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Abstract: The parallelism of the mineral belts in Peninsular Malaysia with the regional structural
trends has led to considerable speculation on the tectonic development of the different belts. The
justification for the three-fold division of the peninsula is critically examined and while it is
proposed to retain this scheme, the present basis for demarcating the boundaries of the different
belts are found to be too arbitrary. The Central Belt is shown to be separated from its margin by
major northerly fault zones. These faults are interpreted as essentially normal faults related to
continental rifting and graben development during the late Paleozoic and Mesozoic. The
downfaulted Central Belt graben, flanked by the uplifted Western and Eastern Belts, has undergone
a different geological evolution characterised by well developed marine and non-marine sequences
and active volcanism. A subduction related origin for the small bodies of serpentinite is not
favoured and these rocks are interpreted as originating along geofractures close to the margins of
the graben. Mineralization related to deep seated sources may be expected to have been facilitated
during their upward migratioll and .:mpla..:.:melll h~ Ih.:se faulls and Ihe margins of the Central Belt
are favourable locations for the presence of continental rift associated mineralization.

INTRODUCTION

The concept of a three fold division of the Malay Peninsula into the Eastern,
Central and Western Belts was first suggested by Scrivenor (1928) on the basis of
differences in mineralization styles. The Eastern and Western Tin Belts are separated
by a region relatively less enriched in tin and noted at that time for the only known
large in situ deposit ofgold. This Central Gold Belt was later renamed the Central Gold
and Base Metal Belt by Rajah & Yin (1980). Although this three fold division has been
generally accepted and followed in nearly all geological reconstructions and regional
consideration ofthe geology, the basis for demarcating the boundaries have never been
clearly stated and the lines shown in published geological sketch maps representing the
limits of the different belts are often drawn arbitrarily.

The earliest discussion on the tectonic implications of the different zones in the
Malay Peninsula was by van Bemmelen (1949) and Klompe (1961). Both these authors
incorporated the three fold division of the peninsula in their continental growth
models for this region. The age of the orogenic events in these three belts were thought
to be progressively younger to the west. More recently, considerable interest has been
shown in the differences in the mineralogy and chemistry of the granites in these three
belts, e.g. Hutchison (1977), Bignell and Snelling (1977) and Yeap (1980).

Several tectonic schemes based on the Plate Tectonic theory, e.g. Hutchison (1973,
1977), Tan (1976), Mitchell (1977) and Bignell and Snelling (1977) have been put
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