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MEMO T Tom Cloutier
Cam Reed

0 Gordon Grams
FEuwrt Forgaarcd
Marvin Felley
FROM: Gregg Jilson
DATE s December 9, 1986
REs Use of FB62E model in AY and BY phases
A comparison of FB60B model predictions to blastholes in AY is given
helows:
UNDILUTED
FR&0E
BLASTHOLES MODEL.
Bench +3%4 tns FPb (%) Inm (%Y Aglg/t +5% tns FPhi(%) indZ)y  Aglig/t)
E7EH0 - - - 2480 E.97 H.87 7.0
ETEO 11GR0 2a04 R 89 e 4880 4. 08 Ha 0l 70,35

BT1Q L 25 2.87 4., 49 40 LHBHRTEO 3,88 4. 59 G206
B0 1662TE L. G2 A bl RS LaRSB70 2. 9% 4.7% x9.,7

TOTAL LEOBRS Sa b7 4. 54 ] SR6180 A 4. 7E 48.7

At 104 diluwtion by O4 Fhtin grade the model compares as followss
blastholes, Fa608

+E7 tonnes Ft n Ag +5% tonnes b in Ag
Total 280828 2ab7 4.54 G 248798 Heol L300 44,05

This comparison suggests that the FB608 model performs significantly
hetter thamn the FI model in the AY phase upper benches. I swuggest
that the time has come to abandon the FI model in favor of the newer
prne. A copy of the model has been forwarded under separate cover,

Foar youwr advance indormation the model bhas the following to say of
the coming benches in AY (undiluted results):

Bench Tonmes il (7)) Zrn (%) Ag (a/t)
+55%

E&T70Q TE2,410 Ea 74 4.77 12n*
EHGO b, 40 M_JW .94 E4LE
BEEO 108, 700 « 831 4. 05 EL 0
Fo10 B06 590 Mn74 4.49 HO.LO
BE90 181,460 JON 4. 306 28. 6

Things start to look better on 3530,




I am curious as  to why there is no indication in the blastholes on
A7E30 of & very high silver and lead baritic horizon. There is
adundant evidence in  the diamond drillboles (hence also in  the
meodal ) that this layer is present and considerable baritic ore was
present in the pit but it seems to show little effect on the average
blasthole assays. In fact the blastholes show exactly the opposite
trend to that expected. It may be worth checking with Dave Wright
on passible interference by Ba in barite with the analytical
procedure, I have experienced considerable diftficulty with Pb and
Ag in high barite matrix samples in the past.



CURRAGH RESDURCES
FARD DEPOSIT - ZONE 2

VARIDUS MODEL COMPARISONS FOR PHRSE AY

CUTOFF HAND CALCULATION * “FI" MODEL ]
BRADE  + QRE TONNES Pt + In HETAL % ORE TONNES Pb +In METAL %
(Pb+Ini} # VOLUME - {RE (1) (tonnes) ¥ VOLUME BRE (%) {ipnnes) %
t (bcy) (approx) % {bcy) +
R R R R R R R R B A R R R R R R R RS RS R E N R E R F R E A R R E R R R R Y
bt 3,059,995 9.93 303,857 ¢ {,138,704 3,204,910  9.341 299,37 ¢
* * . %

R G 0 ¢# 1,422,500 3,964,500  B.394 340,788 ¢
H ¥ *

4% 4,052,126 8.77 355,371 ¢ 1,646,389 4,354,420  B.067 367,405 #

RS

FB6OB MODEL VERSION I * FB60B MDDEL VERSION 2 3
ORE TONNES Ph + In METAL  # ORE TONNES Po + In HMETAL  #
VOLUME ORE (1} (tonnes) # VOLUME ORE (X} (tonnes) ¢
{bcy} * {bcy) ¥
B R R R R R R R R R R R R R FE R R N R AR E S
— 1,082,407 3,08%,630  8.582 265,152 ¢+ 1,042,741 2,995,930  B8.B34 264,640 ¥
¥ - !

= 1,347,560 3,848,110  7.977 306,964 # 1,319,759 3,727,180  B8.175 304,697 ¢
: ¥ x

- 1,398,657 4,439,900  7.514 333,614 & 1,568,806 4,407,370  7.607 335,289 *

Y VA RIANCE FB&0B VER1 TO FI ¢ 1 VARIARCE FB8408 VERZ TO FI
ORE TONNES  Ph + In METAL  # ORE TONNES Pb + In METAL
VOLUKE  ORE GRADE  (tonnes) & VOLUNE  ORE BRADE  (tonnes)
*
FEAREEHEE BERERERERERSEEREEERERR R RS IR R R R A R R R R R T
-4.9 -3.b -8.1 -11.4 1% -B.4 =63 -5.4  -l1.b
#
-3.9 -2.9 -1.2 -9.9 ¢ -1.2 -6.0 -4.9  -10.6
#
2.9 -2.5 -b.9 -9.2 ¢ -3.3 -3.2 -5.7 -8.7
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FARD DEPOSIT - Z0NE 3

VARIOUS MODEL COMPARISONS FOR PHASE AY

CUTOFF HAND CALCULATION + "F1* MODEL 4 FB60B MODEL VERSION 1 ¢ F860B NODEL VERSION 2 # 1 VA RIANCE FBAOB VERY TOF1  + % VARIANCE FB408 VERZ 10 F1
GRADE  + ORE TONNES Pb + In METAL  # ORE TONKES Pb ¢ In METAL 4 ORE TONNES Pb + In METAL & ORE TONNES Pb + In METAL  # DRE TONNES Pb ¢ In METAL ¢ ORE TONNES  Pb + In HMETAL
{Ph+Ini) + VOLUNE ORE (X} {tonnes) & VOLUNE ORE {X)  {tonnes) # VOLUME ORE (1) (tonnes) # VOLUME DRE (X)  (tonnes) ¢ VOLUME  ORE GRADE  (tonnes) # VOLUNE ORE 6RADE  (tonnes)
# (bcy)  (approx) ¥ (bcy) + {bey!) * tbcy) # +
T T e e T T T e e e e T T e I
b ¢ 3,059,993 9.93 303,857 ¢« 1,138,704 3,204,910  9.341 299,371 ¢ 1,082,407 3,089,630  B.582 245,152 ¢ 1,042,741 2,995,930  8.B34 264,640 -4.9 -3.4 -8.1 -1l4 ¢ -8.4 -6.5 -5.4 -1t4
4 ¥ & * ¥ +
5# 0 0 0+ 1,422,500 3,964,500  B.596 340,788 & 1,347,560 3,848,110  7.977 306,964 # 1,319,759 3,727,180  B.175 304,697 ¢ -3.9 -2.9 -7.2 -9.9 ¢ -1.2 -6.0 -4.9  -10.6
# * + * * "
LR 4,032,126 8.77 355,371 ¢ 1,646,389 4,554,420  B.047 367,405 # 1,598,657 4,439,900  7.514 333,614 # 1,588,806 4,407,370  7.607 335,249 -2.9 -2.5 -6.9 -9.2 -3.5 -3.2 -5.7 -8.7
- ?76}070 ZYTE N0 FUY 21547
7 7

/105 703 3 11,200 Fof 255379
[ 310635 3663730 7.50% 374553
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