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Magmatic Nickel-Copper-PGE
Target Identified at Leonora

23 July 2014

A geophysical survey to commence next month at the Kingfisher Prospect to

test for possible conductors beneath historical drill intercepts of up to

2.0% Ni and 4.8% Cu
Highlights
1 Compilation of historical data reveals numerous significant bedrock

nickel-copper-PGE intersections at the basal contact of an intrusive
peridotite unit and within an underlying rhyolite at Kingfisher, just
south of Leonora (WA).

Historical diamond drill intersections from the 1970s and 1980s
include:

- 0.9Im @ 2.0%Niand1.5% CuT NBRY MnNnM®PHY AY

2

1.8m @ 1.55g/tPtand 6.51 g/tPd T NB Y wmMnndcyY AY

T 03m@1.33%Niand 0.25% CuT NBY MMMOPY AY

T~ 03m@0.75% Niand 4.8% CuT NBY MpPHPTY AY

A strong secondary nickel, copper, cobalt and PGE enrichment zone
has been identified in the weathered peridotite located near the
surface projection of the basal contact.

Massive nickel sulphide mineralisation is accompanied by significant
levels of copper, platinum and palladium.

The basal contact has been identified over 1.4km of strike and
remains untested at depth.

An EM or IP Survey is proposed to commence in early August to

KIN Mining NL ACN 150 597 541
342 Scarborough Beach Road, Osborne Park WA 6017
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identify potential conductors below the known mineralisation.

Kin Mining NL (ASX: KIN) is pleased to announce it has identified a significant magmatic
nickel-copper-sulphide-PGE target within its Desdemona Project area, just south of Leonora in WA.

The target, located on the Kingfisher tenement (ML 40/330), was identified during ongoing prospect
research and geochemical evaluation within KIN’s regional tenement portfolio in the Leonora district.

The Company’s tenements surround the mining centre of Leonora and the Leonora Gold Project, which
KIN is acquiring from the administrators of Navigator Resources Limited.

KIN’s geological team has identified an extensive zone of strong secondary Ni-Cu-Co-PGE surface
enrichment at Kingfisher correlating with the historical basal contact ore grade nickel and copper sulphide
intersections with associated platinum and palladium.

This supports the Company’s interpretation that the Kingfisher prospect is highly prospective for
magmatic nickel-copper mineralisation similar to that at the Nova-Bollinger nickel-copper sulphide
deposit in the Fraser Range region of WA.

As a result of these new developments, KIN has decided to prioritise research initiatives at the Kingfisher
Prospect, with a ground-based geophysical survey scheduled to commence in August to test for
conductors which could represent potential economic accumulations of Ni-Cu sulphide mineralisation.

Significant Historical Drill Results

Historical drilling at Kingfisher in the 1970s and 1980s intersected a broad zone of disseminated sulphides
with veins of massive sulphides at the base of a peridotite unit and within an underlying rhyolite (as
shown in Table 1).

Hole ID Intersections Depth (m) Comments
HWDD2 0.9m @ 2.0% Ni, 1.5% Cu 101.2-102.1 Broad zone of disseminated Ni-Cu
sulphides with veins of massive
1.8m @ 1.55g/t Pt, 6.51g/t Pd 100.6-102.4 sulphides at the base of the
peridotite and within the underlying
rhyolite.
HWDD3 0.3m @ 1.33% Ni, 0.25% Cu 111.9-112.2 Sheared tremolitic schist with minor

sulphides from 109.7m to 114.3m
containing 30% sulphides at 111.9-

112.1m.
HWDD4 1.5m @ 0.81% Ni, 0.65% Cu 68.9-70.4 Tremolite rich rock with 15-20%
disseminated sulphides.
HWP9 2.0m @ 0.65% Ni, 0.99% Cu, 78.0-80.0 Tremolite rich rock at contact with
0.45g/t Pt, 0.63g/t Pd, 360g/t Co 6% disseminated sulphides from 64-
78m.
HWDD6 0.3m @ 0.75% Ni, 4.80% Cu 152.7-153.0 Tremolite-biotite schist containing

10% sulphides with rhyolite at EOH.
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Strong secondary nickel, copper, cobalt and PGE enrichment zone

Results from historic shallow RC drilling has identified an extensive sub-surface zone of nickel, copper,
cobalt, platinum and palladium enrichment within weathered ultramafic rocks (Figure 2).

The surface enrichment zone extends parallel to deeper bedrock Ni-Cu sulphide mineralisation and is
interpreted to represent the surface expression of the basal peridotite contact.

KIN’s Technical Director, highly experienced geologist and cartographer Fritz Fitton, said: “This strong
secondary Ni-Cu-Co-PGE surface enrichment zone confirms the presence of magmatic nickel-copper
sulphide mineralisation within prospective rocks at similar concentrations to those originally identified in
the hanging-wall sequence above the Nova nickel-copper deposit in the Fraser Range region.”
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Section 1 Sampling Techniques and Data

Criteria JORC Code Explanation Commentary
Samplingyature and qual ity [Sanfplingofdniphblds (Auger, RG2Diagond a@dRAB) on M40/330 is varied.
t echni quheashnel s, random c Niisagumedhdustr§ sBaldsrds bf the€ day were utilised. Details of sample

specialised indust rliethsdblodyt@ fof nfbntioned in the historic reports. Analysis from the
measurement tool s amBBwin®HBIEs is RdorBied for@he follBvng elements: Diamond holes
minerals under i nvVvqgpiigdich btBdMu); Disrdrid Role@HSvDD1-7 (Pt,Pd,Au,0s,Ir); RC holes
down hol e gamma so nl—ﬂ/\ﬁ-iO’(Ni,CQJ, + P @) RANBI& kWP 1-9 (Cu,Ni,zn,Co,Cr); RAB holes
XRFE i nstruments, etlgesd i cdd@Sfakes h%lEé?i\k/AgJél-m (Cu,Ni,Cr,Co). Results
should not be take nwere origir!alyrngﬁorttegsl in perial m%asurer[ne%tsaa(rﬁi grades depths have
meaning of sampli nglo'eenconvertedtothemetrics
ystem.
I nclude reference t|Mhisweca srdpleeasd colladldcaions fiord the Kingfisher Prospect have
ensure sampl e r epr g tohvértddifrbnyimparidl €o métdic feasurements, local grids converted
appropriate cali br athépAdmand dross@hBced against existing plans; the degree of error is
measurement tool s dibgardedasrhifrBSnd dc@aBle. Original drill hole logs are all recorded
on paper, there is no original digital data. Sampling methodology and QA/QC
have not been conducted on the samples.
Aspects of the det €Alsampfeasults fram histdric drilling are extracted from the original reports
mineralisation t ha tlorteosginavs@ologchl logd. MetHodbloglh dhdQA/QC procedures have not
Public Report. I n deh&FiedBubts durfent RdusirPstariddrds. Yhe quoted exploration
standard _6 wor k h as |RoBr&nites W& téhduttdd by SeveMI@dhpafies (Glomex Mines,
be relatively si mpl&mpehtfiaRploratior? Mefk ReSobrces and Noble Resources) during 1971,
circulation dri l I n1@84,‘ﬁ.’9%65andl19°87e.lé assturﬂed tﬂeQNBrév@cf&arrﬂed o[} was conducted
samples from which tﬁthe'ﬁn%usté’\}’ﬁa%darﬁs;%f!th% Gy ! SE .
to produce a 30 g dharge or irTe assayod).
I n other cases morg explanation may be
required, such as wWwhere there is coarse
gold that has inherlent sampling
probl ems. Unusual dqommodi ties or
mi neralisation typgs (e.g. submarine
nodul es) may warrant disclosure of
detailed informatidn.
Dril 1l inrildl type (e. g. C dThesfollowingedhillddleS have ledn Fediewdd,arteired ifto the database and
t echni qqupeeBnol e hammer , 1 0t fnferyogaid alowiks b gdlokical interpretation of lithologies, structure and
auger, Bangka, s o0ni|finerali€tiof. Didmord Folks HADA-8; Bidmbnr¥ holes HWDD1-7; RC holes
(e.g. core diame ter Hw1-iof Rt HR)I_ES%WFQ-@; RAB hofedG¥6a4 1 ($brtical) and Auger holes
tube, depth of di amMayAde1-74fdricad). The fad fafority of drill holes were orientated 270
samp I I ng bit or 0 t hopegrrees\/vé/st%tqe(f wwﬁl?.h% éx&pq'icfn of $h@ HHB 2 & 5, HWDD3-7 and
is oriented and if HWP7-8 wRic¥1 we\f\ér\]/e?riEal.TWeel—ihwsé)rigs(Helix Resources) were
etc.). percussion pre-collared (802.6m) with NQ diamond tails (248.5m) and drilled
by a Vickers Keogh VK 600B diamond drill rig. The majority of drill hole
specifics are poorly documented.
Dril | siMemiphlo@d of r ecor di n dDrilasanples haseberisiazdediagd recoedéd®n paper. Sample recoveries
recoverlfygnd chip sampl e r edads@nplébfasare @nRnBwn.[SenplibglethRiques are assumed to be
assessed. Measur es |dbrdetedUsingthe stiRdardd offhe 8af (1971-1987), RC and diamond
sampl e recovery an dgrfnpahdads® results are considered to be more reliable than Auger and
representative n at UR’AI_?restﬂtJand_tornyeP{C and@iTMbhd Srsections are quoted, Auger and
Whether a relation slﬂé aRaIyrffe?f rbsSit! aPe cohsﬁiére‘é’ﬁ) Be'df a lower order of confidence.
sample recovery and grade and whether
sample bias may have occurred due to
preferential |l oss/ gdgain of finelcoarse
materi al .
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Criteria JORC Code Explanation Commentary
Loggi ngWwhether core and c HDetiledgeplogra Ieeging fegarding rock type, weathering, alteration,
been geologically &awigng gnd iphRi€chntent sreubudllyrecorded. No geotechnical logging
logged to a | evel dasconButtdd.iTHis inforfhatidnls Bf ihduffictent detail to support a Mineral
appropr iate _ Mi ner al|reBufce EQtith&tiEnERC 18gBirlg j)fEé@chg\,jar_ﬁH'aolour are interpretative and
mining studi es an d cmaeﬁtgti%!arld Féégirgg'of?nf’héral péréeﬁ’ta%e% i€ qRantitative. All drill holes
Wh et h er l cggtrng s M @eén'ge%lggitcaflyYogged%[ullt the end of the drill hole. Selected
quantitative 1n nat létFoI%g‘icalsIu it weFe%o"m"ﬁc ed by @allbeg]ttara (HWP series and G
and percentage of e T|c1ella by & ducted by the f L
intersections logg s r|e§) ege.o<.)g|ca oggmgcon. ucte v e four companies is
consistently similar over all the different drill programmes and the
confidence level of correct lithological identification is high.
Sus ampllflifngore, whether c UThesample csllaction meehodologwisltomsiddred sppropriate for Diamond
techni guueag ter, half or-caldadRcdillingand isanore than likdlyfto bémattin the industry standard
and sa nﬁ’bhl ed her riffled, t UpatticeS8oRtRRRIdy.8afhples fFof Augef aid RABRIrillihgtare considered
prepar d&tiCon @and whether s gdmRlunfefableVBdonlykiownddboratory Fs@lin sample analysis is Amdel
al'l” sample types, {8 sdhied) alpbnfaria RChYIR. cakpbndaria also re-assayed selected
appropril _at eness o0 f a%c!?ngloussin@emébtjs &F the Glomex (G series) RAB holes using Amdel.
preparation techni Iq' Bther Lg% rfh)lrylreFerlénce(%nOn&etd fh 814 historic reports. The only
2 ,[ g ; g g u : g S mg )c(i io-?n? fg notngogar}algﬁcaepro sedﬁ.ur& fior the Amcc)i (G series) analysis is Amdel code C1
samples. Measures t(éuﬁ\ngrl),‘Cr,foSng Iﬁ)g\lﬁeé %Id dfgnﬁtﬁéfs finish and Amdel Code K1/2
the sampling is repgFBPWAeagsyfy®ishyt he in
situ materi al coll gcted, including for
instance results fqgr field duplicate/ second
-hal f sampling Whether sample sizes are
appropriate to the |(grain size of the
material being sampl ed.
Qual i tyThoef nature, qual it yAvaabléinfonaton iolimited régirdng |&sratory analysis technique
assay duft d he assaying an dprokessds.@arpantadalutiised Amdel Laboratories to re-assay selected
and | abProfied ¢ S/ es used an dinemBiLotaRomdlousiG Bees RAB holes, the results compared favourably
tests technique i s cons i d\@ith tBebrigiRafabsdyd. sBnhplesvére ahaRstdddode C1) for
For geophysic a l to O(tuﬁ\li*,Zn,é,@)Sng l(/lr{)\fi)amﬁetd &cill digest with a final AAS analysis,
handhel d XRF ins t r udneﬁapatﬁoﬁincl_uapeqtcr%shing, diEcIBu?\/erising then mixing and riffle splitting
parame t ers use d o n fgllgv\}eaeb i GI\)erEirgg. Sém I& assayeda(code K1/2) for (Pt,Pd,Au) were
analysis including f'f N3 d U't %RA ’ni[srll1a reearaannincl ded jaw crushing, splittin
model , reading t i me 82" Y af%lbpn% orying . & SPUMING
applied and their dagqﬁpey@v?rlflng.hlo usa%ef)f Ia.mks Ngtﬁn . rld:sés recorde(ltl..F|re assay is
of quality control CBnls!qFrgdetquEartcgaéanaalt&. t Cl?"@”(f' Acid d|gest_ana|y5|s is
(standards, bl anks, conaqurﬁqtq be aaoi\rtgulsar)alynéa gchpiqug, Gepphysical tools were not
| aboratory checks) |4 @ detgmnidaspdlqr other element)analysis
acceptable |l evels df accuracy (i . e. |l ack of
bias) and precision have been
established.
Ver i fi cllahtei ver bfi cati on o f|Therdp@tadisignificanainitdrsections have been verified by at least two
sampl i nighnteefgections by e ilconpsnygedofisth NPtRifned®dleé have Heen drilled on M40/330.
assay.i nagl ternative ¢ ompan Yprifaf tata Wt folfedted and ofighallfirécdtded on paper (pre 1987) and
of twinned hol es. Dpes dbhipfed, byRdmpaRyReolSgits, into excel spreadsheets and stored as
primary data, data sBafbird tdmpids. Phe &@ kad bEel validatle@ dndverified in house using
veri fic a_t ron, dat a \I?Sl}al%hrec?s_gvi% 3I:‘sgftula¥e$skgrﬁﬁ@a#1tint@r&z&ions have not been
el ec tronic) protoc OirlwdgpendeFi)tlk/ cheétiddoPverifted. ¥here has been no adjustment to any of
adjust ment to assa ythe as%ay aaata apart from the conversion from imperial to metric
measurements.
Locati oghccoufracy and qual i tlprillheld collsramiery ®@iginglly posttieénéd arld @cated using local grids and
data pdlioctage drill hohes dthed @dvdrtédto tha stadard GDWsPstem. The grid coordinate system
surveys), trenches,|usellis GDA 94 Wchd 5K)IERthhes an@nBrehings have been converted to
other |l ocations us gdbadndvisuMiy dheRkbddainsthRtSri€ riaps §n8 plans for spatial
estimation. Speci f I \Verfidatlor? Nibmiﬁaftop&g phic dgtg(i'.e.qRL) is assigned.
system used. Qualitly and adequacy of
topographic control].
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Criteria JORC Code Explanation Commentary
Dat a s patiangpacing for r gensniingl 8rid hole spacirg ¥ prdject and dorhpani specific. Six different
and Results. Whether t N&ilptbgrdmmes Bak Beenicdhdlicted ¢hthe lease (Diamond, RC, RAB and
di stri bditSitdhbution is suf|fuderdiilliBgnbly fodr @fferBnBcbnibdhibsi Te Matute Bfehe assay results at
degree o f geologic aldingﬁﬁwé} €annék EuBb8rEMinErf RedodrcB dhd Oredkeserve estimate
appropriate for thea,MiReuhdriord2618. Brigihaly Bomgbddsampling was undertaken
Ore Reser ve €s t - ma Udn RuEer R RRBGAI qoﬂaJaFS or(lﬁfgotintervals (Glomex), RC samples
and classific _at PONSye Po%i?slite% gver ZmVanefvgls h&kﬁe and Carpentaria), Diamond holes
sample compositing :ﬁil%dsby elg< v%err]e coarlngogltedlover m intervals (entire hole) and sampling
of the Glomex diamond holes was collected over selected lithological
intervals (imperial) over varying lengths ranging from 5 foot to 6 inches. All
final reported assay results have been converted to metric measurements.
Orient aWhiedrmeoft he or i ent aThdogehtationfand gedntatpy bfiths identified basal contact displays an
data inachieves unbi ased sestam Hig ohapprodnhatelp48°STReimbjdrit§ of drilling is orientated at 60°
rel ati ontriugtures and the [igehetwest the nfin€raliddliritesdttions &vd irterptetd to be close to true
geol ogi kengogwn, considering |didheNo &iBnkatfos Haskd saFmFIiﬁg%ias hab een identified in the data at
struct utrhe.e rel ati onship betﬁisv%&n_@_n the_ drilling
oriientation and theg orientation of key
mineralised structures is considered to
have introduced a sampling bias, this
should be assessed|and reported if
materi al
Sampl e [The measures t aken [Jantplesadiestion iseariel dudtp theehistoric nature of the drilling and
securi tfsyecurity measures taken to secure sample security are unknown.
Audits |lohre results of any [Nuuditsdr®vie@sthavebeel dorelustsed atahfs stage.
revi ewslsampling techniqguesg and dat a.
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Section 2 Reporting of Exploration Results

Criteria

JORC Code Explanation

Commentary
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Work undertaken by Kin Mining NL has focused on historic exploration
conducted on ground now covered by M40/330. The Kingfisher Prospect is
wholly located within M40/330. The lease is located within the North
Coolgardie Mineral Field. The tenement is subject to an option agreement
between Kin and the vendors (W. Van Blitterswyk, W. Halloran & T. Dixon) as
detailed in the Kin Mining NL Prospectus. The option agreement has been
exercised but the transfer process is yet to be completed, as the agreement
is currently with the Office of State Revenue for assessment and stamping.
The Company retains an executed transfer document that will be lodged with
the DMP following the assessment process. There are no other existing
impediments to the tenements.

Expl or 4
done by
parties

Acikohnmwl edgment
exoptl P& pti on

—+ >
o Q
(0]

by

NA4p/P30 hasib&emekplor@d by several companies between 1970 and 1987.
Bxplofatidr attivitRsSinclude geophysical surveys and several phases of
drilling. Glomex (1970-71) conducted geological mapping and a ground
magnetometer survey locating a south east trending anomaly related to
ultramafic rocks. Glomex (1971) confirmed the ultramafic sequence with a 74
hole (769m) Auger drill programme. Drilling returned anomalous Ni & Cu in
the bottom of HWAUGO060. An IP survey over the anomalous Ni & Cu zones in
1971 defined zones of low resistivity. A Glomex diamond drilling programme
(HWDD series) for 836.4m intersected disseminated sulphides and massive
sulphides in HWDD2. A Turam EM survey confirms several conductive zones
one of which is interpreted to represent the narrow band of sulphides
intersected in HWDD2. RAB drilling by Glomex (1971) delineates additional
geochemical anomalies however the only half the original data has been
located. In (1984) Carpentaria re-assayed selected Glomex RAB holes
confirming anomalous Ni & Cu results in several holes. An aeromagnetic
survey confirms two magnetic anomalies associated with a peridotite and an
overlying gabbro. In 1985 Carpentaria re-assayed Glomex RAB cuttings
anomalous in Ni & Cu again confirming two holes assaying >0.1g/t Pt & Pd.
Carpentaria (1984-85) drilled 9 RC holes (HWP series) testing the
peridotite/rhyolite basal contact with HWP9 intersecting significant sulphides
(2m @ 0.99%Ni, 0.655% Cu and 1.08% Pt & Pd). A surface SIROTEM
geophysical survey followed with inconclusive results however a
reinterpretation delineated four possible anomalies possibly related to
sulphide mineralisation. Down hole SIROTEM produced inconclusive results.
In 1986 Helix drilled 8 diamond holes (HHD series) confirming basal massive
sulphides.

Geol ogy

De
mi

posit
ner al i

Thd g€oldgical seténg i$ aitypicdl Acharall ag&gteahdtode volcanic
assemblage intruded by sill like bodies of mafic and ultramafic rocks. Basaltic
lavas, rhyolite and dacitic lavas and tuffs form most of the fundamental
sequence and dolerites are the most abundant intrusives. The mafic/
ultramafic assemblage forms part of a large open syncline with a
north-easterly trending axis that displays a very high magnetic signature.
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MININGw

Criteria JORC Code Explanation Commentary
Dril | hio Isseu mmary of al |l i nForgamphedocation detaiRr@fér eotthe table of Hritling results in the body of
the understanding dthis rdpdreall HI% degthe refé to dowmhole depths in metres. All drill hole
results including JcollardalédAddsitiofed EleQation (RU) rBeterage is a nominal estimate.
LO: lowi ng i nf or ma t|oPhBles hrdnfeasiell from Mt Hotton @dH). d 1 i 1 |
ol es:
Easting and northing of the drill hol e
col lar.
El evation or RLU (Rgduced Level
el evation above sed level in metres) of
the dril]l hole col llar.
Dip and azimuth of |[the hol e.
Down hole |l ength and interception depth
Hol e 1 ength.
I f the exclusion off this information is
j ustified on the bgsis that the information
is not Material and this exclusion does
not detract from the understanding of the
report, the Competgnt Person shoul d
clearly explain why this is the case.
Dat a I n reporting Expl or|adivilusl graddeesdpdrtédss,down hole length weighted averages. No
aggregaweigmting aver agi ndtoptcshdiebéediapfied. Only significant historic RC and diamond
met hodgmaxi mum and/ or mi niliMdisBitiodsardrdpBrted. The intersections are stated (see Table 2 in the
truncations (e.g. dgbdybfthirépord) dnd B ihtérdbl difitfoRfst®rhas been applied.
cuaff grades are usjually Materi al and
should be stated. Where aggregate
intercepts incorporflate short | engths of
high grade results |and |l onger | engths of
|l ow grade results, |[the procedure used for
such aggregation should be stated and
some typical examplles of such
aggregations should be shown in detail.
The assumptions usgd for any reporting
of metal equivalent] values should be
clearly stated
Rel at i dihhsetsiep r el at i ons hi p sTheofieatatipnptruetwidit shdl g@ométiy of the nickel and copper
bet weeni mportant in the r ¢hiferlitatiodidthe@drfomaloXs Rolesxdnribt bé a@clrately determined due
mi ner al|lRessaitlit §n! f t he geomsdeliMitednlimbdr & Ristoric drill holes. Identified nickel sulphide
wi dt hs [aighgralisation wit NmidedlisaioR 6 date i @nfidedt&theBdsal pbrildotite/rhyolite contact, the
inter Cehpotl e angle is knoWwngenttel SrecchtBalrydiit€ intetsBeRdid HvDD2 Rdicates faulting or
l engt hsreported I f It s nfpactturir#éﬁ\aqegd?dingic%tgren%&lilsaﬁon6f|}ﬁa§sivesulphides.Theexact
down hole lengths a;{osﬁ:ionrof%helﬂttrar%aﬁc(%’ntac c%ﬁo{bg ccurately determined after
should be a clear 1 fmt(tf?eg]e%p%stcdrilfh&eH(N DIG)%ndaeda(fiiﬁ)r%l%rtlllingisrequiredto
(e.g. 6down hol e Iedﬁetgr%ipe,the(}erthue wi dt'h not{
knowno) . pth parameters.
Di agransppropriate maps a nRkfersoehe figiredin the bddywof thisireport.
scal es) and tabul atl]i ons of intercepts
should be included |for any significant
di scovery being repgported These should
include, but not bg |Iimited to a plan view
of drill hole colldr | ocations and
appropriate sectionmal views.

Page 11 of 12
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Criteria JORC Code Explanation Commentary

Bal ancegWhere compr ehensi v gonlysgmifieahttnomaldus isforic&d ot diamond intersections are reported,

report ilfaxgpl oration Resul t sauderaind RAB fesultd ia Bebniexel@l&d] Significant basal intersections
representative r ep ddrfidedtdtheMéntifibBda0M strikeQoNe rébidsdnting a coherent basal
high grades and/ or |Witat brdréportdn@ré fafles. fghificant intersections outside this strike
practiced to avoi d [BHeleBeBnbicith€d due & Rnfitéd brllifg Jion@the basal contact.
Expl oration Resultg.

Ot her Ot her expl orati on dsaetedlorationfdondthg aharipartigsfinthis takBeripdge 10). The prospect

subst anmatywegi al, shoul d b ghastb&PeRploredbseverdl garkied (d971M1987) all the presented data is

explor gtbugpn not | i mited t ghistoric &h&sBurc&dBrdmogeh file DMP WAMEX reports.

dat a observa_tlons; geophysical survey results;
geochemical survey |Jresults; bul k
samplieisze and methold of treatment;
metal l urgical test resul ts; bul k density,
groundwater, geotedhnical and rock
characteristics; pdgtenti al del eterious or
contaminating substlances.

Further|fThweomlat ure and s cal|sEMorIPgedpgsitatsardey oletithetighshier magnetic high is planned
work (e.g. tests f dtbidehtifytotinudy of te Knbwh hassivedsiilphide®at the basal contact
depth ext ewrssciad reo 8lt RfR0®detect the presence of any sub surface conductors. If identified the
drilling). Diagra mscorﬂdct@r@mﬂlbeﬁarg@tédanhhdar%)brtdiarﬁ‘ogd drilliRgeThe geophysical
areas of possible esﬁr\t}e\?mns&éd@eﬂt%comnHeRcé:Auglﬂjsgz'Olq 9
the main geol ogical nterpretations
future drilling argas, provided this
information is not |[commercially sensitive.
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