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Figure 1 (in pocket). Resource potential ratings of the Wager Bay - Southampton Island region .
(explained in Tables I and II). Data used for these ratings are summarized on Fig. 2. Note that the

area west of 920 was not included in field studies for this assessment (see Summary). The patterned S R A e S ) ,

area west of 920 is underlain by less deformed rocks of the Prince Albert Group (Fig. 3), therefore TR A T e R S T Ve gl e
has higher mineral potential (MH) than the same domain east of 920 (M). The MH rating R i F - M DOSSIER PUBLIC
incorporates uncertainty due to lack of data, and is derived by extrapolation of geochemical data e 2351

from east of 920 to previous geological maps by Schau (1982) and its enclosing gneisses.
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