Run {ppm)
TK- 1 300 0.37 1.70
TK- 2 300 0.34 1.19
TK- 3 270 0.37 1.02
TK- 4 300 0.20 1.53
TK- 5 300 0.31 2.89
TK- 6 273 0.20 0.51
TK- 7 110 Nil Nil
TK- 8 207 Nil Nil
TK- 9 100 0.21 0.89
TK-10 100 0.17 1.30
TK-11 90 0.09 0.30

(Homestake turned over detailed logs of the above holes to the writer.)
The drill logs indicate that the holes were drilled in the chert, siltstone and shale
of the upper plate Vinini formation.

Of the 11 holes, 7 were mineralized at the bottom. Three of these had 0.3 ppm

=15=
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gold in the bottom and four had 0.1 ppm. The mineralization in these holes is
especially sign'rficcnqu'nen one considers that it was possible to drill a hole within
the main ore body at the Carlin Gold Mine and get similar or lower results (Akright,
1969). Since the sample.s analyzed were composites of 5 foot runs, it is likely that
short sections were encountered that would match the higher grades found in surface

-

outcrop sampling.

DISCUSSION
The Tonkin prospect is the most favorable low grade disseminated gold prospect
known to the writer. '
It has an extremely complex structure. This is @ common characteristic of all of
the disseminated gold deposits which have been discovered to date: Carlin, Cortez,
Bootstrap, No. 8, Geld Querry, Getchell, Manhattan, Mercur, Gald Acres,
Buckhorn.
Intrusive rhyolite dikes have been found on the property. They indicate the
presence of a favorable intrusive at depth. The thrust of the intrusive probably
caused much of the extreme distortion of the rocks. Possibly it caused doming
followed by erosion to form the Tonkin window.
The Roberts Mountains thrust outcrops on the property. The largest gold anomaly
occurs in the upper plate closely adjacent to the thrust.
The rocks are intensely altered locally. In areas of higher grade gold anomalies,
it is difficult to positively identify rock types in the field because of the high |
degree of alteration.

The widespread and strong gold, arsenic and mercury anomalies geochemically

<17



indicate a probable commercial deposit somewhere nearby. They make the search
for ore impercféve. The limited Homestake drilling has given the gold anomaly a
third dimension.

It appears that the ideal host rock for disseminated gold is permeable and reactive.
At this writing the upper part of the Roberts Mountains formation is the favored
host. Many knowledgeable explorers are of the opinion that new deposit; of dis- .

seminated gold will be found at other favorable places in the stratigraphic column

in north-central Nevada (Erickson, 1970).

%yle F. Ccmpbe” ;

Reno, Nevada

January, 17270



\‘/
\I ’)'

L5

10.

11,

References Pertinent to Gold Prospects Owned by Lyle F. Campbell
(see addenda - page 4)

Erickson, R. L., Masursky, Harold, Marranzino, A. P., and Uteana,
Oda, 1961, "Geochemical anomalies in the upper plate of the
Roberts thrust near Cortez, Nevada", Art. 401 in U.S. Geol.
Survey Prof. Paper 424-D, p. D316-D320.

Erickson, R. L., Masursky, Harold, Marranzino, A. P., Uteana, Oda,
and Jones, W. W., 1964, "Geochemical anomalies in the lower
plate of the Roberts thrust near Cortez, Nevada", U.S. Geol.
Survey Prof. Paper 501-B, p. B92 to B%4.

Erickson, R. L., Von Sickle, G. H., Nakagawa, H. M., McCarthy,
J. H., and Leong, K. W., 1966, "Gold Geochemical Anomaly
in the Cortez District, Nevada", U.S. Geol. Survey Circular 534,
Z pls '

Hansen, H. J., 3d, 1960, Geology of the Big Creek area, Toiyabe
Range, Lander County, Nevada: New York, Columbia Univ.,
M.A. thesis.

Hardie, Bryon, 1966, "Carlin gold mine, Lynn district, Nevada", in
Pupeis picscnicd b AIME Pocific Southwect Minaral Indictey

Conference, Sparks, Nevada, May 5-7, 1965, Nevada Bureau of
Mines Rept. 13, pt. A, p. 73-83.

Hausen, D. M., and Kerr, P. F., 1966, "Fine gold occurrences at
Carlin, Nevada", Mining Eng., V. 18, No. 12,

Hill, J. M., 19215, Some mining districts in northeastern California and
northwestern Nevada: U.S. Geol. Survey Bull. 594, 200 p.

Johnson, J. G., 1959, "Geology of the Northern Simpson Park Range,
Eureka County, Nevada", M.A., U.C.L.A., 1959.

Joraleman, P., 1951, The occurrence of gold at the Getchell mine,
Nevada: Econ. Geology, v. 46, no. 3, p. 267-310.

Lincoln, F. C., 1923, "Mining districts and mineral resources of Nevada",

Reno, Nevada Newsletter Publishing Company.

Matson, E. J., 1946, "Exploration of the Mount Hope mine, Eureka
County, Nevada", U.S. Bureau of Mines Rept. Inv. 3928, 7 p.

NP



7

13.

14.

13:

16.

V7.

8.

19.

20.

2l

22,

23.

McKee, E. H., 1968a, Geologic map of Ackerman Canyon quadrangle,
Nevada: U.S. Geol. Survey open file map.

McKee, E. H., 1968b, Geologic map of southwestern part of Lander
County, Nevada: U.S. Geol. Survey open file map.

Means, W.. D., 1962, Structure and stratigraphy in the central Toiyabe

Range, Nevada: California Univ. Pubs. Geol. Sci., v. 42,
no, 2, p. 71=110,

Merlin, R. W., 1968, "Gold Resources in the Oxidized Ores and Car-
bonaceous Material in the Sedimentary Beds of Northeastern
Nevada", U.S. Bureau of Mines Technical Progress Report, 16 p.

Merriam, C. W., and Anderson, C. A., 1942, "Reconnaissance Survey
of the Roberts Mountains, Nevada", Bulletin of the Geological
Society of America, Vol. 53, p. 1675-1728.

Philbin, P. W., Mueschke, J. L., and McCaslin, W. E., 1963,
"Aeromagnetic map of the Roberts Mountains area, central Nevada",
U.S. Geol. Surv. Prelim. Map, 2 sheets, scale, 1:25,000.

Roberts, R. J., 1960, Alinement of mining districts in north-central
Nevada, in Shert papars in the goolegizal sciences: U, S, Geol,

Survey Prof. Paper 400-B, p. B17-B19.

Roberts, R. J., 1964, "Exploration Targets in North-Central Nevada",
U.S. Geological Survey Open File Report, 8 p., 12 illustrations.

Roberts, R. J., 1966, "Metallogenic provinces and mineral belts in
Nevada", in Papers Presented at AIME Pacific Southwest Mineral
Industry Conference, Sparks, Nevada, May 5-7, 1965, Nevada
Bur. Mines Rept. 13, pt. A., p. 47-72,

Roberts, R. J., Hotz, P. E., Gilluly, Jones, Ferguson, H. G., 1958,
"Paleozoic Rocks of North-Central Nevada", Bulletin, American
Assoc. Petrol. Geol. Vol. 42, No. 12, p. 2813-2857.

Roberts, R. J., Montgomery, K. M., and Lehner, R. E., 1967,
"Geology and Mineral Resources of Eureka County, Nevada",
Nevada Bureau of Mines Bull. 64, 152 p.

Ross, C. P., 1953, The geology and ore deposits of the Reese River district,
Lander County, Nevada: U.S. Geol. Survey Bull. 997, 132 p.



24,

25.

26,

27,

28.

30.

31.

32,

33.

Stewart, J. H.,~ond McKee, E. H., 1968, Geologic map of the Mount
Callaghan quadrangle, Lander County, Nevada: U.S. Geol.
Survey Geol. Quad. Map GQ-730.

Stewart, J. H., and McKee, E. H., 1968a, Geologic map of south-
eastern part of Lander County, Nevada: U.S. Geol. Survey open
file map.

Stewart, J. H., and McKee, E. H., 1968b, Geologic map of west-
central part of Lander County, Nevada: U.S. Geol. Survey qpen
file map.

Stewart, J. H., and McKee, E. H., 1968¢c, "Favorable Areas for
Prospecting Adjacent to the Roberts Mountains Thrust in Southern
Lander County, Nevada", U.S. Geol. Survey Circular 563, 13 p.

Stewart, J. H., and Palmer, A. R., 1967, .Callaghan window-a newly
discovered part of the Roberts thrust, Toiyabe Range, Lander
County, Nevada, in Geological Survey research 1967: U.S.
Geol. Survey Prof. Paper 575-D, p. D56-Dé3.

Vanderburg, W. O., 1938, "Reconnaissance of mining districts in
Eureka County, Nevada", U.S. Bureau of Mines Inf. Circular 7022,
66 p.

Walker, L. G., 1962, "Geology of the Mt. Hope area, Garden Valley -
quadrangle, Nevada", M.A., U.C.L.A., 1962,

Washburn, R. H,, 1966, Structure and Paleozoic stratigraphy of the
Toiyabe Range, southern Lander County, Nevada: New York,
Columbia Univ., Ph.D. thesis.

Wells, J. D., Erickson, R., and Stoiser, L. R., 1968, "Geology and
Mineralogy of the Cortez Gold Deposit", AIME Annual Meeting,
1968. (to be published)

Wrucke, C. T., Armbrustmacher, T. J., and Hessin, T. D., 1968,
"Distribution of Gold, Silver, and Other Metals near Gold Acres

and Tenabo, Lander County, Nevada, U.S. Geol. Survey
Circular 589, 6 p.



Addenda

Akright, R. L., Radtke, A. S., Grimes, D. J., 1962, Minor elements

as guides to gold in the Roberts Mountains formation, Carlin Gold Mine,
Eureka County, Nevada, in Quarterly of the Colorado School of Mines,
v. 64, no. 1, International Geochemical Symposium.

Erickson, R. L., 1970, Geochemical exploration for disseminated gold

in north-central Nevada, a paper given before the Geological Society
of Nevada, Reno.

Howkes, H. E., and Webb, J. S., 1962, Geochemistry in mineral
exploration: New York, Harper and Row, Publishers, 415 p.

Wells, J. D., Stoiser, L. R., Elliott, J. E., 1969, Geology and geo-
chemistry of the Cortez Gold Deposit, Nevada: Econ. Geol., v. 64,
no. 5, p. 526-537.

RECEIVED
HUGHES-NEVADA OF: ..

JAN 2 6197(

DEAN ..
DIRE - 2,
—A- FRUJECTS

il



