Analysis of uranium-bearing dust in the vicinity of Jackpile Mine, Laguna Pueblo
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CONCLUSIONS

* Soil samples were sieved into eight
size classes, and dust into two or
three size classes (depending on
mass of sample)

* Distance from the pit shows no correlation with uranium in the upper 5 cm
of soil. Other factors appear to control accumulation, such as vegetation
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* Soil and dust samples were
digested in acid and analyzed for
trace metals on an ICP-MS, with a
focuson U

* The soil uranium content determined at 15 sites was compared to site
elevation and vegetation height. Correlations suggest that elevation and
| | | i3 | vegetation height influence the erosion and deposition of U-bearing grains.
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