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Conclusions

These data suggest differences in human exposure by proximity to hazardous waste confirming the hypothesis that
contact to toxins may be greater for populations residing near a Superfund site. Failing to detect a significant spatial
correlation with kriging may be due to the fact that participants are not evenly distributed throughout this rural region
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Chat Piles: Mining Waste
« Mine tailings (“chat”) b-yproduct of mining process

« Solid waste, high in heavy metals, varies is size and shape

« Approximately 75 million tons of chat on Superfund site




