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With regard to your memorandum of November 29 on this subject, I have the 
following answers:-

· 

(1) I rai�ed the question of Tom Walker's experience in flying VLF 

ovet coal depo�its on a previous occasion. He has no experience 
along these lines. 

(2) Right on. Snow would probably be just as destructive as over­
burden to any radiation counter. This would be particularly true· 
of weak anomalies. I did not think flying at a later date would 
help the cause very much because of the over-burden problem. 

(3) Berretta did not try the low frequency ground EM system because:-
,-----

(a) The coal in itself was not a conductor, and 
(b) He thinks the response obtained on VLF is from an ionic 

conductor (fault or shear) which would not respond to 
low frequency energy. I ag.ree, however, that it would 
have been a good idea regardless �f Berr�tta's reasons� 
In that connection, however, Gleri-ri" Simpson tells me / / 1 that they did try a �����-�t over th� coal an<Lg.o_t__oo , , ��/PL 
response. · 

·Since our intent was to use an air-borne technique for following the coal, 
my feeling was that the VLF system would be far less expensive than bringing 
a conventional EM system from some centre such as Calgary or Toronto. 
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