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Introduction

= San Juan Mine (SJM)
"WGH —

= Non-geomorphic

= Approximately 450 acres

= Seeded 1986-1992

= VVegetation sampled 2001-2003

"CWSE —
= Geomorphic
= Approximately 122 acres
= Seeded 2002
= VVegetation sampled 2012
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Results
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Results

Shrub density (shrubs / ac)
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p=0.13
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Results

Relative perennial grass cover (%)
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Results

Relative shrub cover (%)
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Results

Number of species
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Conclusions

1) Perennial cover was significantly greater on the geomorphic vs. the non-geomorphic area
2) Shrub density not significantly different in the geomorphic vs. the non-geomorphic area

3) Overall species composition was similar; the geomorphic landscape possibly favors shrub species
diversity while the non-geomorphic area possibly favors perennial grass species diversity
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Further work

1) Continued sampling of geomorphic and non-geomorphic areas at San Juan Mine
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Further work

1) Continued sampling of geomorphic and non-geomorphic areas at San Juan Mine

2) Initiation of sampling of geomorphic areas at La Plata Mine
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