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a b s t r a c t

Children living near contaminated mining waste areas may have high exposures to metals from the
environment. This study investigates whether exposure to arsenic and lead is higher in children in a
community near a legacy mine and smelter site in Arizona compared to children in other parts of the
United States and the relationship of that exposure to the site. Arsenic and lead were measured in re-
sidential soil, house dust, tap water, urine, and toenail samples from 70 children in 34 households up to
7 miles from the site. Soil and house dust were sieved, digested, and analyzed via ICP-MS. Tap water and
urine were analyzed without digestion, while toenails were washed, digested and analyzed. Blood lead
was analyzed by an independent, certified laboratory. Spearman correlation coefficients were calculated
between each environmental media and urine and toenails for arsenic and lead. Geometric mean arsenic
(standard deviation) concentrations for each matrix were: 22.1 (2.59) ppm and 12.4 (2.27) ppm for soil
and house dust (o63 μm), 5.71 (6.55) ppb for tap water, 14.0 (2.01) μg/L for specific gravity-corrected
total urinary arsenic, 0.543 (3.22) ppm for toenails. Soil and vacuumed dust lead concentrations were
16.9 (2.03) ppm and 21.6 (1.90) ppm. The majority of blood lead levels were below the limit of quanti-
fication. Arsenic and lead concentrations in soil and house dust decreased with distance from the site.
Concentrations in soil, house dust, tap water, along with floor dust loading were significantly associated
with toenail and urinary arsenic but not lead. Mixed models showed that soil and tap water best pre-
dicted urinary arsenic. In our study, despite being present in mine tailings at similar levels, internal lead
exposure was not high, but arsenic exposure was of concern, particularly from soil and tap water.
Naturally occurring sources may be an additional important contributor to exposures in certain legacy
mining areas.
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1. Introduction

Mining and associated industries, such as smelting, generate
waste materials that can contaminate the surrounding environ-
ment and be a source of exposure for nearby communities even
after the facilities close. Exposure to various metal(loid)s from
mining waste can occur via inhalation and ingestion of windblown
soil and dust, ingestion of contaminated drinking water, and even
ingestion of foods grown in personal gardens with contaminated
soil.

Adverse health effects of exposure to metal(loid)s include
cancer, neurodevelopmental impairment, and other systemic ef-
fects. Children are particularly susceptible to the effects of these
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contaminants because their bodies are still developing (Hines
et al., 2010). Lead has been associated with a decrease in IQ and
various chronic diseases (Bellinger et al., 1986; Lanphear, 2005;
Lanphear et al., 2005; Spanier and Lanphear, 2005). Arsenic ex-
posure at an early age may also lead to disease later in life (Dau-
phine et al., 2011). Arsenic is a known carcinogen which has also
been associated with decreased lung function and increased sus-
ceptibility to respiratory infections and cardiovascular effects
(Ahsan et al., 2006, 2000; Bates et al., 2004; Chen et al., 1995;
Dauphine et al., 2011; Navas-Acien et al., 2005; Lantz et al., 2009).

Given the potentially higher concentrations of metal(loid)s in
soils and dust near mining and smelting sites, it is important to
understand the various sources and pathways of exposure in order
to better target exposure reduction (Gulson et al., 1994a, 1994b). In
particular, children are at greater risk of exposures as they are
more likely to play outdoors or on the floor and inadvertently
ingest dust adhered to hands or other objects (Cohen Hubal et al.,
2000). For example, in the community near a former copper
smelter in Montana, Hwang et al. (1997) found a significant cor-
relation between arsenic concentrations in residential soils and
urinary arsenic in children less than 72 months old, with the
highest correlation for soils in bare yards. Polissar et al. (1990)
found that indoor air and dust were associated with urinary ar-
senic in a community nearest a former copper smelter in Tacoma,
Washington. They found a stronger relationship between soil ar-
senic and urinary arsenic in children compared to adults, in-
dicating that soil ingestion may be a source of exposure in chil-
dren, but not adults.

In Arizona, where copper mining has a long history, the former
Iron King Mine and Humboldt Smelter site (Iron King) are now
listed on the National Priorities List (a.k.a., a Superfund site). The
Superfund program was established by the Comprehensive En-
vironmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA),
which allows for the cleanup of listed sites by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA). Arsenic and lead
concentrations in the mine tailings and smelter ash are well above
1000 ppm (US EPA, 2010), and arsenic and lead levels in soil near
the mine could be impacted by windblown dust or rainwater
runoff.

Arsenic, in particular, is known to be present in copper ores,
and in Arizona, some groundwater wells are contaminated with
naturally occurring arsenic as a result of the regional geology.
Much of the drinking water in rural Arizona comes from private
wells, providing an additional exposure source to arsenic, in ad-
dition to the soil and dust from the Iron King site. Gardenroots, a
previous study looking at homegrown vegetables in the same
community found arsenic in home irrigation water at levels ran-
ging from 1.40 to 2030 ppb, and residential soil samples ranging
from 3.07 to 322 ppm (Ramirez-Andreotta et al., 2013).

In response to the high levels of arsenic and lead at the Iron
King site, the findings of the Gardenroots project, community in-
terest, and the importance of early life exposures to the potential
development of subsequent disease, we conducted the Metals
Exposure Study in Homes (MESH) to examine the exposures of
children in the community surrounding the Site. The aim of the
study was to quantify the environmental levels and exposures of
children and determine whether exposures were elevated com-
pared to those of the general United States (US) population. Due to
the high levels of arsenic and lead in the tailings, we hypothesized
that levels of arsenic and lead in soil and house dust and exposures
(as measured in urine and toenails) would be higher found in
areas closer to the Iron King site than further away. We also in-
clude water ingestion as a pathway of exposure due the potential
for groundwater wells in this area of Arizona to be high in arsenic
(O’Rourke et al., 1999a, 1999b; Roberge et al., 2007).
2. Materials and methods

2.1. Study area and participants

We recruited households with children aged 1–11 years within
a 5-mile radius of the geographic median between the Iron King
Mine and Humboldt Smelter (Fig. 1). Recruitment methods in-
cluded having a presence at local fairs, mailing flyers and post-
cards, and door-to-door canvassing from October 2011 through
June 2013. A crew of local field technicians carried out the door-to-
door recruitments and subsequent home visits. At least one child
per household was enrolled in the study.

Upon enrollment, two home visits were scheduled at the par-
ticipant’s convenience, approximately one to two weeks apart. The
first visit included a home walk-through and a questionnaire on
the physical layout of the participant’s home and property. Also
during this visit, dust fall canisters were laid out, and participants
were given biological sample collection materials and food and
activity logs.

The parents or guardians were instructed to record food and
activity/location information 4 days before the collection of a urine
sample, which was to be the morning of the second visit by field
staff. During the second visit, field staff collected environmental
samples, and picked up the urine and toenails collected by the
family and the activity and food logs.

2.2. Biological sample collection

Parents or guardians of participants were instructed to obtain
urine samples the morning of the second home visit and to re-
frigerate them until the visit. Once transported to the field office,
they were kept at �20 °C until analysis. The specific gravity of
urine samples was determined using a refractometer (TS Meter
Handheld Goldberg Series, Reichert Analytical Instruments).
Samples were corrected for specific gravity before data analysis
using the overall group mean according to Eq. (1):
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−

−
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where Usg¼specific gravity-corrected urine concentration of ele-
ment (μg/L); U¼uncorrected urine concentration of element (μg/
L); SGmean¼the mean specific gravity of all individuals in the study
group (1.02); and SGmeasured¼the specific gravity of each in-
dividual's urine sample. For summary statistics and data analyses,
the specific gravity corrected urine concentrations were used.

All toenails were clipped with new nail clippers unique to each
child and were collected in brown manila envelopes and kept at
room temperature until processed. Toenails were sonicated in
acetone for 20 min; rinsed with ultrapure water five times; and
then sonicated in 1% Triton-X for an additional 20 min. They were
then rinsed again with ultrapure water and dried in an oven at
60 °C for 12 h before being weighed. Toenails were then placed for
12 h in 2 mL of Optimas trace metal free nitric acid and micro-
wave digested using a CEM MARS Xpress, set at 400 W at 75%
power, with a 10 min ramp up to 105 °C, and held at that tem-
perature for 15 min. The sample was allowed to cool before being
transferred to trace metal-free centrifuge tubes and diluted to
10 mL before laboratory analysis. A certified reference material
(INSPQ/Toxicologie QMEQAS10H-02, cheveux/hair) was used for
quality control. For venous blood lead testing, participants went to
a local Clinical Laboratory Improvements Amendments (CLIA)
certified laboratory, Labcorp, Inc. (Burlington, NC), where samples
were analyzed by ICP-MS. The blood lead LOD reported was
1 μg/dL.



Fig. 1. Iron King Mine and Humboldt Smelter Superfund Site and surrounding area considered in MESH study.
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2.3. Environmental samples

One full trowel of soil was taken from 2 points from each side
of the house and composited into a single sampling bag (i.e., if the
house was a rectangle, there would be a total of 8 trowels of soil
collected). If the soil was too damp for collection due to pre-
cipitation, field staff returned to the property as soon as the soil
was dry enough for collection. When scheduling home visits,
participants were asked not to alter their usual cleaning habits in
any way. Staff vacuumed a measured surface area with instruc-
tions to obtain approximately 2 g of dust using a vacuum (Hoover
CH3000) with an X-Cell 100 dust collection sock (Midwestern
Filtration) inserted in the crevice tool (henceforth referred to as
house dust). Both soil and house dust were dried at 105–110 °C for
24 h and sieved to the following size fractions: o63 μm, 63–
150 μm, 4150 μm to 1 mm, and 41 mm. Only the o63 μm
sample results are reported in this paper because this fraction is
more likely to adhere to hands and thus be ingested (Choate et al.,
2006; Yamamoto et al., 2006). It is also a fraction that is more
likely to become airborne and be inhaled. Sieved samples for soil
and house dust were digested in 10 mL of Optimas trace metal-
free nitric acid using a CEM Mars Xpress microwave (1600 W at
75% power, 10 min ramp to 170 °C and held for 10 min) using US
EPA method 3051. Once digested, samples were centrifuged and
the supernatant was pipetted out for ICP-MS analysis. Floor dust
loading was calculated as the concentration of arsenic or lead in
the vacuumed dust multiplied by the weight of the dust sample
divided by the area vacuumed.
Dust fall was collected using four filters, 3 mixed cellulose ester
(MCE) 142 mm diameter filters that were cut down to 120 mm
diameter and a single 120 mm glass fiber filter (Beamer et al.,
2014). They were placed in petri dishes protected by steel cans
open on both ends. The concentrations of metals in the dust were
determined by digesting each MCE filter in 10 mL of Optimas trace
metal-free nitric acid using the same method as for soil and dust.
The resulting supernatant from the filters was combined and re-
duced using a heat plate to 15 mL before being sent for ICP-MS
analysis. Bulk dust fall rate was determined gravimetrically from
the glass fiber filter using a microbalance. Dust fall rate was cal-
culated using the equation:

=
*

D
D

SA TFR

where DFR is the dust fall rate (μg/mm2/h); D is the mass (μg) of
dust collected on the dust fall filters; SA is the total surface area of
the dust fall filters (mm2); and T is the duration of dust fall col-
lection (h). Dust fall concentrations for arsenic and lead were
calculated as the product of the dust fall rate and the concentra-
tion of metal in dust collected on dust fall filters.

Unfiltered water samples were taken after a 2 min flush from
the kitchen tap with 15 mL trace-metal free centrifuge tubes. All
water samples were refrigerated for no more than 2 weeks before
being preserved with Optimas trace metal-free nitric acid until
pHo2. Before the samples were sent for analysis, they were tested
for turbidity. If turbidity was o1 Nephelometric Turbidity Unit
(NTU), the sample was not digested prior to analysis. This criterion
was met for all samples.
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2.4. Laboratory analysis

Samples were sent to the Arizona Laboratory for Emerging
Contaminants (ALEC) for analysis. Total metal(loid)s were mea-
sured on a Perkin Elmer ELAN DRC-II (for samples before April
2012) and on an Agilent 7700x (after April 2012). Typical operating
parameters were RF power of 1400 (Elan) and 1550 (7700x) watts,
plasma gas flow of 15 L/min, carrier gas flow of 1.0 L/min, with an
auxiliary or makeup gas flow of 0.15 L/min. Quality control/assur-
ance procedures for US EPA Method 6020 were followed. Cali-
bration curves included at least 5 points, with correlation
coefficients40.995. Creation of a satisfactory calibration curve
was followed by the analysis of an Initial Calibration Blank (ICB)
and Calibration Verification (ICV) solution, with a concentration in
the low to mid-range of the calibration curve. A Continuing Cali-
bration Blank (CCB) and Continuing Calibration Verification (CCV)
solution were measured after every 20 samples and at the end of
each batch. Each batch also included measurement of at least one
quality control (QC) solution from a second source, such as the
NIST 1643e Trace metals in water. Acceptable QC responses were
between 90 and 110% of the certified value. A suitable internal
standard (usually Rh, In, Ga or Ge) was added using on-line ad-
dition into the sample line and mixing tee. Arsenic speciation was
done on an Agilent 7500 CE using an anion exchange column with
ammonium carbonate gradient.

2.5. Statistical analysis

Analytical sample data were corrected by subtracting the mean
of the blanks from each value. The study limit of detection (LOD)
was defined as 3 times the standard deviation of the blanks for
each medium and element. If a value was below the analytical
limit of detection but a value was reported by the laboratory, this
value was used in calculating concentrations; otherwise, values
reported as non-detected (i.e. no value was reported) were re-
placed by LOD/ 2 .

Data were summarized with descriptive statistics and analyzed
graphically to determine the distribution of, and relationships
between, biomarkers and environmental concentrations. As his-
tograms showed non-normal distributions with a right skew, we
report geometric means and standard deviations.

Various relationships between environmental media were ex-
amined using Spearman correlation coefficients. House dust/soil
concentration ratios were computed to determine whether sour-
ces of metal(loids) were likely to be from indoors or outdoors.
Spearman correlation coefficients were also determined between
urine or toenails and each of the environmental measurements to
examine the relationships between these variables.

Urine concentrations used in analyses were specific gravity-
adjusted and analyzed as two groups – total arsenic species and
inorganic-related arsenic species, which was distinguished as the
sum of the species arsenite (AsIII), aresenate (AsV), mono-
methylarsonic acid (MMA), and dimethylarsinic acid (DMA). To
compare the concentrations of arsenic in urine in our study to the
distribution of biomarker values found in the general US popula-
tion, we used data from the National Health and Nutrition Ex-
amination Survey (NHANES) 2011–2012 distributions for children
aged 6–11 years. Uncorrected urine concentrations were used for
this comparison because NHANES does not report specific gravity
corrected values.

Since we enrolled multiple children per household, mixed-ef-
fects models with household as a random effect were run using
urinary inorganic related arsenic species as an outcome variable,
because this variable excludes arsenobetaine and arsenocholine,
thought to come only from food. Age and gender were included in
models, regardless of significance, as these are thought to influ-
ence both non-dietary ingestion of soil and dust and metabolism
of arsenic. Soil and house dust were not included in the same
models; rather, models were run separately for these two pre-
dictors due to the high correlation between them. Other variables
included in the analyses were floor dust loading of arsenic, dust
fall concentration, and dust fall rate. A mixed-effects logistic re-
gression was similarly run with a binary outcome variable of above
or below detection limits for toenails. Continuous concentration
variables in both urine and toenail analyses were log-transformed
prior to analyses. All analyses were conducted in R 3.0.2 (R
Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria).
3. Results

We recruited 70 children from 34 households, including more
than one child in 22 of the households. Fifty percent of the chil-
dren were male and ages ranged from 1 to 11 with a mean age of
6 years. Of those 70 children, 68 provided urine samples and 60
provided toenail samples. There was no significant difference in
urine and toenail arsenic concentrations between males and fe-
males or between 1–5 year olds and 6–11 year olds, hence we
compared all urine samples to the NHANES urinary values for
children 6–11 years old.

3.1. Environmental samples

Summary statistics of each environmental sample medium are
shown in Table 1. Eighteen homes (52%) had tap water arsenic
concentrations above the US EPA Maximum Contaminant Level
(MCL) of 10 ppb for arsenic. Two homes were above the US EPA
lead action level of 15 ppb, which is the level at which action
should be taken if 10% of samples are above this level. Twenty-
seven soil samples and nineteen house dust samples were above
10 ppm, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality Soil
Remediation Level (SRL) for arsenic, which is a level at which more
investigation is warranted. None of the soil or dust levels were
above the lead SRL. There are guidelines for lead loading on bare
floor, but no other floor dust loadings or dust fall guidelines. None
of the homes exceeded the US EPA lead floor dust loading guide-
line of 430 μg/m2 (40 μg/ft2) (US EPA, 2001). The geometric mean
concentration of arsenic was greatest in soil and house dust 1–2
miles from the Iron King site, with lower concentrations both
closer and further from the site (Table 2). Geometric mean con-
centrations of lead, on the other hand, appeared to decrease
consistently with distance from the site.

3.2. Biological samples

Summary statistics of each biological matrix are shown in Ta-
ble 3, and distributions of uncorrected urinary arsenic are shown
in Fig. 2 compared to values for children ages 6–11 years from the
2011–2012 NHANES report (CDC, 2015) 57 of the 68 children (84%)
who gave urine samples had uncorrected total urinary arsenic
concentrations above the NHANES 50th percentile; of these, six
(11%) children had urinary total arsenic concentrations above the
95th percentile. For urinary inorganic-related arsenic species, 57
children (84%) had urinary concentrations above the NHANES 50th
percentile, and 22 children (32%) had concentrations above the
95th percentile. Uncorrected values were used for comparison
because the US Centers for Disease Control (CDC) does not report
specific gravity corrected-concentrations. All blood lead levels for
the 46 children tested were below the CDC's action level of 5 μg/
dL, with 70% below the detection limit, and 22% of urine samples
had detectable lead concentrations. Only 60% of the toenail



Table 1
Summary statistics of arsenic and lead in environmental media.

Metal N % Detect Units GM GSD Min Max Above Guideline

Soil
As 34 100% ppm 22.1 2.59 3.13 432 79%a

Pb 34 100% ppm 16.9 2.03 5.39 59 0a

Vacuumed Dust
As 34 100% ppm 12.4 2.27 1.51 103 56%a

Pb 34 100% ppm 21.6 1.90 8.01 274 0a

Vacuum Bag
As 32 100% ppm 9.50 4.26 0.01 69.1 63%a

Pb 32 97% ppm 16.5 4.00 0.02 90.0 0a

Water (tap samples)
As 34 97% ppb 7.46 4.46 0.03 240 53%b

Pb 34 56% ppb 0.64 4.11 0.06 48 6%c

Dust Fall conc
As 30 91 ppm 5.49 12.2 5.12E�05 67.3 na
Pb 30 91 ppm 35.4 11.1 6.67E�04 504 na
Dust Fall Rate
As 30 na μg/mm2/h 3.19E�03 2.19Eþ06 1.25E�03 0.02 na
Pb 30 na μg/mm2/h 2.05E�02 1.69Eþ06 4.95E�03 0.06 na
Dust Floor Loading
As 34 na μg/m2 12.4 2.27 1.51 103.34 na
Pb 34 na μg/m2 21.6 1.90 8.01 274.04 0

a Guideline is Arizona Soil Remediation Level (SRL) of 10 ppm for arsenic and 400 ppm for lead, which indicates a level where further investigation, not necessarily clean-
up, is advised.

b Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) of 10 ppb, which is a standard.
c Action level of 15 ppb.

Table 2
Geometric mean (ppm) soil and house dust concentrations of As and Pb by distance
from Iron King site.

Miles from site Element n Soil Vacuum Dust

GM GSD GM GSD

0–1 As 13 20.3 1.45 14.2 1.44
Pb 13 22.8 1.83 26.6 1.55

1–2 As 9 48.7 2.58 19.6 1.69
Pb 9 16.1 2.1 19.8 1.46

2–3 As 6 19.4 2.69 9.56 2.15
Pb 6 13.8 2.41 17 1.54

3–4 As 5 10.1 3.27 5.16 1.48
Pb 5 11.7 1.87 15.8 1.49

44 As 1 6.41 NA 1.49 NA
Pb 1 10.5 NA 8.03 NA

Table 3
Summary statistics of arsenic and lead biomarker levels.

Metal N Detected (%) Units GM GSD Min Max

Urine (specific gravity corrected)
As 68 100 μg/L 14 2.01 3.13 80.7
Pb 68 22 μg/L 0.339 2.72 0.016 5.05
Toenails
As 60 60 μg/g 0.543 3.22 0.05 9.38
Pb 60 50 μg/g 5.22 14.9 0.08 3757
Blood
Pb

46 30 μg/dL 1.36 1.56 oLOD 3

Fig. 2. Total and inorganicþmetabolites concentrations in urine. Box indicates
median and interquartile range (IQR), whiskers indicate 1.5� IQR and points are
outliers.
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samples had detectable arsenic levels, and 50% of the samples had
detectable lead levels. Toenail concentrations were widely more
variable than urine concentrations.

3.3. Relationships between types of samples

The various relationships between concentrations of arsenic
and lead in soil, house dust, tap water, floor dust loading, dust fall
concentration, and dust fall rate were examined using Spearman
correlation coefficients (Table 4) and dust/soil ratios (Fig. 3). The
dust/soil ratios provide an indication of whether the main sources
of these elements in homes are likely to be indoors or outdoors,
with a ratio o1 suggesting primarily outdoor sources and a ratio
41 suggesting primarily indoor sources. The highest correlations
for both arsenic and lead concentrations were between house dust
and soil: 0.71 (po0.001) for arsenic and 0.45 (p¼0.008) for lead.
Other significant correlations included soil arsenic levels and dust
fall rate (ρ¼0.40, p¼0.03), house dust arsenic levels and dust fall
rate (ρ¼0.47, p¼0.01), and between arsenic concentrations in tap
water and soil (ρ¼0.35, p¼0.003) and house dust (ρ¼0.37,
p¼0.001). Aside from the soil/dust correlation there were no other
significant correlations for lead. Dust/soil ratios ranged from 0.07
to 2.0 for arsenic with a geometric mean of 0.56, suggesting that
arsenic is primarily derived from outdoor sources. For lead, dust/
soil ratios ranged from 0.18 to 10 with a geometric mean of 1.3
(Fig. 3), suggesting lead is more likely to be derived from indoor
sources. There were significant moderate correlations between tap



Table 4
Spearman correlation coefficients between logged environmental variables.

ρ p-Value

Soil–dust
As 0.71 o0.001n

Pb 0.45 0.008n

Soil–dust loading
As 0.30 0.08
Pb 0.24 0.16
Soil–dust fall concentration
As 0.12 0.52
Pb �0.14 0.47
Soil–dust fall rate
As 0.40 0.03n

Pb �0.21 0.26
Dust–dust fall concentration
As 0.27 0.15
Pb �0.15 0.43
Dust–dust fall rate
As 0.47 0.01n

Pb �0.05 0.77
Water–soil
As 0.35 0.003*
Pb �0.13 0.29
Water–dust
As 0.37 0.001*
Pb �0.19 0.13
Water–dust fall concentration
As �0.04 0.77
Pb 0.06 0.65
Water–dust fall rate
As �0.44 0.74
Pb 0.02 0.86

n Significant with pr0.05.

Fig. 3. Arsenic and lead dust:soil ratios. Box indicates median and interquartile
range (IQR), whiskers indicate 1.5� IQR and points are outliers.

Table 5
Spearman correlation coefficients for environmental media and biomarker
concentrations.

Total As Inorganic As

ρ p-Value ρ p-Value

Soil
Toenails 0.42 0.0009n

Urine 0.32 0.008n 0.49 o0.001n

Dust
Toenails 0.36 0.005n

Urine 0.39 0.001n 0.48 o0.001n

Water
Toenails 0.27 0.03n

Urine 0.38 0.003n 0.40 o0.001n

Dust fall loading
Toenails 0.34 0.008n

Urine 0.38 0.001n 0.51 o0.001n

Dust fall concentration
Toenails 0.15 0.27
Urine �0.1 0.46 0.01 0.9
Dust fall rate
Toenails 0.16 0.24
Urine 0.12 0.41 0.32 o0.001n

n Significant with pr0.05.
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water concentrations and soil and dust concentrations for arsenic
(ρ¼0.35, p¼0.003; ρ¼ 0.37, p¼0.001) but not lead.

We compared arsenic and lead in urine and toenails to de-
termine whether these could be used interchangeably as exposure
markers. Arsenic in toenails showed a significant moderate cor-
relation with total urinary arsenic (ρ¼0.33, p¼0.01) and a lower
correlation with urinary inorganic-related arsenic species
(ρ¼0.28, p¼0.0003). On the other hand, there was no indication
of correlation between lead in toenails and lead in urine
(ρ¼�0.10, p¼0.44).

Table 5 shows the correlations between biological and en-
vironmental sample levels for arsenic. Correlations for these
samples were low and mostly insignificant for lead. Urinary in-
organic-related arsenic species had higher and more significant
correlations with each environmental medium than did total ur-
inary arsenic and toenail arsenic. Soil and house dust concentra-
tions showed significant correlations for urinary total arsenic and
inorganic-related arsenic species. The concentration of arsenic in
dust fall did not show significant correlations with toenails or
urine, but dust fall rate of arsenic was correlated with urine
(ρ¼0.32, po0.001). The correlation between arsenic in water and
urine was similar to that for soil and dust (ρ¼0.38, p¼0.003 and
ρ¼0.40, po0.001 for urinary inorganic-related arsenic species).
Toenail arsenic concentrations were less correlated with water
(ρ¼0.27, p¼0.03) than soil and dust (ρ¼0.42, p¼0.001 for soil,
and ρ¼0.36, p¼0.005 for dust, and ρ¼0.34, p¼0.008 for dust
loading). Dust fall rate and dust fall concentration did not show
any strong or significant correlations with urinary total arsenic.
Lead was detected in less than half of the urine and toenail sam-
ples, and therefore not included in these analyses.

3.4. Mixed-effect model results

All models included age, gender, and arsenic tap water con-
centration with specific gravity-corrected urinary inorganic ar-
senic-related species as the outcome. Due to the high correlation
between soil and house dust, these two variables were examined
separately. Therefore, two identical sets of predictors were ex-
amined, the only difference being soil concentration in one set and
house dust concentration in the other. Other variables tested in-
cluded concentration in dust fall, dust fall rate, and floor dust
loading (only included for the model with soil, as this variable is
derived from the staff-collected vacuum dust concentration). Tap
water and soil concentrations were significant predictors of ar-
senic in urine (Table 6), both separately and in the same model,
although the AIC was lower in the former. Arsenic in house dust,
floor dust loading, dust fall concentration and dust fall rate were



Table 6
Mixed models of predictors of urinary inorganic As (specific gravity corrected).

Value Std Error p-Value AIC

Model 1 131.2
(Intercept) 2.187 0.275 o0.001
Age �0.016 0.031 0.60
Gender (male) 0.290 0.177 0.113
Log (tap As) 0.220 0.080 0.010*

Model 2 133.8
(Intercept) 1.631 0.512 0.003
Age �0.016 0.031 0.621
Gender (male) 0.293 0.181 0.117
Log (soil) 0.323 0.149 0.038**

Model 3 143.6
(Intercept) 1.308 0.487 0.012
Age �0.019 0.030 0.539
Gender (male) 0.361 0.176 0.050**

Log (tap As) 0.207 0.077 0.012**

Log (soil) 0.294 0.137 0.041**

Model 4 116.9
Intercept 1.268 0.421 0.006
Age �0.024 0.028 0.390
Gender (male) 0.223 0.162 0.183
Log (tap As) 0.189 0.066 0.008**

Log (soil) 0.372 0.121 0.005**
Log (dust fall As conc) �0.066 0.037 0.088*

Model 5 116.9
Intercept 2.314 3.528 0.518
Age �0.020 0.028 0.493
Gender (male) 0.212 0.169 0.221
Log (tap As) 0.198 0.076 0.016**

Log (soil) 0.308 0.151 0.052*

Log (As dust fall rate) 0.051 0.170 0.766

* Significant with pr0.05.
** Significant with pr0.10.
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not significant predictors of arsenic in urine when included with
age, gender, and tap water concentration, although floor dust
loading and dust fall rate had p-values of approximately 0.1. In
models with soil, dust fall concentration and dust fall rate were
not significant predictors (Table 6), although these models had the
lowest AIC. None of the environmental concentrations were found
to be significant predictors (data not shown) in the logistic ana-
lysis with toenail concentration above/below the LOD as an out-
come variable.
4. Discussion

In the community around the Iron King Superfund site, ex-
posure to both arsenic and lead were of concern, due to levels
exceeding 1000 ppm in the mine and smelter waste. High lead
exposures in children are especially of concern due to the range of
developmental effects that can occur. However, our study found
that lead exposure was low in all children, while urinary arsenic
levels were higher than those found in a nationally representative
sample of children aged 6–11 years, especially for urinary in-
organic-related arsenic species. Soil and tap water arsenic levels
for many homes were higher than guideline or regulatory stan-
dards and were significant predictors of exposure. In addition to
contamination of soil with arsenic, high levels of arsenic in
groundwater have been found in this area of Arizona, and private
well owners are particularly vulnerable to arsenic exposure if they
do not test their wells. Additionally, at the time of this study, one
of the local community water providers was in violation of
drinking water standards for arsenic, because of difficulty in re-
ducing the naturally-occurring arsenic in the groundwater. Al-
though the Arizona State Soil Remediation Level (a guideline for
further investigation) for arsenic is 10 ppm, sampling by our group
and colleagues have found that even areas considered background
several miles from the site can have arsenic levels higher than this.
Determining whether arsenic in soil, dust, and water is due to
natural or anthropogenic sources is not possible, due to the lack of
a stable isotopic “fingerprint.”

Arsenic in indoor house dust likely comes primarily from out-
doors, while lead may have more varied sources in house dust.
Average arsenic levels in the yard soil of homes were higher closer
to Iron King compared to further away. Interestingly, the levels
appeared to be higher 1–2 miles from the site, rather than in the
mile closest to the site. There are several possible explanations for
this. Depending on a home’s location relative to prevailing wind
patterns, deposition patterns could be a contributor (Stovern et al.,
2014). However, as noted earlier, the natural geology of the area
allows for areas of high arsenic concentrations in soil. Additionally,
there is a possibility of some yards having fill material that came
from the mine or smelter tailings, although we could not corro-
borate this for the homes we sampled. We did not have a large
sample size, therefore we expect a higher level of spatial hetero-
geneity in sample concentrations, and cannot make a general-
ization as to arsenic and lead concentrations at various distances
from the site. Arsenic concentrations in soil and dust were above
guideline levels in the majority of homes. Soil concentration was
shown to be a predictor of urinary arsenic concentrations. Given
that arsenic in house dust was positively correlated with soil and
dust fall rate, and the low dust/soil ratios, arsenic in house dust
most likely comes from the outdoors. Thus, both tap water and soil
may be important contributors to children’s exposure near Iron
King. These results show that risk assessments for metal(loid)s in
legacy mining areas need to account for different pathways and
routes of exposure.

Our findings that soil and house dust are related to children's
arsenic exposure in the community surrounding Iron King have
some similarities with findings of other studies near former metal
industry Superfund sites. For example, Hwang et al. (1997) studied
exposure in children less than 6 years old in the community of
Anaconda, Montana, near a former smelter that is now a Super-
fund site. While arsenic in soil (GM 236 ppm) and vacuumed dust
(GM 63 ppm) samples were higher than in our study, Hwang et al.
found low, but significant correlations between arsenic levels in
soil samples from different areas of the home yards and inorganic
urinary arsenic, but no correlation with house dust (Hwang, et al.,
1997). Similarly, in our study, while the correlation between ar-
senic levels in house dust and soil is relatively strong, only soil
turned out to be a significant predictor of urinary arsenic in mixed
models. Differences between the studies may be due to the fact
that children in Montana spend less time outside due to weather
conditions, as compared to the community around Iron King.

In Tacoma, Washington, Polissar et al. (1990) conducted an
exposure assessment in children and adults near a copper smelter.
Mean soil and dust arsenic concentrations were 353 and 375 ppm,
respectively. They also conducted air and dust fall sampling. They
found that children aged 0–6 years had the highest urine and hair
arsenic concentrations of the sampled population, and that soil
arsenic had a greater relationship with urinary arsenic in those
ages 0–13 years compared to older individuals. They also found
that a model including coarse indoor air particles and hand wash
concentrations explained about 50% of the variability in urinary
arsenic, indicating that indoor air and dust can be a large con-
tributor to overall exposure. Drinking water arsenic concentrations
were fairly low in the Tacoma population, compared to our study.
This suggests that exposure via airborne dust in the home could
account for a significant amount of exposure in children when
arsenic levels in tap water are low, although the route of exposure
may be through incidental ingestion of settled dust, rather than
inhalation. In our study house dust was a less significant predictor
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of children's exposures than soil; arsenic in house dust most likely
comes from soil and possibly airborne dust, considering that the
rate of dust fall in the home is correlated with arsenic levels in
house dust samples and urine.

An analysis of data from the National Human Exposure As-
sessment Study (NHEXAS) in Arizona found a significant difference
between mining and non-mining areas for arsenic concentrations
in house dust, soil, outdoor air, beverages and water consumed,
and total exposure (O’Rourke et al., 1999a). Another study in the
Arizona towns of Hayden and Winkelman, which are near an ac-
tive copper smelter, did not find a significant relationship between
house dust and inorganic arsenic in urine (Hysong et al., 2003).
This study, however, was done primarily in adults, and it is pos-
sible that children in areas with higher soil and dust arsenic levels
would also have higher inorganic-related arsenic exposures, as the
Polissar study found. In comparison to NHEXAS Arizona (O’Rourke
et al., 1999b), MESH concentrations of lead in soil would have all
been below the detection limit from that study (69.7 ppm).
NHEXAS soil lead levels ranged from 118 to 350 ppm, but 85% of
the values were below the detection limit. The lowest detected
value was at the 90th percentile. Dust concentrations had a wider
range in MESH, with the maximum value similar to that in
NHEXAS, where dust sample concentrations ranged from 85 to
280 ppm. Lead in drinking water ranged from 0.1 to 28.4 ppb in
NHEXAS, with the median below detection limits (0.1 ppb).

One unique outcome of our study compared to other exposure
studies near Superfund mining and smelter sites is that tap water
was a strong predictor of arsenic exposure, in addition to soil.
Arsenic in local groundwater sources is likely naturally occurring,
rather than from mine and smelter waste leaching. Interventions
to reduce exposure to arsenic in this community, therefore, should
be based on both reducing exposures to soil and dust and to
drinking water. Reducing exposure to arsenic from tap water may
necessitate sustained public outreach and education on water
testing and treatment (Lothrop et al., 2015). Future work will entail
identifying different structural and behavioral household factors
that result in lower dust accumulating in homes.
5. Conclusion

Arsenic exposures were found to be of greater concern than
lead in the community surrounding the Iron King Mine and
Humboldt Smelter Superfund Site in Arizona, despite concentra-
tions of both elements being several thousand ppm in the mine
tailings and smelter ash. There was a consistent decrease of lead in
soil with distance from the site but this appeared not to be a cri-
tical source of exposure. For arsenic in soil, concentrations were
highest 1–2 miles away from the site, rather than 0–1 miles away,
and then decreased with increasing distance from the site, possi-
bly due to the area's geology, although our small sample size
makes it difficult to generalize across the locale. Soil, house dust,
and tap water arsenic concentrations were significantly correlated
with both urinary arsenic, particularly inorganic-related arsenic
species, and toenail arsenic, indicating that ingestion of soil, dust,
and tap water are each important routes of exposure for children
in a community with elevated levels of arsenic in these media.
Because of factors like naturally high arsenic concentrations in
groundwater, our study shows that local geological characteristics
can play an important role in exposure assessment for legacy
mining sites and that researchers and risk assessors need to ac-
count for multiple routes of exposure and non-site related sources
that may be unique to an area.
Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Mary Kay Amistadi for her work in
analyzing our samples at the Arizona Laboratory for Emerging
Contaminants. We would also like to thank Isaac Jenkins for help
in designing our database. We thank Christina Brooks, Rose Eite-
miller, Kim Nathe, and Robin Yonker for being our field workers
and Ariana Muñoz, Maria Ojeda, Abigail Peña, Sara Penquite, and
Stephanie Ruehl for their work on sample preparation and pro-
cessing and data entry. Finally, we would like to thank our com-
munity advisory board for their invaluable advice throughout the
study and our participants, without whom this study could not
have happened.
References

Ahsan, H., Chen, Y., Parvez, F., Zablotska, L., Argos, M., Hussain, I., Momotaj, H., Levy,
D., Cheng, Z., Slavkovich, V., van Geen, A., Howe, G.R., Graziano, J.H., 2006.
Arsenic exposure from drinking water and risk of premalignant skin lesions in
Bangladesh: baseline results from the Health Effects of Arsenic Longitudinal
Study. Am. J. Epidemiol. 163, 1138–1148. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwj154.

Ahsan, H., Perrin, M., Rahman, A., Parvez, F., Stute, M., Zheng, Y., Milton, A.H.,
Brandt-Rauf, P., van Geen, A., Graziano, J., 2000. Associations between drinking
water and urinary arsenic levels and skin lesions in Bangladesh. J. Occup. En-
viron. Med. 42, 1195–1201.

Bates, M.N., Rey, O.A., Biggs, M.L., Hopenhayn, C., Moore, L.E., Kalman, D., Stein-
maus, C., Smith, A.H., 2004. Case-control study of bladder cancer and exposure
to arsenic in Argentina. Am. J. Epidemiol. 159, 381–389.

Beamer, P., Sugeng, A.J., Kelly, M.D., Lothrop, N., Klimecki, W.T., Wilkinson, S.T., Loh,
M., 2014. Use of dust fall filters as passive samplers for metal concentrations in
air for communities near contaminated mine taillings. Environ. Sci.: Process.
Impacts 16, 1275–1281. http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3EM00626C.

Bellinger, D., Leviton, A., Needleman, H.L., Waternaux, C., Rabinowitz, M., 1986.
Low-level lead exposure and infant development in the first year. Neurobehav.
Toxicol. Teratol. 8, 151–161.

CDC, 2015. Fourth National Report on Human Exposure to Environmental Chemi-
cals Update-FourthReport_UpdatedTables_Feb2015.pdf (WWW Document).
URL 〈http://www.cdc.gov/biomonitoring/pdf/FourthReport_UpdatedTables_
Feb2015.pdf〉, (accessed 08.05.15).

Chen, C.J., Hsueh, Y.M., Lai, M.S., Shyu, M.P., Chen, S.Y., Wu, M.M., Kuo, T.L., Tai, T.Y.,
1995. Increased prevalence of hypertension and long-term arsenic exposure.
Hypertension 25, 53–60.

Choate, L.M., Ranville, J.F., Bunge, A.L., Macalady, D.L., 2006. Dermally adhered soil:
1. Amount and particle-size distribution. Integr. Environ. Assess. Manag. 2,
375–384.

Cohen Hubal, E.A., Sheldon, L.S., Burke, J.M., McCurdy, T.R., Berry, M.R., Rigas, M.L.,
Zartarian, V.G., Freeman, N.C., 2000. Children's exposure assessment: a review
of factors influencing Children's exposure, and the data available to char-
acterize and assess that exposure. Environ. Health Perspect. 108, 475–486.

Dauphine, D.C., Ferreccio, C., Guntur, S., Yuan, Y., Hammond, S.K., Balmes, J., Smith,
A.H., Steinmaus, C., 2011. Lung function in adults following in utero and
childhood exposure to arsenic in drinking water: preliminary findings. Int.
Arch. Occup. Environ. Health 84, 591–600. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/
s00420-010-0591-6.

Gulson, B.L., Howarthl, D., Mizon, K.J., Law, A.J., Korsch, M.J., Davis, J.J., 1994a. Source
of lead in humans from Broken Hill mining community. Environ. Geochem.
Health 16, 19–25. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00149589.

Gulson, B.L., Mizon, K.J., Law, A.J., Korsch, M.J., Davis, J.J., Howarth, D., 1994b. Source
and pathways of lead in humans from the Broken Hill mining community: an
alternative use of exploration methods. Econ. Geol. 89, 889–908. http://dx.doi.
org/10.2113/gsecongeo.89.4.889.

Hines, R.N., Sargent, D., Autrup, H., Birnbaum, L.S., Brent, R.L., Doerrer, N.G., Cohen
Hubal, E.A., Juberg, D.R., Laurent, C., Luebke, R., Olejniczak, K., Portier, C.J.,
Slikker, W., 2010. Approaches for assessing risks to sensitive populations: les-
sons learned from evaluating risks in the pediatric population. Toxicol. Sci. 113,
4–26. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfp217.

Hwang, Y.H., Bornschein, R.L., Grote, J., Menrath, W., Roda, S., 1997. Environmental
arsenic exposure of children around a former copper smelter site. Environ. Res.
72, 72–81. http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/enrs.1996.3691.

Hysong, T.A., Burgess, J.L., Garcia, M.E.C., O’Rourke, M.K., 2003. House dust and
inorganic urinary arsenic in two Arizona mining towns. J. Expo. Anal. Environ.
Epidemiol. 13, 211–218. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jea.7500272.

Lanphear, B.P., 2005. Childhood lead poisoning prevention: too little, too late. J. Am.
Med. Assoc. 293, 2274–2276. http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.293.18.2274.

Lanphear, B.P., Hornung, R., Khoury, J., Yolton, K., Baghurst, P., Bellinger, D.C., Can-
field, R.L., Dietrich, K.N., Bornschein, R., Greene, T., Rothenberg, S.J., Needleman,
H.L., Schnaas, L., Wasserman, G., Graziano, J., Roberts, R., 2005. Low-level en-
vironmental lead exposure and children's intellectual function: an international
pooled analysis. Environ. Health Perspect. 113, 894–899.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwj154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwj154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwj154
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3EM00626C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3EM00626C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3EM00626C
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref5
http://www.cdc.gov/biomonitoring/pdf/FourthReport_UpdatedTables_Feb2015.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/biomonitoring/pdf/FourthReport_UpdatedTables_Feb2015.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00420-010-0591-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00420-010-0591-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00420-010-0591-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00420-010-0591-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00149589
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00149589
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00149589
http://dx.doi.org/10.2113/gsecongeo.89.4.889
http://dx.doi.org/10.2113/gsecongeo.89.4.889
http://dx.doi.org/10.2113/gsecongeo.89.4.889
http://dx.doi.org/10.2113/gsecongeo.89.4.889
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfp217
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfp217
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfp217
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/enrs.1996.3691
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/enrs.1996.3691
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/enrs.1996.3691
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jea.7500272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jea.7500272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jea.7500272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.293.18.2274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.293.18.2274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.293.18.2274
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref16


M.M. Loh et al. / Environmental Research 146 (2016) 331–339 339
Lantz, R.C., Chau, B., Sarihan, P., Witten, M.L., Pivniouk, V.I., Chen, G.J., 2009. In utero
and postnatal exposure to arsenic alters pulmonary structure and function.
Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 235, 105–113. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
taap.2008.11.012.

Lothrop, N., Wilkinson, S.T., Verhougstraete, M., Sugeng, A., Loh, M.M., Klimecki, W.,
Beamer, P.I., 2015. Home Water Treatment Habits and Effectiveness in a Rural
Arizona Community. Water 7, 1217–1231. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/w7031217.

Navas-Acien, A., Sharrett, A.R., Silbergeld, E.K., Schwartz, B.S., Nachman, K.E., Burke,
T.A., Guallar, E., 2005. Arsenic exposure and cardiovascular disease: a sys-
tematic review of the epidemiologic evidence. Am. J. Epidemiol. 162,
1037–1049. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwi330.

O’Rourke, M.K., Rogan, S.P., Jin, S., Robertson, G.L., 1999a. Spatial distributions of
arsenic exposure and mining communities from NHEXAS Arizona. J. Expo. Anal.
Environ. Epidemiol. 9, 446–455. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jea.7500050.

O’Rourke, M.K., Van de Water, P.K., Jin, S., Rogan, S.P., Weiss, A.D., Gordon, S.M.,
Moschandreas, D.M., Lebowitz, M.D., 1999b. Evaluations of primary metals from
NHEXAS Arizona: distributions and preliminary exposures. J. Expo. Anal. En-
viron. Epidemiol. 9, 435–445.

Polissar, L., Lowry-Coble, K., Kalman, D.A., Hughes, J.P., van Belle, G., Covert, D.S.,
Burbacher, T.M., Bolgiano, D., Mottet, N.K., 1990. Pathways of human exposure
to arsenic in a community surrounding a copper smelter. Environ. Res. 53,
29–47. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0013-9351(05)80128-8.

Ramirez-Andreotta, M.D., Brusseau, M.L., Beamer, P., Maier, R.M., 2013. Home gar-
dening near a mining site in an arsenic-endemic region of Arizona: assessing
arsenic exposure dose and risk via ingestion of home garden vegetables, soils,
and water. Sci. Total Environ. 454, 373–382. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2013.02.063.

Roberge, J., Harris, R., O’Rourke, M.K., Lantz, R., Meza, M., Gutierrez, L., 2007. Pre-
liminary results of arsenic found in drinking water and urine among Arizonan
and Sonoran residents. Epidemiology 18, S143.

Spanier, A., Lanphear, B.P., 2005. Follow-up testing among children with elevated
screening blood lead levels. J. Pediatr. 147, 708–709.

Stovern, M., Felix, O., Csavina, J., Rine, K.P., Russell, M.R., Jones, R.M., King, M.,
Betterton, E.A., Sáez, A.E., 2014. Simulation of windblown dust transport from a
mine tailings impoundment using a computational fluid dynamics model.
Aeolian Res.: Airborne Miner. Dust Contam.: Impacts Hum. Health Environ. 14,
75–83. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aeolia.2014.02.008.

US EPA, O., 2001. Hazard Standards for Lead in Paint, Dust and Soil (TSCA Section
403) [WWW Document]. URL 〈http://www2.epa.gov/lead/hazard-standards-
lead-paint-dust-and-soil-tsca-section-403〉, (accessed 5.13.15).

US EPA, R. 9, 2010. Site Document, Iron King Mine And Humboldt Smelter, US EPA,
Pacific Southwest, Superfund [WWW Document]. URL 〈http://yosemite.epa.
gov/r9/sfund/r9sfdocw.nsf/3dc283e6c5d6056f88257426007417a2/
9ff58681f889089c882576fd0075ea2f!OpenDocument〉, (accessed 11.23.14).

Yamamoto, N., Takahashi, Y., Yoshinaga, J., Tanaka, A., Shibata, Y., 2006. Size dis-
tributions of soil particles adhered to children's hands. Arch. Environ. Contam.
Toxicol. 51, 157–163. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00244-005-7012-y.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2008.11.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2008.11.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2008.11.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2008.11.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/w7031217
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwi330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwi330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwi330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jea.7500050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jea.7500050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jea.7500050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref20
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0013-9351(05)80128-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.02.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.02.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.02.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.02.063
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0013-9351(15)30173-0/sbref23
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aeolia.2014.02.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aeolia.2014.02.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aeolia.2014.02.008
http://www2.epa.gov/lead/hazard-standards-lead-paint-dust-and-soil-tsca-section-403
http://www2.epa.gov/lead/hazard-standards-lead-paint-dust-and-soil-tsca-section-403
http://yosemite.epa.gov/r9/sfund/r9sfdocw.nsf/3dc283e6c5d6056f88257426007417a2/9ff58681f889089c882576fd0075ea2f!OpenDocument
http://yosemite.epa.gov/r9/sfund/r9sfdocw.nsf/3dc283e6c5d6056f88257426007417a2/9ff58681f889089c882576fd0075ea2f!OpenDocument
http://yosemite.epa.gov/r9/sfund/r9sfdocw.nsf/3dc283e6c5d6056f88257426007417a2/9ff58681f889089c882576fd0075ea2f!OpenDocument
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00244-005-7012-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00244-005-7012-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00244-005-7012-y

	Multimedia exposures to arsenic and lead for children near an inactive mine tailings and smelter site
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study area and participants
	Biological sample collection
	Environmental samples
	Laboratory analysis
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Environmental samples
	Biological samples
	Relationships between types of samples
	Mixed-effect model results

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References




