















































































































































Well 41

DEPTH

0- 10
10- 20
20- 30
30- 40
40- 50
50- 70
70- 80
80-110
110 - 160

160 - 170
170 - 180
180 - 203
203 - 222
222 - 242
242 - 303
303 - 324
324 -362
362 -370

Well 118

DEPTH
0- 5
5- 10

10- 22
22- 40
40- 41
41- 79
79 - 100

Continental Forest

LITHOLOGY

White sandy clay

White clay and sand

White sandy clay

Yellow sandy clay

Clay and sand

Red clay

Mixed clay

White sand and gravel

White sand and gravel with streaks of
clay

Coarse white sand

Coarse sand with streaks of clay
Medium coarse sand

Red clay

Coarse sand with little clay
White sandy clay

Mixed clay with streaks of sand
Sandy white clay

Very hard rock

Kimberly Clark Production Well

LITHOLOGY

Tan sandy clay

Red sandy clay

Red and yellow sandy clay

Tan sand with some clay

Tough sandy clay

Soft yellow clay

Hard sandy clay with streaks of gray
sandstone and some shells

43

Well 118

100 - 140

140 - 162
162 - 184
184 - 190
190 - 192
192 - 250
250 - 305
305 - 325
325-350

350 - 452

452 - 458
458 - 520
520 - 555

555 - 568
568 - 580
580 - 581
581 - 595
595 - 615
615 -630
630 - 638
638 - 642
642 - 660
660 - 690
690 - 692
692 - 700
700 - 705

Kimberly Clark Production Well — continued

Softer sandy clay with streaks of gray
sandstone and some shells

Tough clay

Sand and soft white clay

Hard black clay

Hard rough rock

Soft gray clay with some sand

Tough red sandy clay

Softer red sandy clay

Soft clay with coarse to fine sand and
streaks of white clay

Very soft coarse to fine sand with
streaks of clay

Tough clay

Tough white clay with streaks of sand
Soft pink clayey sand with streaks of
white clay

Tough white sandy clay

Sand with soft red clay

Soft rock

Tough red sandy clay

Softer sand with red clay streaks

Soft coarse to fine sand

Hard red sandy clay

Hard rock with streaks of clay

Soft red sandy clay

Soft sand and gravel

Rock

Tough rock and sandy clay

Very hard rock
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