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1.0 SUMMARY

3929311 Canada Inc. holds 254 non-contiguous mineral claims in14 separate claim groups (the
Properties) in the Coulonge River area of Pontiac County, Quebec. These claims have been acquired
because, on the basis of evidence collected to date, the area is considered to be prospective for the
occurrence of diamond-bearing rocks, probably lamproite, similar to the Argyle Mine in Australia.

This report is based upon a review of the results of exploration programs and government geological and
geophysical surveys in the area, as well as an examination of the property area itself.

The Properties are located within NTS areas 31K-6, 7,10 and 11, and the approximate center of the
Properties is 46°27° North Latitude and 77°05" West Longitude. The nearest major communities are Fort
Coulonge, Quebec, 75 kilometers to the southeast, and Pembroke, Ontario, 65 kilometers to the
southwest.

All except two of the claim groups are accessible by various secondary and logging roads as well as by
numerous takes. The only practical access to two of the claim groups is by float-plane or helicopter. The
area is forest-covered and of modest relief.

Other than diamond exploration during the past decade, there has been little mineral exploration in the
area. The area first became the focus of diamond exploration in the late 1980s as a result of prospecting
efforts of Desmond Burke who subsequently became a principal in Bryson-Burke Resources Lid., a
private company that carried on the initial work of Mr. Burke. Subsequent to the dissolution of Bryson-
Burke Resources in 1995, Mr. Burke resumed exploration in the area and in 2001 formed 3929311
Canada Inc. as the corporate entity within which to carry on this work. Several other companies
conducted diamond exploration in the area during the early 1990s.

This area is underlain by rocks of the Central Gneiss Belt, a portion of the Grenville Geological Province,
that have a probable age of about 1.7 billion years. The Grenville Province evolved as a tectonic mobile
belt in which rocks of Proterozoic age were deformed and thrust to the northwest over rocks of Archean
age. During the Paleozoic, these rocks were cut by northwest-trending fauits of regional extent that
resulted in the formation of the Ottawa Graben. The Properties are centered upon the probable northerly
boundary of this zone of deep-seated faulting that in this report is informally termed the Murtagh Creek
Fault.

A prominent north-trending magnetic high underlies the area of interest and may be indicative of the
presence of ultramafic rock. On the basis of the regional magnetic map, this trend appears to coincide
with a narrow feature that may be indicative of a fault. The Murtagh Creek Fault, north-trending magnetic
anomaly and putative north-trending fault intersect in the central area of the Properties.

The tectonic setting is similar to that which contains the Argyle diamond mine in Australia. The hostrock
for the Argyle Mine is a lamproite and because of the geological similarities, the Grenville Province is
considered a permissive environment within which diamond-bearing lamproites may be found.

Overburden geochemical sampling within the present area of the subject Properties has resulted in the
discovery of indicator-minerals, including microdiamond fragments and macrodiamonds. The distribution
of the sample sites from which these indicator-minerals were obtained forms several clusters, the two
most-prominent of which are situated on the southem edges of Bryson and Lamb Lakes. A third area of
possibie interest, Gerland Lake, is situated north of Bryson and east of Lamb Lake.

The distribution of non-anomalous sample sites north and east of Bryson Lake suggests a probable
source for the indicator-minerals beneath the lake itself. This target area is coincident with a portion of
the regional, north-trending zone of high, positive magnetic intensity.
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By analogy, the distribution of two other clusters of anomalous sample sites, one southeast of Lamb Lake
and the other in the vicinity of Gerland Lake suggest, but in a less-definitive manner, that the sources of
those anomalies are located in a nearby, up-ice (north to northeast) direction.

The regional aeromagnetic map shows the presence of a concentric magnetic low in the area of Gerland
Lake.

The combination of geological setting, geochemical and geophysical anomalies indicates the reasonable
possibility that diamond-bearing lamproites may be found within the claims of 3929311 Canada Inc.

An exploration program designed to better-define the possible location of these source-rocks within the
Properties is considered warranted. A proposed Phase 1 program of airborne magnetics followed by
ground follow-up magnetic surveys, prospecting and drilling, with an estimated budget of CAN$201,225 is
proposed.
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2.0 INTRODUCTION and TERMS OF REFERENCE

The writer has been retained by 3929311 Canada Inc., of Ottawa, Ontario, to prepare an independent
geological report on its diamond exploration properties (the Properties) that are comprised of 254 non-
contiguous mining claims in 14 separate groups, with a total surface area of 15,065.07 hectares. All
claims are located in Pontiac County in western Quebec. 3929311 Canada Inc. is in the process of
merging with Leitrim Group inc., and this report will be the qualifying report used by Leitrim Group Inc. as
part of its Qualifying Transaction.

This area has historically been the subject of only minor mineral exploration activity and has been
essentially ignored during the major diamond exploration campaigns within Canada to date. However, as
detailed in this report, there is substantial justification, both conceptual and practical, to support the
argument that in-situ diamondiferous rocks may occur within the subject Properties, and that further
exploration designed to discover the location of those rocks, is justified.

This report is based upon the following sources of information:

1) Geochemical sampling data generated by the following parties: Mr.Desmond Burke, Bryson-
Burke Resources Inc., Monopros Ltd., Watts, Griffis, McOuat Ltd., Garde Exploration Inc.,
Consorminex Inc., Ressources Dianor Inc., and Ecudor Mining Inc.;

2) Geological, geophysical, and geomorphological interpretations generated by Dr. Viktor
Gouchtchine and Dr. Valerie Ivanikov of the Russian Diamond Institute and the University of St.
Petersburg, Russia while under contract to Bryson-Burke Resources Ltd;

3) Federal aero-magnetic survey, and property magnetic surveys carried out by Bryson-Burke
Resources Inc. and Garde Exploration Inc.

4) All past recorded work pertaining to the property area that is documented in the files of the
Quebec Ministry of Natural Resources;

5) Federal and provincial geological reports and articles pertaining to this area and to this type of
geological setting;

6) Meetings with Mr. Desmond Burke that included discussions regarding sampling and analytical
methodologies and the chronology of previous exploration activities, a review of documents
pertaining to previous exploration activities and now in the possession of Mr. Burke, confirmation
of the existence of heavy-mineral concentrate samples retained from previous sampling programs
in the area of the Properties, and

7) A property visit conducted on January 30, 2002, during which, in addition to an examination of
access routes, principal anomalous sample sites and previous drillhole locations, the overall
relationship between topography, drainage, and heavy-mineral distribution was assessed. A brief
examination of a mafic dike outcrop was also carried out, but in general, examination of bedrock
was impeded by snow cover.

it should be noted that aithough the author believes Mr. Burke to be technically competent, in the context
of National Instrument 43-101, Mr. Burke does not meet the definition of a “qualified person”. The present
author can therefore not accept responsibility for the veracity of mineral identifications or geological
interpretations made by Mr. Burke. The authors of all other indirect sources of information used in this
report are believed to meet the definition of “qualified person”.
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3.0 PROPERTY DESCRIPTION and LOCATION
3.1 Property Description

The Exploration Properties are comprised of 254 claims in 14 separate claim groups, with a total area of
15,065.07 hectares. The claims are owned 100 percent by 3929311 Canada Inc. Description of the
claims has been derived from information obtained from the Mineral Title Office of the Quebec Ministry of
Energy and Resources, effective February 11, 2002. As the Province of Quebec employs map-staking,
claims are valid upon registration by the Mineral Title Office. All claims listed below are in good standing.

TABLE 1: SUMMARY CLAIM LIST

ICLAIM GROUP CLAIMS | AREA (HECTARES)
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 148 8,782.18
ICOULONGE EAST 4 237.22
DEER LAKE 4 236.86
L AC ARGENT 10] 591.49
LAC FORANT 4 237.22
LAC RESOLIN 4 237.18
LAMB LAKE 44 2,608.16
LYNCH LAKE 4 237.50
MOORHEAD LAKE 12 710.59
SKUNK LAKE 6 355.45
SWARTZ LAKE 4 237.22
UN-NAMED (2 GROUPS) 178.20,
WRIGHT LAKE 7] 415.80
[TOTAL 2 15,065.07|

A full list of claims is given in Appendix 1 and the claim locations are shown in Figures 2 through 5.
Claim-block outlines are also shown on all figures except Figure 1. It should be noted that on Figure 15,
a single claim is indicated at UTM coordinates 5160000 N / 320000 E. This claim does not exist and its
presence on the figure is the result of an editorial oversight.

The claims have not been legally surveyed.
The Properties are subject to no known environmental liabilities.
The only permit required in order that the program of work recommended in this report may be carried out

is a Forestry Permit, which may be obtained upon request, that authorizes the removal of trees in order to
prepare drill sites and associated access roads.
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3.2 Property Location and Access

The subject Properties are located in Pontiac County in western Quebec, Canada, approximately 160
kilometers northwest of Ottawa, Ontario (Figure 1). The Properties lie within the Montreal Mining District.

The Properties are located within 1:250,000 scale NTS mapsheet 31 K (Deep River) and, more precisely,
within the 1:50,000 scale NTS mapsheets 31 K/06 (Lac St. Patrice), 31 K/07 (Lac Duval), 31 K/10 (Lac
Doolittle), and 31 K/11 (Lac Bruce) (Figure 2). The approximate center of the Properties is at 46°27'North
Latitude and 77°05'West Longitude, (UTM 5146000m N and 340000m E), about 75 kilometers north-
northwest of the town of Fort Coulonge, Quebec, and 65 kilometers north-northeast of the town of
Pembroke, Ontario.

The Coulonge River separates the Properties into western and eastern groups. Both groups were
previously accessible via the Picanoc Road but recent ice damage to the bridge over the river at a point
west of Wright Lake has interrupted access to the eastemn Properties via this route.

Road access to the majority of the Properties, those west of the Coulonge River, is provided via the all-
weather Jim Lake road that departs from Provincial Highway 148 two kilometers north of Fort Coulonge.
Most of the large Bryson-Branssat claim block is accessible via the Bryson Lake Road which branches
from the Jim Lake Road at about kilometer 73. From the Bryson Lake Road logging roads and all-terrain
vehicle trails give good access to most of this area. (Figure 2)

The large Lamb Lake claim block is accessible via a road leading to the dam at the north end of Bryson
Lake and departing east from the Jim Lake Road at kilometer 92. The extensive lake system allows for
boat access to the more remote portions of these blocks. The smaller claim blocks (Skunk Lake,
Moorhead, Lac Argent, Lac Forant, Lac Resolin, Lynch Lake) are accessible via the logging road network
feeding onto the Jim Lake Road. (Figure 2)

East of the Coulonge River, the Wright Lake and Coulonge East claim blocks, and portions of the large
Bryson-Branssat block lying east of the Coulonge River are accessible, via smaller logging roads and
trails, from the Picanoc Road. The Picanoc Road runs northwest from the village of Otter Lake, situated
on provincial secondary Highway 301, which connects with Highway 148 at Campbell's Bay, 10
kilometers to the southwest. (Figure 2)

The small Deer Lake and Swartz Lake claim blocks are accessible only by floatplane. The more remote
portions of some of the above claim blocks, particularly the Lac Argent block, may also be most efficiently
accessed by floatplane. The nearest floatplane bases are located at Pembroke, Ontario, about 70
kilometers to the south, and at Bluesea Lake, Quebec, about 80 kilometers to the east.
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3.2 Topography, Climate and Local Resources

The relevant area lying west of the Coulonge River forms a moderately rugged plateau. Katz (1976) offers
the following description of this area: " This upland surface could be described as an ice-scoured plain
with striated grooved and polished surfaces, rock basins and rounded knobs interspersed with patches of
glacial drift. The lithology and structure have controlled the erosion.... These primary rock structures have
been disrupted by fault, joint and lineament pattemns and the glaciation has preferentially eroded the rocks
along these planes of weakness to produce aligned and patterned drainage.”

This resultant complex drainage pattern is controlled by faults and joints bounding large unevenly-tilted
blocks of gneissic basement. The major hydrographic features are comprised of large iakes (Bryson,
Lynch, Forant, Lamb), small lakes, ponds, swamps, and streams uitimately feeding into the Black River to
the west or the Coulonge River to the east. Both the Black and the Coulonge Rivers flow southeastward
into the Ottawa River. The Coulonge River occupies a steep-sided, straight, narrow valley and includes
numerous rapids and small waterfalls. The Black River meanders along a wide sand-plain. Further to the
southeast both these rivers plunge over waterfalls up to 40 meters (m) in height.

East of Bryson Lake, the topography and drainage patterns exhibit a marked northwest-southeast fabric,
paralleling the Coulonge River. The Wright Lake area is an exception in that the drainage and topography
are irregular. The East Coulonge River which forms the eastern extremity of the Property area, is a wide,
meandering stream that flows southeastward and occupies a sand plain.

Elevations in the area range from a high of 505m east of the Lac Argent claim block, to lows of 225m on
the southern part of the Coulonge River. On the moderately rugged plateau west of the Coulonge,
elevations range from 400m near Lamb Lake to lake levels in the range of 285 to 265m. Elevations here
average just over 300m. The Lamb Lake and Forant Lake areas feature flat, sand and gravel outwash
plains. The area east from the Coulonge River is comprised of a series of southeast- striking ridges
alternating with elongate lakes and southeast-flowing streams.

Approximately 30 percent of the surface area of the Properties is covered by lakes. An additional 20 to 30
percent of the surface area is covered by low, sandy outwash plains, alluvium-filled stream valleys, and
poorly-drained, swampy areas. The remainder is compriged of low, rounded to steep-sided rocky hills and
ridges. The majority of the latter terrain is covered by a thin, irregular patchwork of glacial tills with the
consequence that the amount of bedrock exposure varies widely and on average only about seven
percent of the total area is outcrop.

The area is covered by a second-growth mixed boreal forest consisting of maple, poplar, birch, yeliow
birch, tamarack, white and red pine, and white and black spruce. Limited logging operations are currently
in progress to the northwest of the area. Locally, there are stands of open deciduous bush, open stands
of white and red pine with birch, thick boreal forest, and swampy bogs with alders, labrador tea, dwarf
spruce and tamarack.

The climate is humid continental, featuring cold winters and mild, variable summers. Snow accumulation
averages two meters. Winter temperatures in the -20° to -30°C range are common. Average summer
temperatures range from +10° to +20°C. Cool, rainy days are frequent, but summer temperatures can rise
to the +30°C range. The most convenient period for drilling in this area is during the winter months
following freeze-up, normally from late January through to the end of March. During this time, frozen drill
roads can be easily maintained, drill moves are easier, and less environmental damage is caused.
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The Pontiac region of Quebec has a weak economy based upon logging, wood products, agriculture, and
dolomite quarrying. Other significant activities include hunting, trapping, and sport fishing. Seasonal
unemployment is high. Operations such as road construction and maintenance, and logging may be
contracted locally. The local labor pool is insufficient in skilis and numbers for a large-scale exploration or
mine development program.

The immediate area, including the entirety of the 31 K map sheet, has no mining history cther than
uranium prospecting during the late 1970s. Farther to the southeast, there is currently a dolomite quarny
in operation at Portage du Fort (Mazarin Mining Corp. Inc.), south of Campbell's Bay. The New Calumet
Mine, on Grand Calumet Island near Campbeli's Bay, produced a zinc-lead-silver concentrate during the
1960s. Several small mica quatries have produced in the past from an area just east of Otter Lake. There
are abundant uranium-thorium prospects and showings just northwest of Otter Lake, and just south of
Fort Coulonge.

Water is abundant in the area and is adequate for any type of mining or processing operation. The Hydro
Quebec power grid is approximately 60km south of the properties. The Ontario Hydro power dam at
Rolphton, Ont. is approximately 50km to the southwest of the properties.
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4.0 PROPERTY HISTORY AND PREVIOUS WORK
4.1 Previous Exploration and Geological Mapping Activity

Prior to 1993 there was little documented geological exploration work in the vicinity of the Properties or,
indeed, within the entire Central Gneiss Belt. The discovery of occurrences of uranium-thorium
associated with pegmatite dykes at several localities well to the south and southeast of the Properties
prompted a general reconnaissance prospecting survey during the mid-1970s uranium exploration surge
(Chariton, 1993). Nothing worthy of more-detailed exploration was discovered near the Properties.

The Lynch Lake area, in Forant and Rochefort townships, hosts numerous magnetite-rich pegmatites
(Katz, 1976). These were prospected and staked in the 1920s. A few showings of galena and of
chalcopyrite are known in the metasediments to the southeast in Mansfield Township. (Katz, 1976).
Showings of molybdenite are known along John Bull Creek about 20 kilometers southeast of the

Properties.

Native gold occurs sporadically within the gneissic rocks in the area of the Properties and can be panned
from some of the local streams, in particular, from the Black River (Riviére Noire) (J. D. Chariton, personal
communication). However, no gold prospecting activity is recorded in the area.

The region was partially mapped by R. Marleau of the Quebec Department of Mines in 1959 (RP 383 and
RP 420). The area from the Ottawa River north to 46°30, and covering the bulk of the Properties, was
mapped by M. B. Katz (PR 578, RG 170) in the mid 1960s. This mapping forms the basis for much of the
geological description in the present report. A structural interpretation of the region to the east and
northeast, including the eastern portion of the Properties and based upon analysis of satellite images,
was completed by K. Sharma of the Quebec Ministry of Energy and Resources in 1993 (MB 93-50). The
area was covered as part of a regional airborne magnetic survey conducted by the Geological Survey of
Canada.
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42 Previous Diamond Exploration Activity (Burke and Bryson-Burke Resources)

Mr. Desmond Burke of Ottawa, Ontario began prospecting for diamonds, essentially as a hobby, in the St.
Lawrence Lowlands during the mid-1980s. These efforts uitimately led to the discovery of G9 pyrope
garnets in the lower Coulonge River in 1988. In August,1992, Mr. Burke discovered microdiamonds in
the sediments of the Coulonge River in Anjou Township. On the basis of this discovery, Mr. Burke formed
a private corporation, 2891395 Canada inc., and began staking an extensive area in the Coulonge River -
Bryson Lake area. Several blocks of claims were staked to the north of the discovery area as well. In
1993, 2891395 Canada Inc. became Bryson-Burke Resources Inc. and commenced systematic diamond
exploration.

The initial identification of both indicator-minerals and microdiamonds was made by several Russian
geologists whose expertise Mr. Burke had retained because of his own limited technical knowiedge. This
team was led by Dr. Viktor S. Gouchtchine of the University of St. Petersburg, a well-published
geoscientist who was working on diamond exploration in the Arkangel Region of northern Russia at that
time. These geologists provided Bryson-Burke Resources with expertise in sampling techniques in
glaciated terrains, diamond indicator-mineral geochemistry and analyses, regional structural
interpretation, and Quaternary glaciation and drainage system analysis. It should be noted that at this
time Russian expertise in the areas of diamond exploration in glaciated terrains, in indicator-mineral
geochemistry, and in research into the formation and preservation of diamonds in kimberlites was more-
available and more-advanced than similar expertise within Canada.

Identity of some of the indicator-minerals, including a microdiamond, from early sampling was confirmed
by x-ray and microprobe analyses by Dr. Gouchtchine in conjunction with the Department of Earth
Sciences at Carleton University. In addition, Consorminex Inc., a Canadian company, collected and
confirmed the identity of several pyrope garnets collected from the area southeast of Lamb Lake.

In 1993 Bryson-Burke Resources optioned the 186-claim Gaudreault Creek Property to Garde
Exploration Inc. This property was situated 13 kilometers northwest of the present Lac Argent Property.
In early 1994, Garde completed a helicopter-bome magnetic survey of the property using 100-meter line
spacings on a north-south grid. Subsequently six (6) targets were selected for ground magnetic
delineation and drill testing. Drill results were uniformly negative.

Maonopros Ltd. examined the Bryson-Burke Properties in the spring of 1993 and made an offer for the
properties that was declined by Bryson-Burke Resources. Monopros subsequently collected a
combination of 35 till and glacio-fluvial samples. Most of these were in a line from the Branssat-Bryson
Lakes area eastward to the East Coulonge River. Small numbers of iimenites and chrome diopsides
were found in nine (9) samples. No microdiamonds were found in these 35 samples nor in two additional
bulk (one cubic meter) samples taken near the Picanoc Road bridge over the Coulonge River where Mr.
Burke had previously found microdiamonds.

In 1993, Watts, Griffis, McOuat Limited (WGM) was retained by Bryson-Burke Resources to prepare a
qualifying report on the Coulonge River area properties, the purpose of which was the substantiation of
the 1992 discovery of microdiamonds by Mr. Burke in the Coulonge River southeast of Bryson Lake. This
report was completed as requested, but in 1995, WGM withdrew their consent for Bryson-Burke
Resources to reference either their name or the report in the prospectus that was being prepared at that
time.

WGM has also refused to permit inclusion in this report of the technical findings of their 1993 sampling
program and their rationale for the subsequent withdrawi of consent for usage of said report by Bryson-
Burke Resources. The WGM report and subsequent, relevant correspondence between WGM and
Bryson-Burke Resources et al, have been reviewed by the present author. Within the constraints
imposed by the WGM interdiction, it is the opinion of this author that the technical resuits obtained by
WGM were consistent with exploration resuits obtained elsewhere in the area and with the present
author’s interpretation of the geological and glacial history of the area.
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In 1994, Monopros Limited examined 17 microdiamond fragments that had been recovered from a
sample collected at the confluence of the paleodrainage leading southeast from Bryson Lake, and the
Coulonge River. Their examination led them to conciude that the source was unlikely to be proximal and,
on the basis of that conclusion, declined the opportunity to participate if further exploration of the Bryson-
Burke properties. This withdrawl of interest followed by approximately one year their initial offer of an
option agreement by Bryson-Burke Resources Ltd.

Bryson-Burke Resources Inc. carried out regional "grassroots” exploration during the period June 1, 1894
to December 31, 1995 (GM-55399). This included collection of 248 soil samples and ground
magnetometer profile surveys of 53 magnetic targets.

Consulting geologist Mousseau Tremblay aided Bryson-Burke Resources in the design and planning of
the sampling program. The intent of this program was to constrain the source of indicator-minerals by
circumscribing the core discovery area with sample lines so as to establish the limits of distribution of
indicator-minerals and diamonds. This was achieved to the north, east, and southwest of the area of
primary interest. Unclosed gaps remain to the west-northwest, west of the Lamb Lake area, and to the
east-southeast, across to the Ward Lake area, a line that coincides with the trace of the Murtagh Creek
Fault (Section 5.1.8, below). Sampling concentrated on basal tills, which remain only in areas of higher
topography, and on fluvio-glacial sediments, which occur in low-lying areas.

Samples averaged 40 kilograms by weight, and were processed at the Bryson-Burke base camp using
screens and panning. Good heavy-mineral concentrate samples were obtained from the fluvio-glacial
material in this way, but the basal tili samples required further jigging, which was done at the Bryson-
Burke lab in Ottawa using a mechanical (INEX) jig. The concentrates were processed through a heavy
liquid {(methy! iodide) to further concentrate the heavy-mineral grains.

As of July, 1995, when the final project report (GM-55399), was written, Bryson-Burke personnel had
processed all 248 samples by screening, hand-jigging and further concentration by INEX jigging to
produce heavy-mineral concentrates, and 189 of the samples had been additionally concentrated using
methyl iodide. Most of the samples were examined in a preliminary fashion during processing and 75
samples had further been examined for indicator-minerals by Geon Laboratories of Montreal. No classic
kimberlite indicator-minerals were identified although abundant chrome diopsides and gamets from
probable crustal sources were noted.

During the winter of 1994, 53 magnetic targets were checked by ground magnetometer profile surveys
consisting of a north-south line and an east-west line over each target. This program was the last
conducted by Bryson-Burke Resources Inc. The company went into bankruptcy in March,1996.

Subsequent to the settlement of the bankruptcy of Bryson-Burke Resources Inc. in 1996, Mr. Desmond
Burke purchased all of the exploration data Bryson-Burke Resources had accumulated during the 1993-
95 work programs. Bryson-Burke Resources Inc. had been a private Canadian corporation and therefore,
with the exception of GM-55399, little of this information had been made public. The Bryson-Burke
Resources Inc. work, in particular the sampling data and resultant indicator-mineral analyses, formed the
basis upon which subsequent sampling programs were planned and executed.
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4.3 Other Area Exploration (1993 - 1995)

Two other publicly-traded companies acquired properties in and around the Bryson-Burke Properties in
1993. Abior Explorations Inc. (50%) and an associated company, KWG Resources inc. (50%) staked 496
claims in fifteen (15) groups in Pontiac County during July and August of 1993 (referred to herein as the
Abior blocks). Dianor Resources Inc. acquired seven (7) blocks comprising 246 claims in the summer of
1993 as well. They were subsequently deait to a related company, Ecudor Mining Co. Inc., but are
referred to herein as the Dianor blocks.

The Dianor Resources Inc. properties were staked based upon selection of magnetic anomalies from the
federal (GSC) regional airborne magnetic survey, flown at flightline spacings of 800m, as well as on the
west-northwest trending extensional faults in the area. Four (4) of the Dianor blocks (Blocks 1-4) were
located within the present Properties. The other three (3) were located to the southeast in the Wright Lake
- Lac Bertrand area.

Dianor found and investigated all of the magnetic anomalies located on their claims by reconnaissance
ground magnetics, geologically identified the sources of the anomalies, did thin-section examinations of
selected samples, and geologically mapped Biock 1(GM-52684). This work included the identification and
sampling of a pre-orogenic meta-pyroxenite on Block 1 near Gerland Lake west of Bryson Lake, as well
as the identification of several late diabase dykes and mafic to ultramafic outcrops, also in the area of
Geriand Lake.

Dianor also took forty-five (45) alluvial samples from local streams. Most of these samples were
comprised of fine to silty sand. The samples were screened on-site to eliminate the coarse fraction, and
were then processed by Consorminex Inc. of Gatineau, Quebec, where they were further screened, and
gravity-separation was carried out on the medium-fine size fraction (2 millimeters to 500 microns). The
heavy portion of this size fraction was examined by binocular microscope and suspected diamond
indicator-minerals were picked. Seventeen (17) grains were selected and sent to Carieton University for
scanning electron microprobe analysis. None of the grains was found to be a diamond indicator-mineral.

Upon completion of this work program Dianor recommended a high-density airbome magnetic and
electromagnetic survey, till sampling, ground magnetic follow-up on selected airborne targets, and drill
testing of selected targets if warranted. However, a much more limited program was actually carried out,
consisting of ground-magnetometer surveys on specific targets on Blocks 1 to 4, and the collection and
analysis of sixteen (16) till samples (GM-53439). This work was completed during the summer of 1994.
No diamond indicator-minerals or microdiamonds were found in the till samples, however, the
microdiamond search was limited to visual examination. No kimberlitic rocks were found in the vicinity of
the magnetic anomalies. No further work was done by Dianor/Ecudor and their claims were allowed to
expire.

With the exception of the Rochefort 1 and 2 Blocks, none of the Abior/KWG claim blocks staked in 1993
was in the immediate area of the current Properties. In any case, no exploration work was filed on any of
the Abior/KWG claim blocks, and all of these claims were allowed to expire.

Jack Charlton Management Inc., a private company, staked eleven (11) blocks of claims for private
investors in the area in 1993. These blocks were also distant from the current Properties. Prospecting
and limited magnetometer and VLF surveys were completed on portions of these blocks. All of the claims
were allowed to expire.

An investigation of selected airborne magnetic anomalies was carried out by three prospectors in 1996
(GM-56787). All of these anomalies are to the east and south of the current Properties.
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4.4 Recent Diamond Exploration (Burke, 1996 to Present)

Mr. Burke resumed till- and glacio-fluvial sampling in 1997 in order to fill gaps that remained in the
Bryson-Burke Resources sampling coverage. Approximately 500 geochemical till and stream-sediment
samples were collected and processed by Mr.Burke using conventional screening, gravity separation, and
indicator-mineral picking.

In August 2001, Mr. Burke formed 3929311 Canada Inc. and began staking claims and conducting
ground-magnetic-profile surveys of selected magnetic targets. These surveys typically consisted of one
north-south line crossed by one east-west line using base-station and field magnetometers.

In the autumn and early winter, 2001, three (3) attempts were made by Mr. Burke to drill-test two
magnetic targets at Lamb Lake, on the current Lamb Lake Property of 3929311 Canada Inc., where G9
and G10 garnets had been found down-ice from both targets.

The first attempt, using a small prospecting drill, failed to reach bedrock due to heavy sand in overburden.,
The second attempt, by a contractor (Orbit Drilling Inc. of Val d'Or, Quebec) using a "Gopher" drill, was
also aborted because of the deep sandy overburden. The third effort, by the same contractor using a
Longyear 38 drill, was successful in penetrating bedrock on both targets. Twenty (20) meters of quartzo-
feldpathic gneisses with magnetite-bearing amphibolitic layers was intersected in both holes beneath
about 45 meters of sand overburden. The first hole also intersected a one-meter long, structurally-
controlled interval of magnetic, micaceous (probably phlogopite), dark green-black rock which has yet to
be identified.
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5.0 GEOLOGY
5.1 Regional Geology
5.1.1 Exploration Concept (Deposit Types)

The exploration targets on the Properties are diamondiferous, alkaline, ultramafic intrusions of kimberlitic
or lamproitic composition. Distinctive indicator-mineral assemblages suggestive of both rock-types exist
in the area of the Properties.

Kimberlite pipes tend to occur in clusters of a few to over forty individual bodies within an area of up to 50
kilometers in diameter. Emplacement of the pipes is controlied by deep-seated regional fractures and
bears little relationship to host lithology. Kimberlite pipes are generally oval to elliptical in plan view, with
long axes parallel to local structural lineaments, and range from less than 50m to more than 1500m in
diameter. Contacts of a kimberlite pipe are steep-dipping (80 to 85°). Dykes and sills occur within the
deeper root zones.

Until the early 1990s, the Slave Province was thought to have limited potential to host kimberlite pipes
with economic quantities of diamonds because recent glacial erosion would have resulted in significant
erosion of these bodies. Moreover, no kimberlite or lamproite pipes had ever been discovered in that
area. It is now known that kimberlite pipes containing economic quantities of diamonds do indeed occur,
and that they have not necessarily undergone significant erosion. Approximately 80 percent of the
kimberlite pipes discovered within the Slave Province are located beneath lakes.

Since diamonds, even in economic deposits, can be present in concentrations of less than 0.06 parts per
million, it is common practice in diamondiferous kimberiite exploration to search for other minerals that
commonly occur with diamonds. These include pyrope gamet, chrome diopside, ilmenite, and chromite.

Prior to the discovery of the Argyle Mine in northwestern Australia in 1979, it was thought that economic
concentrations of diamonds could occur only in kimberlites, and furthermore, only in kimberlites intruding
stable archons of Archean age. In the Argyle Mine, diamonds occur in lamproite, a rock related to, but
mineralogically distinct from kimberlite, in a post-Archean tectonic mobile belt.

Lamproite is an ultra-potassic magnesian rock with primary constituents composed of variable amounts of
phlogopite, clinpyroxene, amphibole, olivine, and sanidine (Bergman, 1987). In cross-section a lamproite
has a champagne-glass shape, as opposed to the carrot shape of the classic kimberlite. Lamproites may
also occur as dykes and sills. Diamond-bearing lamproites are known from craton margins and adjacent
mobile zones that have experienced relatively young and persistent faulting. The westemn Australian
lamproites show a strong structural control by major fracture zones.

The Argyle lamproite occurs within a cluster with several other diamondiferous lamproites intruding the
Proterozoic mobile belt. The main diamond-bearing phase of the Argyle, as well as that of the
diamondiferous Prairie Creek lamproite in Arkansas, is an olivine lamproite phase.

Diamond indicator-mineral types and populations in lamproites differ from those in kimberlites. The most
abundant resistant indicator-mineral from a lamproite source is chromite. Other resistant indicator-
minerals inciude zircon, tourmaline, pinkish magnesium-almandine (G-5 garnet), purple peridotitic garnet,
picroilmenite, opaque rutile, orange eclogitic garnet, and diamond. Most grains are rounded and have
frosted surfaces (Bergman, 1987). In addition spherical glass (coesite) and magnetic grains occur in
Argyle area lamproites.
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Although economically-diamondiferous kimberlites have not been found in areas underlain by rocks of
post-Archean age, lamproite in this environment is demonstrably an economically-significant diamond
host. The Argyle lamproite is the most productive diamond mine in the wotld in terms of volume (as
opposed to value). The Prairie Creek lamproite in Arkansas, United States, is diamondiferous and has
been mined historically, and the diamondiferous "kimberlites" of India have recently been reinterpreted to
be of lamproitic composition.

5.1.2 The Grenville Diamond Setting

The Argyte lamproite in northwestern Australia is dated at 1.2 billion years (Ga) (Mid-Proterozoic) and
intrudes rocks of Early Proterozoic ages within a Proterozoic mobile belt (Helmstaedt, 1993). This mobile
belt is in many respects similar to the Grenville Province. Of additional relevance, the diamondiferous but
sub-economic Prairie Creek lamproite in Arkansas, U.S.A,, intrudes a Grenvillian basement, the
southwestern continuation of Grenville Province rocks beneath younger cover rocks (Rivers, 1997).

The Properties are situated in the Central Gneiss Belt (CGB) of the Grenville Province in southwestern
Quebec. The term Grenville Province is generally applied to the youngest part of the Canadian Shield,
"cratonized" about one billion years ago, that extends southwestward from southern Labrador through
Quebec into southern Ontario and New York State (Moore, 1986). The definition of the Grenville Province
has been expanded over time from Logan's type locality north of the town of Grenville, Quebec, to its
present extent, the boundaries of which were established in 1972.

The boundary of the Grenville with the older Superior Province craton to the northwest is the Grenville
Front, or Grenville Tectonic Zone, a long, continuous zone of northwesterly-directed reverse faulting that
separates the more highly-strained and metamorphosed rocks of the Grenville Province from the adjacent
Archean-age Superior craton. Grenvillian rocks extend beneath Paleozoic cover to the southeast along
the St. Lawrence lowlands, and to the southwest beneath southern Ontario and the Michigan Basin. It is
now recognized that Grenvillian rocks extend beneath Paleozoic/Mesozoic cover southwestward as far as
Texas.

5.1.3 Rock Types

The Central Gneiss Beit is a high-grade metamorphic terrain of upper-amphibolite to granulite facies that
resulted from burial to depths of more than 10 kilometers. The major lithologies present over the entire
area are quartzo-feldspathic, biotite/horneblende, and gamet gneiss (Katz, 1976). A thin layer of marble
appears to underlie most of the length of the Coulonge River valley. Pyroxenite and amphibolite units
occur locally. (Figures 6a, b)

The Central Gneiss Belt is interpreted to have formed along a long-lived ensialic arc (Dickin, 2000), and
was subjected to pre-Grenvillian, MesoProterozoic orogeny, resulting in compressional folding and
overthrusting about northwesterly axes.

Al of the gneissic lithologies are cut by east-striking, Late Proterzoic diabase dykes that outcrop
sporadically across the area.
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5.1.4 Tectonic Setting

The Grenville Province has been the subject of a significant body of recent geological research, one
result of which is the recognition that the Grenville is comprised of a series of structural terranes. The
Properties are situated within the Allochthonous Polycyclic Belt (APB) (Dickin, 2000), which corresponds
roughly to the older lithologic appellation used in this report, the Central Gneiss Belt (CGB). To the north
and northwest, the APB has been thrust onto and against the Parautochthonous Belt (PB) along an
irregular and poorly-defined thrust boundary termed the Allochthon Boundary Thrust (ABT) (Dickin, 2000).
The PB represents metamorphically upgraded and tectonically reworked equivalents of the adjacent
Archean foreland to the northwest. (Figure 7)

The APB is comprised of several transported terranes of high-grade (upper amphibolite to granulite
facies) orthogneiss and paragneiss intruded to a minor degree by gabbro, granite, anorthosite and
pyroxenite that tectonically overiie the PB. The APB appears to have been exhumed from depths of at
least 10 kilometers and shows evidence of having undergone major deformation prior to the Grenville
Orogeny (Rivers et al, 1989). The APB is bounded to the southwest and south by the Allochthonous
Monocyclic Belt (AMB) and is separated from it along the Monocyclic Belt Boundary Zone (MBBZ)
(Dickin, 2000). The MBBZ lies about 40 kilometers to the west and 25 kilometers to the south of the
Properties. The AMB corresponds roughly to the older, lithologic appeilation, Central Metasedimentary
Belt (CMB). The AMB is characterized by major northwest-directed ductile thrusting (Rivers et al, 1989).

The CGB region has undergone post-orogenic tectonic fracturing and differential uplift of individual
blocks. (Figure 9, from Gouchtchine et al, 1993). The large block centered on Lynch Lake, and in which
the majority of the Properties is situated, appears to be the stable "keystone" of the region. Surrounding
blocks have moved up or down in relation to this central block.

5.1.5 Age Relationships and Crustal Thickness

Two areas of the CMB supracrustal terrane, 25 and 40 kilometers to the east and southeast of the
Properties, were dated at 1.3 to 1.4 Ga (Rivers and Corrigan, 2000).

A recent isotopic age-dating study of the PB to the north of the APB immediately north of the Baskatong-
Desert Lineament, concluded that the PB in this area is Paleo-Proterozoic to Archean in age (1.87 to 2.70
Ga) (Guo and Dickin, 1996). This includes the so-calied Barilia Terrane (Dickin, 2000) which bounds the
Baskatong-Desert Lineament to the north and includes the former Renzy Ni-Cu Mine some 40 kilometers
to the northeast of the Properties.

The intervening terrane, including the Allochthonous Polycyclic Belt into which the Properties falil, has
been collectively termed "Algonquia” (Dickin, 2000). This is the least well-defined of the southwestemn
Grenvillian terranes and Dickin (2000), although providing age determinations for surrounding terranes,
does not provide an age specifically for the APB. However, Rivers (1997) shows Nd model ages of 2.09
to 1.72 Ga for the Algonquian Terrane. The APB may represent a long-lived ensialic arc active during the
Iatg F;aleoProterozoic where crust was continually formed above a north-dipping subduction zone (Dickin,
2000).
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Rivers (1997) infers, from seismic reflection and geological studies, an Archean-age lower crust beneath
the entire Central Gneiss Belt. Crustal thickness (the seismically-determined vertical distance to the
lithospere/upper mantle interface) across the Central Gneiss Belt is approximately 50 kilometers (Mereu
et al, 1986). To the east across the CMB, it thins to about 40kilometers thickness. Average crustal
thickness of cratons is 35 to 40 kilometers (Dawson, 1980).

Crustal thickness, while not a significant factor in diamond formation, may be a factor in diamond
preservation. Diamonds ascending as xenocrysts from mantle depths of formation may face a lengthy
delay at the crustal interface before being incorporated into kimberlitic magma capable of stoping its way
to surface along crustal-scale fracture systems. Preservation of diamonds at this interface depends upon
pressure maintenance (crustal thickness) combined with sufficiently cool temperatures and the correct
geochemistry and redox conditions. An older, colder, thicker crust also is more brittle than younger,
thinner crust allowing for the formation of crustal-scale extensional fractures, a key prerequisite for
diamondiferous kimberlitelamproite passage to surface.

5.1.6 Structure

One of the most important elements in the formation of kimberiitic and lamproitic diatremes is deep,
crustal-penetrative structures. Kimberlites form during short explosive events. The kimberlite magma is
cool and volatile-rich, and must rise from sites where adequate pressure, temperature and geochemical
conditions to preserve diamonds prevail, at a rate sufficiently rapid to preserve diamonds under the
particular geochemical conditions of that specific magma. Deep, penetrative, extensional structures,
usually regional in extent, are required. The surface configuration of kimberlite and lamproite diatremes
may be strongly influenced by local joint patterns in the country rock (Dawson, 1980).

Regional compilation of magnetic surveys in the Property area indicates a deep zone of magnetic rock
extending in a north-south direction approximately following the line of 77°W longitude, expressed by a
wide, continuous zone of high magnetic susceptibility with irregular flanks. This feature extends
southward from the Baskatong Reservoir through the central portion of the Property area, where it has a
width of approximately 25 kilometers. This magnetic zone, suggestive of a deeply-buried mass of
ultramafic composition, continues southward across the Ottawa River and beyond. (Figure 10 and
Section 7.0)

The Varty Lake and Picton kimberlitic dykes occur further south along this trend in the Kingston-Belleville
area. These intrusives are of Jurassic-age with both kimberlitic and lamprophyric affinities and their
emplacement may have been controlled by late-Proterozoic basement faults reactivated during the
Jurassic (Barnett et al, 1984). The structure that hosts the dykes appears to continue southward beneath
Lake Ontario into the Finger Lakes area of New York State along the Clarendon-Linden Fauit. The
kimberiite/alnoite dykes at Ithaca, New York are further evidence of the deep-seated origins of this
magnetic zone. These dykes are of early Cretaceous age (Dawson, 1980).

The north-trending magnetic feature coincides with an interpreted north-south fauit in the area of the
Properties. This fault is situated just east of the line of 77° W longitude and is very subtle. However, it was
interpreted independently by Gouchtchine(1893) and by Charlton (1993). (Figure 8) North-trending
extensional faults appear to be of importance in the localization of kimberlites in the Attawapiskat region
of Ontario.
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To the south of the property area, a regionally-prominent set of west-northwest-striking normal faults,
related to the formation of the Ottawa Graben, are associated with late Proterozoic to Paleozoic tectonic
activity that culminated in widespread post-Ordovician faulting and rifting (Katz, 1976). Intrusive activity
along this regional structure is manifested by alkaline, ultramafic volcanism east from the Montreal area,
along the Monteregian Hills, almost to the Maine border, and included intrusion of the alnoitic,
diamondiferous dyke at lle Bizard, Quebec. These ultramafics have Lower Cretaceous ages (Globensky,
1987). Katz (1976) describes a double aeromagnetic anomaly at the southeast edge of lle des Allumettes
as being similar to the anomalies of the Monteregian intrusives.

The Murtagh Creek Fault (Chariton, 1993) in the region of the Properties may represent the northern flank
of the Ottawa Rift system. This fauit strikes 105° to 110° and is traceable for over 150 kilometers. The
Murtagh Creek Fault also coincides remarkably well with the track of the Great Meteor hotspot in this
region (Crough, 1981), and therefore the fault may be an extensional feature associated with uplift
caused by passage over the hotspot. The bulk of the Properties straddle the western 40 kilometers of the
Murtagh Creek Fault and are centered upon the intersection of the north-trending magnetic feature, the
coincident north-trending fault, and the Murtagh Creek Fault.

The area has experienced post-orogenic uplift that caused tilting and jointing of blocks as large as 30
kilometers, and as small as three kilometers across (Gouchtchine, 1993). Uplift may have occurred during
early Cretaceous time and may have been caused by the Great Meteor hotspot over which this region
drifted approximately 130 million years ago (Crough, 1981).

5.1.7 Quaternary Glaciation and Drainage

An understanding of the history of Quatemary glaciation and subsequent development of post-glacial
local drainage is of primary importance in the assessment of the provenance, distribution, and frequency
of diamond indicator-mineral occurrences.

In the CGB region there were three (3) major ice advances during the Quaternary. The last Laurentide ice
sheet retreated from this area approximately 10,000 years ago. Although difficult to estimate accurately,
ice thickness probably exceeded 2,000m in this region. The predominant most-recent ice advance
direction was to the south-southwest. However, eskers indicate that the last ice retreated and melted in
an average south-to-north direction.

Isostatic rebound in the CGB region is on the order of 50m. Local differential isostatic rebound has
resulted in reversals of drainage direction, as exemplified by the drainage reversal from Bryson Lake
(Katz, 1976 and Section 5.2.4, below).

The last glaciation deposited poorly-sorted boulder to clay-size tills in a random pattern over the CGB
region. Melting and high-energy water flowage locally remobilized significant amounts of till into stream
and riverbed, water-sorted boulder, gravel and sand deposits. Locally, there are expanses and significant
thicknesses of sand outwash derived directly from melting ice. A peculiarity of the CGB region is the high
predominance of sand-size particles over all other sizes; gravel and cobble-size material is almost non-
existent.
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In the Slave Province, indicator-minerals commonly occur in glacially-dispersed trains that emanate from
the source kimberlites. Because these trains narrow in the source direction, the source kimberlite can be
located by foliowing the indicator trains in the up-ice direction. However the success of this technique is
critically dependant upon a uniform dispersal which, in tum, depends upon a simple and consistent
history of glacial ice movement.

The Central Gneiss Belt region suffered more episodes of glaciation with much thicker ice sheets than did
the Slave Province. This has resuited in a deeper erosion level and more-severe winnowing and dilution
of indicator-minerals. The latter condition has been exacerbated by a moister climate, a much higher
water-flow regime, and local reversals in drainage direction. These glacial and drainage conditions may
have contributed to the paucity of indicator-minerails found to date in the region.

The relatively high precipitation in the CGB region (average of 130 centimeters/year) causes the high
water-flow regime exemplified by the Coulonge and Black River systems. The voluminous spring melts
constitute peak flow-levels and result in additional washing-out and downstream redistribution of
indicator-minerals to degrees not seen in drier glaciated kimberlite terrains such as the Slave Province,
West Greenland, and Yakutsk, Russia.

518 Summary

The Properties are grouped around the junction of a deep-seated, north-south magnetic feature, possibly
signifying ultramafic rocks, and the northemn edge of the Ottawa Graben represented by the Murtagh
Creek Fauit. Both are old crustal-scale structures that host alkaline ultramafic, including kimberlitic,
intrusives along their respective lengths. The properties are underlain by a high-grade metamorphic
terrane, the Allochthonous Polycyclic Belt or Central Gneiss Belt, that has an age of 1.72 to 2.09 billion
years, and a lower crust of Archean age. Crustal thickness of the Central Gneiss Belt is estimated to be
approximately 50 kilometers.

A key feature for diamond prospectivity may be the north-striking fault interpreted to cross the
Properties, and to coincide with the north-trending regional magnetic high. The Great Meteor hotspot
tracked directly beneath this part of the CGB during early Cretaceous time, and may have caused crustal
uplift and possibly initiated or facilitated emplacement of kimberlites or lamproites.

The great thickness of Quaternary ice over the CGB region, coupled with relatively high annual
precipitation, has resulted in a severe redistribution and possibly removal of diamond indicator-minerals in
this region.
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5.2 Property Geology
5.2.1 Rock Types

The local gneissic geology has no genetic relationship to the target kimberlite or lamproite intrusions
which can be expected to be much younger and are structurally controlled. However, a brief description of
the dominant lithologies within the Property area, taken mainly from Katz (1976), follows.

Quartzo-feldspathic and biotite-homblende gneiss underlies more than 80 percent of the Property area
(Figures 6a,b). The quartzo-feldspathic gneisses are leucocratic, fine to medium-grained, equigranular,
quartz-feldspar-rich rocks that weather greyish-orange and are light-red to pink on fresh surface. The
quartzo-feldspathic gneisses are frequently interlayered with dark amphibolites in undulous,
discontinuous layers several centimeters thick. Accessory minerals may include iimenite and magnetite.

The biotite and hornblende-gneisses are commonly fine-grained, equigranular rocks that weather to pale-
orange and yellowish-grey hues, and are greyish-blue on fresh surface. The biotite gneisses are
conspicuausly laminated or finely interlayered with altemating dark amphibolite and light quartzo-
feldspathic zones. These gneisses are commonly veined and injected by abundant pegmatitic material
and display porphyroblastic textures. The homblende gneisses are not commonly laminated but are
interlayered with amphibolite. Accessory minerals include ilmenite-magnetite, locally in significant
amounts.

Garnet gneiss underlies 10 to 15 percent of the property area. These gneisses are medium-grained
bluish-white weathering rocks that are pale-pink on fresh surface, and contain conspicuous crystals of
very dark-red garnet. Dark gametiferous amphibolites are commonly associated with these gneisses.
Notably, pale-pink garmet may be present in amounts up to 20 percent, and accessory minerals include
ilmenite-magnetite.

Amphibolite occurs as lenses and pods interlayered with the gneisses, is dark greenish-grey to black,
medium-grained, equigranular, and commonly rusty-weathering. Notable accessory minerals include
ilmenite-magnetite.

With increasing metamorphic grade to the west, all of the above lithologies develop into granulites and
charnokites.

The only known marble or calc-silicate unit in the area is exposed in the deeply-eroded Coulonge River
valley and represents the westernmost calc-silicate band in the region. The marbles are friable, medium
to coarse-grained rocks that may be white, bluish-grey, or orange-pink, depending upon the minor-
mineral composition.

The only clearly post-tectonic intrusive rocks that have been recognized within the Properties are east-
striking diabase dykes that outcrop sporadically across the area; one crosses the south end of Lamb
Lake, two are mapped between Branssat and Lynch Lakes, and one occurs at the east end of Gerland
Lake, just north of Katz's (1976) map area.

An unusual uitramafic rock of websterite composition occurs just to the southwest of the Properties in two
localities along the Jim Lake Road at about kilometer 70. Also, a small boulder of kimberitic or lamproitic
fioat was reportedly found in 1893 by Bryson-Burke Resources personnel along the west slope of the
Coulonge River valley, in the southeastern portion of the present large Bryson-Branssat claim block (D.
Burke, personal communication). This specimen, which was fine-grained and xenolith-free, was sent to
Russia for identification and was not available for examination by the author.
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The geology map for the former Ressources Dianor Block 1 Property shows several small outcrops of
mafic to ultramafic rock (map unit 14) about 100 meters east of the eastern boundary of the property in
the area southeast of Gerland Lake. These rocks are not discussed in the text of the report (GM52684),
but are of potential interest because they occur in the vicinity of four anomalous indicator-mineral samples
discussed below (Section 8.1).

52.2 Structure

The area has a complex structural history that commenced with early to mid-Proterozoic (probably
Paleohelikian) orogeny, and involved deep burial followed by tight folding and over-thrusting causing
general east-west compression and crustal thickening (Section 5.1.6). Dominant fold axes trend NNW
near the Coulonge River in the eastem area of the Properties, NW across the Lynch Lake area in the
western part of the Properties, and WNW beyond the properties to the southeast. These folds truncate
and deform an earlier set of northeast-striking fold axes (Katz, 1976). Refolded folds along these earlier
northeast structures are also common. (Figure 8)

The two main generations of folding have resulted in a regional basin-and-dome tectonic style. On a local
and outcrop scale, folding is variable and complex. Tight isoclinal folds are most common, although fan,
chevron and interference folds occur as well.

An anticlinal axis is interpreted by Katz to strike northwest through Lynch and Lamb Lakes. A branching,
north-trending synclinal axis is interpreted in the northern part of Bryson Lake. The Coulonge River valley
is thought to represent a doubly-plunging synform, which is better-developed to the north and south of
this area. East of the Coulonge River, with the exception of the Wright Lake area, gneissosities dip
generally steeply eastward.

Gneisses in the area of the Properties do not appear to have been significantly remetamorphosed during
the Grenvillian Orogeny.

6.2.3 Tectonic Setting

Three separate studies of regional lineations have been completed including Sharma, et al., 1993,
Chariton, 1983 (unpublished), and Gouchtchine, (1992-93, unpublished). Katz, (1976) limited his
structural examinations to the Ottawa Graben. Four different sets of faults, probably related to four
tectonic events, affect the area.

Northwest-striking lineations, parallel to regional fold trends, dominate the structural fabric. The majority of
lineations are fold or lithology-related, however, Gouchtchine (1993) attempted to differentiate between
the northwest striking fold/lithology-related features and thrust faults that developed along some of these,
and interprets many long, northwest-striking thrust faults. These are probably old Proterozoic, late-phase
orogenic structures that dip steeply east and northeast.

A set of northeast-striking faults is truncated by the northwest-striking fauits.
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The west-northwest to east-trending faults associated with formation of the Ottawa Graben are more
numerous toward the south. The Graben was active from latest Proterozoic to post-Ordovician time and
developed along extensional block faults. The Murtagh Creek Fault may represent the north flank of the
Graben. The coincidence of this fauit with the Early-Cretaceous track of the Great Meteor hotspot
suggests that it may have been reactivated during that time. (Figure 8)

The youngest episode of faulting is possibly an early Cretaceous (?) period of uplift that may have been
caused by passage of the area over the Great Meteor hotspot mentioned above. Only Gouchtchine
(1993) has analyzed uplift in this area (Figure 9). The faulted boundaries of the differentially-uplifted
blocks are, or represent, because of their mode of formation, crustal penetrative, extensional fractures.

5.24 Quaternary Glaciation and Drainage

Fluvial evidence studied by Gouchtchine et al. (1993) indicates that some recent reversals in drainage
directions have occurred in the area and probably have resulted from recent isostatic rebound. The most
pertinent reversal noted is that from Bryson Lake, which in the immediate post-glacial period drained
toward the southeast from the southem end of Five Mile Bay into the Coulonge River. Bryson Lake now
drains into the Coulonge River from the north.

The course followed by the post-glacial drainage is marked by a linear, southeast-trending valley that
intersects the Coulonge River valley at the point where microdiamonds were first recovered in 1992, and
where numerous (78) other microdiamonds were subsequently recovered by Bryson-Burke Resources
(Section 7.2, TABLE 2).
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6.0 GEOCHEMICAL EXPLORATION
6.1 Sampling Methodology and Approach

There are no known kimberlites or lamproites within the area of the Properties. Exploration to date has
been guided essentially on the basis of geochemical sampling. To date, about 720 heavy-mineral
samples have been collected in the greater Property area. Of that total number of samples, about 250
were collected by or on behalf of Bryson-Burke Resources Ltd. and, except for the 35 till samples
collected by Monopros, the balance were collected either previously or subsequently by Mr. Burke.
Sample locations are shown on Figures 12 through 15.

Till, glacio-fluvial and stream-sediment samples have been collected but given the irregular, patchy
distribution of till and the fact that it is most commonly preserved on topographically high areas, stream-
sediment and glacio-fluvial material have proved to be both better-distributed and more prolific hosts of
diamonds and indicator-minerals than till, and have been the preferred sample media.

Heavy-mineral samples were collected from stream-sediments by pan-concentration. Abundance of
heavy minerals naturally varies throughout the Property area and the normal practice was to process
sufficient material to produce a heavy-mineral concentrate weighing from 30 to 400 grams. The pan-
concentrate was saved in seif-locking plastic sample bags.

Sampling of glacio-fluvial material was carried out by the excavation of pits. After removal of the surficial
organic layer, excavated glacio-fluvial material was placed on a plastic tarpaulin until sufficient material
had been excavated to fill a 25-liter plastic pail, on average about 40 kilograms in weight. Coarse clasts
were commonly removed from the sample by passing the material through a coarse (five-millimeter)
screen.

Till samples were collected in a manner similar to the glacio-fluvial samples.

6.2 Sample Preparation, Analysis and Security

Heavy-mineral concentrates collected from stream-sediments were in some cases further concentrated
by use of a mechanical jig. Samples collected by Bryson-Burke Resources were processed through
heavy-media separation, but those collected since 1996 (Burke samples) have been subjected only to
mechanical separation.

Glacio-fluvial and till samples were passed through screens (0.25, 0.5 and 1.0 millimeter) in order to
obtain size-classified sample material. Heavy-mineral concentrates were then obtained from these size-
classified samples by passing them through a mechanical jig.

Subsequent to separation, heavy-mineral concentrates were picked using a binocular microscope in order
to identify and recover any indicator-minerals and diamonds present. Those heavy-mineral concentrates
analyzed by Dr. Gouchtchine et al in St. Petersburg (pre-Bryson-Burke Resources) were also separated
on the basis of magnetic susceptibility. (D. Burke, personal communication)

The heavy-mineral concentrates derived from the Burke samples were picked using a binocular
microscope in order to recover indicator-minerals and microdiamonds.



PAGE 23

As noted in the property history above, indicator-minerals from a portion of the samples collected prior to
the work of Bryson-Burke Resources and included in the current database, were confirmed by microprobe
analysis (See Section 4.2 above). The microdiamonds that are included in the sample database
(Appendix 2, Table 2), were identified by geoscientists in Russia. None of the indicator-minerals obtained
from the Burke samples has been confirmed by independent agencies. Mr. Burke has recovered
additional microdiamonds from sample sites previously established to contain microdiamonds during
exploration by Bryson-Burke Resources Ltd. (D. Burke, personal communication) As none of these
microdiamonds has been confirmed by independent agencies, none is included in the sample database.

In addition to the glacio-fluvial and till samples Burke collected one large (about 100 kilograms) screened
sample from the beach gravels at the southem end of Five Mile Bay on Bryson Lake where both
microdiamonds and indicator-minerals had been found in earlier sampling. Five (5) macrodiamonds,
ranging between about 0.75 and two millimeters in size, were recovered from this sample, four are clear
and one is bluish. All contain numerous inclusions. This sample was collected in order to search
specifically for macrodiamonds and was processed in the following way: Material was screened through
a coarse mesh (about one millimeter), and all minus-one millimeter material was rejected. Sufficient plus-
one millimeter material was collected to fill five (5) 25-liter plastic containers. This material was spread on
a plastic sheet and examined using an ultraviolet light as well as ordinary daylight. The five diamonds
were identified and recovered by this means. (D. Burke, personal communication)

To the author's knowledge, no specific quality control measures were employed during the course of any
of the sampling programs. All sampling and sample-analysis campaigns followed procedures established
by Dr. Victor Gouchtchine of the University of St. Petersburg, Russia.

The author has reviewed the sampling and processing procedures employed by Bryson-Burke personnei
and subsequently by Mr. Burke and can state that the methodologies applied conform in principle to
acceptable practice for kimberlite-indicator geochemical sampling surveys.

6.3 Data Verification

Prior to the formation of Bryson-Burke Resources, indicator-mineral and microdiamond identifications
were conducted by Dr. Victor Gouchfchine and colleagues in St. Petersburg, Russia. Limited microprobe
confirmation of indicator-mineral identifications was performed by the Department of Earth Sciences at
Carleton University, Ottawa. Consominex, based in Gatineau, Quebec tested by microprobe a suite of
pyrope garmets collected in the Lamb Lake area. These data form the principal basis upon which the
following interpretation (Section 8.1) is based. All indicator-minerals and microdiamonds identified by Dr.
Gouchtchine and colleagues were retained in Russia and therefore none was available for examination
by the author.

A portion (75 of 248) of the heavy-mineral samples collected by Bryson Burke Resources was examined
for indicator-minerals by Geon Laborataries in Montreal.

None of the samples collected by Mr. Burke subsequent to the dissolution of Bryson-Burke Resources
was processed by independent agencies and none of the identifications of indicator-minerals nor
microdiamonds was confirmed by independent agencies. However, and for those reasons, none of the
microdiamonds identified by Mr.Burke is included in the database that forms the basis of this report.
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It can be reasoned that Mr. Burke did not enlist the participation of independent agencies for two principal
reasons: he was conducting exploration as a private individual and was therefore not constrained by
standards applicable to public companies, and he was confident in his own abilities and adequately
equipped to collect representative samples and to identify the relevant indicator-minerals those samples
might have contained.

The author has examined, and can confirm the existence in the possession of Mr. Burke in Ottawa, of
portions (splits) of all samples collected prior fo the formation of Bryson-Burke Resources, including those
samples used for the identification of indicator-minerals and microdiamonds by Dr. Gouchtchine and
colleagues. Mr. Burke also possesses splits from all samples collected by him subsequent to the
dissolution of Bryson-Burke Resources. No sample material or heavy-mineral concentrates from the 248-
sample program conducted by Bryson-Burke Resources were preserved following the bankrupicy of that
company.

The five (5) macrodiamonds recovered by Mr. Burke were examined by the author but independent,
expert confirmation of their identification as diamonds, or measurement of their weight in carats, has not
been made.

7.2 Resuits

A database has been compiled by Mr. Burke of all the sample results for which reliable information exists.
A copy of this database is included at the end of the report as Appendix 2.

Of the total of 719 samples, the collection sites for 646 have been accurately located by UTM
coordinates. These samples are plotted on Figures 12 through 15 included with this report. These
figures atso show the distribution of indicator-minerals and microdiamonds that were recovered and
identified. Seventy-five (75) samples (about 12 percent) contained one or more of the indicator-minerals
or microdiamonds. These samples are tabulated in Table 2. it can be seen from this table that with the
exception of microdiamonds, most indicator-minerais have been documented only in a qualitative way,
i.e., simply as being present. The lack of quantification places constraints upon the amount of
interpretation that can be derived from the indicator-mineral distributions. Regardless, the microdiamonds
and indicator-minerals have an obvious and limited distribution.

Sixty (60) percent of samples that contain indicator-minerals or microdiamonds contain more than one
type of indicator. Figures 12 through 15 show the indicator-mineral distributions discussed below.

Microdiamonds were found in 14 samples. The number of diamonds identified is quantified for 12 of the
14 samples. All microdiamonds identified (148), are fragments of larger crystais. None of the
microdiamonds identified by the Russian geoscientists on behalf of Bryson-Burke Resources was whole,
nor were any of the microdiamonds found subsequently by Mr. Burke. (D.Burke, personal
communication). The microdiamond-bearing samples occur in four discrete clusters: 1) on the Coulonge
River at the mouth of the post-glacial drainage from Bryson Lake (A1068, 1069); 2) at the south end of
Five Mile Bay on Bryson Lake (A1121, 1126, 1131, 1133); 3) northwest of Five Mile Bay on the peninsula
that separates Five Mile Bay from the bay to the west (A1167, 1175, 1181), and 4) on the north shore of
Duval Lake (A1053, 1075, 1078, 1080). A single sample (A1164) containing a single microdiamond was
found on the shore of Antoine Lake southwest of Bryson Lake. Of those sampies for which actual
microdiamond counts are given, the two samples on the Coulonge River, A1068 and A1969, contained by
far the greatest number of microdiamonds (78 of the total of 149 documented). The five macrodiamonds
mentioned above were recovered from the area at the south end of Five Mile Bay on Bryson Lake.
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Pyrope gamets were found in 38 sampies. Most of these identifications are visual, as analytical
confirmation of G9 or G10 composition exists for gamets from only 13 of these samples. These analyses
are presented in Table 3. The plot of Cr.0, versus CaO for those pyropes is presented in Figure 16
which shows that the majority falls within the G10 field.

Those samples containing pyrope garnet are distributed along a pronounced northwest-trend with the
greatest abundance in the area between the mouth of the paleo-drainage from Bryson Lake into the
Coulonge River, and the south shore of Bryson Lake. The second-greatest concentration is on the
southeast shore area of Lamb Lake, to the northwest of Bryson Lake. Three pyrope-bearing samples
(A1421, 1426, 1436) collected southwest of Lac Argent may constitute a discrete cluster. One sample
from the north end of Lynch Lake, and one from the south end of Antoine Lake also contained pyrope
garnets, as did several isolated samples to the north and northwest of Lamb Lake.

Chrome diopside grains were found in 35 samples. The distribution of these samples is similar to those
containing pyrope garnets in that the greatest concentration is immediately south of Bryson Lake, with a
second concentration southeast of Lamb Lake. Chrome diopside was also found in three isolated
samples north of Lamb Lake, including one south of Lac Argent (A1421). Other single-point samples that
contained diopside were found to the south on the Coulonge River, on the East Coulonge River, and on
the shore of Wright Lake between the Coulonge and East Coulonge Rivers.

limenite grains were found in 14 samples. The greatest abundances occur south of Bryson Lake and
southeast of Lamb Lake. isolated occurrences of ilmenite were also found east of the Coulonge River
and on the Black River about 12 kilometers southwest of Bryson Lake.

Chrome spinel was found in 19 samples. The majority occurs in the area south of Bryson Lake, several
were found on the north shore of Duval Lake and adjacent Antoine Lake to the west. Two sampies
containing chrome spinel were found southeast of Lamb Lake, and two were found south of Lac Argent.
Two isolated spinel-bearing samples were collected to the north and northeast of the main area of
interest.

Olivine was found in 12 samples. With the exception of one sample south of Lamb Lake and one to the
east on the north shore of Gerland Lake, all olivine-bearing samples were taken from the area
immediately to the south of Bryson Lake.

Glass balls (coesite) and magnetic balis were found in 13 and 14 samples respectively, with identical
distributions except for the single additional magnetic ball-bearing sample. The imputed significance of
these unusual indicators is the fact that they are found in the Argyle lamproite in Australia. All samples
containing glass and magnetic balls were collected south of Bryson Lake. The single sample (A1268)
containing only magnetic balls was collected from the north shore of Gerland Lake. Those grains
identified as coesite are spherical and comprised of multi-faceted surfaces. The initial identification of
these grains was made by Dr. Gouchtchine but the specific means by which the identification was made
is not known. (D. Burke, personal communication)
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Sample #|MnO |AI203 | FeO | Fe203 | Si02 | TiIO2 | Ca0 | Cr203 | MgO | Total | Analysis | Zone
A1047__| 041 | 1931 [s08 [ 263 4 J 021|428 ] 542 [21.80] 99.23 3
A1047 1045 208 | 627 ] 173 |4083] 01 | 479 | 384 | 2024 | 99.05 5
A1047 | 0.51 | 20.63 | 7.08 1 41591 026 ] 487 ] 413 [2020 [10036 5
A1047 [ 048 | 2037 | 585] 22 | 402 | 028 | 495] 392 | 20 |e825 5
A10583 | 057 | 2104 |845| 087 4124 | 052 | 495 | 403 2050 | 00.96 3 center
A1053 | 048 | 2078 {579 | 1.17 14137 | 055 | 516 | 3.87 | 20.82 | 99.99 3 rim
A1088 | 041 ]| 21.04 | 7.59 4223] o [397 | 367 [21.82]10073 1
A1088 ] 051 | 2034 | 8.08 4196 ] 019 | 499 | 444 | 20.33 |100.54 1
Aloss | 0.38 | 19.03 [ 8.08 4189] 0 [594 ] 508 |[1934 [10045 1
A1068 ] 037 | 19.19 | 7.99 4174 ) 0.11 )| 49 | 606 | 20.45]100.81 1
A1068 | 048 | 19.37 | 863 4128018 ] 5 | 553 |19.88]100.35 1
Aloes ] 038 | 19.81 | 7.43 4184 1 027 | 451 | 511 2141 [100.76 1
A1088 | 046 | 19.35 | 7.64 41001029 [ 490 | 626 [2014J100.15 2
A1088 | 033 | 2321 856 4197] 0 J464 | 152 | 1937 |100.54 2
A1068 | 044 | 1932 | 502 | 286 J4055] 0.28 [ 420 | 612 | 234910237 3
A1068 | 041 ] 1953 |496} 275 [4077] 027 [ 489 | 621 |2043[100.12 3
A1088 ] 035 | 19.47 | 495 ] 254 |4015] 0.26 | 414 | 6.38 | 21.72 | 99.96 3
A1088 1031 | 1928 14821 271 400270221 43 | 61 2305 10081 3
A1068 | 034 | 2154 [ 818 4168|006 [499 | 166 |20.19]89.04 4
A1088_ | 026 | 2047 1764 42331 035 [455 | 241 {2101 Jo002 4
A1068 | 037 | 19.04 | 7.57 4181]071 | 549 ] 367 [2026]98.22 4
Alose [ o042 | 2049 | 58 | 226 J4041 1022 J 408 | 386 2014|9858 5
A1088 [ 045] 2126 1524 | 242 [4129] 001 [ 366 | 348 |21.08] 097 5
Atoes {044 | 2098 (603 ] 167 141481 o | 43 | 366 |21.09]06965 5
A1068 | 044 | 1863 [ 526 | 334 14029} 002 [e16 ] 586 [19.30| 9851 5
A1068 04 | 1896 65771 251 J4003f{ 002 61 I 578 |19.02 | 9859 5
At0es [ 036 | 191 ]658] 1068 |4092] 011 [ 478 | 536 | 20.16 ] 08.44 [
Atoes 1051 ] 1898 15562] 258 |4043] 008 1471 | 581 12037 |e879 5
A1088 | 044 | 1932 [582 | 274 14005] 019 | 527 | 542 | 19.64 | 0689 5
A1068 ] 054 | 1911 15661 329 J4015] 022§ 51 | 541 119889938 5
A1068 [ 041 ] 1918 ] & 245 J4041] 023 [515] 563 | 199 | 99.38 5
A1068 1040 | 1917 622 | 251 l4002] 028 525 | 530 [19.41 10872 5
A1068 | 047 | 1928 | 427 ] 322 [3995] 027 [ 448 | 486 |21.07 ] 97.67 5
Aloes o049 | 1877 167 | 158 [4074] 003 {616 | 589 {1888 9924 5
A1069 | 046 | 1816 | 6.01 ] 231 4003 ] 0.04 [ 645 | 653 | 1862 ]| 9861 5
A1069 | 044 | 1874 [ 897 | 112 4076 0.04 | 641 | 6.35 | 18615944 5
A1121 042 | 1987 539 ] 278 [4073| 025 | 441 | 605 |19.45) 9035 3
A1121 039 | 2155 [ 531 | 215 {4135] 002 {354 351 | 22 |oesz 5
A1121 049 | 2069 [519] 256 [4077] 0 | 449 | 366 [20.93 | 98.98 5
A1121 0390 | 2085 | 544 | 244 [4081 ] 001 [ 388 | 342 [21.34 | 0858 5
Al126 Joss] 1885 |se2] 204 | 4121 01 5 5.93 1 20.48 [100.07 5
A1126 | 042 | 1886 [445]| 343 13085] 015 [484 | 5682 | 205 [9842 5
At126 o045 ] 1892 1484 | 332 |3974] 012 [488 | 578 [2036 9822 $
A1131 036 | 1083 [561] 305 [3999] 019 [ 439 ] 601 |19.91]99.14 3
A1131 036 ] 1983 1521 ] 245 14077] 026 [ 453 | 479 [21.07 | 99.27 5
A1131 042 | 1952 [393 | 395 [3060] 028 [462 ] 491 [21.18] 9878 5
A1131 041 ] 1978 1483 ] 202 J4070l 028 [ 456 | 471 21280056 5
At159 1045 [ 197 1507 ] 254 [4024| 029 | a.76 | 6.08 | 20.69 | o9.82 3
A1167 o015 | 2274 | 734 0 4225 o la21 T 281 {2059 [100.08 3 center
A1167 [ 034 | 2274 | 7.67 0 4237] 0 [420] 256 ]20.13] 1001 3 fim
A1175 | 049 | 2284 J1088] 23 |4038] 042 | 487 | 051 | 17.48 [ 99.05 3 fim
A1175 ] 043 | 2288 [ 105| 27 |3987] 063 | 504 | 06 |17.34]| 9909 3 center
A1175 1013 ] 2012 {623 ] 071 J]4162] 0 | 26 | 608 | 225 | 99.99 3 canter
A1175_ ] 012 | 2033 [ 541 | 198 J4094] 0 [281] 606 | 2237 100 3 im_|
A1175__1 005 | 2305 [703 | 119 141.77| 0 14065] 145 |2051] 100 3 center
A1175 04 | 2025 [538| 289 14036] 016 [ 497 | 406 |2033] 968 5
A1175 1039 ) 1900 | 503} 263 14016 | 02 | 528 | 534 | 19.7 | 96.72 5
A1175 1043 ] 1948 462 ] 293 [4048] 028 ] 45 | 400 [2725 0696 5
A1181 039 ] 1945 1513 ] 286 J40191028 | 5 | 617 |2029]| 0076 3
A1181 051 | 1967 1487} 311 [3908] 022 [ 521 | 598 | 2048 |100.03 3
A1181 027 ] 2184 |586 ) 209 14133] 04 | 435 248 | 2137 | 99.99 3 canter
A1181 006 | 2121 [445] 405 [4075] 048 | 489 | 263 | 21.75 ] 99.97 3 fim
A1181 004 | 2381 | 73 ] 063 [4162] 0 [468 | 164 [2046]90.90 3 rim
A1302 o041 ] 195 [768] NA 408 | 015 | 442 | 568 | NA | co8s 8
A016 15521 20 1721 4209] 004 § 552 | 552 }2005|10595 2
A2016_ [ 038 | 2035 | 7.25 421 | 018 | 5.01 | 515 | 20.42 [100.82 2
A2016 1029 | 2173 | 754 42037 031 {419 | 261 [21.01 | 99.79 2
A2016 | 027 | 2180 [ 749 4227] 03 424 | 25 J2117]100.13 2
A2016 03 | 2265 {951 41971 005 | 412 | 149 [20.07 {10018 2
A2016_ | 035 | 2278 | 9.7 4226 ] 0 | 42 | 15 |1963[10044 2
Sources: 1) GSC, Aranovitch; 2) Carleton University, Jones; 3) University of St.Petersburg, Goutchtchine;

4) Monopros, Smit; 5) University of St.Pertersberg; 6) University of St.Petersberg, Knauf
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7.0 GEOPHYSICS

Fresh kimberiites may contain five to 10 percent iron oxides that generate a strong magnetic signature.
As near-surface material weathers it breaks down into an electrically highly-conductive clay-rich horizon.
A more modest, but still detectable conductivity anomaly in fresh kimberlites and lamproites is due to
serpentinization of olivine. ideally a kimberlite or lamproite will display a conductivity response coincident
with a slightly smaller, strong magnetic response. Magnetic anomalies are not masked by overburden, but
merely become broader and more diffuse as the sensor to source distance increases (Urquhart and
Hopkins, 1993).

In the Central Gneiss Belt the recognition of magnetic anomalies attributable to kimberiite or lamproite
bodies is hampered by the presence of complexly folded gneisses that commonly contain layers of
magnetic schist, pyroxenite, and amphibolite. These rocks commonly form oblate masses on fold noses
and other pod-like bodies causing magnetic signatures of a size and shape that could also be indicative
of kimberlites or lamproites. The challenge in interpretation is not due to the absence of magnetic
anomalies that are possibly indicative of kimberlite bodies, but an overabundance of such targets.

Other than the graund-magnetic profile surveys conducted by Bryson-Burke Resources and Burke which
are both too restricted and too sparse to be meaningful, the only potentially-useful geophysical data
available for the area of the Properties is the 250,000-scale Geological Survey of Canada airborne
magnetic survey mapsheet NTS 31K. The data used to generate this map were coliected on flight lines
flown at 800-meter intervals. This line-spacing is too broad to be expected to detect magnetic bodies of a
size reasonably attributable to kimberlite or lamproite intrusives. Despite this inherent limitation, the map
does indicate the presence of a north-trending zone of high magnetic response that is at least in part at
variance with the regional magnetic pattern that can confidently be attributed to the Grenville gneisses.
(Figure 10)

This anomalous frend is parallel to and slightly east of the line of 77° West longitude, between 46° 15' and
46° 45’ North latitude. The north end of this trend is a large circular feature that most probably reflects a
domal gneiss structure in this area, but to the south, in the area of 46° 30' North, the magnetic response
is equally intense and not self-evidently attributable to the gneisses. This portion of the anomalous
northerly trend is coincident with Bryson Lake. The significance, if any, of this anomaly is not known and
the coarseness of the data does not permit any greater ievel of inference, however, it does coincide with
the postulated source-area for the indicator minerals found immediately south of Bryson Lake. The
shaded-relief presentation of this data (Figure 11), appears to indicate a discrete north-trending linear
through the axis of this larger magnetic anomaly, perhaps suggestive of a north-trending tectonic
structure.

A circular magnetic low feature in the vicinity of Gerland Lake is of potential significance because it is
proximal to the location of four samples from this area that contained indicator-minerals (Section 8.1,
below).
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8.0 INTERPRETATION
8.1 Geochemistry

Given the nature of the gneisses in the area, consideration must be given to the utility of the indicator-
minerals as being uniquely indicative of a potential kimberlite or lamproite source-rock. Both chrome
diopside and iimenite can be expected to occur as normal constituents of some portion of the Grenville
gneisses. Gamet also occurs in the gneisses in prodigious amounts, red-brown and pink garnets are
most common, although gamets with a range of other colors, including orange, are also abundant. In the
absence of chemical analyses, visual identification of pyrope garnets must be considered uncertain.

Two minerals that occur in the indicator-mineral suite that cannot reasonably be attributed to the gneisses
in the region are chrome spinel and olivine. As well, the glass and magnetic balls are unusual in the
extreme and taken together, the presence of these four indicators is considered to substantiate the
validity of the indicator-mineral suite as being potentially indicative of the presence of kimberlite or
lamproite source-rocks. Further substantiation is derived from the fact that all indicator-minerals have
very similar distributions.

About 12 percent of all samples collected to date within the area of the Properties contain indicator-
minerals, including microdiamonds. The majority of these anomalous samples was collected in the area
immediately south of Bryson Lake, and southeast of Lamb Lake. The most logical explanation of these
restricted distributions and the prevailing occurrence of multiple indicators at any one sample site is that
the source or sources, are located up-ice of the anomalous sample sites. The probable up-ice direction in
both cases is northerly or northeasterly. Sampling to the north, east, and west of Bryson Lake resulted in
the discovery of few, or no, indicator-minerals. it is therefore reasonable to infer that the probable source
of the indicator-minerals, microdiamonds, and macrodiamonds found on the south side of Bryson Lake is
beneath the lake itself.

A similar inference can be drawn for the anomalies south and southeast of Lamb Lake. Although the
area to the north and west of Lamb Lake has not been sampled so as to eliminate this area as a possible
source of the indicator-minerals, the most probable source is on the southeast shore or within the
immediate vicinity of the lake itself.

The indicator-minerals and microdiamonds that have been found on the bank of the Coulonge River
where it is intersected by the paleo-drainage from Bryson Lake are inferred to have been transported
there from Bryson Lake. The anomalous samples that were obtained from the north shore of Duval Lake
may have been transported to that location from Bryson Lake which is situated about five kilometers
directly to the north.

Most other samples that contained indicator-minerals are single-point anomalies. Although they may be
indicative of an up-ice diamondiferous source, their scattered and isolated distribution does not permit a
meaningful interpretation of their significance.
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One possible exception is a two-sample anomaly on the north shore of Gerland Lake about 10 kilometers
northwest of the large cluster of anomalous samples on the south shore of Bryson Lake. Both contain
pyrope gamet and chrome spinel, but one (A1268) also contains olivine and magnetic balls. Given that
all the other samples that contained magnetic balls are closely grouped at the south end of Bryson Lake,
this outlier may be important. Two samples (A1243 and A1244) collected relatively nearby, to the south
of Gerland Lake, may be related. Both contained abundant indicator minerals that the laboratory notes in
the attached database describe as "pyrope-like” gamets. As well, sample A1243 contained a “few
chrome diposides and ilmenites”. Sample A1244 contained "hundreds of apple-green chrome diposides,
ilmenites and one chromite". These samples were collected near the locations of mafic to ultramafic rock
noted by Ressources Dianor, and near the circular magnetic low feature described in Section 7.0.

Several aspects of the indicator-mineral suite collected in the area of the Properties warrant discussion.
The indicator-mineral suite collected in the Coulonge River area differs in two major respects in
comparison with those from sampling programs in other areas of glaciated terrain in Canada
(e.g.LeCheminant et al, 1996):

The number of indicator-minerals recovered from all the sample media in the Coulonge River area is
extremely low, amounting to probably fewer than one thousand grains from over 700 samples.
Overburden-sampling programs in areas of kimberlite occurrences elsewhere in Canada have recovered
thousands to tens of thousands of indicator minerals. This difference may be attributable to the nature of
the source rock. Kimberlites typically contain abundant xenoliths and xenocrysts, the sources of the
resultant indicator minerals. Lamproites are xenolith and xenocryst-poor and therefore contain few
indicator-minerals. The paucity of indicator-minerals in the Coulonge River area may be attributable to a
lamproitic source rock.

The Coulonge River-area samples contain abundant microdiamonds relative to the number of other
indicator-minerals. Although microdiamonds have been unofficially reported to have been found in
heavy-mineral samples from the Slave Province, they are unquestionably rare. Microdiamonds did,
however, occur in sufficient abundance in heavy-mineral samples collected during the pre-discovery
phase of exploration in the Argyle area of northwest Australia to be a useful component of the indicator-
mineral suite. ((Janse, 1992) The Argyle deposit is a lamproite and is diamond-rich relative to kimberlites.
The abundance of microdiamonds in the heavy-mineral suite found in the Coulonge River area may
therefore also be indicative of diamond-rich lamproitic source rocks. The validity of either hypothesis
cannot, at this time, be assessed as neither lamproites nor other diamond-bearing rocks are known to
exist within the area.

A notable aspect of the Coulonge River microdiamonds is the absence of any whole crystals, which
clearly implies that the source diamonds were larger than the fragments recovered. All the documented
microdiamonds were identified by Russian geoscientists and it was standard practice for them to crush
samples prior to analysis. (D. Burke, personal communication) It is therefore possible that destruction of
whole diamonds occurred during crushing, however, fragmentation as a result of glacial transport is a
more reasonable possibility.

Four of the five macrodiamonds recovered my Mr.Burke are whole and euhedral octagons which
suggests that whole diamonds do exist in the overburden in the Coulonge River area, and therefore that
glacial transport did not necessarily destroy all diamonds that became entrained in the glacial material. A
possible explanation of the absence of whole microdiamonds and the presence of whole macrodiamonds
may reside in the sampling process: The preferred sample grain-size for indicator-mineral analysis was
the 0.25 to 0.5 millimeter fraction. (D.Burke personal communication) As described above, the whole
macrodiamonds were found in the greater-than-one-millimeter fraction. If the source diamonds are
generally or exclusively of a size in excess of 0.5 millimeters, it would be unreasonable to expect that
whole microdiamonds would have been recovered from the smaller size fraction. To the writer's
knowledge, no analysis of the potential original size of the parent crystals of the microdiamond fragments
has been undertaken, and therefore the reasonableness of this putative explanation cannot be assessed.
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The presence of rounded coesite grains (glass balls) has been mentioned above in the context of such
grains having also been found in the lamproitic Argyle deposit. The presence of these grains in the
Coulonge River area heavy-mineral suite constitutes further permissive evidence of the presence of a
lamproitic source-rock in this area. Coesite is also a constituent of eclogitic rocks (Berman, R.G. in
LeCheminant et al, page 177). Therefore, in addition to being possibly indicative of the presence of
lamproite, the presence of coesite in the Coulonge River area heavy-mineral suite may also be
suggestive of the near-surface presence of rocks, other than iamproite, that formed at a depth within the
diamond-stability field.

82 Geophysics

Meaningful geophysical data for the area of the Properties is restricted to 1:250,000-scale airbome
magnetic survey mapping conducted by the Geological Survey of Canada. Other than by fortuitous
coincidence, the 800-meter flightline-spacing of this survey is too coarse to identify potentiaily
diamondiferous intrusives that can be expected to have dimensions on the order of several hundred
meters. However, several features of the regional magnetic pattern are considered to reinforce the
potential indicated by the indicator-mineral distributions.

The possibility that the area of high magnetic intensity coincident with Bryson Lake may be indicative of a
buried mafic infrusive is entirely inferential but the magnetic high does, at a minimum, suggest that this
area is anomalous with respect to the surrounding area. Further, the northerly trend of the regional
magnetic high that includes the Bryson Lake anomaly is suggestive of a major structure. The intersection
of this trend with the northwest-trending Murtagh Creek Fault in the vicinity of Bryson Lake is interpreted
as permissive evidence of a tectonic setting that may have facilitated the emplacement of deep-seated
intrusive bodies.
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9.0 CONCLUSIONS

3929311 Canada Inc. holds 254 non-contiguous mineral claims in 14 separate claim blocks in the
Coulonge River area of Pontiac County, Quebec.

This area is underlain by rocks of the Central Gneiss Belt, a portion of the Grenville Geological Province,
that have a probable age of about 1.7 billion years.

The Grenville Province evoived as a tectonic mobile belt in which rocks of Proterozoic age were deformed
and thrust to the northwest over rocks of Archean age.

This tectonic setting is similar to that which contains the Argyle diamond mine in Australia.

The hostrock for the Argyle Mine is a lamproite and because of the geological similarities, this portion of
the Grenville Province is considered to be a permissive environment in which diamond-bearing lamproites
may be found.

Overburden geochemical sampling within the present area of the subject Properties has resulted in the
discovery of indicator-minerals, including microdiamond fragments and macrodiamonds.

The distribution of the sample sites from which these indicator-minerals were obtained forms several
clusters.

The location of one of these clusters of anomalous sample sites immediately south of Bryson Lake, and
the absence anomalous sample sites north and east of Bryson Lake, suggests a probable source for the
indicator-minerals beneath the lake itself.

By analogy, the distribution of two other clusters of anomalous sample sites, one southeast of Lamb Lake
and the other in the vicinity of Gerland Lake suggest, but in a less-definitive manner, that the sources of
those anomalies are located in a nearby, up-ice (north to northeast) direction.

Regional aeromagnetic patterns indicate the presence of an area of high, positive magnetic response in
the immediate area of Bryson Lake and a concentric magnetic low in the area of Gerland Lake.

The combination of geological setting, geachemical and geophysical anomalies indicates the reasonable
possibility that diamond-bearing lamproites and/or eclogites may be found within the claims of 3929311
Canada Inc.

An exploration program designed to better-define the possible location of these source rocks within the
Properties is considered warranted.

Concomitant with the conciusion that further exploration is justified, is the equally firm conviction that all
future generation of data, in particular the processing of sample material and the identification of
indicator-minerals, be conducted by independent agencies of established reputation.

A proposed exploration program and associated budget follows.
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10.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

The apparent geological merit of the Properties is considered sufficient to warrant further exploration,
specifically the program that is set out below.

The most appropriate follow-up to the exploration programs that have been carried out on the Properties
to date is considered to be a detailed airborne magnetic-electromagnetic survey in order to identify
possible source-rocks for the indicator minerals and diamonds that have been discovered.

The Bryson, Lamb and Gerland Lake areas are considered to be the most prospective and can be
covered by a 1,400 line-kilometer helicopter-bome survey flown at a 60-meter line-spacing.

On the presumption that the airborne survey identifies targets that warrant investigation, it is further
recommended that a small number of priority targets be located and defined by ground-magnetic surveys.
For the purpose of constructing the budget that follows, five (5) targets are recommended for follow-up. It
is further estimated that 12 line-kilometers of ground-geophysical surveying, for a total of 80 line-
kilometers, will adequately define the selected airborne targets.

Geological prospecting of the selected targets is recommended in conjunction with the ground
geophysical surveying.

Drill-testing of the selected targets is recommended as the final stage of this first-phase exploration
program. One hole, 80 meters in length, is proposed for each of the five targets, for a total of 400 meters
of drilling.

The geophysical surveying and drill-core processing should be contracted to independent agencies of
established reputation, in conformity with standard industry practice.

The total budget for this recommended Phase One program is $201,225 and is itemized below. Monetary
units are Canadian doliars.

PROPOSED EXPLORATION PROGRAM (PHASE ONE) BUDGET

1. Airborne magnetic-electromagnetic survey, 1,400 line-kilometers @ $84/km............... $117,600
2. Mobilization and Demobilization for aitbormne survey ... e, $8,200
3. Ground magnetic survey, 60 line-kilometers @$75/km..............ccccoeveveeieeeceeen e, $4,500
4. Geological prospecting, 5 days @ $750/day ............ccccccoivreiriiiceecee et e $5,250
5. Meals and accommodation, airborne survey, 32 mandays @ $125/day................ .......... $4,000
6. Meals and accommodation, ground geophysics, 10 mandays @ $125/day .......... ......... $1,250
7. Meals and accommodation, geoclogical prospecting, 10 mandays@ $125/day...... .......... $1,250
8. Vehicle rental, ground geophysics and geology, 7 days @ $125/day ............c..cccc. ceeenennee. $875
9. Drilling, 400 meters @ $100/MELET .....c.ocoomiemrieiie et reaeaes $40,000
Subtotal ..... ...... $182,925

10. Conting@NCY @ 10% ....c..ooeriiieiee ettt e bt e e et a e s ce b e s rerens reeeeens $18,300
TOTAL......otetiremsnnnnnemsnee sveas $201,225

Greg Z. Mosher, P.Geo.
April 08, 2002
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|, Gregory Zale Mosher, of West Vancouver, British Columbia, do hereby certify that:

1) 1 am a consulting geologist with a business address at 1820 - 29th Street, West Vancouver, British
Columbia.

2) | am a graduate of Dalhousie University (B.Sc. Hons., 1970) and McGill University (M.Sc. Applied,
1973)

3) | have practiced my profession in mineral exploration continuously since 1973 (29 years).

4) | am a member in good standing of the Association of Professional Engineers and Geoscientists of
British Columbia.

5) | have read the definition of “qualified person” set out in National Instrument 43-101 and certify that by
reason of my education, affiliation with a professional association (as defined in NI 43-101) and past
relevant work experience, | fuffill the requirements to be a “qualified person” for the purposes of NI 43-
101.

6) | am responsible for the preparation of this technical report titied “Geological Report on the Diamond
Exploration Properties of 3929311 Canada Inc.” and dated April 8, 2002, relating to said Exploration
Properties. | visited said Properties on January 30, 2002 for one day.

7) | have not had prior involvement with the Properties that are the subject of this Technical Report.
8) | am not aware of any material fact or material change with respect to the subject matter of this
Technical Report that is not reflected in the Technical Report, of which the omission to disclose same
would make the Technical Report misleading.

9) 1 am independent of both 3928311 Canada Inc. and Leitrim Group inc. by application of all the tests in
Section 1.5 (4) of National Instrument 43-101.

10. | have read National Instrument 43-101 and Form 43-101F and this Technical Report has been
prepared in compliance with that Instrument and Form.

11) | consent to the filing of this Technical Report with any stock exchange and other regulatory authority
and any publication by them, inciuding electronic publication in the public company files of their websites
accessible by the public, of this Technical Report.

Signed and dated this 8th day of April, 2002, at Vancouver, British Columbia.

G.Z. Mosher, P.Geo.
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APPENDIX 2: Heavy-Mineral Sampling Database

LEGEND

Old Sample #

New Sample

UTM(E/N)

easting

NTS

Description (Sample medium)

Field Notes

cetera

Claim Block

Block

Inex (jig concentration)

M.1. (Methyl lodide heavy liquid separation)
Size-classified material:

Probe (microprobe)

Lab Notes

Size .5-1mm

Picked Notes

The following grains were identified, for all

Diamond
Pyrope G9
Pyrope G10
Total Pyrope
Chrome Diopside
limenite
Chrome Spinel
Zircon

Olivine

Gold

Glass Balls
Magnetic Balls

Original heavy-mineral sample identifier
Sample Series used on report maps
Sample location in UTM coordinates, northing and

Map Sheet number

G.F. Glacio-fluvial
B.T. Basal Till

Stream Stream Sediment

Description of sample location, collection process, et

Not used
Claim locator
Y =yes

Y =yes

2mm - 1mm
1mm - 0.5mm
0.5mm - 0.25mm
<0.25mm

Y = yes

Sample processing observations

Normal size range for mineral picking

Grain identifications

Y = yes (present) 3 = number of grains counted

G = graded
G = graded
G = graded
S = sediment (> clay-size)



CLAIM LIST 3929311 CANADA INC PAGE 1 OF 8
CLAIM GROUP NTS TITLE CLAIM # OWNER OWNED EXPIRATION AREA (Ha) ROW COLUMN
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 CcbhC 1031383 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.34 X0020 0060
|BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cbC 1031384 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.33 X0021 0080
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 cDC 1031385 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.30 X0024 0060
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CcDC 1031386 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.20 X0025 0060
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 cDC 1031488 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.32 X0022 0059
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cDC 1031497 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.32 X0022 0060
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CcbC 1031498 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §8.31 X0023 0056
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CbC 1031499 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.31 X0023 0057
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 coC 1031500 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 58.31 X0023 0058
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cDC 1031501 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.31 X0023 0059
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cDC 1031502 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.31 X0023 0080
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CcDC 1031503 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 5820 X0026 0055
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 cDC 1031504 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.29 X0026 0056
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cDC 1038278 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §8.31 X0023 0054
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 cDC 1038278 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.31 X0023 0055
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cDC 1038311 39829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.33 X0021 0052
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cbDC 1038312 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.33 X0o021 0053
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 CDbC 1038313 30829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.33 X0021 0058
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CcDC 1038314 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.32 X0022 0052
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cDC 1038315 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.32 X0022 0053
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 CDC 1038318 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.32 X0022 0054
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CchC 1038317 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.32 Xo0022 0055
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 CcbDC 1038318 3820311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.32 X0022 0056
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K0§ CcDC 1038318 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.32 X0022 0057
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cDC 1038358 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.28 X0023 0052
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cbC 1038359 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.29 X0023 0053
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CcDC 1038366 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0024 0053
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CcDC 1038367 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0024 0054
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 cDC 1038368 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0024 0055
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CcbC 1038359 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.30 X0024 0056
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cDC 1038370 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0024 0057
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 CDC 1038371 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §0.30 X0024 0058
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 cDC 1038372 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0024 0059
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K06 cbC 1038378 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0025 0054
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 CbhC 1038379 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.29 X0025 0055
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CLAIM GROUP NTS TITLE CLAIM # OWNER OWNED EXPIRATION AREA (Ha) ROW COLUMN
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K08 cDC 1038380 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.29 X0025 0058
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031419 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.42 X0011 0010
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcbC 1031420 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 50.41 X0012 0010
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 Ccbhc 1031421 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.41 X0012 0011
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1031422 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.40 X0013 0010
|BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 [ 1031423 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.40 X0013 0011
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1031424 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.39 X0014 0010
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031425 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.39 X0014 0011
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1031426 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 50.37 X0016 0007
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1031427 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 50.37 X0016 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbhC 1031428 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.36 X0017 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031429 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.36 X0017 0007
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1031430 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 50.36 X0017 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031431 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.34 X0020 0001
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031432 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §0.34 X0020 0002
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1031433 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.34 X0020 0003
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1031434 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.34 X0020 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1031435 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 50.34 X0020 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1031436 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.34 X0020 0006
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1031437 3820311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 50.33 X0021 0001
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031438 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 58.33 X0021 0002
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031439 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.33 X0021 0003
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1031440 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 50.33 X0021 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1031441 3820311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.33 X0021 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1031442 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 58.33 Xo021 0006
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1031443 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §0.32 X0022 0001
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031444 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.32 X0022 0002
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031445 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.32 X0022 0G03
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1031446 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §0.32 X0022 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031447 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.32 X0022 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031448 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.32 X0022 0006
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbhC 1031449 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.31 X0023 0001
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1031450 3629311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.30 X0024 0001
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1031451 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 58.29 X0025 0001
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038241 3929311 CANADA INC 100% | 2003-11-21 50.37 X0016 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038242 3928311 CANADA INC 100% ’ 2003-11-21 59.368 X0017 0001
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BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038243 30829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.36 X0017 0002
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038244 39829311 GANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.36 X0017 0003
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038245 3026311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.36 X0017 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbhC 1038246 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0017 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038247 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.36 X0017 0009
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038248 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0017 0010
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CchC 1038249 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.36 X0017 0011
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038250 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.36 X0017 0012
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038251 30829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.36 X0017 0013
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038252 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.36 X0017 0014
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038253 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 56.36 X0017 0015
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038254 3828311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.36 X0017 0018
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038255 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.36 X0018 0001
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038256 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.36 X0018 0002
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038257 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.36 X0018 0003
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038258 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.36 X0018 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcbhC 1038259 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.35 X0018 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038260 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.35 X0018 0006
iBRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038261 3020311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.35 X0018 0007
[BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038262 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.35 X0018 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038263 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.35 X0018 0009
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038264 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.35 X0018 0010
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038265 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.35 X0018 0011
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038266 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.35 X0018 0012
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1036267 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §0.35 X0019 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDe 1038268 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.35 X0019 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbec 1038269 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.35 X0019 0007
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038270 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.34 X0019 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cpc 1038271 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.34 X0019 0009
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cne 1038272 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.34 X0019 0010
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038273 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.34 X0019 0011
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038323 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.35 X0018 0001
|BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbc 1038324 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.35 X0019 0002
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038325 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.35 X0018 0003
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038326 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §8.35 X0018 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038327 30829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.34 X0020 0005
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BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038328 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.33 X0021 0006
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038329 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.33 X0021 0007
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038330 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 5033 X0021 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038331 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.32 X0022 0009
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038332 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.32 X0022 0010
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038333 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.32 X0022 0011
JBRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038336 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.31 X0023 0002
[BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038337 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.31 X0023 0003
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038338 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.31 X0023 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbc 1038339 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.31 X0023 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038340 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §8.31 X0023 0006
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038341 3828311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.31 X0023 0007
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038342 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.31 X0023 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038343 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §0.31 X0023 0009
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 Ccbc 1038348 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §0.30 X0024 0002
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038349 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.30 X0024 0003
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038350 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §8.30 X0024 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038351 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §8.30 X0024 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038352 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0024 0006
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31Ko07 CcDC 1038353 3629311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.30 X0024 0007
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31Ko7 CcbC 1038399 3828311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.39 X0014 0007
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31Ko7 cbC 1038400 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.39 X0014 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDbC 1038401 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.38 X0014 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31Ko07 cbc 1038402 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.38 X0015 0004
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcbhC 1038403 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0015 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038404 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0015 0006
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038405 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0015 0007
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038406 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0015 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038407 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0015 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcbC 1038408 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0015 0010
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038409 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0015 0011
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038410 3828311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.37 X0016 0005
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038411 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.37 X0018 0008
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cbC 1038412 3828311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.37 X0016 0009
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038413 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.37 X0016 0010
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038414 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.37 X0018 0011
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BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038415 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.37 X0016 0012
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 cDC 1038416 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.37 X0016 0013
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CDC 1038417 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.37 X0016 0014
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcDC 1038418 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §0.37 X0016 0015
BRYSON-BRANSSAT 31K07 CcbDC 1038419 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.37 X0018 0016
BRYSON-BRANSSAT TOTAL HECTARES 8,782.18
COULONGE EAST 31K07 cbe 1038334 39208311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.31 X0022 0028
COULONGE EAST 31K07 cbC 1038335 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.31 X0022 0028
COULONGE EAST 31K07 CcDC 1038346 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0023 0028
COULONGE EAST 31K07 CcDC 1038347 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0023 0029
COULONGE EAST TOTAL HECTARES 237.22
DEER LAKE 31K10 CDC 1038274 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.22 X0003 0007
DEER LAKE 31K10 CDC 1038275 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.22 X0003 0008
DEER LAKE 31K10 CcDC 1038276 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.21 X0004 0007
DEER LAKE 31K10 CcbC 1038277 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.21 X0004 0co8
DEER LAKE TOTAL HECTARES 236.86
LAC ARGENT 31K11 cDC 1038297 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.16 X0011 0040
LAC ARGENT 31K11 CDC 1038298 39820311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 56.16 X0011 0041
LAC ARGENT 31K11 cDC 1038299 3828311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.18 X0011 0042
LAC ARGENT 31K11 CDC 1038300 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.15 X0012 0040
LAC ARGENT 31K11 CcDC 1038301 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.15 X0012 0041
LAC ARGENT 31K11 CDC 1038302 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.15 X0012 0042
LAC ARGENT 1K1 CcDC 1038303 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.14 X0013 0038
LAC ARGENT 31KN1 cbC 1038304 3926311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.14 X0013 0039
LAC ARGENT 31K11 CDC 1038305 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.14 X0013 0040
LAC ARGENT 31K11 CcDC 1038306 38209311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.14 X0013 0041
LAC ARGENT TOTAL HECTARES 591.49
LAC FORANT 31K06 cbC 1038356 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.32 X0023 0040
LAC FORANT 31K06 CcDC 1038357 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.32 X0023 0041
LAC FORANT 31K06 CDhC 1038364 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.29 X0024 0040
LAC FORANT 31K06 CcDC 1038385 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.29 X0024 0041
LAC FORANT TOTAL HECTARES 237.22
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LAC RESOLIN 31K08 CcDC 1038376 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0025 0046
LAC RESOLIN 31K08 cbC 1038377 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0025 0047
LAC RESOLIN 31K06 CcDC 1038383 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.29 X0026 0046
LAC RESOLIN 31K06 CcDC 1038384 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.29 X0026 0047

LAC RESOLIN TOTAL HECTARES 23718
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcoC 1031387 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.29 X0026 0036
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1031388 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.29 X0026 0037
LAMB LAKE 31K08 cbDC 1031389 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0027 0031
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cpC 1031390 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0027 0032
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cbC 1031361 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0027 0033
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1031392 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0027 0034
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcoDC 1031393 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0027 0035
LAMB LAKE 31K08 cbC 1031394 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0027 0036
LAMB LAKE 31K0e cDC 1031395 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 50.28 X0027 0037
LAMB LAKE 31K08 CDC 1031396 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0027 0038
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1031397 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0027 0039
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cbDC 1031398 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0028 0031
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1031389 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.28 X0028 0032
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1031400 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.27 X0028 0033
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1031401 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 58.27 X0028 0034
LAMB LAKE 31K08 cDC 1031402 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 58.27 X0028 0035
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cbhC 1031403 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.27 X0028 0038
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1031404 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.27 X0028 0037
LAMB LAKE 31K08 CcDC 1031405 3828311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 58.27 X0028 0038
LAMB LAKE 31K08 cbC 1031406 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.27 X0028 0039
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1031407 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.27 X0029 0031
LAMB LAKE 31K08 CcDC 1031408 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 50.27 X0029 0032
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1031408 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.27 X0028 0033
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1031410 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.27 X0029 0034
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1031411 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 §9.27 X0029 0035
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1031412 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.26 X0029 0038
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1031413 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.26 X0029 0037
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1031414 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.26 X0029 0038
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1031415 3829311 GANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.26 X0029 0039
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LAMB LAKE 31K08 cDC 1031416 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.26 X0029 0040
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cbC 1031417 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.25 X0030 0039
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1031418 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-10-22 59.25 X0030 0040
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cbDC 1038360 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.20 X0024 0035
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1038361 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.29 X0024 0038
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1038362 30820311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.29 X0024 0037
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CDC 1038363 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.28 X0024 0038
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cbc 1038373 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.30 X0025 0030
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1038374 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §0.30 X0025 0031
LAMB LAKE 31K08 cDC 1038375 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.30 X0025 0035
LAMB LAKE 31K06 cDC 1038381 30829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.29 X0026 0030
LAMB LAKE 31K06 CcDC 1038382 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.29 X0028 0031
LAMB LAKE 31K06 coC 1038385 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.28 X0028 0030
LAMB LAKE 31K08 CcDC 1038388 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.27 X0029 0029
LAMB LAKE 31K08 CDC 1038387 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.27 X0029 0030
LAMB LAKE TOTAL HECTARES 2,808.16
LYNCH LAKE 31K06 cbC 1038307 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.38 X0016 0054
LYNCH LAKE 31K08 CcDC 1038308 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.38 X0016 0055
LYNCH LAKE 31K06 cDC 1038309 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.37 X0017 0054
LYNCH LAKE 31K06 cDC 1038310 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.37 X0017 0055
LYNCH LAKE TOTAL HECTARES 237.50
MOORHEAD 31K11 cbC 1038283 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 598.24 X0003 0013
MOORHEAD 31K11 CcDC 1038284 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.24 X0003 0014
MOORHEAD 31K11 cbc 1038287 3828311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §8.23 X0004 0012
MOQRHEAD 31K11 CcDC 1038288 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.23 X0004 0013
MOORHEAD 31K cDC 1038289 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.22 X0005 0012
MOORHEAD 31K11 cbC 1038290 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.21 X0006 0012
MOORHEAD 31K11 CcDC 1038281 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.21 X0006 0013
MOORHEAD 31K11 cDC 1038292 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.21 X0006 0014
MOORHEAD 31K11 cbC 1038293 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §8.20 X0007 0011
MOORHEAD 31K11 CcbC 1038294 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.20 X0007 0012
MOORHEAD 31K11 cDC 1038295 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.20 X0007 0013
MOORHEAD 31K11 cDC 1038296 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.20 X0007 0014
MOORHEAD TOTAL HECTARES 710.569
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SKUNK LAKE 31K08 cbhC 1038388 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.26 X0030 0024
SKUNK LAKE 31K1 CcDC 1038280 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.25 X0001 0024
SKUNK LAKE 31K11 CcDC 1038281 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 50.24 X0002 0023
SKUNK LAKE 31K11 CcDC 1038282 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.24 X0002 0024
SKUNK LAKE 31K11 cbC 1038285 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 58.23 X0003 0023
SKUNK LAKE 31K11 CcDC 1038286 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.23 X0003 0024

SKUNK LAKE TOTAL HECTARES 356.46
SWARTZ LAKE 31K07 CcbC 1038344 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.31 X0023 0014
SWARTZ LAKE 31K07 CcDC 1038345 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.31 X0023 0015
SWARTZ LAKE 31K07 CDC 1038354 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0024 0014
SWARTZ LAKE 31K07 CcDC 1038355 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §8.30 X0024 0015
SWARTZ LAKE TOTAL HECTARES 237.22
UN-NAMED 31K07 cDC 1038384 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.40 X0013 0004
UN-NAMED 31K07 cbc 1038395 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.40 X0013 0013
UN-NAMED 31K07 cDC 1038306 39209311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 $9.40 X0013 0014
UN-NAMED TOTAL HECTARES 178.20
WRIGHT LAKE 31K07 cDC 1038389 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.41 X0011 0027
WRIGHT LAKE 31K07 cDC 1038390 3029311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.41 X0011 0028
WRIGHT LAKE 31K07 CDC 1038391 3920311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.40 X0011 0026
WRIGHT LAKE 31K07 CcDC 1038392 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 §9.40 X0012 0027
WRIGHT LAKE 31K07 CcDC 1038393 3829311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.40 X0012 0028
WRIGHT LAKE 31Ko07 cDC 1038387 3928311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.39 X0013 0027
WRIGHT LAKE 31K07 cDC 1038398 3929311 CANADA INC 100% 2003-11-21 59.30 X0013 0028
WRIGHT LAKE TOTAL HECTARES 415.80
EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 11, 2002 TOTAL CLAIMS = 254 TOTAL AREA 15,085.07 HECTARES
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Central Bryson
Central Bryson
Central Bryson
Central Bryson

East Pendergast
East Pendergast
East Pendergast

East Pendergast
Bransatt

Bransatt
Skunk Lake
Skunk Lake

Skunk Lake
Findlay

Findlay
Skunk Lake

Skunk Lake
Findlay

Claim Renewal lac Bryson Series 2 Claims

Rank

ssued Québec
Claim
Number

80 CDC 1038242
81 CDC 1038243

82 CDC 1038244
83 CDC 1038245
84 CDC 1038246

85 CDC 1038247
86 CDC 1038248

87 CDC 1038249

88 CDC 1038250

89 CDC 1038251
90 CDC 1038252
91 CDC 1038253

92 CDC 1038254
93 CDC 1038255
94 CDC 1038256
95 CDC 1038257

96 CDC 1038258
97 CDC 1038259
98 CDC 1038260

99 CDC 1038261
100 CDC 1038262

101 CDC 1038263

102 CDC 1038264
103 CDC 1038265

104 CDC 1038266

105 CDC 1038267
106 CDC 1038268

107 CDC 1038269
108 CDC 1038270
109 CDC 1038271
110 CDC 1038272
111 CDC 1038273

112 CDC 1038274
113 COC 1038275
114 CDC 1038276

115 CDC 1038277
118 CDC 1038278

117 CDC 1038279
118 CDC 1038280
119 CDC 1038281

120 CDC 1038282
121 CDC 1038283

122 CDC 1038284

123 CDC 1038285

124 CDC 1038286
125 COC 1038287

NTS Map Sheet

31K07
31KO7

31KO7
31K07
31K07

31K07

31K07

31K07

31K07

31KO7

31KO07

I1Ka7

31K07
31K07
31K07
31K07

31K07
31K07
31K07

31K07

31K07

31KO7

31K07
31K07

31K07

31K07
31K07

31K07
31KO07
31K07
31K07
31K07

31K10
31K10
31K10

31K10
31K08

31K06
31K11
31K11

31K11
31K11

31K11

JIKT11

31K11
31K11

Canton /
Township

Anjou
Anjou

Anjou
Anjou
Anjou

Anjou
Anjou

Anjou

Anjou

Anjou
Anjou
Anjou

Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Anjou

Anjau
Anjou
Anjou

Anjou
Anjou

Anjou

Anjou
Anjou

Anjou

Anjou
Anjou

Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Gascogne
Gascogne
Gascogne

Gascognhe
Rochefort

Rochefort
Marche
Marche

Marche
Marche

Marche

Marche

Marche
Marche

Surface

(Hectares)

59.36

59.36
50.36
59.36

59.36
59.36

59.36

59.36

59.36
59.36
59.36

59.36
59.36
59.36
590.36

59.36
59.35
59.35

59.35
59.35

59.35

59.35
59.35

59.35

59.35
$9.35

59.36
59.34
59.34
59.34
59.34

§9.22
59.22
59.21

59.21
59.31

59.31
59.25
59.24

59.24
59.24

59.24
58.23

59.23
50.23

Expiry Date

2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
20031121
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
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Findiay 126 CDC 1038288 31K11 Marche 59.23 2003-11-21
Firdtay 127 CDC 1038289 31Kt ‘Marche 59.22 2003-11-21
Findlay 128 CDC 1038290 31K11 Marche 5821 2003-11-21
Findlay 129 CDC 1038291 31K11 Marche 58.21 2003-11-21
Findlay 130 CDC 1038202 31K Marche 59.21 2003-11-21
Findlay 131 CDC 1038293 J3tK1T Marche 59.20 2003-11-21
Findlay 132 CDC 1038294 31K Marche 59.20 2003-11-21
Findlay 133 CDC 1038235 31K11 Marche 59.20 2003-11-21
Findlay 134 CDC 1038296 31KTT Marche 59.20° 2003-11-21
L'Argent Nord 135 CDC 1038297 31K11 D'Oleron 59.16 2003-11-21
L'Argent Nord 136 CDC 1038298 31K11 D'Oleron 58.16 2003-11-21
L'Argent Nord 137 CDC 1038200 31K D'Oleron- 59.16 2003-11-21
L'Argent Nord 138°CDC 1038300 3Kt D'Oleron 5915 2003-11-21
L'Argent Nord 139 CDC 1038301 31K11 D'Oleron 59.15 2003-11-21
L'Argent Nord 140 CDC 1038302 31K11 D'Oleron 59.15 2003-11-21
U'Argent Nord 141 CDC 1038303 K11 D'Oteron 59.14 2003-11-21
L'Argent Nord 142 CDC 1038304 31K11 D'Cleron 59.14 2003-11-21
L'Argent Nord 143 CDC 1038305 31K11 D'Cleron 59.14 2003-11-21
L‘Argent Nord 144 CDC 1038306 31K11 D'Oleron 59.14 2003-11-21
Bryson Road 145 CDC 1038307 31K06 Forant 59.38 2003-11-21
Bryson Road 146 COC 1038308 31K0B Forant 59.38 2003-11-21
Bryson Road 147 CDC 1038309 31K08 Forant 59.37 2003-11-21
Bryson Road 148 CDC 1038310 31K06 Forant 59.37 2003-11-21
Bransatt 149 CDC 1038311 31K06 Rochefort/Fora 59.33 2003-11-21
nt
Bransatt 150 CDC 1038312 31K06 Rochefort/Fora 59.33 2003-11-21
nt
Bransatt 151 CDC 1038313 31K08 Rochefort/Fora 59.33 2003-11-21
nt
Bransatt 152 CDC 1038314 31K06 Rochefort 59.32 2003-11-21
Bransatt 153 CDC 1038315 . 31K06 Rochefort 50.32 2003-11-21
Bransatt 154 COC 1038316 31K06 Rochefort 5832 2003-11-21
Bransatt 155 CDC 1038317 31K06 Rochefort 59.32 2003-11-21
Bransatt 156 CDC 1038318 31K06 . Rochefort 59.32 2003-11-21
Bransatt 157 CDC 1038318 -31K06 ‘Rochefort - 59.32 2003-11-21
" Centrai Bryson 158 CDC 1038323 31K07 " Anjou '58.35 2003-11-21
Central Bryson 159 CDC 1038324 31K07 Anjou 59.35 2003-11-21
Central Bryson 160 CDC 1038325 31K07 Anjou 59.35 2003-11-21
Central Bryson 161 CDC 1038326 31KO7 Anjou 58.35 2003-11-21
North East Bryson 162 CDC 1038327 31K07 Anjou 59.34 2003-11-21
North East Bryson 163 CDC 1038328 31K07 Anjouf/Gascog 59.33 2003-11-21

ne




Block Name

North East Bryson

North East Bryson

Narth East Brysan
North East Bryson

North East Bryson
Oftjick
Otjick
North East Bryson

North East Bryson

North East Bryson

North East Bryson
North East Bryson

North East Bryson
North East Bryson

North East Bryson
Swartz

Swartz

Otjick

‘Otjick

North East Bryson
North East Bryson
North East Bryson

North East Bryson
North East Bryson
North East Bryson
Swartz

Swartz
Lamb Lake

Lamb Lake

Bransatt
Bransatt

Lamb Lake

Lamb Lake
Lamb Lake
Lamb Lake
Lamb Lake
Lamb Lake
Bransaft
Bransatt
Bransatt
Bransatt
Bransatt
Bransatt

Bransatt

Lamb Lake

Lamb Lake

Claim Renewal lac Bryson Series 2 Claims

Rank

issued Québec
Clalm
Number

164 CDC 1038329

165 CDC 1038330

166 CDC 1038331
167 CDC 1038332

168 CDC 1038333

169 COC 1038334

170 CDC 1038335
171 CDC 1038336

172 CDC 1038337

173 CDC 1038338

174 CDC 1038339

175 CDC 1038340

176 CDC 1038341
177 CDC 1038342

178 CDC 1038343

179 CDC 1038344
180 CDC 1038345
181 CDC 1038346

182 CDC 1038347
183 COC 1038348

184 CDC 1038349
185 CDC 1038350

188 CDC 1038351
187 CDC 1038352
188 CDC 1038353
189 CDC 1038354

190 CDC 1038355
191 CDC 1038356

192 CDC 1038357

193 CDC 1038358
184 CDC 1038359

195 CDC 1038360

196 CDC 1038361
197 CDC 1038362
198 CDC 1038363
199 CDC 1038364
200 CDC 1038365
201 COC 1038366
202 CDC 1038367
203 CDC 1038368
204 CDC 1038389
206 CDC 1038370
206 CDC 1038371

207 CDC 1038372

208 CDC 1038373

209 CDC 1038374

Al

NTS Map Sheet

31K07

31K07

31K07
31KO7

31K07

J1KO7

31K07
31K07

31K07

31Ka7

31K07

31K07

31K07
31KO7

31K07

I1KO7
31K07
31K07

31KO7
31KO7

31K07
31K07

31K07
31K07
31K07

31K07

31K07
31K06

31K06

31K06
31K06

3I1K06

31K06
31KD6
31K06
31K06
31K08
I1KO6
31K06
31K06
31K06
31K06
31K06

31K06

J1K06

31K06

Canton /
Township

Anjou/Gascog
ne

Anjou/Gascog
ne
Gascogne

Gascogne
Gascogne

Flandre
Flandre
Gascogne

Gascogne

Gascogne

Gascogne
Gascogne

Gascogne
Gascogne

Gascogne
Gascogne
Gascogne
Flandre

Flandre

Gascogne
Gascogne
Gascogne

Gascogne
Gascogne
Gascogne
Gascogne

Gascogne
Rochefort

Rochefort

Rachefort
Rochefort

Rachefort

Rochefort
Rochefort
Rochefort
Rochefort
Roachefort
Rochefort
Rochefort
Raochefort
Rochefort
Rochefort
Rochefort

Rochefort

Marche

Marche

Surface

(Hectares)

59.33

50.32
59.32

59.32

59.31

59.31
59.31

59.31

69.31

59.31

59.31

59.31
59.31

59.31
59.31
59.31
59.30

59.30
59.30

59.30
59.30

59.30
59.30
$8.30
59.30

59.30
59.32

£§9.32

59.31
598.31

58.31

59.31
59.31
59.31
59.31
59.31
59.30
59.30
69.30
59.30
§9.30
59.30

59.30

58.30

59.30

Expiry Date

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

0342724



Block Name

Lamb Lake

Resolin

Resolin
Bransatt

Bransatt

Bransatt
Lamb Lake

Lamb Lake
Resalin

Resolin
Lamb Lake

Lamb Lake

Lamb Lake
Skunk Lake

Wright
Wright
Wright
Wright

Wright

Antoine

Centrai Bryson/Duval East

Central Bryson/Duval East

Wright
Wright
Central Bryson
Central Bryson

Central Bryson

Central Bryson

Central Bryson

Central Bryson

Central Bryson
Central Bryson
Central Bryson
Central Bryson

Central Bryson
Central Bryson
Central Bryson

Central Bryson

Centrai Bryson
Central Bryson
Central Bryson
Central Bryson

Central Bryson
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210 CDC 1038375

211 CDC 1038376

212 CDC 1038377
213 CDC 1038378

214 CDC 1038379

215 CDC 1038380
216 CDC 1038381

217 CDC 1038382

218 CDC 1038383

219 CDC 1038384
220 CDC 1038385

221 CDC 1038386

222 CDC 1038387

223 CDC 1038388
224 CDC 1038389

225 CDC 1038390
226 CDC 1038391

227 CDC 1038392

228 CDC 1038393

228 CDC 1038394
230 CDC 1038385

231 CDC 1038396
232 CDC 1038397
233 CDC 1038398
234 CDC 1038399
235 CDC 1038400

236 CDC 1038401

237 CDC 1038402

238 CDC 1038403

239 CDC 1038404

240 CDC 1038405
241 CDC 1038406
242 CDC 1038407
243 CDC 1038408

244 CDC 1038409
245 CDC 1038410
246 CDC 1038411

247 CDC 1038412

248 CDC 1038413

249 CDC 1038414

250 CDC 1038415

251 CDC 1038416

252 CDC 1038417

:
!

|
b

NTS Map Sheet

31K06

31K06

31K06
31K06

31K08

31K06
31K06

31K06

31K06

31K06
31K06

31K08

31K06

31K08
31K07

31K07

31K07

31KQ7

31KO7

31K07
31K07

31K07
31K07
31K07
31K07
31KO07

31KO7

31K07

31K07

31KO7

31KO7
31K07
31K07
J1K07

3M1KO7
31K07
31K07

31K07

31K07

31K07

31K07

31K07

31K07

Cantoh /
Township

Rochefort

Rochefort
Rochefort

Rochefort
Rochefort

Rochefort
Marche

Marche

Rochefart
Rochefort
Marche
Marche

Marche
Marche

Paitou
Poitou
Poitou
Poitau

Poitou

Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Poitou
Poitou
Anjou

Anjou

Anjou

Anjou

Anjou

Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Anjou

Anjou

Anjou
Anjou
Anjou
Anjou

Anjou

Surface
{Hectares)

59.30

68.30
§59.30

59.29

59.29
59.29

59.29

59.29

59.29
59.28

59027

59.27

50.26
59.41
59.41
59.40

59.40

§9.40

59.40
59.4

59.39
59.39
59.39
59.39
59.39

59.39

59.38

59.38

59.38

59.38
59.38
50138
59.38

59.38
59.37
59.37

59.37

59.37

59.37

59.37

59.37

59.37

Claim Renewal lac Bryson Series 2 Claims

Expiry Date

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-1
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21
2003-11-21

2003-11-21

03424 01a



Central Bryson

Central Bryson

Block Name

Claim Renewal lac Bryson Series 2 Claims

Rank

Issued Québec
Claim
Number

253 CDC 1038418

254 CDC 1038419

NTS Map Sheet

31K07

31K07

e
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Anjou
Anjou

Surface

{Hectares)

59.37

59.37

Expiry Date

2003-11-21

2003-11-21
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