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_AbStract£ To -reproduce the resultS of page 5 from the February 16, 
»~ 1976 repOrt.pH 

ProCedure: Combined Samples from #6, #11 and #13 thickeners were “' 
- r , subjected to a constant amount of FeCl (2.5g FeC13/ZOOQ 

';:mf )COmbined Sample or 238 ppm Fe) ' and agitated. 
aEter agitation 1 ml, 2 ml, 5 ml anda 8 ml of NH OH were 
added and agitated again, and an analysis perfoémed. 
They were then left for 24 heurs analysized again, and 
were subjeCt to dilutions of 1/2 and 1/4. 
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‘ pH . Cu Fe. As ' 

#6 thickener 6. 6 ND 11.2 30 
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3. 6 ND 
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#13 thickener 
. 

6.1 
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Combination 6.1 - ’ND 
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50 140 fly 2; */ l'fijf“ 
Combination (theo) ? ND 4 58.4 131 -2u ’ “wbau‘ “
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Combination & FeC13 2.7 .35 360 140 ' *' 1' _ 

53) A11 samples are 2000 ml with 2.5g Fec13 added
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2.8:‘ '.48 226' - 7103 * 

-

' 

2 3.2 .30 ~56 "58.5 ‘1 v‘ 
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Combination - pH = 6. 3 ppm Cu = .36 ppm Fen: 25.4 ppm AS = 124‘ 
' Combination — pH = 2. 6 ppm Cu — .36 ppm Fe : 270 ppm As = 125-' 
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Amount _,m j 
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ppm; '“ppm 

NH4OH ("‘ , ' VIPH", Cu :‘7_ Fe ;- {,As, 

1 ‘2.7 .36}" 2146*' '90' 
2 3.2 ,' 2.32,' 42 : 

p 

56 
5 8.67.7 ND — .52 _. ,3.5 
8 9.1 v . .NDPI1. ,3§,y p-3.5-



» D) - Combined sample 8 diluted to 1/2 and 1/4 from 24 hour wait period 
AMOUNT 7 A 

' DILUTION 
p 

_~f77ppm_" “ppm ', ppm 
NH4OH (@1) ~ 

. ,pH' Cu Fe As 

1 % 3.1 , ’..30 60, 38.5 
1 s_ 3.1 -., .10 .26.4 20.5 
2 ,%_ 3.5 - ‘.20 22.1 29.5 
2 % 3.6’;>- .08. 11.4 15.0

‘ 

5 -.%1 8.63“- ND. ; .1'l.39» ‘1.30, ' 

5 ' s‘ 8.5 - ND .‘ 

/ 1.15 1.21:" 
8 s 9.1 ’ ND jp’ ND *, .99 
8 s 9.0 ND .89 1.21 

Conclusions, the preceeding results have proven that it is possible 
to remove our nemesis to a revel that is surely below its expected1imits.. Other words, it is -p0ssible to 
_obtain a limit cf 3 ppm(As- and a solid precipit ate 
that does not dissolve very readily, as shown in the 
dilutions 1 

this procedure seems very effective for the supression, of arsenic


