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Analyses of HydromagnesiU from Atlin, B.C.
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A number of hypotheses to account for the origin of the hydro-

magnesite have been proposed by those who have studied the deposits

in the field. Gwillim suggested that the material has been deposited

from springs, an hypothesis which seemed to be supported by the results

of analyses of water from the springs of the district, sin e these were

found to include considerable magnesia. Robertson', who examined the

deposits in 1904, concluded, however, that the hydromagnesite was a

product resulting from the weathering of magnesia-rich rocks directly

underlying the deposits. Young', on the other hand, pointed out that

the deposits have not the tuflfaceous structure of spring deposits and

do not rest on magnesia-rich rocks but on soil, and concluded, therefore,

that there are valid objections to the hypotheses of Gwillim and

Robertson, and suggested that the hydromagnesite represents material

deposited on the bottoms of ponds which have disappeared since the

deposition occurred.

It is estimated by Young that two groups of deposits occurring in

the outskirts of the town of Atlin contain approximately 180,000 tons

of hydromagnesite.

RecentlyC. W. Drysdale' has discovered magnesite near the northwest

end of Liza lake in Bridge River district, Lillooet mining division, British

Columbia. The magnesite found in this locality is a buflf yellow massive

variety occurring as masses and veins in serjjentinized magnesian rocks

and is thus similar in character and origin to the deposits of California.
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