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MODEL-GRID BOUNDARY
STUDY AREA BOUNDARY
MODEL~-GRID CELL~-Rows and columns labelled
at 5 cell increments. Number in cell shows
average hydraulic conductivity, in feet per day.
Blank cells indicate unit is not present.
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INTERIOR—GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, RESTON, VIRGINIA—1897

Base modified from U.S. Geological Survey
1:100,000 topographic quadrangles, 1978-84.

MAP SHOWING DISTRIBUTION OF HORIZONTAL HYDRAULIC CONDUCTIVITY
IN THE CONFINING UNITS AND UNDIFFERENTIATED SEDIMENTS (C1, C2, UF, AND SF)
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