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the nominatced northing, However, not all actual lines are straight,
‘precicely casl-west or at the nominal northing, (Thﬂ-mOdO]linﬂ.
“progpramme uscd can determine the value of the magnetic field at

AHY .poini or across any prid however oriented but the extra
operator effort was nol justified in this case since the line _
positions do approximate and the effect car be assessed over many
lines ~ even if slightly errant in position).

I : modul' data has been calculaled for points on cast-woest lines at

- Topographic effects will have introduced more serious
II errors during processing, since they have been ignored, Most
deviations between the calculated and observed profiles can be :
related to topographic forms {esp. Figures 8 to 12)..Most deviation:
.-. © are nepative, implying reversely magnetised source bodies. While
- it is5 possible that some hipgh amplitude, short wavelength features
- are of this type (e.g. fealures A, B - Figure 10) most. 'flat!
. spols on the anomaly peak and 'bites' on the limbs (especially to
the cast) can be expluined by hill side - topography/depth
variation effects, : '

' When the interpreted form of Lhe body (Figure 1%) is
superimpoced on available geological data (Figure 14) - as is
partly done in Figure 13 ~ the shape and orientation of the body
I 4s found to correlate casily with inferred fault trends. Some

possible map revisions are suggested; given the inferred nature of
- ) the structures it should be possible to-maté the geological and
fl'F ' " magnetic interpretations. The shallowest part of the body appears

: to correlate with the core of an anticline. The east side of the

body may also be faulted and ceolopical data are nol inconsisteont _

. with thiis poosibility. ' : - o

- The source of the anomaly could be ultrabasics, basic
volcunics or intrugives, tuffs, magnelite-bearing granites or
contact zones, or mineralisation., The writer is not in a position
to fully appraise these options duc to lack of rock property or
I stratigraphic data but ulirabasics are commonly much more
' . - strongly magnetised (see Colebrook Hill anomaly discussion). The

l ' ~general shape of the body and the implied depth extent indicate
. - - anintrusive feature rather than a folded and faulted sedimentary
‘.f featurc. - .
~ Spectral snalysis has also indicated a number of sources
"t in the 15 to 80 metre depth ranpge. While many of these (60-80m)
I may reflect topopraphic relief erffects smome arc real. Anomaly A

- (Vi gure 11, 1&35 can bLe correlated with the mineralised zone south
of the Fahlore Mine. The source is narrow (10-25 m wide) at the
south end of the zone but broadens northward. It is reversely and
strongly magnetised, Mo obviows explanation can be offered for
anomaly E (Figure 10) but it has the same characteristics as A
and is due either to compound or larger sources. In each case the
top of the source is wilhin ten metres of the surface.




