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Figure 7a. Summary of testing data from site 3.
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Figure 10. Geophysical log, hydrostratigraphy, and monitoring well data from site 6.
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Figure 7b. Geophysical log, hydrostratigraphy, and monitoring well data from site 3.

Figure 8. Geophysical log, hydrostratigraphy, and monitoring well data from site 4.
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Figure 9. Geophysical log, hydrostratigraphy, and monitoring well data from site 5.
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Figure 11. Geophysical log, hydrostratigraphy, and monitoring well data from site 7.
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Figure 12. Geophysical log, hydrostratigraphy, and monitoring well data from site 8.
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Figure 13. Summary of geophysical and lithostrtigraphic data from Gc52-15.
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Explanation for Symbols on Plate 1

Armstrong confining unit
Blackbird confining unit
Cheswold aquifer
Columbia aquifer
Columbia/Rancocas aquifer undifferentiated
fill
Hornerstown Formation
Navesink Formation
Mt. Laurel Formation
Marshalltown Formation
Englishtown Formation
Merchantville Formation
Magothy Formation
Potomac Formation
Magothy aquifer
Mt. Laurel aquifer
Piney Point aquifer
Columbia Formation
Delaware Bay Group
Rancocas aquifer
Summit confining unit
Calvert Formation
Cheswold sand
Manasquan Formation
Piney Point Formation
Shark River Formation
Vincentown Formation
unnamed confining unit
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Figure 2b. Detail map for site 8.





