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publications by Rand (1957), Hussey (1958), and Young (1962 and 1963). The
data presented on this map are comparable Lo those presented for wesy-cen-
tral Maine by Post and Hite (1963). .

Map daLa are based on the analyses of 1,073 samples of fine-grained
i )3 . scdiment collected from the active channels of streams readily accessible
B o srassma e - 3 o). el by roads, trails, or waterways. All samples were collected during the
e » s 1963 field scason. An attempt was made~io achieve a somple density of
one sample per two square miles, but this was frequently not achieved
because of v¥Fiations in the drainage network and poor accessibility in
& some areas. &
hy 4 & |8 The samples were dried, screened through a 250-micron sieve, and the
Ay w4 Reot- minus- 250-micron portions were analyzed for cold citratc-soluble heavy
N < : i ’e metals (principally undifferentiated copper, lead, zinc, and cobalt) snd
M S S for cold acid-extractable copper by rapid semiquantitative field methods
& described by Ward, Lakin, Canney, and others (1963, p- 25-29).
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= ' 3d jate symbol. Few of these deposits are situated where their metal would
‘be introduced into the stream courses sampled during this investigation.
Thus, it is difficult Lo correlate the distribution of known mineral. de-

; posits with geochemical anomalies. A few highly anomalous values un-
../ wot doubtedly reflent contamination from mineral exploration activities.
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Many of the heavy-metal anomalies are associated with appreciable
A concentrations of manganese-iron oxides in the streem sediment. Such
3 9 material is known to be an efficient scavenger of many metals, especially
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! % S e P .~ ganese content of the sample and indicating by a special symbol on this
z : i S map those samples with a higher than average ratio of heavy metals to -
b 4 ey % s manganesc. Although the samples so indicated seem to have greater signi-
s % . Ny ficance than others, any apparent heavy-met@l snomaly should be inter-
/ _ ! g e . preted cautiously and with full recognition that it may not be related
: ; : " “Sooe k to 8 mineral deposit. but may only represent a natural enrichment of metal
from enmincralized source rocks. , -
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