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' LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

HonoraBLE RoBerT A. ROE, Commissioner |
Department of Conservation and !
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John Fitch Plaza '
Trenton, New Jersey 08625 w!

Dear Sir: "

I am transmitting a report entitled “Ground-Water Resources of Mon-
mouth County, New Jersey,” which was completed under the cooperative
agreement with the Ground-Water Branch, Wa::ter Resources Division,
U. S. Geological Survey, as part of the statewide: _program authorized by

the 1958 Water Supply Law. i

[

The report evaluates the relative importance of the aquifers of Mon-
mouth County and suitability for future develbpment The probable
magnitude of the ground-water supplies which can be developed within
the County and the quahty of the ground-water : m each of the aquifers
are discussed.

The information in this report is of vital inteirest and importance to
the growth of the County and provides a basis for the protection and
safe development of the ground-water resources essentlal for such growth.
I therefore recommend that this report be pubhshed as a Special Report
of the Division of Water Policy and Supply. ‘

Respectfully submitted,

George R. |Shankhn »

Director and Chief Engineer
July 1, 1968
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GROUND-WATER RESOURCES. - OF MONM
' NEW JERSEY

By Leo A. Jablonski

ABSTRACT

Monmouth County includes an area of 538 squ
New Jersey. The climate is characterized by
moderate humidity, and moderate precipitation.

The exposed rocks in the area are chiefly sands
in age from Late Cretaceous through Recent.
northeast-southwest and dip gently to the southes
in total thickness from about 500 to 1,200 feet or
by basement rocks of late Precambrian(?) age.

The principal aquifers underlying Monmouth;

OUTH COUNTY,

ire miles in east-central
moderate temperature,

and clays, which range
The formations strike
st. These rocks range
more and are underlain

County occur in the

Raritan and Magothy Formations, the Englishtowjrll Formation, the Wen-

onah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand, the
and the Kirkwood Formation.

Ground water constituted about 50 percent of
1958. The daily withdrawal of ground water w

Vincentown Formation,

the total water use in
vas at an average rate

of 21.6 mgd (million gallons per day) in 1958

‘and about 32 megd in

1965 (N. J. Division of Water Policy and Supply) The water demand
is expected to increase to about 133 mgd by the year 2000. An analysis
of streamflow records for the period 1932 to 1950 suggests that, excluding

the Raritan and Magothy Formations, the maJor aquifers that occur

under water-table conditions in the county dlschar\
178 mgd to streams.

The aquifers in the Raritan and Magothy Forn
or no water directly to streams in Monmouth G
have been the most productive in the county.
water has been found in the lower parts of thes
County, further development should proceed wa
salt water does not threaten existing supplies.

Aquifers in the Raritan and Magothy Forma
town Formation supplied 76 percent of the groun
These aquifers, in conjunction with the Wenonah
Laurel Sand of Late Cretaceous age, are capable
large yields to wells. The average yield of 63 large
these aquifers is 580 gpm, at depths ranging from

ge an average of about

nations contribute little
ounty. These aquifers
However, because salt

e formations in Ocean

chfully to assure that

tions and the English-
d water usedin 1958.
Formation and Mount
of providing relatively
-diameter wells tapping

100 to 1,140 feet. In




general, the concentrations of chemical constituents -in watér from the
aquifers would not restrict the use of the: water for most purposes. High
concentrations of iron do occur and require treatment. The concentra-
tions of dissolved solids in 39 of 41 samples were 160 ppm (parts per

million) or less.
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PURPOSE AND SCOPE

This investigation was made by the U. S. Geologlcal Survey as part
: of a continuing program for the collection and‘ interpretation of basic
data relative to the ground-water supply of the State of New Jersey. It
was made in cooperatlon with the Division of Water Policy and Supply
of the New Jersey State Department of Conselv;ttlon and Economic De-
* velopment, to aid ‘in the administration ‘and de\%elopment of the water
resources -of the State. 1

The extensive use of ground water and the - anticipated demand for
additional future.supplies have resulted in the need for an appraisal of
the ground-water resources of- Monmouth County Accordmgly, the pur-
~ pose of this investigation has been to evaluate and interpret the geologic
and hydrologic factors relating to the occurrence, movement and chemical
quality of ground water in Monmouth County

Many of the data on which this report is based have been published
in two earlier basic-data reports (Jablonski 1959 and 1960). This report
. contains” discussions of the water-bearing propetties of the formations
occurring in the county and of the water resources as presently developed.

Well records and well logs supplementmg those prevxously published are
~ also included.

The field W01k was  begun in the spring of 1957 and continued inter-
mittently until completion in the fall of 1959. Both the field work and
~ the preparation of the report- were supervised byf' Allen Sinnott, District
- Geologist in charge of cooperative ground- water 'studies in New Jersey.
: \

LOCATION AND EXTENT
Monmouth County is in east-central New Jersey (fig. 1), 20 miles
- south of New York City and 75 miles northeast of Philadelphia, Pa.
It is between longltudes 73°58 and 74°377 W, and latitudes 40°05’ and
40°29" N. The county is bounded on the west by Mercer and Middle-
* sex counties, on the southwest by Burlington Qounty, on the south by
~ Ocean County, on the east by the Atlantic Ocean, and on the north by
Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay. (See fig. 2).,
The county occupies a. total area of 538 square(
© Of this area, 479 square mlles is land surface‘
 water area. |
PREVIOUS INVESTIGATI‘ONS
Previous investigations have been made of the geology and ground-water
resources of the area, and the information contamed in these earlier
" studies has been ut1hzed in this report. ﬁ

miles or 344 ,390 acres.
and 59 square miles is

|
s

I
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Figure 1.—Map of New Jersey showing the location of the area described
in this report.
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The geology of the area was studied and mapped by the staff of the
State Geologist ‘between 1854 and '1912. Annual reports of the State
Geologlst from 1864 to 1910 contain logs and records of wells drilled
during this period. Mansfield (1923) studied the potash content in sands
from Monmouth County. Thompson (1930) made a comprehensive study
of the ground-water supplies in the Asbury Park |area. The Monmouth
'County Planning Board (1957) outlined broadly fthe water requirements
in the county. Owens and Minard (1960) intensi\J‘!ely studied and mapped
the geology of the New Egypt quadrangle, which i‘ncludes a small portion
of Monmouth County. Basic geologic and hydrologlc data are collected
at present by the Division of Water Policy and Supply and the office of
the State Geologlst ,}

WELL-NUMBERING AND LOCATIO\I SYSTEM
" Wells appearing on figure 2 are numbered areally from 1 through 41,
P 1 through P 76, I 1 through I 5, and D 1 through D 145. The num-
bered series-having no letter prefixes indicate wells for which data are
included in this report; the P and I series appear 1n New Jersey Division
of Water Policy and Supply Water Resources Clrcular 4 (Jablonski, .
1960) ; and the D series appears in Circular 2 (Jablonskl 1959).

The wells are identified by a system of numbers based upon the New -
Jersey topographic atlas sheets. There are 17 state atlas sheets numbered
consecutively from 21 to 37. Monmouth County | lis included in parts of
atlas sheets 28 and 29 (fig. 3). The atlas sheets ére at a scale of 1 inch
to a mile and contain 26 minutes of longitude and | 128 minutes of latitude.
The numbering system was descrlbed by Kiimmel | (1913 p. 13 and 14)

as follows:

5

“Each atlas sheet is divided into rectangles measurmg 6- minutes of
latitude and 6-minutes of longitude. Beginning, in the upper left-hand

corner, these are numbered across the sheet from 1 to 5, inclusive,

number 5 being an incomplete rectangle co
longitude at the right. Those on the second ro
" 15,.those on the third 21.to 25, those on the
 on the fifth 41 to 45. The rectangles number
differ from the others in comprising 6-minute
minutes of latitude. Number 45 embraces 2-mi
4-minutes of latitudée. Each'of these rectangles
rectangles measuring 2-minutes of latitude and
by lines already engraved upon the sheet. The
each of-the 6-minute rectangles’ are numbered
in the upper left-hand corner and numbering t
being on the left under number 1.

The subdivit

?nprising 2-minutes of
w are numbered 11 to
fourth 31 to 35 and
d 41 to 44, inclusive,
s of longitude and 4-
nutes of longitude and
is divided intg smaller
12 -minutes of longitude
|2-minute rectangles in
rom 1 to 9 beginning
o the right, number 4
sions of the incomplete




Atlas Sheet No.29
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6-minute rectangles on the right of the sheet, i.e., those numbered 5,
15, 25, 35, are numbered 1, 4, 7, of those at th;‘e bottom, i.e., numbers
41, 42, 43, 44, the subdivisions are numbered |1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6. The
subdivisions of the incomplete rectangle in the lcﬁ)wer right-hand corner,
number 45, are numbered 1, 4. It is evident tl}lat by writing first the
number of the atlas sheet; second, the number of the 6-minute rec-
tangle; and third, the number of any 2-minute }zrectaﬁgle, we can form
a combination of numbers peculiar to any Z-mimfllte rectangle within the
State. In order to locate points more accuratelfy each of the Z2-minute
rectangles is divided into nine equal parts, m{imbered from 1 to 9,
beginning in the upper left-hand corner, and leach of these is again
divided into nine, numbered similarly. The sinallest rectangles rep-
resent areas about 330 yards from east to west and 440 yards from
north to south. By adding the appropriate numbcrs of these two smaller
divisions to the three already written, it is possibile to get a combination
which represents the exact location of any area 330 x 440 yards.”
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- GEOGRAPHY

TOPOGRAPHY AND DRAIN

Monmouth County lies entlrely w1th1n the A
physiographic  province. The ‘county is characteriz
of lowlands ranging in altitude from sea level ‘to
to the lowlands, a prominent ridge stretches southw
to Clarksburg and then southward. This ridge for
the streams drammg into the. Atlantic Ocean on th(

dralnlng into the Raritan and Delaware Rivers on.

The highest altitude in:the Coastal' Plain of New ]

this ridge at. Crawford’s Hill, south of Keypor‘t.» T

sion -of the ridge attains an altitude of 269 feet in th

sink. It -extends westward as a well-defined ‘ridge

IAGE

tlantic Coastal -, Plain

ed by. broad stretches

150 . feet.

In contrast

est from Raritan Bay
ms the divide between

east, and the streams
the north:and west.
ersey (391 feet) .is on
he notrtheastern exten-
e Highlands of Nave-
for 15 ‘miles to Mor-

ganville, then broadens between Morganville and Freehold, maintaining a
general -altitude of 200 feet. From Freehold, it cantinUes to a- group. of
hills in the vicinity of Clarksburg. The hills are more than 300 feet in
altitude, the highest being Pine Hill (372 feet) . “ The range extends

through Clarksburg and southward into Ocean COUnty
I

Numerous branches extend outward from the 1
the more noticeable of the smaller divides on the oc
Freehold to Asbury Park, and has an altitude of
mile from the ocean. “On the west side of the m
fewer prominences.
burg and forms a divide between the drainage syster

Delaware Rivers.

Sandy Hook, a recurved spit, is an interesting t
Monmouth Cousity. It was formed by the dep051

One of
ean side e‘xtends‘from
184 feet less than a
ain divide, there "are

main d1v1de

The most important extends northwest from Clarks-

ns of the Raritan and
! S e

opographic feature in

tion of material pre-

viously eroded from beaches as far south as Bay Head in Ocean County
According to Haupt (1906), the Shrewsbury and Navesmk RIVCI‘S were
open to the sea in 1769 and Sandy Hook was not| then separated from
the mainland by the Navesink River. i
Major streams flowing to the Delaware River are Crossw1cks Creek,
Doctors Creek, and Assunpink Creek; to the Raritan River are Deep Run

Brook, Matchaponix Brook, Manalapan Brook, and Millstone River.

Matawan Creek, Shrewsbury River, and Navesink
tan Bay. Major streams discharging to the Atlantic

River, Shark River and the north branch of the Meé

county has good drainage with the exception of a
in the southern part.

River flow into Rari-
Dcean are Manasquan
tedeconk River. The
lfew sluggish streams
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LAND USE AND CULTURE

The land use in 1950 was 47.9 percent for farms, 21.9 percent for
forests, 10.9 percent pubhcly owned, 0.8 percent for industry, and 18.5
percent for residential and - other purposes. (Monmouth County -Plan-
ning Board,-1958). Although Monmouth County is principally an agri-
cultural county, many light industries” and  some Iarger 1ndustr1es are
located in Freehold, Red Bank;" and Matawan. '

“The ‘population of the county in 1950 was 225,327 'and in 1960 was
334,401, according’ to the U.:S. Census Bureau. The- population increase
of about 48 percent between 1950 and 1960 has been coficentrated in the
urban areas; in 1960 these areas contained: about 78 percent of the popu-
lation: ~The wurban ‘population “increased 85 percent wheréas the fural
population: decreased about 12 percent from.1950 .to 1960. The greater
part.cf the population is. concentrated in the eastern third:of the county.
This concentration, coupled with an' influx- of 2. million fourists. during
the summer months, has made the coastal area the chief area of water use.

CLIMATE

The climate of Monmouth County is generally moderate, with warm
summers, mild winters, and an evenly distributed average monthly rainfall.

Table 1 g1ves the chmatlc summary for 23 years of record at, the Longu
Branch weather statlon

High -humidity occurs frequently along .the coast and less frequently
inland. . Freezing temperatures occur intermittently from October through
Aprll The average first frost occurs on October 17, and the average last
frost occurs on April 24, allowing an average growing season of 198 days

. The average annual precipitation is 44.67 inches and the mean annual .
temperature is 52.6°F, based on the composite record from the weather
stations at Freehold, Sandy Hook, and Long Branch The graph on
figure 4 shows the average annual prec1p1tat10n at the Long Branch
weather statlon in Monmouth County
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Figure 4.—Annual precipitation at Long.Branch, ~1?08-60 (from records of
the U. S. Weather Bureau).;;
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Table 1.—Monthly and annual air temperature and precipitation at

_.Long Branch, N. J. .

(1908-1930) -

Long Branch

Average Average
“monthly monthly Average Lowest © Highest
‘air tem- . precipi-  monthly temper-  temper-
perature tation snowfall ature ature
Month (°F) (inches) (inches) (°F) (°F)
January 31.5 3.73 | 7.0 -6 74
. February 31.2 3.44 7.8 -9 76
March 394 3.58" 5.6 6 83
April 48.2 _ 4.18 1.2 12 92
May 58.0 321 0 30 97
June 67.1 3.56. 0 42 99
July 72.1 4.39 0 48 102
August 70.8 444 0 47 98
September 1659 2.62 0 36 96
October . 55.4 2.82 T 27 91
November 442 2.82 2 13 81
December ~ 34.2 3.53 52 8 69
Average z;nnual ~+51.5 42.32 27.0 — —
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STRATIGRAPHY AND: STRL CTURE
Monmouth County. is:in the: New. Jersey. section of the- Atlantic-Coastal

Plain physiographic province of. the. eastern. Unit
Coastal Plain province is underlain. by unconsoli
and Cenozoic.age. These strata. occupy. a belt

Bay, .in Monmouth -County, southwestward along

Coasts -into Mexico. - Northeast of Raritan Bay
parts. of Staten: Island, Long Island, New Engl
peninsula: :

The  formations present in Monmouth Count
which gives their age, water-bearing properties, s

The descriptions of the formations are adapted .in p

and Owens and Minard (1960).

‘The Coastal ‘Plain ‘formations in Monmouth

ed States. The Atlantic
lated rocks of Mesozoic
extending from Raritan
the Atlantic and. Gulf
similar -strata underlie

md, .and the Cape  Cod

y are listed in table' 2,
trike, dip, and thickness:
art from Weller (1907)

| e ‘
\County are marine and

continental sedimentary rocks, chiefly of ‘Late Cretaceous and Tertiary

age. These rocks are composed of sand, silt, and
of gravel.- Locally, beds of iron-cemented sands
present. Thin deposits of .clay, .sand, and gravel
the older formations in places. The Coastal P
posited on an erosional - bedrock surface of -la
Triassic age.

The eroded edges of the formations are expose
- trending northeast-southwest, as indicated on the
The dip of the formations ranges from 10 to
southeast.

I
clay with ‘minor amotunts

tone and calcarenite are

of Quaternary age cover

ain sediments were: de-
te. Precambrian(?) ' and

1 at the surfdce in bands
geologic map, figure 5.

62 feet per mile to the

The total thickness increases to the

southeast as shown on

geologic cross sections A-A’, B-B’, and C-C. Séle figures 5 and 6. The
combined thickness of the Coastal Plain formations increases from about
500 feet in the northwestern part of the countijf to 1,200 feet or more
in the southeastern part. |

i

GEOLOGIC HISTORY

The following discussion has been modified f
and Kiimmel (1915).

rom a report by Lewis

More than 600 million years ago, during the late Precambrian Period,
the oldest known rocks underlying Monmouth| County were deposited
as sands and muds in a geosyncline. The accumulatlon of a great thickness
of overlying sediments created sufficient heat and pressure to form sand-
stones, shales, and arkoses. These consolidated rpcks were later intruded

by igneous rocks and altered to form the gneisses land schists of the Wissa-
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hickon Formation. However, in:past years, the age of the Wissahickon
Formation has been questionable. The age assxgnment of late Precam-
brian(?) for this unit is preferred. )

A long interval ‘of erosion or nondepssition followed and the late Pre-
cambrian(?) rocks were worn to a nearly flat surface. Then, about 120
million years ago, during the Early Cretaceous Epoch,: the Appalachian .
Mountains to the west were uplifted, and eastward-flowing streams de-
posited sand, clay, and gravel in the bays and ‘estuaries along the coast.
After partial erosion-of the Upper Cretaceous deposits, the sea began' to
fluctuate across Monmouth County, and sand or clay was deposited during
the respective retreats and advances of the sea. Cretaceous deposition was
brought to a close in Monmouth County by a, cemplete. w1thdrawal of
the .sea.

An' interval of erosion ensued, and the landward edges of the Cre-
taceous deposits were removed. The next advance of the sea occurred
over 60 million years ago during the Tertiary Period. Alternating erosion
and . deposition continued throughout- the period, and sands, clays, and
gravels were .deposited on .the older Cretaceous materials.

" The deposits “formed during the past million years and those now
forming: belong to the Quaternary System. The beginning of this period
is known as the Pleistocene Epoch and has been called the “Ice Age.”
Sand and gravel were deposited in Monmouth County during the Ice
Age by melt waters from the glaciers to the north. The Quaternary
deposits since that time belong to the Recent Series.
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WATER RESOURCES
SUPPLY | -

The water supply of Monmouth County is derived from surface streams
and from ground-water reservoirs beneath the surface. The Coastal Plain
" strata that immediately underlie the land surface form water-table aquifers
—aquifers in which the water is not confined t&nder artesian pressure
between strata of low permeability. The Water;‘ table aquifers receive
recharge from precipitation. Precipitation directly on streams, overland
runoff of precipitation, and discharge of water: from the water-table
aquifers to streams account for streamflow. Hence, precipitation is the
source, direct or indirect, of streamflow. The loﬁg-term average annual
precipitation is a measure of the total water supply of an area. The
average annual precipitation of 44.67 inches in the county is equivalent
to 775 million gallons of water per square mile.. A significant part of
the precipitation cannot be recovered for development however, because
it is returned to the atmosphere by evaporation and by the transpiration
of plants. Only the precipitation that enters streams or becomes ground
water is potentially available -for use. :

If the weighted average discharge data for the drainage areas given
in table 3 is typical of the weighted average natural discharge of all the
drainage areas in the county, then about 540 mgd (million gallons per
day) is the average natural stream discharge out of the county. Adjusting
for surface-water diversions, the actual stream discharge out of the county
in 1958 probably was about 515 mgd. State law requires that certain
minimum flows be sustained downstream from anyr point of surface-water
diversions. The total minimum streamflow. out of Monmouth County
required by law is roughly 70 mgd.

To determine the surface-reservoir storage capacity that would be re-
quired at-any particular site in the county to pros‘/ide a certain sustained
yield requires consideration of the hydraulic continuity between the water-
table aquifers and some of the surface-water bodies. As discussed later
in this section, a significant part of the streamﬂ}ow is obtained as dis-
charge from water-table aquifers. A change in 'ﬁhe ground-water with-
drawals from the water-table aquifers would affect the amount of dis-

‘ .
charge from these aquifers to the streams which, 1“ turn, would influence
the rate of streamflow. However, if the Wlthdrawals were for non-
consumptive use within the basin there would be little change in the

annual discharge. . "
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Table 3.—Average discharge of selected strecams. in Monmouth County

_ : Average
Area discharge Period of
Drainage systeml (square (cfs per record
miles) square. mile)
Manasquan River 43.4 1.66 1932-60
Crosswicks Creek 83.6 1.50 1941-50
- and
‘ . : 1953-60
Swimming River 48.5 . 1.57 1923-60
Matawan Creek 6.1 1.66 1933-54

weighted average
1.56 cfs per

square mile

1See figure 2 for location of gaging stations.

UTILIZATION

The total withdrawal of fresh water in Monmouth County during
1958 was at an average rate of approximately.44 mgd. Ground water
was used- at a -total rate of about 21.6 mgd and surface water at a rate
of 22.4 mgd. It is estimated that total consumption during 1965. was
63 mgd; about 32 mgd ground water and 31 mgd: surface water (N. J.
Division of Water -Policy and . Supply). :

Surface Water

Surface water in 1958 was used by public water supplies at a rate of
12.4 mgd and by farmers for irrigation at an estimated rate of 10.0 mgd.
Public water supplies derived surface water from Jumping Brook, Shark
River, Swimming River, and Whale Pond Brook, the diversion from
Swimming River constituting about 84 percent of the total pumpage
from the four streams. The surface water used for irrigation was sup-
plied chiefly by streams in the western- part of the county.

Ground Water

“The ground-water ‘usage in 1958 represents an increase of 18.1 mgd
since 1900. The chief source of ground water in Monmouth County
is wells tapping the Raritan and Magothy Formations and -the English-
town Formation. Aquifers in these formations supplied 76 percent of
the ground water in 1958.
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- Public water-supply installations were the laurgestj,i users of groeund water,
and they supplied chiefly homes and industries. O_th‘er consumers having
privately owned wells include industries, householll supplies, and farmers
for stock' or irrigation. ‘In 1958 public supplies accounted for about- 61
percent of the present ground-water use.in theﬁ county, industries 20
percent, and irrigation ‘and household supplies . 19‘ percent.

For this report,.all known 1rr1gat10n and pubhc supply wells and many
industrial wells were visited, and all available data concerning them were
obtained. Two hundred and fifty household Wells also were visited to

obtain representative data on wells of this type.

Public Water Supplles

Water for the 52 municipalities in Monmouth County is ‘obtained
from wells and streams. There are 26 public supphes of which 22 are
dependent upon ground water, 1 upon surface water, and 3 upon a
combination of both. The 26 public supplies furmsh water for about 87
percent of the population, the rest depending’ upon privately owned wells.

The average daily consumption by public supphe's totaled about 13.2
million gallons from ground water and 12.4 million gallons from surface
water in 1958; the combined consumption represents 58 percent of the
total water used in the county. As of 1938, pubhc supplies in the county
were authorized to withdraw as much as 46 ndgd from surface water
supplies developed on Jumping Brook, Swimming ;River, and Shark River.

Domestic and Stock Supplies v
Homes and farms not served by public water systems rely on privately
owned wells. On the basis of a 1958 estimate, about 43,000 people in
the county live in areas not served by public Water systems, If it is
assumed that the average per capita use is 50 ‘gpd (gallons per day),
domestic use of ground water is at a rate of about 2 mgd. The quantities
of ground water used by livestock and poultry probably do not exceed

a total rate of 150,000 gpd. 3}

Industrial Supplies !

The Monmouth County Planning Board made an inventory in 1958

of all industries not supplied by public water |systems. Industrial use
of ground water was at a rate of 4.2 mgd in 1958.

Irrigation Supplies |

The demand for water to irrigate farm lands has increased rapidly
in recent years. The Federal Census listed 109 acres of land under
irrigation in Monmouth County in 1944. The Soil Conservation District
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listed 15,378 acres as being irrigated in 1959. Based on ‘daily plant
requirements of 0.27 inch per acre during dry periods, water would be
needed at the rate of 7,150 gpd -to cover an acre of land, or about 110
mgd to cover the acreage irrigated in. the county. Actual inventory of
representative farms in the county indicates that. water was withdrawn
for irrigation at an average rate of about 12 mgd in 1957, or about
29 mgd during the irrigation season. Of this amount, about 2 mgd
was ground water. For the purposes of this water utilization inventory,
it was assumed that the amount of water used for irrigation in 1958
was the same as in 1957. ' '

FUTURE DEMANDS
The water demand of Monmouth County is expected to increase from
44 mgd in 1958 to 92 mgd in 1975, and to 133 mgd by the year 2000
(Monmouth County Planning Board, 1958 p. 7).



;,
. 21

|
GROUND WATER |
GEOHYDROLOGY {‘

The following is a brief discussion of the: factc;jrs governing the occur-
rence and- movement of ground water. For a more complete discussion
of the. subject the reader is referred to Meinzerl (1923), Ferris (1949,
p. 198-226), and Todd (1959, p. 14-77).

|
Precipitation that enters the ground becomes “subsurface water.” Sub-
surface water includes all the water beneath the| earth’s surface; ground
Water refers only to that which is at or below the level in the zone of
saturation where all openings in the rock are ﬁlled with water under
atmospheric, or, greater, pressure. ;;

- In Monmouth County, ground water occurs 1r1 the pore spaces among
the individual grains of the unconsolidated sediments that underlie the
entire .county. Ground water occurs in all the rock formations, but not
all the- formations are important as sources of Water supply. According
to their relative water-bearing capacities, the forrnatlons are called aquifers
(water-bearing) or aquicludes (essentially non- water bearing).

The aquifers serve as storage reservoirs and as transmission conduits.
They hold ground water in storage, and they transmlt it toward points
of discharge in response to hydraulic gradients. When a new withdrawal
is imposed on an aquifer that is in equlhbrlum the aquifer can obtain
a new equilibrium if the quantity of water Wlthdrawn can be balanced

by an increase in recharge or decrease in natural discharge. Until such
a  balance is established, -water is withdrawn frorp storage.

Ground water occurs under water-table (uncanﬁhed) or artesian (con-
fined) conditions. It is important to know the condition of occurrence
because the response of water-table aquifers to pumpmg is different from
that of artesian aquifers, and the effects of development are therefore
different. - i‘

Water-table aquifers contain ground water wﬁhich is under atmospheric
pressure at the top of the saturated portion. These aquifers yield water
from storage and transmit the effects of pumpmg to other parts of the
aquifer slowly, because a lowering of the head vof water in a water-table
aquifer (a decline of the water table) represents actual draining of water
from pores.

11
. . . L .
Artesian conditions exist where relatively impermeable confining beds

overlie and underlie an aquifer completely filled with water under hydro-

static pressure. The effects of a change in the head of water caused by
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pumping a well in an artesian aquifer is transmitted quickly to consider-
able distances in such aquifers. A lowering in the head of an arteisan
aquifer results not in draining of water from pores but in the squeezing
of a small amount of water from fine-grained materials, and also in slight
expansion of the water itself. The total quantity of the water released
from “storage per unit volume of the aquifer is much smaller than. the
amount that can be drained from pores under water-table ' conditions;
hence, a larger area of the aquifer is affected in pumping at a given
rate. An artesian aquifer yields water yet remains saturated so long as
the head is above the upper limit of the aquifer. Conditions change from
artesian to water-table at a place when the head of water declines below
the upper limit of the aquifer at that place.

Where the head of water in an artesian aquifer is above the land sur-
face, a well tapplng the aquifer will be a flowing well.

In Monmouth County, most of the ground water withdrawn has been
taken from the artesian aquifers. -Many -domestic well owners withdraw
water from water-table aquifers, but their total withdrawals are quite
small compared to the total ground-water withdrawals. It should be
noted that an aquifer may exist under water-table conditions at one place
and under artesian conditions at another. As far as is known, the aquifers
in Monmouth County occur under water-table conditions only in their
outcrop areas. '

Available data do not permit a determination of the average annual
recharge to each of the aquifer outcrop areas in Monmouth County.
Stream-gaging stations are not located at aquifer boundaries, so the ob-
served flows cannot show the baseflow discharge from each of the aquifers.
An analysis of the streamflow in the Manasquan River at Squankum for
the period 1932 through 1950 indicates that the average baseflow ‘discharge
from the water-table aquifers in that basin probably is in excess of about
0.55 mgd pér square mile. The aquifers that contribute directly to the
streams in this basin are primarily the Kirkwood Formation and the
Vincentown Formation.- The estimated average baseflow discharge for the
period May through October of each year from 1932 through 1950 was
used to compute the minimum average daily baseflow discharge for that
year. Certainly, this method is not valid for determining the average
baseﬂow conditions, but the value obtained is a conservative estimate of
average daily baseflow discharge that may be useful in making estimates

- of the amount of ground water available from aquifers that occur under
water-table conditions in ithe county. This is because the long-term re-
charge to the water-table aquifer must be at least as great as the long-term
baseflow discharge if precipitation is.theé only source of recharge. Thus,
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the long-term baseflow discharge is a conservative estlmate of the recharge
to these aquifers. '

Assuming that the average baseflow characteristiLs of all aquifers that
occur under water-table conditions somewhere in tjlhe county are typified
by the conditions in the Manasquan River drainagi!e area, an average of
in excess of 0. 55 mgd per square mile of aquifer outh rop area is discharged
from aquifers to streams in Monmouth County. Ihls represents ground
water that the aquifers could not transmit away from the outcrop areas
under the gradients that prevailed from 1932 through 1950. Widespread
development of these aqulfers in. and near thelr outcrop areas could
recover much of the water now discharged by these aquifers. Such de-
velopment would decrease the baseflow to the str“‘eams. The water use
very likely will not be entirely consumptive; hence, a certain percentage
of the ground water withdrawn will be returned 'to aquifers or streams
in the county. Development downdip from the oyfltcrop areas also could
recover some of the water now discharged as baseﬂow by creating steeper
gradients from the parts of the aqulfer that receive recharge from pre-

01p1tat10n

The aquifer in the Raritan and Magothy Formations probably con-
tributes little or no water directly to streamﬂow in the county because
practically all the outcrop area of this aquifer is outside Monmouth
County, and the confining beds overlying it within' the county are of low
permeability and could not leak much water upward into the streams.
It has been the most productive aquifer underlymg Monmouth County.
More water was pumped from this aquifer in 1958 than was pumped
from all the other aquifers underlying the county. The optimum yield
of this aquifer in the county is dependent on the distribution and intensity
of development in other parts of the Coastal Plain. Also it depends on
the extent of salt water in the aquifer landward from where it occurs in
the aquifer underlying the Atlantic Ocean. Until more is known about
the extent of this salt water, development of the aquifer should proceed
with caution to assure greatest permanency of existing supplies. Frequent
sampling of outpost wells is one method of detectiné‘ intrusion of 'salt water.

Records of fluctuations of the water table throu}éhout the Coastal Plain
show that little recharge from précipitation takeé place to the aquifers
during the growing season. Hence, during the g#owing season, much of
the precipitation is- transpired by vegetation, evaporated from the land
surface and used to restore the soil moisture in tl"e zone above the water
table. Figure 7 shows the average seasonal trend of water levels in the
Morrell well and figure 8 shows the seasonal trend since 1943 in the
Hulsart and Morrell wells. The water levels in lthcse wells are not ap-
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Figure 7.—Average daily water level in the Morrell well 1923-54 and
average monthly precipitation at Freehold 1905-54.
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prec1ably affected by pumpmg The location of the Hulsart and Morrell
wells‘is shown on figure, 2. Barksdale and others (1943, p. 37) and
Remson and Randolph (1958, p. 80-83) discuss in detail the significance
of the water-level fluctuations and trends in these two wells.  As shown
by figure 7, although the average monthly precipitation during July,
August; and. September is higher than that for the winter months (with
the ‘exception of March), the average daily water level is lower during
the summer months than in the winter months. Most of the recharge
to the "aquifers takes place during the nongrowing season when the
Lvaporatlon and transpiration losses are at a minimum. Thus, the total
annual preCIpltatlon is not-as significant an indicator. of annual aquifer
recharge as is:the prec1p1tat10n that takes place during the nongrowing
season: In general late October to late April constitutes the nongrowing
season or principal aquifer recharge period. The precipitation during the
November through April period at Freehold is about 22 inches. This
value probably is a reasonable approximation of the average precipitation
in the.county during the nongrowmg season.

The water-level fluctuations shown in figure 8 reflect, at least qualita-
tively; the relationship of aquifer recharge and dlscharge in, the area im-
mediately encompassing these particular observation wells. ‘A rising water-
level trend indicates a period when aquifer recharge exceeds aquifer dis-
charge. A declining water-level trend indicates a period when aquifer
recharge is less than aquifer discharge. A constant water-level trend
indieates a period during which aquifer recharge and discharge:are equal.

These ground-water levels also indicate, at least qualitatively, the
ground-water discharge from the water-table aquifers to streams. Ground-
water discharge to streams-is- related to the position of the water table.
In ‘ge‘neral, the higher “the ‘mean water-table level, t}re higher will. be
the .ground-water discharge‘to streams. Thus, if the water-level changes
in the Hulsart and" Morrell ‘wells can be considered indicative of changes
in the mean water-table level in the county, their water-level fluctuations
reﬂect the relative seasonal variations in ground-water. dlscharge to streams.

The quantltatxve significance of ground-water discharge to streams is
reflected by the shape of the flow- duration curves shown on figure 9. A
flow-duration curve is a- cumulative frequency curve that shows the per-
centage of time during which specified discharges were equaled or exceeded
in a ’;giveﬁ' period, irrespective of chronological sequence. 'The curves for
the two streams represent conditions as they-occur in eastern and western
Monmouth County ‘According to Searcy (1959, p. 22) a curve with a
flatteniing slope at low- discharge indicates a large amount .of perennial
storage. - In-the-Coastal Plain, this perennial storage probably is mostly
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Figure 9.—Duration curves for daily flows, Crosswicks Creek at Extonville (1941-51,
1952-57 W.Y.) and the Manasquan River at Squahnkum (1932-58 W.Y.)
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ground-water storage. On this basis, the streams in the county receive
a large amount of discharge from the ground-water reservoirs. This con-
clusion complements a baseflow analysis of the streamflow in the Man-
asquan River that indicated that at least 55 percent of the streamflow
was derived from baseflow discharge from water-table aquifers.

Recharge to an aquifer in the form of vertical leakage takes place when-
ever its piezometric-surface is lower than that of an adjacent aquifer and
the materials separating the aquifers are permeable. Generalized piezo-
metric maps are given in later sections for most of the major aquifers
in the county representing the approximate conditions for a short period
in 1959. Most of the water levels shown on these piezometric maps were
obtained in production wells. Arrangements were made with well owners
to discontinue pumping from most of the large-yield wells for as long a
period as practicable prior to a selected period of a few days during which
water-level measurements were made throughout the county. The water
levels observed represent conditions a short time after pumping had dis-
continued. As such, the piezometric maps suggest in a very general manner
the areas of apparent recharge and discharge and direction of ground-
water flow.

As far as is known, each zone of materials above bedrock underlying
the county is permeable to a certain degree. However, only a few data
are available on the permeability of the zones that consist primarily of
clayey materials. Much more information on the permeability of these
aquicludes is needed to assist in predicting with reasonable accuracy the
effects of future ground-water development and the practical sustained
yields of existing or proposed wells in any particular aquifer.

Reliable values of the permeability characteristics of the aquiclude
materials are needed in order to determine the significance of vertical
leakage between aquifers. The need for detailed data on these char-
acteristics is reflected in the following formula, which is a variation of
Darcy’s law for flow between two aquifers through a series of essentially
horizontal layers of -different permeabilities:

h A
Q by + by A+ .o+ b
Py P, P
where -
h = difference in total -head between top and bottom of the zone

of materials separating two, aquifers, in ft
A — area over which leakage occurs, in sq ft
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by + by + bm = total thickness of zone separating
two aquifelffs o

b; = thickness of Ist layer, in ft : J‘

P, — permeability of 1st layer, in gpd per sq‘ ft

Q = vertical leakage between two aquifers, 1r1 gpd

It should be noted from this equation that if thc permeability of the
layer of lowest permeability is sufficiently “smaller ‘than the others, then
the permeability and thickness of that layer will leffectively control the
rate of vertical leakage through the entire series ofj: layers. To illustrate,
this point, consider the following hypothetical situiétion.

Two aquifers are separated by a zone 100 feet ;‘thick consisting of 96
feet of silt and several thin clay layers with a cumulative thickness of 4 feet.
The permeabilities of the silts and clays are 0.6 and 0.001 gpd per sq ft,
respectively. The vertical leakage formula indicates

actual 9% + _4 416Q
0.6 0.001 !

Suppose that the samples collected and analyzed for ‘permeability were only
from the silt part of this zone and that it was assumed that, because most
of the zone consists of silts, the effective pe'rmea"bility of the 100-foot
zone probably is equal to the permeability of the sdts Using this infor-

mation the vertical leakage formula indicates

estimated 100 166.6
0.6 l

Then note that the estimated vertical leakage would be about 25 times
the actual vertical leakage between the aquifers. Obviously, errors of this
magnitude could result in misleading conclusions regardmg the significance
of vertical leakage.

Thus, if an aquiclude is not homogenous, but consists of layers of ma-
terials that would be expected to have radically dlfferent values of perme-
ability, a reasonably reliable estimate of leakage\through the aquiclude
requires (among other things) a knowledge of the\permeablllty and thick-
ness of the least permeable layer. Permeability analyses of samples from
some of the aquicludes suggest that their permeablhty may vary significantly
from place to place. Because of this apparent va‘mabxhty, the relatively
small number of samples that have been analyzed ; \for permeability cannot

be depended on to represent the aquicludes adequ:%tely.
!
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Pumping-test methods of analyzing the permeability characteristics of
aquicludes are preferablé because the volume of materials sampled is large
and the value of effective permeability determined represents the aquiclude
‘over a large area. Because some of thése methods have been developed
only very recently, there -has been little opportunity to apply them to
test data i in, this. area.

An aquifer also can be recharged by indueing seepage of water from
a stream with' which ‘it is in hydraulic connection. As far as known, the
natural - ground-water gradients in-the outcrop.-areas in the county are
toward streams. Pumping could reverse these gradients in some places and
water from the streams would be induced into the aquifers. A practical
advantage for locating a well near a stream with which it has hydraulic
connection is that the drawdown required for the well to have any par-
ticular "yield is less  than the drawdown that 0therW1se ‘would have been
needed. ‘

HYDRAULICS

Coefficients have been formulated to describe the ability of ground-
water reservoirs to store and transmit water. The most important of
these are the. coefficients of permeability, transmissibility, .and storage.
The most practical . -applications of the coefficients are: (1) predicting
water-level trends; (2) locating and spacing wells; and .(3) estimating
the yield of aquifers. Lang (1961) discusses the spacing of wells.

Permeability reflects the ability of a miaterial to transmit water, and
the coefficient is a measure of the permeability for a given material.
Transmissibility, or the coefficient of transmissibility, is a measure of the
ability of a ground-water reservoir to transmit water. Transmissibility
is a product of the permeability and the saturated thickness of a ground-
water reservoir.. The coefficient of storage cannot be given ‘a simple
physical interpretation but an understanding of its significance - can be
gained from the definition.

These terms may be defined as follows:

Coefficient of permeability—The rate of flow, in gallons per day at
a temperature of 60°F, through a cross-sectional area of 1 square
foot under a unit hydraulic gradient. If this coeflicient is determined
"in the field at a temperature other than 60°F, it is.called the field
coefficient of permeability.

Coeﬂ%ient of ‘transmissibility.—The rate of flow of water, at the
prevailing water temperature, in gallons per “day, through a vertical

“strip of the aquifer 1 foot wide, extending the full saturated helght
of the aquifer under a unit hydraulic gradient. :
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Coefficient of storage.—The volume of water }released from or taken

into ‘storage per.unit surface. area-of the.aquifer: per unit change in

the component. of head normal to that surfaee. : e

In field practice, the coefficients of transmissil‘j)ility and storage are
usually determined by an aquifer test, andvjch‘e"w" average: coeflicient ' of
permeability: is computed :by dividing the transmissibility by the-saturated
aquifer thickness.. The values of the-coefficients determmed for .one test,
even under ideal conditions, do not permit a quantltatrve evaluation of
the entire aquifer. Rather, a‘series. of tests thré yughout the -aquifer is
necessary for more complete evaluation.  The 1dea1 conditions .required to
determine accurately the coefficients by aquifer tests usually . cafnot .be
fully met in the field. The values determined under these nonideal con-
ditions serve as comparative indices and permit only a semiquantitative
evaluation of the aquifer.. ‘When aqulfer tests have not been made in an
area, it may be useful to obtain a rough estlrnate of the coefficient of
transm1551b111ty from the specific capacities of productlon wells. These and
others, (1963 p. 331- 338). indicates how the coeﬂicrent of transmlssxbrhty
can be éstimated from the specific capacity of a Well

For more complete discussion of general ground water hydrauhcs the
‘reader is referred to Ferris (1949, p. 226-272), Todd (1959, p. 77-114),
or Bruin and Hudson (19554) Hantush (1960, b 3713-3725) presents
an analysis of the response of an -aquifer being supphed by lateral re-
plenishment and leakage from overlying and underlylng aqulfers '

RECOVERY. BY WELLS

Construction a‘ :

“Wells are ‘the chief means of recovering ground water and obtalmng
data’ for determmlng the ‘ground-water resources \of an area. An under-
standifig of the basic ‘principles of well construction and developmerit is
essential, therefore, to ‘all prospective users of g'r‘j(f)und' water. The: basic
principles.of. construction and development apply to all wells, but methods
- vary. depending on_the local geology and topography

Methods.—A: water well is a hele or shaft sunk into ‘the- earth to
obtain - ground: water.” Wells “are classified ‘according to- the method .of
construction as: dug, bored, jetted,  driven; and !drilled. Most ground-
water supplies in Monmouth County -are obtained .from dug;drilled, or
driven wells. Brief descriptions of dug,‘drilled*‘and driven ‘wells follow ;

. !
more complete discussions of the various types of wells can be found in

Tolman (1937 P 392 408) and Todd (1959, D. 116 139)

Dug wells. —These are Iarge diameter wells. cnnstructed by. hand tools
“They are commenly less than 40 feet .deep!in Monmouth County.
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The demands for water in recent years have exceeded the yield of
most dug wells; moreover, the danger of pollution has caused the
use of dug wells as a source of supply to decline gradually in past
years.

The two main advantages of dug wells are: (1) they utilize water
from all water-bearing formations penetrated, and (2) they permit storage
of considerable quantities of water, available for immediate use. The dis-
advantages are: (1) they are susceptible to pollution, (2) construction
depends on a relatively shallow water table and formations that yield
water easily, and (3) ‘they can be extended generally only a few feet
below the water table and may go dry during droughts.

Driven wells.—A driven well is constructed by driving a pointed
“screen, called a drivepoint, into a water-bearing formation. The
screen is on the end of a string of 174 to 2%4 inch pipe and is driven
by a maul or a heavy weight alternately raised and dropped. In
general, this type of well utilizes shallow water-bearing sand or
gravel, but can be driven to depths of more than 100 feet depending
on the materials to be penetrated.

Although there are numerous limitations in the construction of a driven
well, it offers substantial yields at low cost.

Drilled wells.—There are many modified types of drilled wells, but
the two. most common are cable-tool (percussion) and hydraulic
rotary wells.

A rotary well is drilled by the rotation of a cutting bit on the bottom
of a string of drill pipes. The hole is kept open by circulation of liquid

- mud which also removes the drill cuttings. The well pipe, or casing,

and screen are positioned after the drilling is completed. Hydraulic
rotary wells in the county range from 4 to 36 inches in diameter and
have been drilled to depths of more than 1,300 feet.

" The cable-tool method uses a bit which is alternately raised and dropped
to excavate the hole. The cuttings are removed from the hole by a bailer
or long pipe-like bucket. In sand and similar materials, the well casing
must be driven down as drilling proceeds to prevent caving of the sides
of the hole. The screen is installed after the aquifer is reached. Cable-
tool wells in the county range from 3 to 12 inches in diameter and have
been drilled to depths of more than 1,300 feet.

Compared to other methods of well cdnstruction, cable-tool and rotary-
drilling methods are faster, can go to greater depths, and can produce
wells that yield much larger and more reliable supplies of ground water.

"Both methods require a water supply during construction.
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Rotary and cable-tool drilled wells are by far the most important types
in Monmouth County; rotary wells are most numerous among industries,
public supplies, and irrigation water systems. '

~ Well Screens.—Development of most water-bearing formations in Mon-
mouth County require installation of a well screén, The screen allows
an envelope of sand or gravel to form as the well ;is pumped and surged,
and maintains the envelope after development. The sand envelope grades

from coarsest to finest grain size away from the!screen. The envelope
is developed by removing the fine material surrounding the screen to
produce an arrangement of coarse particles that b(%st fits the well screen.
Surging is the chief method used for developing screen wells. The screen
size opening is determined by the grain size and distribution of the water-
bearing material. Well screen information can bé obtained from screen
manufacturers. }5

Specific Capacity.—The specific capacity of a well is the rate of yield
per unit of drawdown; generally expressed in gpm for each foot of
water-level drawdown in the well. The specific ¢apacities of wells that
are not located close to geohydrologic boundaries; of an aquifer suggest
a relation to the aquifer’s coefficient of transmissibj%ility in the area of the
well; high specific capacities suggest a high coefficient of transmissibility
and low specific capacities suggest a low .-coefﬁci:ent of transmissibility.
The specific capacity of a well near a geohydrologic boundary of an aquifer
may be affected significantly by this boundary. The specific capacity of
a well not located near an aquifer boundary ma}jf not necessarily reflect
the coefficient of transmissibility of the aquifer ‘near the well because
specific capacity is also affected by, among other things, the well con-
struction and development, the aquifer coefficient of storage, and the part
of the aquifer the well is screened in.

CHEMICAL CHARACTER OF THE GROUND WATER

The geology and climate of an area largely Hetermine the chemical
and physical characteristics of the ground water;“ and therefore its use-
fulness as a water supply. The mineral matter contained in ground water
is dissolved principally from the rock and soil with which the water comes
in contact. Therefore, changes in geology and in the direction and rate

of movement of ground water can cause Variationsljin the quality of water.

This section presents a discussion of the resufts of chemical analyses
of water samples from 76 wells in Monmouth County ( Jablonski, 1959,
1960). Raw water samples were taken because treatment usually removes
or reduces some chemical constituents. Concentrations given are rounded
according to the practice of the U. S. Geological |Survey.
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Ground water--in New Jersey generally contains less than 400 ppm
(parts per million) of dissolved mineral matter and is satisfactory - for
domestic, irrigation, and most industrial uses. The ‘mineral constituents
that may affect the suitability of ground water for most purposes are silica,
iron, calcium, magnesium, sodium, pofassium,,bica_rbonate, sulfate, chloride,
fluoride, nitrate, and hydrogen sulfide. Also, in the discussion that follows,
dissolved solids, specific electrical conductance, pH, and bacterial pollution
are considered.

Individual Constituents

Silica (S510,) —thca in water appears to have little effect on human
beings, livestock, fish, or plant life. It is of chief concern to industrial
users, especially when the water is to be used, for boilers, because it
contributes to the formation of a hard scale that prevents the 1ap1d
transfer of heat. Silica concentrations above 5 ppm can cause scaling,
even at operating pressures-as low.as 150 pounds per square inch.
Silica: in water can be removed by treatment.

Analyses of Monmouth County ground watexs indicate that silica. ranges
from a trace to 45 ppm; 30 of the 76 samples contained between 10 and
24 ppm.

Iron (Fe).—Concentrations of iron, or of iron and manganese :to-
gether, greater than. 0.3 ppm -are objectionable because the water
stairis fixtures; utensils, and: fabrics. Iron and Mangarese’ also give
the water an unpleasant taste. Many industrial uses cannot tolerate
more than 0.35 ppm, although some can- tolerate almost none at all
and others can tolerate .as much as 1 ppm.. The U.:S. Public Health
Service Drinking Water *Standards -(1962) 1ecommend a limit of
0.3 ppm of iron for drinking water. : :

Iron is commonly. treated by chemicals or aeration to cause precipita-
tion. The iron precipitate is then removed either by ﬁltelmg or settling
in tanks. Domestic tledtment units on the market will remove as much
as 10 ppm of iron at a rate of 3 gpm (gallons per minute). Greater
rates of flow can be successfully treated by using more than one unit.

Iron in samples. of ground water from.Monmouth County ranges from
0 to 33 ppm.. Only 9 of 76 samples contained 0.3 -ppm.or less. :

Calcium (Ca) and magnesium (Mg).—Although calcium ‘and mag-

" nesium are -only -slightly soluble in pure water, water containing
carbon dioxide "dissolves these elements from rocks and soils. Most
of ‘the -hardness of water is caused by calcium and magnesium salts.
These constituents also tend to form boiler scale. .
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Calcium ranges from 1.4 to 40 ppm and magnesium frorn 02 to 15 ppm

in 41 ground-water samples from Monmouth County.

Sodium (Na) and potassium (K)—The ca

metals are present in all natural waters an

mpounds of these two
dare not harmful to

animal life in the concentrations generally

found. However, con-

icause foaming in'steam

b

centrations-greater than 50 to 100 ppm may
boilers when associated with bicarbonate. ‘
contain high concentrations of sodium salts\may cause the soil to
become less permeable. “

Irrigation ~ waters that

According to 28 samples in which sodium and potassium  were -de-
termined, sodium ranges from 0.9 to 18 ppm and potassium from 1.0
to 9.0 ppm.

'L
Bicarbonate (HCOj).—Bicarbonate in mo‘défate concentrations has
little effect on the usefulness of water for rnost purposes. - Bicarbonate
along with carbonate (COg) is sometlmes reported as “alkalinity

and expressed as calcium carbonate CaC03)‘;.

-'The concentration of bicarbonate in ground water tested in Monmouth
County ranges from 0 to 140 ppm; this ‘is not ‘con51deled excessive.

Sulfate (SO,).—Woater containing more than 250 ppm of sulfate
may have a laxative effect when used for drmklng Sulfate in water
that contains calcium and magnesium tends to form a hard scale
when used in boilers, and may increase the cost of softemng the
water. ‘T

The sulfate concentration in ground water tested in Monmouth County
is low—Iess than 38 ppm—and thus is of no partlcular consequence.

Chloride (CL).—Chloride is noticeable to the taste at concentrations

of about-250 or 300 ppm when present as sedium chloride, although

concentrations of 1,000 ppm may be safe ifor drinking. Chloride
) tends to accelerate corrosion in pipes, boxlerss

and other fixtures, and
‘
is injurious to crops when present in excessive quantities.

o
er tested in Monmouth
ntration was 164 ppm,

an 9 ppm.

. The concentration of chloride in ground wat
County is generally low. The maximum conce
and only 8 among 82 samples contained more th

Fluoride (F).—Fluoride is of interest because of the dental effects

it produces (Dean, 1936; Dean and others, 1942).

in excess of 1.5 ppm may cause permanent motthng of tooth enamel

when present in water used for drinking by srowing children. When

present in concentrations up to about 1-ppm, \ﬂuoude has -been shown
" - to lessen the incidence of tooth decay in children..

. Concentrations
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The concentration of fluoride found in ground water tested in Mon-
mouth County is 0.6 ppm or less.

Nitrate (NOg).—More than several parts per million of nitrate
indicates the possibility of organic pollution. Water containing more
than about 44 ppm of nitrate may cause infant cyanosis (‘blue-baby
disease””) if used in infant-feeding formulas; the cyanosis is caused
by methemoglobinemia (Maxcy, 1950). Many industries cannot
tolerate more than a few parts per million of nitrate in process water.

One sample (well D 78) showed 82 ppm of nitrate, but analyses
from other wells tested indicate concentrations of less than 1 ppm.

Hydrogen sulfide (HoS).—Hydrogen sulfide imparts a “rotten egg”
odor to water. Because it is a gas, special sampling methods are
necessary -for analysis, and no tests were made for HyS; however,
it is common in ground water from the Kirkwood Formation in
Monmouth County.

Dissolved solids.—The concentration of dissolved solids is an index
of the total mineralization of the water. Concentrations up to about
500 ppm are usually considered satisfactory for drinking. Livestock
tolerances are higher but extremely variable, ranging from about
3,000 to 15,000 ppm. Few industrial processes will permit more
than 1,000 ppm of dissolved solids. In New Jersey, ground waters
are low to moderate in dissolved solids. Dissolved solids range from
21 to 437 ppm in the ground waters sampled in Monmouth County;
of 41 samples from Monmouth County, 39 contained 160 ppm
or less.

Other Determinations

Specific conductance.—Specific conductance is a measure of the ability
of water to carry an electric current and thus is a general indication
of the content of ionized constituents. The specific conductance mul-
tiplied by about 0.6 to 0.7 gives an approximation of the dissolved-
solids content in parts per million. Thus, relatively rapid field de-
terminations of specific conductance can be made and converted to
a fairly reliable estimate of the dissolved-solids content.

Specific conductance is expressed as reciprocal ohms x 106 (micromhos)
at 25°C, and ranges from 36 to 360 micromhos in 62 samples of ground
water in Monmouth County. This would indicate a range of approxi-
mately 25 to 252 ppm of dissolved solids.

Hardness—The hardness of water is commonly indicated by the
amount of soap required to make a lather. Hardness is most com-
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monly expressed in an analysis as calcium carbonate (CaCOg).
Calcium and magnesium salts are the p11n01pa1 constituents causing
hardness. The tolerance for hardness in most industrial uses ranges
from about 50 to 250 ppm, but some allov‘v only a few parts per
million. Water can be treated to reduce the hardness, and several

effective domestic softening units are on th? market.

Water is generally considered soft to 60 ppm, moderately hard between
61 and 120 ppm, and hard above 120 ppm. Of‘}"88 samples tested from
Monmouth County, 46 had a hardness of 60 pphl or less and 9 a hard-
ness of between 61 and 120 ppm; the total range “Was from 4 to 260 ppm.

pH.—The pH of a solution is a measure of the effective hydrogen-ion
concentration. Water having a pH of 7.0 is neutral; less than 7.0,
acidic; and more than 7.0, alkaline. Water| having a low pH may
corrode pipes, and that having a pH below, 4.0 usually has a sour
taste. "The minimum pH for boiler-feed Waters is 8.0, but a lower
pH is suitable for many other industrial uses. The optimum pH for
irrigation water depends on the crops to be,grown and the physical

and chemical properties of the soil. :
|

In Monmouth County, the pH of the g10uﬁd waters tested ranged
from 3.9 to 8.9, with the majorlty of the values fallmg between 6 and 8.

Bacterial pollutzon—rhls is not a problem in most ground-water
supplies because the water is filtered naturally in its movement through
the interstices of the rock. However, filtration may be incompléte
in some instances, as in the case of a dug{f well located very close
to a cesspool. The decomposition products of organic matter may
also cause serious pollution in any type df aquifer, because these
materials are in solution and not 1emovablc by filtration. The State
Department of Health makes tests for bactel ial pollution in all public
supplies and has established allowable hmlts‘on bacteria content.

Temperature—Ground water maintains a inearly constant tempera-
ture throughout the year and in the first 200 feet below land surface
is about equal to the mean annual air temperature. Woater that
occurs at greater depths usually shows anjl increase in temperature
that corresponds to the increase in earth j}temperature with depth.
The range of ground-water temperatures in the county was 57°-72°F
at depths ranging from 150 to 1,100 feet, i‘espectively.
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WATER-BEARING PROPERTIES OF THE
- .GEOLOGIC FORMATIONS

The formations underlying Monmouth County| contain several water-
bearing zones, or ‘aquifers. “"The aquifers in the |Raritan and Magothy
Formations and - the Englishtown Form'ation'supp?lied‘ 76 percent of the
total 1958 ground-water diversion. "Aquifers providing the remaining
24 percent occur in the Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand,
the Red Bank Sand, ‘the Vincentown Formation, and ‘the Kirkwood

Formation.

The aqu1fels are 1echarged by precipitation on |their outcrop areas and
in ‘Some- cases by vertical leakage from adJacent aqulfers Under natural
ground-water discharge occurs along 'streams that cross the
outcrop areas. However, pumping could reverse the natural ground-water
gradient to streams and induce water from the streams into the aquifers.
At these places, the streams would be sources of "yfrecharge to the aquifer.

condmons

For the purposes of this report, the outcrop a}ea of each aquifer has
been assumed to be the maximum area over Whlch that aquifer could
receive recharge from precipitation. -Part of the water falling on adjacent
formations considered to be aquicludes migrates: ‘overland to ultimately
recharge the aquifers. Thus, the effective mtake areas of the aquifers
probably are greater than the aquifer outcrop areas. ’

In" this report, aquifer thickness “of any 'parti‘bular' formation is rep-
resented by the cumulative thickness of what are beheved to be the water-
bearing zones in that formation. It has been assumed that regionally
these different zones are hydraulically connected and act as:a single aquifer.
Also it has been assumed that the water in the | outcrop of each aquifer
- occurs under Water-table conditions. ;

-‘\
CRETACEOUS SYSTEM-— UPPER CRETACEOUS SERIES
Raritan and Magothy Formatlons

Geologv

The Raritan Formation and - Magothy Formati
interbedded with ‘clay.: The Raritan ‘Formation
an eroded bedrock surface of gneiss and schist
age and is unconformably overlain by the Ma
water-bearing sands that constitute the aquifers i
considerably in thickness and areal extent, and
zones cannot be correlated readily. These form:
unit in this report because the water-bearing san
believed to be regionally interconnected and fung

onn are composed of sand
lies unconformably on
of late Precambrian(?)
gothy Formation. The
1 these formations range
individual water-bearing
tions are discussed as a
ds in the formations are
tion as a single aquifer.
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The Magothy Formation has an outcrop area of approximately 1.6
square miles in Monmouth County; the Raritan Formation does not crop
out in Monmouth County. The formations have an outcrop area of
about 154 square miles in Middlesex County to the northwest. The
dip 1s to the southeast at 40 feet per mile for the Magothy Formation,
and more than 52 feet per mile for the Raritan Formation. The com-
" bined thickness of the Raritan and Magothy Formations increases from
175 feet at their outcrop area to more than 580 feet downdip in the
southeastern part of Monmouth County.

The formations have been differentiated in adjacent Middlesex County
on faunal and lithologic grounds. The Raritan Formation alone has been
subdivided locally into seven members (Barksdale and others, 1943, p. 18)
and they are from top to bottom:

Amboy stoneware clay

Old Bridge Sand Member (no. 3 sand of older reports)
. South Amboy fire clay

Sayreville Sand Member (no. 2 sand of older reports)

Woodbridge fire clay

Farrington Sand Member (no. 1 sand of older reports)

Raritan fire clay

The members of the Raritan Formation are composed of medium- to
coarse-grained quartzose sand or clay, containing varying amounts of
lignite and pyrite. The clay is white or variegated; the sand is white
to light gray. The Raritan Formation is chiefly nonmarine in origin but
marine fossils have been reported in samples from wells downdip.

The Magothy Formation consists in outcrop of alternating beds of
dark-gray or black clay and white micaceous fine-grained sand. It lies
unconformably on the Raritan Formation. A conspicuous bed of white
sand 40 feet thick occurs locally near the top of this formation. An
ironstone bed commonly marks the upper limit of the Magothy Forma-
tion (Weller, S. J., 1907, p. 31). The presence of marine fossils attests
to a marine origin for parts of the Magothy Formation.

Figure 10 shows the outcrop area of the Magothy Formation in Mon-
mouth County, the thickness of the aquifer in the Raritan and Magothy
Formations in selected areas, and the configuration of the top of the
aquifer.

The average thickness of the aquifer is about 50 feet. In most places,
the aquifer is at least 40 feet thick.
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Hydrology: -

More water has been pumped from the aquifer in the Raritan and
Magothy Formations than from any other ‘aquifer in Monmouth County
and in Middlesex County. The total pumpage .from the aquifer in the
two counties was approximately 90 million gallons per day in '1958. 'In
Monmouth County, the aquifer supplied approximately 12.3 million gallons
per.day, or. 57 percent of all the ground water used in 1958.

Precipitation recharges the sands in the Raritan and Magothy Forma-
"tions through outcrop” areas in Middlesex County and in Monmouth
County: The intake area of the principal sand members of the Raritan
Formation in Middlesex County (Old Bridge Sand and Farrington Sand
Members) as far as were defined by Barksdale and others (1943)
about 42 square miles.. In that report, the extent of these sands was not
defined in the southwestern part of Middlesex County. The author has
estimated that these sands have an additional intake ‘area of about 8
square miles in the southwestern part of Middlesex County. The Magothy
Formation has an intake area of about 41 square miles in Middlesex and
Monmouth Counties. If the Magothy Formation can be considered- to
be effectively a sand in the outcrop area, then the sands of the Raritan
and Magothy Formations in Middlesex and Monmouth Counties have
an intake area of as much as 91 square miles.

Barksdale and others. (1958)- estimate that the average annual precip-
itation available for recharge to aquifers of the Raritan and Magothy
Formations is about 20 or 21 inches. This is equivalent to about 1 mgd
per square mile of intake area. On the basis of this rate of recharge and
an intake area of about 91 square miles in Middlesex and Monmouth
Counties, it is estimated that 91 mgd is the average available recharge
to the intake areas of the aquifer in the Raritan 'and Magothy Forma-
tions in Middlesex and ‘Monmouth Counties.

Figure 11 shows generalized piezometric contours for the aquifer of
the Raritan and Magothy Formations for a selected period in 1959 when
_most of the pumping had been discontinued for a short time. - Although
very generalized, this illustration does suggest- the direction of flow of
water in the aquifer. Water moves generally from the northwestern part
of the county toward discharge areas in the eastern and northern parts
of the county. In the southwestern part of the county water moves
generally outward from the area encompassed by the 60-foot contour.

A comparison of figures 11 and 14, which show ‘Piezometric contours
for the aquifer of the Raritan and Magothy Formations, and the aquifer
- of the Englishtown Formation, respectively, for a selected period in 1959,
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shows the head differences between these aquifers at that time. The water
levels in the Englishtown Formation were higher than those in the
Raritan and Magothy Formations everywhere except in the southeastern
part of the county. This indicates that water was  flowing from the
Englishtown Formation downward to the Raritan and Magothy Forma-
tions in a large part of the county. ‘

The expected yield of wells tapping the Raritan and Magothy aquifer
.is"-higher and more reliable than that from any other aquifer. The yield
of wells ranges from a few gallons per minute to .1,400 gpm, and. the
average yield of 36 large-diameter wells is 700 gpm. ' .

Hydraulic Properties of the Aquifer

- Water levels in the Raritan and Magothy Formations indicate that’
" artesian conditions exist throughout Monmouth County. Results of aquifer
tests for sands in the Raritan Formation in Middlesex County indicate
an average coefficient of transmissibility for the aquifer or about 47,000
gpd per ft, an average coefficient of permeability of 900 gpd per sq ft,
and a range of from 2.4 x 10-8 to 3.7 x 10-5 for the coefficient of storage.

Estimates of the coefficient of transmissibility from the specific capacities
of 27 wells in Monmouth County indicate an average transmissibility of
46,500 gpd per ft, with a range of from 30,000 to 100,000 gpd per ft;
and an average coefficient of permeability of 935 gpd per sq ft, with a
range of from 600 to 1,600 gpd per sq ft. The specific capacities of 11 of
these wells indicated transmissibilities greater than 50,000 gpd per ft and
coefficients of permeability greater than 1,000 gpd per sq ft.

Laboratory tests of samples from the Raritan and Magothy Formations
in adjacent Middlesex County were made during an earlier investigation
(Barksdale and others, 1943, p. 42). The coefficient of permeability, in
the Raritan sands ranged from 210 to 3,500 gpd per sq ft for 18 samples
tested. Of the samples tested, 7 showed permeabilities greater than 1,000
gpd per sq ft. The tests also showed porosities to range from 25 to 46
percent of the volume of the sediments and averaged ‘40 percent. The
permeabilities for 5 samples of the Magothy sands were 925, 900, 100,
100, and 60 gpd per sq ft; the average porosity and average specific yleld
of these samples were 45 percent and 40 percent, respectively.

. Chemical Character of the Water

. The water from the Raritan and Magothy Formations is generally of
excellent chemical quality, except for low pH and high concentrations
of: iron. - The. dissolved-solids content is generally. less than 110 ppm,
ranging from 34 to 117. ‘The hardness is less than 20 ppm in 15 of 21
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samples tested, and ranges from 13 to 103. ngh concentrations of iron
are common, and 17 of 21 samples: tested contamed 6 ppm or more of
iron. The range of pH values is from 4.6 to 7. 4’ and 21 of 28 samples
tested showed a pH ranging from 5.6 to 6.6. Chlorlde _concentrations
were-less than 3 ppm in 24 of 27 samples tested.! " The concentrations of
the remaining chemical constituents would not 11m1t the use of the water
for most, purposes. - oo o P

The low concentrations of chloride in the water samples tested indicate
no salt-water contamination in the aquifer of the Raritan -and. Magothy
Formations in- - Monmouth County.

The aquifer contains salt water or high- Cthl‘ldC water in two areas
near Monmouth County. One area is updip in MlddlCSCX County and
the other is east of Monmouth County where the aquifer underlies the
Atlantic Ocean.

As of 1958, hlgh chlorlde water had advanced more than two miles
into that part of the. aquifer in Middlesex County adJacent to the Rari-
tan River and South River, about 6 miles northwest of the Monmouth
County boundary. (Appel, 1962) The high-chloride water was induced
into the aquifer from estuaries that have hydrauhc connection with the
qulfer i

Future Development

The development of. the aquifer in Monmouth’ County cannot be planned
independently of development of the aquifer in ot‘her parts of- the Coastal
Plain. This is because significant geologic and hydrologic boundaries of
the aquifer occur outside of Monmouth County. In addition, the aquifer
occurs under artesian condltlons in more than 90 percent of the Coastal
Plain of New Jersey, and practically all of Monmouth County Hence,

the effects of pumpage in one part of the aqulfer ‘may extend to distant -

parts of the aquifer. Optimum utilization of the aquifer cannot be ac-
complished until an analysis has been made of the overall geologlc ‘and
hydrologic charactetistics of the Ratitan and Magothy Formations in
New Jersey. However, the available information should be useful as a
guide to future development of the aqulfer in th1s county

An- analysis by Barksdale and others (1958 p. 110) suggests that salt
water was in the aquifer about 4 to 5 miles to the east of the county
prior to large-scale development. The accuracy: »of this estimate is not
known. Salt water may, at present, be a few mlles closer to or further
from the coastal part of the county. OffshoreJ test drilling would be
needed to locate the extent of salt water.in.the aqulfel east of the county.
Until the actual extent of salt water in the- aqulfel is known, future

|
|
4
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development should ‘proceed with caution. Salt water probably is ad-
vancing toward parts of the coast in response to existing development.
Increased pumping from the aquifer along the coast would accelerate the
advance of salt water more so than would the same magnitude of develop-
ment further inland. Development in the west-central and southwestern
parts of the county would not lower the fresh-water head in the aquifer
east of the county as much as would development of the same magnitude
in other parts of the county.

Much more information is needed on the permeability of the materials
separating this aquifer from the aquifer in the Englishtown Formation
before the significance of vertical leakage can be properly evaluated.
Available information, although very limited, suggests that leakage between
these aqulfers over large areas may be significant.

Merchantville Formation and Woodbury Clay

" The Merchantville Formation and Woodbury Clay function together
as a confining layer, separating the aquifer in the Raritan and Magothy
Formations from the overlying aquifers. In Monmouth County, their
combined thickness is' about 100 feet, with an outcrop area of about
9 'square miles.

The Merchantville Formation unconformably overlies the Magothy
Formation. It consists of ‘dark-grayish-black micaceous clay and clayey
silt and includes beds and lenses of glauconite sand. The formation dips
to the southeast at a rate of 42 feet per mile and maintains a uniform
thickness of about 50 feet. It grades upward into the Woodbury .Clay.

‘The Woodbury Clay consists of dark grayish-black micaceous clay and
is also about 50 feet thick. The basal part of the formation contains
small amounts of glauconite the upper part is usually laminated and may
contain glauconite. The Woodbury Clay dips to the southeast at a rate
of 41 feet” per milé. " ‘ ‘ ‘

. Laboratory. permeabllxty tests have been made on whole samples of these
materials from a- U. S. Geological Survey test well near New Brooklyn
Park, Camden County. The vertical permeabilities of the samples of the
Merchantville Formation are 0.002, 0.003, 0.001, 0.0009 gpd per sq ft.
The vertical permeabilities’ of the samples of the Woodbury Clay are
0.03,-0.02, 0.03, 0.01, 0.002 gpd per sq ft. '

Englishtown Formatibﬁ v
Geology

The Ehglishtdwn Formation rests conformably on the Woodbury Clay
and is in turn conformably overlain by the. Marshalltown Formation. It
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occupies- an outcrop -drea- of about .45 square mlles-vin Monmouth -and

Middlesex Counties. i

Northeast to southwest along the outcrop, the [formation changes from
a sand 150 feet thick to a series of silt or clay and sand layers 50 feet
thick. The sand is generally quartzose, white or yellow, fine- to ' medium:
grained, and well sorted. "It contains vatious concentratlons ‘of ‘mica,
lignite, and glauconite. The clay is black to gray, and slightly sandy or
silty. The sands, commonly crossbedded, contain Some layers of ironstone.

The Englishtown Formation dips southeastward at an average rate of
39 feet per mile. Downdip, the formation con51sts of layers of clay, sand,
and silt in some places 120 feet thick; the sand is finer grained and com-
monly fosstherous but otherwise similar to the sand in outcrop

Seaber (1962) estimates the southern limit of the aqu1fel in the Enghsh-
town Formation to be an imaginary line between a point about 5 miles
north of Barnegat Bay Inlet, Ocean County and ‘a point at Salem, Salem
County. On this basis, the areal extent of the aquifer would bc about
1,900 square miles. South of this 1magmarv line segment the formation
is predominantly silty and clayey . i

H
The Englishtown Formation is partly continental and partly marine in
origin, and the variation in thickness and lithology of this formation is
due chiefly to the environments .in which:it was :,‘deposi'ted. The presence
of three such environments of deposition for the !formation in Monmouth
County has been suggested (Glll written . cornmumcatlon 1956) : shallow
brackish conditions in the area of ‘the ‘present outcrop, shallow back-bay
conditions downdip; and bay conditions southeast of the county. Figure
12 shows the outcrop of the Englishtown Forrnation and, by contours,
the subsurface éxtent or the altitude to which a well must be deepened
in order to penetrate the formatlon in the county Although the aqulfer
underlies the entire county, it is so thin in some areas that the ‘oppor-
tunity for. development is restricted. (See fig. 13.)
: i

Hydrology
The Enghshtown Formation has a lower ablhty to transmit water, than
the aquifer in the Raritan and Magothy Formatlons, but it yields sufficient
water to be con51dered an important aquifer. lThc Englishtown is a
relatively poor aquifer in a large part of the alljacent counties. Hence,
large withdrawals probably will not be made from it in adjacent counties.
In 1958, it supplied 4 million gallons per day, or 20 percent of all the

v

ground water used in Monmouth County
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The aquifer is recharged by -precipitation in the outcrop- area -and by
vertical leakage from adjacent aquifers. The amount of recharge to the
outcrop is not known. Woater-level data- indicate that in most of “the
outcrop area the recharge from prec1p1tat10n is discharged to nearby
streams. Ground-water—discharge to streams 1s more than 25 mgd if the
part of the recharge that is discharged by the aqu1fer to nearby streams
is equal ‘to the estimated average baseflow d1scharge from the Water table
in the Manasquan RIVCI‘ Basm

Flgure 14 shows generahzed plezometrlc contours for thlS aquer for
a selected period in 1959 when most of the pumpmg had been dlscontmued
for a short time. Although generalized, the ple‘zomet_rlc contours suggest’
the direction of ground-water movement in the aquifer. Water moves
from the area encompassed by the 100-foot contour toward the outcrop
area and downdlp toward the coastal part of the county. i

The hlghest ‘water levels observed in the_ eounty were more than 2
miles downdip from-the’-outcrop' area.” This suggests that -the aquifer
receives recharge from vertical leakage in the downdip areas where the
maximum water levels Wefe observed’. For leakage to ‘occur in this area
requires the head in-at least one of ‘the adjacent formations be higher
in that area than the head in -the Englishtown Formation. The water
levels observed ‘in adjacent aquifers in 1959 did not satisfy this require-
ment by as much ‘as 40 feet. This apparent “contradiction ‘may result
from one or more of the following: (1) the water-level measurements
in the aquifers were not made simultaneously, but over a period of about
one week; (2) -the levels. in many wells were estimated from airline
measurements; and (3) varying degrees of residual effects of pumping.
In spite of these limitations, the general features of the nonpumping flow
patterns in each of these aquifers is believed to be suggested by the
observed water levels. .

Because asignificant part of the pumpage from the aquifer is from
wells along the coast, the general configuration of the piezometric surface
_suggests- that the flow pattern during periods of average pumpage prob-
ably is similar to that shown on figure 14. Hence, the source -of water
to most- of the pumping wells downdip in this aquifer must be considered
to be from wvertical leakage.

A cornpatison_ of figures 11, 14, and 21 suggests that during a selected
period in 1959: (1) water was flowing from the Englishtown Formation
to the Raritan and Magothy Formations except in the eastern part of
the county in which the flow was from the Raritan and Magothy Forma-
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tions to the Englishtown Formation, and (2) water was flowing from
the Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand to the Engllshtown
Formation in the eastern part of the county. |

\

The yield of wells tapping the aquifer ranées from a..few gallons
per minute to 540 ‘gpm and averages 410 gpm for 20 large-diameter,

H

properly constlucted wells. : !

Hydraulic Plopertles of the Aqulfer

Water levels in the Enghshtown Formatlon mdlcate that artesum
conditions exist, except locally in outcrop.

The results of two aquifer tests for the Englishtown Formation -in-
dicate a transmissibility -of about 10,000 gpd ‘per ft, a coefficient of
storage of 1 x 1074, and an average coefficient. of permeability of 200
gpd per sq ft. These data were obtained in an; area where the aquifer
consists of fine sand about 50. feet thick. Estimates of the coefficient of
transmissibility from the specific capacities of wells show a wide range
from 1,000 to 25,000 gpd per ft, and corresponding values for the
coefficient of permeability range from 50 to 300 gpd per sq ft. Results of
laboratory tests of four samples from the Englishtown Formation in
Monmouth County show permeabilities ranging from 340 to 500 gpd
per sq ft, averaging 380 gpd- per sq ft.

' Chemiéal Character of the Water

The water from the aquifer in Monmouth: County is of excellent
chemical quality, except for generally -excessive fiiron content. It usually
contains less than 160 ppm of dissolved solids; and results of 27 samples
analyzed showed a range of from 56 to 160 ppm. Figure 15 shows the
concentrations of total dissolved solids in the county. The water is soft,
having a total hardness of less than 90 ppm in'31 of 49 samples tested,
and a total hardness greater than 120 ppm in only 4 samples. (See fig. 16.)

The pH ranges from 7.0 to 8.4 in 39 of 49 samples tested, and 6.2
to 7.0 in 10 samples. The temperature of the Mater' ranges from-57 to

72°F in the county, depending on the depth from which the water is
taken. (See ﬁg 17.)

The concentrations of iron in water from some wells would require
treatment for removal. However, minor concentratlons occur locally
several miles downdip from the outcrop area. The results of analyses of
42 samples tested indicate that 24 samples contgined less than 3 ppm of
iron but only 2 samples contained less than 03 ppm. (See fig. 18.)
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Future Development

The development of the aquifer in the Englishtown Formation in
Monmouth County cannot be planned independently of development of
the aquifer in other parts of the Coastal Plam—pﬂ
in neighboring Ocean and Burlington Counties. “

rticularly development

As of 1964, there is no indication of salt water or high-chloride water
in the aquifer in Monmouth County. However, it is.not known if the
aquifer is in hydraulic connection with salt water in Sandy Hook Bay or
in the Atlantic Ocean. If such connection does ekist, salt water may be
advancing in the seaward extension of the aquifér toward the coast of
Monmouth County. L

The available water-level data indicate that, as of 1959, the highest
water levels occur several miles downdip from the outcrop area in the
county. {(See fig. 14.) Development in the area of highest water levels
and between this area and the outcrop area would not be threatened with
salt-water encroachment problems. This is because the altitude of the
bottom of the aquifer is above sea level in most of the county. A large
part of the water that is recharged to the aquifer in the outcrop area
is discharged to nearby streams. In addition, some of the water that
enters the aquifer as vertical leakage in areas downdip from the outcrop
flows updip to the outcrop. Thus, development in and near the outcrop
could intercept much of the water that presently is being discharged from
the aquifer. If the outcrop of the Englishtown Formation can be con-
sidered to be effectively the intake area of the aquifer, then it is estimated
that the long-term average discharge of the aquifer to nearby streams is
at least 25 mgd.

According to Seaber (1962) the thickness of the aquifer decreases to
the southeast. Thus, the transmissibility of the aquifer probably is reduced.
The effect of this reduction in transmissibility is that the decline in water
levels caused by pumping in downdip areas genelally will be greater than
those resulting from the same intensity of pumping at a place further

updip. Water-level data show that water w1thd1‘awn by wells along the
coast in Monmouth County and in the north%aastern part of Ocean
County is replenished by vertical leakage from underlying and overlying
aquifers. Increased withdrawals from these adjac&%nt aquifers in the areas
where leakage occurs would lower the levels in the Englishtown Forma-
tion. Much more needs to be known about vertic‘f;.l leakage between these

aquifers before the results of withdrawals can be reliably predicted. -
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Marshalltown Formation

The Marshalltown Formation occupies an outcrop area of 22 square
miles in-Monmouth County. '(See fig. 5.) It conformably. overlies the
Englishtown Formation and dips southeastward at a rate of 37 feet per
mile. It has a relatively uniform thickness of about 30 feet.

Owens and Minard (1960, p. 20) report that no single lithologic
description fits the Marshalltown Formation because of its wide textural
variation. Generally, it is a dark grayish-black, mlcaceous, glauconitic,
quartzitic sandy clay to very clayey sand.

Being primarily. clayey, the Marshalltown Formation acts as an aquiclude
or confining layer between the Englishtown Formation and overlying
formations. Also, locally, the formation serves in conjunction with part
of the overlying Wenonah Formation as an.aquiclude. The total thickness
of this aquiclude complex ranges from 30 to 80 feet.

Analyses of two outcrop samples of the Marshalltown Formation
showed permeabilities of 0.4 and 1.0 gpd per sq ft. Particle-size determina-
tions indicate the samples were silt and fine sand, respectively. Laboratory
permeability tests have been made on two disturbed samples of this forma-
tion from a U. S. Geological Survey test well near New Brooklyn,
Camden County.  The permeabilities of these samples are 0.01.and 0.001
gpd per ft. :

Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand
o Geology '

The Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand, although distinct
formations (Owens and Minard, 1960, p. 21), are considered as one unit
in this report because they are hydraulically connected and function as
a single aquifer.

The Wenonah Formation consists of dark gray, micaceous, quartz silt
and  fine-grained sand, locally, interbedded with clay lenses. . The over-
lying Mount Laurel Sand is generally a greenish-gray, glauconitic, clayey
quartz-sand.

Minard 'and Owens :(1962) desctibed the Wenonah Formation and
Mount Laurel Sand in the New Egypt quadrangle as follows: -

Wenonah Formation: “Typically it is a dark gray (when damp),
sparingly glauconitic, somewhat clayey, lignitic, very micaceous silt
to fine-grained, subangular, quartz sand. The quartz silt and sand
are light gray; the mica is mostly colorless muscovite, but an abun-
dance of green chloritized mica, best seen in a washed -sample, is
a diagnostic feature.”



Mount Laurel Sand: “Most of the unweathered Mount Laurel
sand is greenish-gray, clayey, glauconitic (5 to 15 percent), medium-
to coarse-grained, subangular to subrounded qualtz sand, containing
some small quartz pebbles and granules and’ a trace of ‘muscovite.
Nearly equal proportions of glauconite sand and quartz sand are
present in the upper feet of the formatlon T ‘

: Glaucomte is dark green, rnedlum- to coarsé -grained, rounded; and
somewhat concentrated in pods; quartz is srnokey to clear (except
where stained by iron oxide), medium- to véry coarse- gralned and
subangular to subrounded. Some small quartz pebbles /g to ¥4 inch)
are also present. Apatite, in the form of round dark blown pellets;
is'a diagnostic mineral.”

Figure 19 shows the drstrlbutlon of - thickness - of the aquzfe1 in the
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand. The avelage thrckness of
the aquifer downdip from the outcrop is about 4Q_feet In most places
the aquifer is between 30 to 50 feet thick. o

Figure 20 shows the configuration of the top . lof the aquifer ‘of the
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand., The contacts of these
formations are conformable, and they. dlp to -the- southeast at 35 feet per
mile.  Their combined thickness ranges from 15 to 85 feet near the out-
crop.. The formations mamtam a falrly umform thickness of 75 feet
downdip. b

Hyd’rology \

The aquifer in the Wenonah F‘ormatio'n and‘ Mount Laurel Sand
generally has a relatively low .capacity for transmlttlng water, but the
uniform thickness and hthology,,and good quality of water make it an
important aquifer. Ground water was pumped at an average rate of
about 0.65 mgd from this aqulfer during 1958. Thls pumpage represeints
about 3 percent of the ‘total ground-water w1thdrawa1s in Monmouth

County for 1958. . jj

Water level measurements made for a selected ! perrod in 1959 When'
most. of the pumping had been discontinued for a short period - (fig:: 21)
suggest that the precipitation that recharged the aqu1fe1 in the outcrop
south of a point about 5 miles southwest of Morganvrlle in Monmouth
County does not flow downdip in the aquifer. In thlS area, the hydraulic
gradient was toward, rather than away from, the outcrop The precipita-
tion that recharged the aquifer in the outcrop in the 1ema1n1ng northern
parts of the county flowed eastward. Because of the ‘relatively low rate
of pumpage from this aquifer, water-level contours shown in ﬁgure 20
reasonably suggest- general COndltIOl’lS in the aqun‘er for 1959.
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The highest water levels observed in the county were downdip from
the outcrop area between Clarksburg and Roosevelt. This indicates that
the aquifer receives recharge from vertical leakage downdip from  the
outcrop. This high-water-level area coincides W1th a topographlcally high
area. - : :

The ylelds of two.. large dlameter wells tapplng tlllS aquifer were 250
and 325 pm. "

Hydrauhc Propert1es of the Aqu1fer

The aquifer in the Wenonah Formation -and Mount Laurel Sand is
‘artesian in ’Vlonmouth County, except in the outcrop area.

The results of an aqu1fer test at Bradley Beach . indicate -an average
coeﬂicrent of ‘transmissibility of 5,000 gpd per ft, with a range of from
2,700 to 10,700. The coefficient: of storage is about.1.2. x 104, with a
range from 7.0 x- 105 to 2.1 x 10-4. Because the average thickness of
the ‘aquifer in this area'is about 40 feet, it is estimated that the average
coeﬁiaent of permeablhty is about 130 gpd per sq ft. '

Est1mates of the .coefficient of transm1ssrb111ty‘,deterrmn“ed from specific
capacities of a well near Shrewsbury and a well about 4 miles west of
Bradley Beach indicated -values of about 5000 gpd per ft and 3,500
gpd per ft, respectlvely

Results of laboratory tests of two- samples frorn a well at Asbury Park
(Thompson, 1930, p. 37) showed permeabrhtIes of 566 and 877 gpd per
sq ft, and .porosities of 34 and 30 ,percent, respectively.

‘Chemical Character of the Water

The water from the Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand. is
moderately hard, has' low dis‘s‘blv‘ed mineral content, and is generally of
excellent quality. Six analyses”)of dissolved solids ranged from 112 to
145 ppm. The hardness ranged from 56 to 110 .ppm in 8 samples tested -
and ‘was greater than. 100 ppm in 5 of the samples. The pH ranged from
6.5 to 8.1 in seven samples tested. The iron content was less than’ 03 :
ppm in 8 out of 9 samples_tested, one sample showed 10 ppm. of iron.

: Future Development .

The development of the aquifer in the Wenonah Formation and Mount
Laurel Sand in Monmouth County cannot be planned independently of
development of the aquifer in other parts of the Coastal Plam—partlcularly
development in the neighboring counties of Ocean and Burlington.’

As of 1964, there is no indication of high chloride water in the aquifer-
of the Wenonah Format1on and l\/Iount Laurel Sand in "Monmouth
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County. The aquifer may be in hydraulic connection with salt water
in Sandy Hook Bay or in the Atlantic Ocean. Water-level data suggest
that the Navesink River may be an area of discharge for the aquifer.
If this is the case, there is hydraulic connection between the aquifer and
the Navesink River. Hence, if the gradients near the Navesink River
should be reversed by pumping, salt water would enter the aquifer. In
parts of ‘the county where the base of the aquifer is above sea level, no
salt-water encroachment problems occur. (See figs. 19 and 20.)

The available water-level data suggest that in about the southern two-
thirds of the county none of the water that is recharged to the aquifer
by direct precipitation flows downdip. It is estimated that in more than
30 square miles of the outcrop, the recharge from precipitation to the
aquifer does not flow downdip. If the part of this recharge that is dis-
charged by the aquifer to nearby streams is equal to the estimated average
baseflow discharge from the water table in the Manasquan River basin,
about 16 mgd is discharged by the aquifer in the outcrop to nearby
streams. Development in and within about 5 miles of the outcrop in
this area could intercept much of this water that presently is being dis-
charged from the aquifer in the outcrop. Development in the northern
part of the county probably could intercept as much as 5 mgd of water
that presently is being discharged by the aquifer in the outcrop and that -
is discharged by the aquifer to the Navesink River.

The hydraulic characteristics of this aquifer in and near the outcrop
are not known in most of the county. This information is needed to
determine the number and optimum distribution of wells needed to in-
tercept any given amount of the water that presently is discharged from
the aquifer in the outcrop area.

Navesink Formation

The Navesink Formation is a dark grayish-black clayey glauconitic
sand and eonformably overlies the Mount Laurel Sand. It occupies an
outcrop area of 32 square miles, consists of a fairly uniform thickness of
25 feet, and dips to the southeast at 35 feet per mile. A shell zone
commonly “occurs at the base of this formation and forms a very good
marker horizon. This shell zone is in hydraulic continuity with the
underlying Mount Laurel Sand, and locally may be considered as part
of the aquifer in the Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand.

Except for- the shell zone, the Navesink Formation, in conjunction
- with the basal clay member of the overlying Red Bank Sand, forms a
confining layer between the Mount Laurel Sand and the overlying forma-
tions. )
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A few domestic wells tap the shell zone and | yleld up to 15 gpm of
water of excellent quality.

Red Bank Sand il
Geology [

The Red Bank Sand in outcrop contains two distinct members, an
upper sand member and a lower clayey sand member (Owens and Min-
ard, 1960, p. 22). The upper sand member functions as an aquifer;
however, it thins in the subsurface progressively southeastward and is
absent more than 4 to 6 miles from the outcrop‘F

The formation occupies an outcrop area of 95 square miles, strikes
N 45°E, and dips to the southeast at 35 feet per mile. It lies conformably
on the Navesink Formation and is unconformably overlain by the Horners-
town Sand. The Red Bank Sand ranges from 30.to 140 feet in thickness.
The progressive thinning toward the southwest jand southeast is due to
erosion of the Red Bank Sand prior to deposition of the Hornerstown
Sand. This unconformity is indicated by the difference in strike and dip
between the Red Bank and the Hornerstown.. (See table 2.) 'This
structural difference also accounts for the complete removal of the sand

member or aquifer of the Red Bank Sand downdlp (See fig. 22.)

The upper member of the Red Bank Sand con51sts of slightly clayey,
medium- to coarse-grained quartz sand, and contains minor amounts of
mica and glauconite. This member ranges in thiékness from 0 to 70 feet,
and the color varies from reddish-brown (where weathered) to gray. The
lower member is composed of dark gray to black, medium- to fine-grained,
very micaceous, clayey, glauconite sand, 20 to 70; feet thick. Fossils from
the lower member indicate that the Red Bank Sand was deposited in a
marine environment. The Red Bank Sand is considered to include the
Tinton Sand, if the latter formation is present., The Tinton Sand con-
sists of clayey, glauconitic, indurated sand, 10 to 20 feet thick.

Hydrology
The aquifer in the Red Bank Sand supplies many domestic wells with
water, but the total withdrawal is relatively small. The upper sand mem-
ber is exposed over a large part of the outcrop area and probably receives
considerable recharge from precipitation. Most 6f this recharge probably
is discharged as baseflow to nearby streams and as leakage to underlying
formations when head differentials exist. f}

The yields of wells drilled in the upper sand fhember_ of this formation
range from 2 to 25 gpm. Because of the indurated and locally clayey
nature of the aquifer, many wells are finished ias open holes and only
short lengths of surface casing are required. ' '
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i

Some -well owners- report that the water is acxdlc and ‘requires treat-
ment for the removal of iron. ‘ '

, Future Development. *‘A’

- The occurrence of the aquifer in the Red Bank Sand is essentially
limited to Monmouth County. - :
Very little is known regarding the hydréulfc characteristics of the
aquifer and the direction of ground-water flow! in the aquifer. As of
1964, there is no indication of salt water or high-chloride water in the
aquifer. The aquifer may be in hydraulic connection with salt water in
the Navesink River, the Shrewsbury River, Saridy Hook Bay, and the
Atlantic Ocean. Development in the aqulfel near these potentlal sources

of salt ‘water should” proceed  with caution.

The formatlon is tapped by wells in more than 80 square miles of its
outcrop area. . Hence, a considerable volume of. tvater from precipitation
probably is recharged to the aquifer in its outcrop If the part of this
recharge that is dlscharged by the aquifer to nearby streams is equal to
the estimated average baseflow from the water table in the Manasquan
River Basin, then about 44 mgd is discharged by the -aquifer to streams.
However, because the aquifer is relatively thm, low values of  trans-
missibility may be assumed. Furthermore, the areal extent of the aquifer
is quite limited. Consequently, it is probably not possible or practical to
develop large-yield wells in this aquifer. Hence, to intercept a large part
of the water that otherwise would be discharged to streamflow or leak
downward to underlying aquifers would require 2 large number of wells.
Much more information is needed on the hydrauhc characteristics of this
sand in order to determine the effectiveness of such development

TERTIARY SYSTEM—PALEOCENE SERIES
Hornerstown Sand !

- The total area of outcrop of the. Hornerstown Sand in. Monmouth
Countyis about 35 square miles. It consists chiefly of a dark-green clayey
glauconite sand. ‘

The Hornerstown Sand unconformably overlies the Red Bank Sand and
dips to the southeast at 50 to 60 feet per mile (Owens and Minard, 1960,
p. 9). Iti is about 25 feet thick and i increases to about 100 feet toward the

southeast. , ;
. _ |
Being” mostly clayey, this- formatlon ‘probably! serves as an aquiclude

either independently or in- conjunction -with ad)acgnt formations. It serves
as an aquiclude independently where ‘the sand »rr%i'ember of the Red Bank
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Sand is present, separating this aquifer from the overlying Vincentown
. Formation. Downdip, where the aquifer in the Red Bank Sand has been
removed, the Hornerstown Sand serves as a composite aquiclude with the
Navesink Formation and the lower member of the Red Bank Sand, sep-
arating the Mount Laurel Sand from the Vincentown or Kirkwood
aquifers. Although considered an aquiclude in this discussion, the Horn-
erstown Sand may yield enough water in some parts of the outcrop to
satisfy domestic needs.

Vincentown Formation

Geology

The Vincentown Formation occupies an outcrop area of 30 square miles
in Monmouth County. (See fig. 23.) However, the outcrop is not con-
tinuous in the county, as it has been overlain in places by the Kirkwood
Formation. The Vincentown Formation contains two members (Owens
and Minard, 1960, p. 24). The upper member ranges from a fine- to
medium-grained quartz sand to a sandy, clayey, limestone approaching a
coquina in character. The sand in this member is micaceous, clayey,
glauconitic, calcareous, and fossiliferous. The lower member is a greenish-
gray, micaceous, clayey, glauconitic, fine- to medium-grained sand. The
Vincentown rests unconformably on the Hornerstown Sand, ranges from
several feet to 130 feet in thickness, strikes N 55°E, and dips to the
southeast at 27 feet per mile.

Hydrology

Less than 1 percent of the ground water used in 1958 in Monmouth
County was withdrawn from the aquifer .in the Vincentown Formation.
Development of the aquifer is limited by its areal extent; moreover, it
decreases in thickness toward the southeast—from 100 feet near the out-
crop to a few feet 15 miles downdip. (See fig. 23.) The curve delineating
the part of the aquifer that is less than 10 feet thick can be considered
the downdip usable limit of the aquifer. Southeast of this limit, the
aquifer is quite thin, discontinuous, and yields only 4 few gallons .per
minute to individual wells.

‘The configuration of the top of the aquifer is shown on figure 24.

The aquifer receives recharge from precipitation in its outcrop and may
also receive recharge by vertical leakage from the overlying Kirkwood
Formation in which ground water occurs at a higher head than in the
Vincentown. Woater-level measurements made in 1959 suggest that east
of Freehold the general direction of movement of water in this aquifer
was from the outcrop toward the coast. (See fig. 25.)
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Drillers and well owners report that the water is generally of excellent
quality, although a few wells yield water which contains low pH and
undesirable iron concentration.

Future Development

Development of the aquifer in the Vincentown Formation in Monmouth
County cannot be planned independently of development of the aquifer
in other parts of the Coastal Plain—particularly in the neighboring counties
of Burlington and Ocean.

As of 1964, there is no indication of salt water or high-chloride water
in the aquifer in Monmouth County. The aquifer may be in hydraulic
connection with the Atlantic Ocean. Hence, development of the aquifer
near the coast should proceed with caution.

If the part of the recharge the aquifer receives that is discharged by
the aquifer to nearby streams is equal to the estimated average baseflow
discharge from the water table in the Manasquan River Basin, then
about 16 mgd is discharged by the aquifer in the outcrop to nearby
streams. Development in and near the outcrop could create the gradients
necessary to intercept much of the water that presently is being discharged
from the aquifer.

Data are lacking on the permeability of the materials in this aquifer.
This information is needed to enable predictions of the effect of develop-
ment of the aquifer and to indicate if it is practical to develop much of
the water available to this aquifer.

TERTIARY SYSTEM—EOCENE SERIES
Manasquan Formation

The Manasquan Formation is composed of two clayey quartz-glauconite
sand members. The formation as identified by Owens and Minard (1960,
p. 25) is equivalent to the combined Manasquan Formation and Shark
River Marl of earlier reports. The Manasquan Formation conformably
overlies the Vincentown Formation and occupies an outcrop area of about
8 square miles. The thickness ranges from 25 to 100 feet, and the dip
is southeastward at 25 feet per mile.

Being clayey, the Manasquan probably functions as an aquiclude sep-
arating the aquifer of the Vincentown Formation and overlying aquifer
of the Kirkwood Formation. Where the aquifer of the Vincentown For-
mation is absent downdip, the Manasquan Formation acts in conjunction
with underlying formations to separate the aquifer of the Wenonah and
Mount Laurel from the overlying Kirkwood Formation.
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TERTIARY .SYSTEM—MIOCENE SERIES
Kirkwood Formation | '
Geology “L
The Kirkwood Formation has a total areal extent of 140 square miles

in Monmouth County. This includes the outcrop area and small areas
overlain by younger formations. (See fig. 5.).

This formation unconformably overlies the Shark River Marl, and,
locally, the Vincentown Formation and Hornerstown Sand. The next
younger formation above the Kirkwood is the Céhansey Sand, but it is
not areally extensive in Monmouth County and 'therefore it is not dis-
cussed in detail. The Cohansey-Kirkwood contact .is unconformable.

The Kirkwood Formation has a thickness of as much as 100 feet in
the county. It strikes N 70° E and dips to the southeast at a rate of
20 feet per mile.

It consists of alternating layers of sand and clay that are chiefly dis-
continuous. However, there are two rather distinct units. Owens and
Minard (1960, p. 31) describe the basal unit as,pebbly quartz sand .or
brown lignitic quartz silt to very fine-grained quartz sand, and the upper
unit as light gray to yellowish-brown, very ﬁne—gfained quartz sand con-
taining quartz granules and small pebbles. :

The lower unit appears to be chiefly brown silt:in Monmouth County.
The upper unit is fine yellowish-brown or gray quartz sand containing
layers or seams of clay. ‘

Hydrology '

Development of the aquifer in the Kirkwood Formation apparently has
been limited in Monmouth County because the aquifer is generally thin’
and of limited areal extent. In 1958, the pumpz(ge from the Kirkwood
Formation was 1.5 million gallons daily or 7 percent of the total ground-
water withdrawals. ; '

The aquifer in the Kirkwood Formation underlies roughly about 25
percent of the county. It ranges in thickness from 0 to 79 feet (fig. 26);
however, only 8 percent of the county is underlain jby an aquifer thickness
of at least 30 feet. The basal configuration of the aquifer is shown on
figure 27. i

The reported yield of wells tapping this aquifer ranges from 15 to
1,236 gpm. The average yield of seven selected large-diameter properly
constructed wells was 460 gpm, and the specific capacity ranged from
7.0 to 20 gpm per foot of drawdown !
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The general- movement of water in the -aquifer- is chiefly from the
topographically high areas toward the Manasquan River, Shark River,
and Ocean County.

Results of two partial chemical analyses (Jablonski, 1959, p. 47 and
1960, p..28) show the water from the Kirkwood Formation is satisfactory
for many purposes, although removal of iron may be necessary. The water
also contains noticeable amounts of hydrogen sulfide gas, but this is easily
removed by aeration. The temperature of the water averages about 57°F
and'is particularly desirable for cooling purposes. '

: 4‘Future‘ Development

“As$ far as is known, the-’Ki’rkW’()od Formation, or at least its shallowest
zone, exists under water-table- conditions in most of the outcrop area.
Because the aquifer 1'veéeivesﬂ;-re_cﬂhﬁrge from precipitation in the outcrop,
the extent of the area of influence of a pumping well is limited by the
area tequired to intercept a quantlty of water sufficient to replenish the
aquifér for the quantity being withdrawn by the well. Hence, it is un-
likely that the pumpage from the Kirkwood Formation in other areas,
with the exception of Ocean County, will have an appreciable effect on
water levels in Monmouth County.

As of 1964, there is no indication of salt water or high-chloride water
in the Kirkwood Formation in Monmouth County. Becauss the aquifer
may be in hydraulic connection with salt water in tidal estuaries along
the coast and in the Atlantic Ocean, development near these places should
proceed with caution. In about 90 square miles of the county, the base
of the aquifer is above sea level; hence, this area is not threatened w1th
salt-water encroachment.

Assuming that the effective intake area of the Kirkwood Formation. is
about 140 square miles and that the discharge from the aquifer to stream-
flow is equal to the estimated average baseflow from the water table in
the Manasquan River Basin, then about 77 mgd is discharged by the"
Kirkwood Formation to streams. v

The aquifer is at least 30 feet thick in an area of only about 45 square
miles. Thus, in about 95 square miles of the area underlain by ‘the
aquifer, the aquifer is. probably too thin to permit large yields to be
developed by individual wells.

Several large-yield wells have been deVelopéd in the 1\/Ianésquan-Sea
Girt area. The aquifer transmlssxblhty in that area js estlmated roughly
to be 40, 000 gpd per ft.
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The hydraulic characteristics of the Kirkwood Formation are not well
known in other parts of the area. On the basis of the limited available
information, -the areas most favorable for additional development are
where the saturated thickness is at least 30 feet arffd remote from surface-
water bodies that contain salt water. Wells located near perennial fresh-
water streams or ponds that are in hydraulic connection with the aquifer
may permit large sustained yields with relatively ?small drawdowns.

Post-Kirkwood Formations

The formations deposited after the close of Kirkwood time in what
is now Monmouth County consist of the Coharsey Sand of Miocene-
Pliocene age, undifferentiated Bridgeton, Pensauken and Cape-May Forma-
tions of Pleistocene age and Recent alluvium, beach sand and gravel.
(See table 2.) They are not of sufficient thickness or areal extent to
be important as aquifers. However, locally they do supply water to
small-capacity wells. ' ‘

i

Where these formations overlie aquifers, the recharge they receive from
precipitation is transmitted downward to the underlying aquifers. Where
these formations overlie aquicludes, the recharge ithey receive from pre-
cipitation is transmitted laterally to adjacent aquifers or to streams. In
"areas where these younger formations are less permeable than the under-
lying older formations, they tend to reduce the rate of recharge.



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Monmouth County is experiencing a' rapid increase in population in
urban ‘areas. ‘Between 1950 and 1960 the urban population increased
85 percent, whereas the rural population decreased about 12 percent. With
increasing urban population, the demand for large yield wells for public
water supplies will increase. The greatest part of the permanent popula-
tion is concentrated in ‘the eastern third of the county. This is also the
area which has an influx of an estimated 2 million tourists during the
summer. - To date, surface-water and ground- water “developments in ‘the
county have been adequate to meet the water: demands in this area.
If the recent trend of population continues to increase and greater de-
mands for ground-water withdrawals are made, problems of overdevelop-
ment may occur. Evaluation of the ground-water resources of Monmouth
County will provide a basis for their efficient development and manage--
ment.

The principal aquifers underlying the county qccur in the Raritan and
Magothy Formations, the Englishtown Formation, the Wenonah Forma-
tion and Mount Laurel Sand, the Red Bank Sand, the Vincentown Forma-
tion, and the Kirkwood Formation. They crop out in bands trendmg
northeast-southwest and slope downward toward the southeast. Thick-
ness, pumpage, and.water-bearing characteristics of these -aquifers:are sum-
marized in the table on the next page. ;

“The Raritan and’ Magothy Formations may be in hydraulic connection
with the Atlantic Ocean and development could ‘be limited by the threat
of salt-water encroachment. Studies made by Barksdale (1958) indicate
that salt water is present in the oceanward extensions of the aquifer, per-
haps about ‘4 or 5 miles offshore prior to large-scale development. In-
formation obtained.from test wells indicate thatlﬁ_,Barksdale’s_ estimates of
the updip extent of salt-water encroachment are reasonably accurate.
Water samples from a test well drilled about 20 miles south of Sea Glrt
indicated salt-water contamination of the lower part of this aquifer. Until
the actual location of the salt water in the aquifer to the east of the
county is known, development should proeeed with extreme caution. The
area most favorable for additional development ‘of the Raritan and
Magothy Formations probably is the western part of the county, where
pumpage would aggravate the salt-water problem less than would the-
same intensity of development in the eastern part of the county. Salt
water probably is advancing toward coastal parts of the county in re-
sponse to existing development. - Increased development ‘along the. coast
would accelerate the rate of advancement toward the coast -much more
than would. the same 1ntens1ty of development in the western palt of
the county. : v

l
}r
|

|
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Thick- - 1958
, ness Pumpage Water-bearing
A quifer (feet) (mgd) Characteristics
Raritan and Magothy 25-70 12.3 Most important aquifers.
Formations ‘ Yields range from 100
to 1,400 gpm to large-
diameter wells.
Englishtown Formation 30-50 4.0 Average yield 25 gpm.
' Maximum reported yield
640 gpm. Average yield
to large-capacity wells
410 gpm.
Wenonah Formation and  30-50 .65 Considered a single aqui-
Mount Laurel Sand fer. Average yield 10

gpm. Maximum re-
ported yield 335 gpm.

Red Bank Sand 40 . — Yields range from 3 to 30
gpm to domestic wells.

Vincentown ‘Formation 50-110 —  Numerous domestic wells
tap this aquifer—yields
range from 10 to 50 gpm.

Kirkwood Formation 0-79 1.5 Yields range from 15 to
‘ 1,200 gpm.

The area most favorable for -additional development of the Englishtown
Formation and Mount Laurel Sand is locally in the vicinity of their out-
crop areas southwest of the Sandy Hook Bay where water levels are
highest and the threat of salt-water encroachment is less.

Because the aquifer in the Red Bank Sand is generally thin and pinches
out within a few miles of the outcrop, it may not be practical to attempt
to develop large-yield wells from this aquifer. However, wells located
near streams or ponds that are in hydraulic connection with the aquifer
may permit large yields. Much more information regarding the hydraulic
characteristics of the Red Bank Sand is needed before its significance as
an aquifer can be properly eval‘uéted‘."‘

Probable favorable additional development in the aquifer of the Vincen-
town Formation occurs locally in the vicinity of the outcrop area and
away from the. Atlantic Ocean. However, more information is needed
regarding hydraulic characteristics of the water-bearing materials.
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The Kirkwood Formation underlies about. 25; percent of Monmouth
County and makes up the principal water-table aquifer in the southeastern
part of the county. Favorable additional develo;;;)ment may be available
in areas Where its saturated thickness is at least 30 feet and remote from
saline surface-water bodies. ‘1

It is estimated that the water demand in year 2000 will be about 133
mgd, about 89 mgd more than the water use in 1958. The estimated
natural baseflow discharge of the major aquifers, that occur under water-
table conditions, to streamflow is estimated to be 'about 178 mgd Much

of this water is physically available for development

The estimates made of the natural baseflow dlspha1'ge from each of the
many aquifers that occur under water-table conditions somewhere in the
county should be considered as first app10x1mat10ns particularly for the
Englishtown Formation, the Wenonah Formatlon ‘and Mount Laurel
Sand, and the Red Bank Sand. Stream-gaging stations located at aquifer
boundaries would permit determinations of baseflow dlscharge from the
individual aquifers. Until a better.. approximation can be made, the esti-
mated baseflow discharges can be used to suggest the amount of water
that could be developed from these water-table aquifers. This does not
imply that it would be economically feasible to develop each of these
aquifers extensively. In some cases, part of the rjlatural discharge out of
a poor aquifer that is not hydraulically suitable for large-scale development
can be utilized by ground-water development in!other aquifers that are
in hydraulic connection with streams that drain the poor aquifer. This is
accomplished by pumping from the better aqulfers near these streams at a
rate that establishes a gradient from the streams toward the more pro-
ductive aquifers. In this way, wells could intercépt water that naturally
would be discharged from these aquifers to the streams while inducing
water. from the streams that only recently had ‘?been discharged by. the
poor aquifer to the streams. Development could also be accomplished
by on-stream reservoirs in conjunction with nearby ground-water installa-
tions.

The available data indicate the depths to and thicknesses of the principal
aquifers and aquicludes underlying Monmouth County. Although useful
for many purposes, this information does not permit reasonably reliable
estimates of the effect of development in any aquifer on the distribution
of head in that and adjacent aquifers. Such estimates require, among
other things, a knowledge of the hydraulic characteristics of the aquifers
and the materials separating them. The hydraulikc characteristics of some
of the aquifers have been evaluated in a few areas by pumping tests.
In other areas, estimates of aquifer transmi551b1ht1es were made from
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specific capacities of individual wells. Much more information is needed
on the hydraulic characteristics of these materials. Pumping tests should
be made at every opportunity where adequate test control is -available.
The test data should be analyzed to determine, if possible, both the
aquifer and adjacent aquiclude characteristics. This information is needed
throughout the Coastal Plain of the State to assist in predicting the
effects of development. '

. The cost of determining the hydraulic characteristics of the principal
aquifers in each ‘area before the aquifers are developed in that area prob-
ably would be prohibitive. Studies are needed to determine if estimates
of the hydraulic characteristics of the aquifers can be made on the basis
of water-level changes that occur in response to development. This method
is essentially a long-term pumping test. Records of pumping from each
of the aquifers in each area, recharge to aquifers from precipitation and
streams and aquifer discharge to strezms, and water levels in each aquifer
in each area would be required. As more and better data became avail-
able, estimates of the hydraulic characteristics would be refined. A
technique presented by Tyson and Weber (1964) probably can be gen-
eralized to estimate the average hydraulic characteristics in each aquifer
and aquiclude. ' ’

The effect of development of some of the principal aquifers depends,
in part, on the hydraulic. characteristics of the suboceanic extensions. of
these aquifers and the degree, if any, of hydraulic connection of these
aquifers with salt water. The hydraulic characteristics of these suboceanic
extensions have a greater influence on aquifer response to pumping near
the coast than to pumping inland from the coast. Because much of the
heavy pumping is along the coast, the lack of information of conditions
off shore is unfortunate. - Studies are needed to detérmine if economically
justifiable ‘methods can be developed to analyze the hydraulic character-
istics of suboceanic materials within at least a few miles of the coast.
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LOGS OF WELLS

~ Representative logs of 23 wells in Monmouth County, N. J., are
given in table 4 on the following pages. The logs have been selected on
the basis of areal distribution and depth penetrated. Unless otherwise
indicated, tentative correlations have been made on drillers’ logs by the
writer. The logs with correlations by Meredith‘ E. Johnson, Frank J.
Markewicz, and others are based chiefly on Iabbratory examination of
drill cuttings. Mr. Johnson is the former State Geologist of New Jersey,
and Mr. Markewicz is the Principal Geologist, Bureau of Geology,
Division of Resources Development, New Jersey State Department of
Conservation and Economic Development. i

|

TABLE 4—LOGS OF SELECTED ?VELLS IN

MONMOUTH COUNTY, N. J.

Well 1, Mercer County
Altitude, 120 feet |
Thickness Depth
| (feet)  (feet)
Undescribed ......vvieiiin i 10 10
Quaternary:
" Pleistocene and Recent:
Sand ... .. e 20 30
Cretaceous:
Englishtown Formation:
Sand, yellow . ... idon.s. 30 60
Merchantville Formation and Woodbury Clay}:
Clay, dark ................ e P P 110 170
Raritan and Magothy Formations:
Clay, dark ........ccovviii ool 65 235
Sand, fine ........ ... ., A IR 2 237
Clay, dark .......c.cociviiinn.. DU B 43 280
Sand, fine, white, not water-bearing ......!..... 50 330
CClay, dark ... 1 331
Clag, White . ... voee e 34 365
Clay, 1ed «ovviveee e 15 380
Clay, white ............ S S 2 382
Sand, white . ......... ... .. i, Loenns 10 392
Clay, dark .. .eee e ... 8 400
Clay, light ..., Lo, 32 432

Sand, fine to medium .......... e r ..... 32 464
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Table 4—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well 2, Imlaystown

Altitude, 155 feet
Thickness Depth
(feet) — (feet)

Cretaceous:

"Red Bank(?) Sand:

Sand ... . e 14 14
Red Bank Sand: '

Sand, clayey .......... ..., e 36 50
Navesink Formation: .

Sand, clayey, shells(?) at 50 feet ............... 30 80
Wenonah Formation and -Mount Laurel Sand:

Sand, gray, fine, clayey .........cvvtiiininn... - 25 ~105
Marshalltown and Wenonah Formations:

Clay,sandy . .....coiiiiiiiiiii i 35 140

- Marshalltown Formation:

Clay, dark gray ....covivveiveninnnnnnnn. 20 160
Englishtown Formation:

Sand, fine .. ... ... e 18 178

Clay, gray . ..ooiiiii it et ieee e 10 188

Sand, fine, lenses of clay ...................... 32 220

Clay ot e 6 226

Sand, fine, clayey ............c i, 14 240
~Merchantville Formation and Woodbury Clay:

Clay oo e 190 430
Raritan and Magothy Formations:
8and, fine ... e 30 460

Sand, medium(?) ........ .. i 20 480

Clay, gray . ..ovvii it i i e 8 488

Sand, medium(?) .......cciiiiiiiii . 16 504

Clay, sandy at 546 and 575 feet ................ 76 580

Clay oot e 38 618

Sand, fine ........ ... i e 1 619

Clay, white .........cciiiiiiiiininn.. e 3 622

Clay oo 4 626

No sample ............ N 74 700

Clay, varicolored .............ccivviiuninnnnn. 30 730

Sand, gray, fine tomedium .................... 15 745
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Table 4.—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth Cot“mty, N. J.—Continued

Well 7, Frechold |
. |
(Correlation by Meredith E. Jol‘pnson)

Altitude, 140 feet |
‘ Thickness Depth

Tertiary: (feet) (feet)
Hornerstown Sand: :
Clay, light brown, sandy, glauconitic ............ 15 15
Cretaceous:
Red Bank Sand: :
Sand, greenish brown, clayey, glauconitic ...).... 25 40
Sand, gray green, fine to coarse, glauconitic .|.... . 65 105
Navesink Formation:
Clay, gray, glauconitic, shell fragments ... .. e 30 135
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand:
Clay, gray, sandy, glauconitic ............. .. 35 170
Sand, fine, slightly clayey and micaceous ....!.... 10 180
Sand, gray, very fine, clayey .............. e 10 190
Marshalltown Formation:
Clay, dark gray, micaceous, shell fragments ...... 35 225
Englishtown Formation: |
Clay, gray, sandy, glauconitic ............. 1 cee 5 230
Clay, dark gray, contains limestone nodules . !.... 10 240
Sand,gray,ﬁne,clayey...................L..._. 20 260
Clay, gray, and alternating thin laminae of sand .. 40 300
Sand, gray, fine, sparsely glauconitic ....... ‘ .. 20 320
Clay, gray, lignitic, sandy, contains limesto%]e
nodules} 35 355
Woodbury Clay: ‘
Clay, gray, contains limestone nodules ... ... .. 55 410
Clay, gray, contains shell fragments ........ voo. 15 425

Merchantville Formation:
Clay, gray, glauconitic and micaceous, contains

shell fragments ................... [ 5 430
Clay, gray, micaceous and glauconitic ....... oo 40 470
Clay, gray, sandy, slightly micaceous and glauconitic = 20 490
Clay, gray, micaceous ..............ov... cee 10 500
Clay, greenish-gray, contains limestone nodules|.... 10 510

Magothy (?) Formation: v .
Clay, gray «.oovviiniii i i i eenen cee. 100520
Clay, gray, sandy . ........covvuieennnn.. oo 10 530
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Table’ 4—Logs " of. selected wells 'in- Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well 7, Freehold—Continued

Thickness Depth
(feet)  (feet)

Cretaceous—Continued :
Magothy Formation:

Sand, gray, fine, glauconitic ................ . 6 336

Sand, gray, glauconitic ....... e vee. 543

Clay, dark gray . .....oviiiiii i, 37 580"

Clay, gray, slightly sandy and micaceous, containing s
pyrite -nodules ........ S e e e e 25 - 605

Raritan Formation: o : '
Sand, grayish-brown, veryﬁne..............-... 15 620
Sand, yellow, fine to medium « .. .o.ivtvuvnn..sl, 10 630

Sand, gray, fine to medium, slightly clayey ....... 20 - 650

Well 13, Telegraph Hill
Altitude, 234 feet

Undescribed . ...t L 19 19
Crétaceous: ‘ :
"Red Bank ‘Sand:
- Clay, greenish-gray, sandy, glaucenitic, mlcaceous 50+ - 69

Navesink Formation:
"Sand, greenish-gray, fine to medlum, clayey, 85

percent glauconite . ............ . i, 14 83
Sand, greenish-gray, fine to medium, very micaceous, ’

slightly glauconitic, clayey .................. 21 104

" Clay, gray, tough, micaceous and glaueenitic ... .. 10 114

Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand:
Sand, greenish-gray, fine to medium, slightly sdty,

micaceous, lignitic, glauconitic . ............... 32 146
Silt, greenish-gray, sandy, micaceous, shghtly

glauconitic ... e 5 151
Sand, greenish-gray, fine to'medium, silty, micaceous ; ’

80 percent glauconite ........... ... .. o0 10- - 161
Sand, greenish gray, fine to medium, shghtly silty

and glauconitic . ........oiuiiii i 3 164

Clay and sand in alternating layers, gray, micaceous,

BIgNItiC v et e e e e e - 16 - 180
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Table 4—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth Coﬁnty, N. J.—Continued

Well 13, Telegraph Hill—Cont%inued
\
! Thickness Depth

Cretaceous—Continued : ‘} (feet) (feet)
Marshalltown Formation: ’ ' v
Clay, gray, micaceous, lignitic, contains thin seams
of Silt it el 420 22
Englishtown Formation: \
Sand, light gray, fine to medium, silty, micaceous,

Lgnitic v vve e e ce.. 15 237
Sand, light gray, medium, slightly silty, hgmt ¢, ' )

TOICACEOUS & et v v vveveeeavennnenannnns R | 268
Clay, light gray, micaceous and lignitic ,......... 6 274
Sand, light gray, very fine, silty, lignitic, somme

glauconite ............ ... ... 0., oo 30 304

Englishtown(?) Formation:
Clay, light gray, silty, micaceous, slightly lignitic,

some glauconite ...............0ini...d e, 26 330

Merchantville Formation and Woodbury Clay:

" Clay, gray, glauconitic, slightly micaceous ........ 10 340
Clay, light green, very glauconitic .......... | oo 100350
Silt, greenish-gray, sandy, micaceous, very hgm':ic ... 25 375
Sand, light gray, medium to coarse, poorly sorted, '

silty, slightly lignitic and glauconitic .....! ... 10 385
Sand, light gray, medium, silty, some glauconite, ‘

lignite, and mica ..............c...... ... 10 395
Silt, light gray, lignitic, micaceous .......... ... 30 - 425
Sand, light gray, fine to medium, silty, shghtly ‘

micaceous and lignitic .................. .... 26 451

Raritan and Magothy Formations:
Sand, yellowish gray, fine to medium, well sorted,

micaceous, lignitic .......... ....0.... . el 27 478
Clay and sand layers alternating, gray ....... . 94 572
Sand, gray, fine; contains lenses of clay-...... ... 53 625
Clay and sand layers, alternating ........... \ ..o 217 . 842
Sand, gray, fine .................... SN \ - 6 848
Sand, gray, lensesof clay .................. e 15 < 863
Sand, gray, fine, some lignite .............. A | - 894
Clay and sand layers, alternating ........... cee. 70 964

Pre-Cretaceous:

Gneiss(?), weathered ............covv... l.... 80 - 1044
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Table 4.—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well 17, Sandy Hook
Altitude, 3 feet

: T hickness
Quaternary(?2): -~ _ (feet)
Pleistocene(?) : ‘
Cape May(?) Formation:
" Sand ... e 60
Clay,blue .................... [ 8
Cretaceous: o
Englishtown Formation:
Sand, lignitic .......... .. ... il 53
EXTRAPOLATED LOG
Clay, blue .......ciiiiiiiii i, 10
Sand, lignitic ...........cciiiiniiiinnnn... 54
Merchantville Formatlon and Woodbuly Clay:
Clay, greenish gray, silty ....... c.cuovven.... 130
Raritan and Magothy Formatlons _
Sand, dark gray ........... .. ... ..... T 25
Hardpan(?) ... it 9
Sand, white ................... e 25
" Clay, hard, silty .. ..o ii e 9
Sand, white, lignitic ... .. e .o 17
Clay oot i P .. 35
Sand ... e 50
Clay oo e 15
Sand(?), fine,clay .......ciiiiiiiinene... 100
Clay o e w... 100

Well 18, One mile west of Seabright

Altitude, 15 feet
Quaternary(?) :
Pleistocene( ?) :
Cape May(?) Formation:
Sand ... e e 3
Clay ot e e 4
Cretaceous: '
Red Bank Sand:
Sand, brown ......... .. ... e 14

Depth
(feet)

60
68

121

131
185

315

340
349
374
383
400
435
485
500
600
700

21
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Table 4.—Logs of selected wells in :Monmouth Cot‘mty, N. J.—Continued

Well 18, One mile west of Seabright]—Continued

‘ [ Thickness Depth
} (feet) ~ (feet)
|
{

Cretaceous—Continued :

Sand, black ...........iiiiiiiiiains L.... 36 - 57

‘Sand, greenish-gray, fine to medium, clayey, ‘
glauconitic ... Looas 20 77

Navesink Formation: ‘

Sand, greenish-gray, fine to medium, clayey and
glauconitic ......... ... ... heee. 22 99

Shells, indurated ...............ccovun... L., 5 - 104

Gravel, varicolored ............... . ... .. .... 4 108

“Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand: '
Sand, greenish-gray ..................... ‘ ..... 73 181
- Clay, white ... ... 15 196
Marshalltown Formation: ‘
Clay, black, silty ................c...... .o C 47 243
Englishtown Formation: ’ 1 '
Sand, white, lignitic ..................... [oeeen 79 322
Clay, blue . ...uvevueeiiae e L. 18 340
Well 20, Brookdale }
Altitude, 28 feet |
Quaternary(?) :
Pleistocene( ?) : \

Cape May(?) Formation: ‘ o
Sand ... e e 3 3
Clay vttt e ... 5 8

Cretaceous: \
Red Bank Sand: L
v-.Sand,brown.......................’....l ..... 5 13
Silt,blatk,clayey.......................“r ..... 17 30
Sand, contains coarse fragments ................ -9 39
Navesink Formation: 1\
Sand, fine, very clayey .............. e j\ ..... 40 79
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand‘: : '
Sand, gray(?) ............... R DA 2 131

Wenonah(?) Formation: } S
* Silt, black, clayey . ................ .. Coubeenos 230 0 154
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Table 4—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued
Well 20, Brookdale—Continued
Thickness Depth

Crétaceous—Continued : (feet) (feet)
Marshalltown Formation: : _
Silt, black, clayey .................... S 26 180
" Clay, black, silty, hard ......................L. 14 - 194
-Englishtown Formation: . B
Sand ... e 22 216
Merchantville Formation and Woodbury Clay: :
Clay and sand, glauconitic ..........eeeenenn.. 73 289
Clay oo e 35 324
Raritan and Magothy Formations:
Sand, black(?) ....... ... .. it e... . 64 388
Sand, very fine(?) . ...iiiiii 14 402
Sand, glauconitic, clayey ............. ... .. ... 64 466
Hardpan(?) ........ccoiiiiiii ... e 6 472
Shells, indurated ............. e 9 481
Sand, glauconitic and clayey ................... 32 513
Sand, brown, lignitic ........................ 87 600
Clay, blue ....... S 44 644
Sand, white . ... 68 712

Well 21, Eatontown

Altitude, 60 feet
Tertiary (?) :
Paleocene( ?) :
Vincentown (?) Formation:

Sand ... 26 26

Tertiary:

Vincentown Formation:
Sand, fine ....... ... 10 36
Sand .. e e 16 52
Sand and clay, white . ....... ... .00 i, 10 . 62
Sand, fossiliferous ........ovviiiininennn.. =10 72
Sand, fossiliferous, lignitic ............... P 10 82

Hornerstown(?) Sand: '

Sand, clayey, fossiliferous, lignitic .......... ... 28 110
Hornerstown Sand: : -
Clay, greenish-gray, shell fragments ........ eve. . 2000 2130
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Table 4—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth Cm;mty, N.  J.—Continued

|

Well 21, Eatontown—Continued

Cretaceous :

‘Red Bank Sand:

Clay, greenish-gray, shell fragments ... N R

Navesink Formation: »
‘Clay, greenish-gray, fossiliferous ..........

Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand ‘

Sand, black(?), very fine to medium .......
Wenonah(?) Formation: o

Clay, black, and sand, very fine to fine . ....|

“Sand, fine to coarse, and gravel, fine ........
Marshalltown Formation: -
Clay, black, and sand, very_ fine, hgmtlc e
Englishtown Formation: o
Clay(?), black and sand, very fine .........

Merchantville Formation and Woodbury Clay:‘
Clay, dark gray ........................ .

Raritan and -Magothy Formations:
"Clay, and sand, véry fine to fine ...........

" Sand, fine to coarse, and gravel, fine .......|.

Clay and sand, fine ..................... |

Sand, and gravel, fine ......... ... ...l

Clay ............... S ..
Pre-Cretaceous( ?) : '

Bedrock(?), weathered ................ .

Well 26, Freehold
Altitude, 110 feet

Cretaceous: . ,
Red Bank(?) Sand: |
Sand, brown, clayey, glauconitic .......... |

Sand, brown, clayey, indurated, glauconitic
Red Bank Sand:
Sand, reddish-brown, fine to coarse, shghtly

......

T hickness, Depth,

’ ( feet)

80

a7

21

53

97

135

84

167
15

16

10.

15

clayey 3‘5

Sand, greenish-gray, fine to medium, clayey, slightly

glauconitic and micaceous ..............

65

' (feet)

210
237

258

305
310

363
460

595

679

. 688

855

. 870
875

891

10
25

- 60

125
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Table 4.—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well 26, Freehold—Continued
Thickness Depth

Cretaceous—Continued : - (feet) (feet)
Navesink Formation:
Clay(?), gray, sandy, glauconitic, very fossiliferous 35 160
Clay, greenish-gray, very glauconitic ............ -5 165
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand:
Sand, fine, micaceous, clayey ................... 35 200
Sand, and clay, gray, fine ........... R 10 210
Sand, gray, fine, clayey, micaceous and glauconitic . . 30 240
Wenonah(?) Formation: _
Clay, gray, contains thin laminae of fine sand .... 5 245
Clay, gray, sandy .............. e 15 260
Clay, gray, sandy, miCaceous ................... 20 280
Marshalltown Formation:
Clay, gray, contains thin laminae of fine sand .... 20 300
Clay, sandy, contains shell fragments ............ 10 310
Englishtown(?) Formation:
Clay and sand. Sand is fine and micaceous ........ 20 330
" Englishtown Formation:
Sand, gray, very fine to medium, slightly clayey ... 20 350
Englishtown(?) Formation: 7 .
Clay, slightly sandy ............c.cciiiviun.. 50 400
Woodbury Clay: '
Clay, gray, micaceous, contains shell fragments ... 50 450
Clay, greenish-gray, micaceous ................. 24 474
Merchantville Formation: .
Sand, gray, fine, contains pyrite and limonite ... ... 6 480
Clay, greenish-gray, sandy, micaceous, slightly
fossiliferous . ....ovviii i e 40 520
Clay, greenish-gray .........c.oooiiiiinnnn. 30 550

Merchantville( ?) Formation:
Clay, greenish-gray, slightly sandy, glaucomtlc and

fossiliferous . ...vvvvvn i 20 570
Magothy Formation:
Clay, gray, sandy .......ovveiiininnennennnnns 40 610
- . Sand and clay in alternating layers; sand is fine,
gray, and MICACEOUS .. vvvrvreennennnnennnn 20 630
Sand, light gray, very fine .................. .. 20 650

Sand and clay, interbedded ; sand is gray, very ﬁne
and MICACEOUS ... vvvrvevneneinnennsnninn 30 680
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Table 4—Logs of selected wells in Monmoeuth County, N. J.—Continued

Well D64, Marlboro
Altitude, 160 feet

T hickness
(feet)
Cretaceous: ’
Red Bank Sand:
Clay, gray, silty ....... ... iieiedennn. 20
Navesink Formation: ‘ v
Clay, gray, sandy, micaceous and lignitic ........ 30

|

Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand: -
Sand, greenish-gray, fine to medium, silty, contains
altered glauconite .......... D . Jooe 30
Clay, gray, sandy, lignitic, contains a few fossil '
fragments ..........c.c. it 27
‘Marshalltown Formation: :
Clay, greenish-gray, sandy, micaceous and glau‘conitic 40
Englishtown Formation: ' '
Sand, gray, fine, slightly clayey and micaceous .... 50

Merchantville Formation and Woodbury Clay:

Hardpan ....... ..., 7
Clay, gray, contains layers of hardpan ........... 46
Clay, gray, lignitic, contains pyrite ........ ‘ iee.. 30
Clay, greén, lignitic .......... e e DU R 25
Clay, gray, fossiliferous .................01..... 44
Raritan and Magothy Formations:

Clay . e 53.
Clay, sandy, contains pyrite, lignite, and lenses of

$and e T P 48
Clay, sandy ..........ccciiiininninn.. 1 ..... 30
Clay, tough ..........................}.{... 24
Sand, fine to medium ............ ... .o h..... 37
Hardpan ......... .. ... ... ‘ ..... 8.
Sand, fine to medium ................... ! cevn 21
Sand, medium, lignitic ............ U ‘ ..... 26
Clay, gray .......... R .20

Depth
(feet)

20

50

80

107

147

197

204

250
280
305
349

402

450
480 -
504
541
549
570
596
616
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Table 4—Logs of selected wells in ‘Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well P1, Allentown
(Correlation by Frank J. Markewicz)
Altitude, 70 feet -

T hickness
(feet).
Unnamed : ‘
No sample . ..ottt - 20
Cretaceous:
Woodbury Clay:
Clay, dark gray, silty, micaceous .i.:...:........ 30
Clay, dark gray, indurated layers silty, lignitic . ... 20
Merchantville Formation: .
Clay, greenish-gray, silty, glauconitic, micaceous,
contains rounded quartz pebbles ............. .30
Clay, dark gray, silty, glauconitic, mlcaceous, k
slightly sandy . ........coiiiiiiinninn.. 30
Clay, greenish-gray, silty, micaceous, shghtly o
glauconitic, contains pebbles ... ... R 30
Clay, .dark gray, silty, micaceous ............... 22
-Magothy Formation: .
Sand, dark gray, fine, silty ..........c..oiiui.n. 38
Sand and clay interbedded .................... 10
Sand, gray, fine to medium, quartzose ........... 10
Raritan Formation:
Clay, gray, silty, lignitic, micaceous ............ .20
Sand, light gray, fine to medium, lignitic ........ 16
Clay oot e 29
Well P3, Roosevelt
Altitude, 198 feet
Cretaceous:
Red Bank(?) Sand:
Clay, sandy .........ccoiiiiiiiiiiininennnn.. ]
Sand, red and gravel .............. ... ... .... 12
Gravel ... . i e 7
Navesink(?) Formation: :
‘Sand, gravel, and clay streaks ................. 3
Clay, gray, sandy .........ccovuiiiiinnnnnen... 24

Depth
(feet)

20

50

70
100

130

160
182

220
230
240

260
276
305

20
27

30
54
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Table 4—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

|

Well P3, Roosevelt—Contim‘iled

Cretaceous—Continued :

Wenonah(?) Formation and Mount Laurel( ?)
Clay, with streaks of gravel
Clay, gray

Marshalltown Formation:

Clay, gray ......ooviiiniiiiiinennnnn.

Englishtown Formation:

Sand, fine, with streaks of clay
Sand, gray, fine ............. .. ..
Sand, gray, and streaks of clay

Woodbury Clay:

Clay, gray ..o,

Merchantville Formation: ’ ‘
Clay, with streaks of shale
Clay, gray, tough, sand .................

Magothy Formation:

Clay, gray, tough, sandy .................

(feet)

e 41
e

~ Round tubes of sandy clay, with clay streakls and

SANA e e
Sand, with tough clay streaks
Sand, gray, fine to medium, with clay streaks

Raritan Formation:

Sand, gray, coarse, with clay streaks
Old Bridge(?) Sand Member:

Sand, gray, coarse ............00iian.n.
South Amboy(?) fire clay:
Clay, white to gray, with sand streaks .....
Well P4, Freehold
Altitude, 100 feet .
Unnamed:
Topsoil ......covvviiiiien... P O
Cretaceous :

Navesink Formation:

Clay, hard

.
|

|
|

T hickness

Depth
(feet)

67
- 89

129

143 -

156

165

206

215
305

364
372
398
414
436
490

510

29
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Table 4—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued
Well P4, Freehold—Continued

T hickness Depth
(feet)  (feet)
Cretaceous—Continued :
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand: :
Sand, and soft clay ................. P ... 38 067

Sand, black, fine .......... ... ..ol 21 88
Marshalltown Formation: : :
Clay vt e e e 8 96
Sand ... 12 108
Clay, tough «.ovvvrineeeeiiiine e, 28 136
Englishtown Formation: .
Sand ... A 13 149
Clay .o I 23 172
Sand ... 18 190
Sand, contains pods of white clay ........... . 16 206
Clay, and thin seams of sand ............... 13. 219
Merchantville Formation and Woodbury Clay
Clay, hard ..... .ot i 9% . 315
Raritan and Magothy Formations: ' .
Limestone .........c.ooveveunennnnn e, 2 317
Clay ....... P P 9% . 413
Sand ... e e 6 419
Clay oot e e 12 . 431
Lime(?) ........... T 1 432
Clay, tough .......... . i, 9 . 441

Sand, gray, fine ................... [T 59 500

Well P9, Matawan

Altitude, 80 feet
Unnamed :
Clay and gravel ......... .. ..., 10 10
Cretaceous: ‘
Raritan and Magothy Formations:

Clay, gray ...ovoiiiiiin i i e 32 42
Clay and fine muddy sand .................... 38 80 .
Clay, gray with hard streaks .................. 104 184
Raritan Formation: S ’
Sand, gray, fine ......... ... . i, 52 236

Clay, gray . coovve it i eiieeiiiennnaen. 20 256
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Table 4.—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well P9, Matawan——Contin‘ued

B ‘ Thickness Depth
» ! (feet)  (feet)
Cretaceous—Continued : f
Sand, gray ........... i, ..., 5 261
Clay, gray and white, with sand streaks ........ 113 374
Sand, hard .......... ... ... .. .. .. i 9 383
Clay, red, with hard streaks .............. J ..... 57 440
Sand, coarse ......... R DA 25 465
Clay with hard streaks ........ B P 4 469
Sand, coarse and fine ..................0..... 17 486
Clay, with hard streaks ....................... 12~ 498
Well P21, Centreville |
Altitude, 60 feet
Quaternary : .
Pleistocene (Cape May Formation) :
Gravel and sand ......................1..... 10 10
Cretaceous:
Englishtown Formation: '
Sand, Eray .. .e.eeiir e L. 34 44
Sand, gray, and clay ................... J ..... 16 60
Woodbury Clay: |
Sand, gray, and clay ................... R () 70
Clay, fine, sandy .........c.ivviinnnihnnn.. 30 100
Merchantville Formation:
Clay, fine, sandy ..........oviiiiiininihnn.n. 40 - 140
Clay, sandy, with hard streaks .......... bovees 10 - 150
Raritan and Magothy Formations: ’
"Sand, fine, rusty ......... ... PR RV 52 . 202
Sand, fine ......... ... i 103 305
Raritan Formation:
Old Bridge(?) Sand Member: _
Sand, gray ...........c i, 61 366
Clay, gray ......... A PR 5 - 371
‘Sand, coarse ........ .. .o, 38 409
Sand, hard, and clay ................. Lovonn 23 432
Clay et Lo 21 453
Clay, sand, and pyrite ............... e, 16 469
Clay, tough .......ccoviiiieiinnidenn.. . 44 . 513
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Table 4.—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well P22, Atlantic Highlands
Altitude, 20 feet
Thickness Depth
(feet)  (feet)

Bl o e 8 8
Cretaceous: ‘ ’
Marshalltown Formation:

Clay oo e 14 .22
CoSit, fine L e e 17 39
Clay, BIUe « vt ee e e 5 44
Englishtown Formation: v :
Sand, gray, fine ....... ... .. i 22 66
Sand, gray, fine, and silt ....... ... ... 21 87
Sand, gray, loose ..........ciiiiiiiiiin... 33 - 120
Clay, blue, tough ............ ... ... ... ..., 17 137
Sand, fine and silt ........... [ 22 159
Woodbury Clay:
“ Clay, blue, soft .......cviiiiiiiiii ... 18" 177
Clay, blue, tough .........oviiiiinn. .. 94 271
Merchantville Formation: :
Hardpan ... i i 10 281
Clay, sandy .......ciiiiiiininiiiiiinannns 22 - 303
Clay, blue, tough ...... ... ..o i, 44 347
Raritan and Magothy Formations: :
Sand, gray, hard, fine ............. ... ....... 35 382
Clay, blue, soft .......coiiiiiiiiiiennn 40 422
Clay, blue, tough ...........ciiiiiiii .. 38 460
Sand, gray, packed, fine ........ .. 0. 0., 43 503
“ Clay, blue, tough ... covvviii i 17 520
Sand, gray, Coarse . ........eieererrnenenreanns 8 528
Clay, bBIue ..o oee e 4 532

Raritan Formation:

Old Bridge(?) Sand Member:

Sand, gray, COArse .........eveevueeeennnnn 29 561
Clay, blue, tough . ......co v, 5 566
Sand, gray, COarse ..........eeeeveenenncnns 17 583
Raritan Formation: o
Clay, blue, tough . ...... .ot 12 595
Sand, soft and silt .............. .. . ool 22 617

Clay and boulders .........c.coiveiiinnann, 45 662
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Table 4—~Logs of selécted wells in Monmouth ‘County, N. J.—Continued

- Well P28, Red Bank
Altitude, 40 feet

Red Bank Sand:
~ Sand

Clay, soft
Navesink Formation:

" Clay, black, sandy
' Clay, contains layers of indurated material .
‘Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel' Sand

Clay, sandy
Sand and clay
Marshalltown Formation:
Clay, contains Ienses of sand
Clay

Englishtown Formation:

........................

................................

............................
................................

................................

Englishtown(?) Formation:
" Clay, black
+ Clay, with hard layers(?)
Woodbury Clay:
" Clay, with hard layers(?)
Sand, compact
Merchantville Formation :
Clay, tough
Raritan and Magothy Formations:
Clay, sandy
~ Sand, gray, fine
Clay, tough
‘Clay

.......................

................................

................................

................................

T hickness
(feet)

Depth

(feet)

32
79

- 91
115

145

175

195
216

227
239
261
267
276

-300
350

418
420

496

566
585
622
632
687
688

- 695

702
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Table 4—Logs of selected -wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well P30, Long Branch
Altitude, 10 feet.

Thickness Depth
(feet)  (feet)

Quaternary:
Pleistocene and Recent:
Sand, stones, and fill ......................... 35 35
Tertiary: ’
Hornerstown Sand and Vincentown Formation:
Clay oot e 12 47
Sand ................. e e 5 52
Clayand marl ........ ..., 32 84
Sand and marl ............ .. .. ... 25 109
Clay and marl ................ ... ... u... 16 125
Sand ... e 15 140
Clayand marl ....................... S 20 160

Cretaceous(?) :
Red Bank(?) Sand:

Sand and marl ...... e e e 46 206

Clay oot e 42 248
Marshalltown Formation and Navesink Formation:

Marl and clay .............ooiiiiiiiiin., 28 276
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand: '

Sand ... 6 282

Clay and sand ...t 8 290
CClaY 43 333
Wenonah(?) Formation:

Sand and silt ........ P 25 358
Marshalltown Formation:

Sand and clay ......... ... o i 10 368

Clay .o e 31 399
Englishtown Formation:

Clay, with sand layers ................c...... 55 454

Sand ... e 5 459

Sand and clay ............ .. ... . 9 468

Sand ... ... 12 480

Sand and clay ......coiiiiiiii i 21 501
Woodbury Clay:

Clay ..o 3 504

Clay and sand ............coviiiininnennn.. 21 525
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Table 4—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth Coungty, N. J.—Continued

Well P30, Long Branch—Continlued

T hickness
, (feet)
Cretaceous—Continued :
Clay oot e .. 10
Clay and sand ......... ... iiiiiinnnn., - 10
Hardpan ............. P KT EEEERERE P 15
Merchantville Formation: _ } _
Clayand sand .......... ... iviiiniininn. 5
Sand .................. e e e - 5
Clayandsand...........................i. 10
Sand ..l eeadds 7
Clay ot e L... 43
Raritan and Magothy Formations:
Clay and sand ...... e - 10 -
Clay ooii i e - 10
Sand and clay .............. ... ... ..., ‘ 30
Clay e .. 50
Sand ... . e | 15
Clay i 15
Sand ... e eeo. 70
Clay ....... O e 18
Sand, fine ........ ... i e, - 68
Clay .o e oo 20
‘Raritan Formation: .
Old Bridge(?) Sand Member: .
Sand ... e 54
Clay ...t i 11

Well P38, Asbury Park
(Correlation after State Geologist Report

Altitude, 10 feet
Quaternary : 1
Recent: ‘\

Sand ... ... oo .

Depth
(feet)

535

- 545

560

565
570
580

. 587

630

640

650
680
730
745
760
830
848
916
936

990
1001

16
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Table 4:—Logs of selected wellsin:Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued
Well :P38, - Asbury:i Park—Continued-

Thickness Depth
(feet) — (feet)

Tertlary
Klrkwood Formation: a o "
" Clay, brown Diatoms at 40 feet ............... " 64" - 80
Manasquan Formation and Shark River Marl:- IR
Clay,hght-colored.‘...................;;"..’.. 13 93
“Greensand ... e ete e e TR 7 100
* Clay, whitish, containing forammlfera ..... e 40 . 140
Vlncentown_ Formation: o .
- Clay, contains greensand ........... P 20 160
Greensand ............ P PP PP 20 180
Clay, contains grcensand ................. beveen.t o200 200
- Clay, whitish, with a thin layer of Bryozoan ' . ' .
- limesand ... 40 240
Hornerstown Sand: ' '
Greensand, w1th Oleneothyrls harhm and Gryphea 40 - 280
Cretaceous: o B
Red Bank Sand: SR
Sand, black ..... e e, e 7 - 287
Greensand clayey .o e e 53 340
Navesmk Formation : - : : :
" Greensand, contains Exogyra and Belemmtella vew. 400 2 - 380
:Mount Laurel Sand: . ; C L
Sand, gray, water-bearing .................. .50 - 430

Tentative Correlation
Marshalltown and Wenonah Formations:

Sand, green, clayey ................. Vel oo 10 440

Sand, dark, micaceous, glauconitic ............. 30 470

Clay, dark, sandy ........covvininnennennn... 32 502
Englishtown Formation:

Sand, lignitic, water-bearing, with clayey layers .. 58 560

Sand and clay layers, alternatmg, (coarse sand or ’

gravel at 615 feet) ... ... .. 0 60" 620

Woodbury Clay: SRS oo

Clay, glauconitic, (thin seam of sand at 680) 60 - 680

‘Merchantville Formation: .
© Clay, glauconitic ........vveiveeeeevvneneean.. 50 - v 730
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Table 4—Logs of selected .wells -in" Monmouth .Gount?{, iN.. J .—~Continued

. 'Well P38, Asbury ‘Park—:COntifnuiedf‘J

‘ Thickness Depth
Cretaceous—Continued : = ( feet )  (feet)
Magothy(?) Formation: ) ‘1 S
_ Sand, fine, clayey ..., '.> : ‘r L1040
" Clay, glauconitic, some ‘thin layers of sand ... \ .. 2147 - 954
Sand, fine, whitish-gray (lignite at 1,000 feet, rock FERE
oat 1,026 feet) ... L7207 1026
‘Raritan Formation: o o ‘ e o
S Clay, sandy . ..iiiiei i 34 1060
" Clay,white ................. ‘ 71067
Clay, bluish .............0.00.00 00 00l 7160 1083

‘Old Bridge(?) Sand Member:

Sand, coarse, whitish gray, (conglomerate at \"

S 3s

1,100 feet) .....oviiinniinoiiinn 520
Raritan Formation: R
Clay, dark bluish, " (lignite at 1,160, molluscs ! o
at 1,195) ... }‘.'f.:;".""' 186 1321

J

Well P49, Avonby-theSea .

Altitude, 29 feet |
Quaternary :: . . R f

-Recent: v L R

Sand ....... e e . J SRS B
Tertiary: . ‘ ‘ o {

Klrkwood Formatlon . - ‘ L e i
TCIAY i ... 38 .48
Sand and gravel ................ Vsl oo o 18 0, 66

“Manasquan Formation and Shark RlVCl’ Marl ]
LAY e tre et e e 450, 21
."Sand, gray, fine, cIayey e, J 6 LT
Clay .o b A4 0161

Vincentown Formatlon ‘ o ' o
Sand, hard.,,...........l.l,..., ........ ‘..,.. 50166
Sand, coarse ........ ..., _ ( .. 68 - 234
Clay, sandy ....... b 1T 251
- Clay R ET R PR R P T TR PP RE PR P 24 o275
Sand i fowreer 100 . 285

Hornerstown Sand: = . [

Clay, hard .....,c.ooveeireiinnienndina. 150 . 300
|
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Table 4.—~Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well P49, Avon-by-thé-Sea—Continued
: Thickness Depth
- (feet)  (feet)
Tertiary—Continued : V o
Hornerstown (?) Sand: ‘ v
Clay, soft ...... e P .. 33 333
Cretaceous:
Red Bank Sand:

Sand, black ........... i 30 363
Navesink Formation:
Clay, black ........ ... i, 64 427
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand: ‘
Sand, greenish  gray, fine to medium coarse ....... 30 457
Sand, greenish gray, very fine, clayey ............ 48 505
Marshalltown Formation: ,
Sand, gray, very fine, clayey ................... 21 526
Clay, Sray . ...eeoenenenenenennnnenenen. .. 24 550
Englishtown Formation:
Clay, gray, and sand layers .................... 50 600
Sand, gray .......iiii i e e 30 630
Sand, coarse, and clay layers . .................. 48 678
Woodbury Clay: .
Clay, SOft «vvit ettt e e e 41 719
Sand, hard ...... .. oo e 6 725
Merchantville Formation: :
Clay .ot e e e 20 745
Clay, sandy .......coiiiiiriiniinnannn. 20 © 765
Clay o e 21 786
Raritan and Magothy Formations: .
Clay, with coarse fragments ................... 34 820
Sand, brown ............ ... i, - 25 845
Clay ot S G 860
“Sand, gray ... e 65 - 925
Clay .o e e 5 930
Sand, gray .........iiiiiiiii i i i 30 960
Clay, blue ......vcvviiriiiiin i iinnnnens 40 1000
Sand, and-gravel ........ ... ... i i iie... 35 1035
Clay oo i 22 1057
“Sand, brown ... i 5 1062
Clay oo e 14 1076

Sand, brown ...t e 17 1093
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Table 4.—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth Com’lty, N. J.—Continued

Well P49, Avon-by-the-Sea—Continued
| Thickness Depth
(feet)  (feet)

Cretaceous—Continued :
Raritan Formation:

Old Bridge Sand Member: . : -

Sand, gray, coarse ......i.....ceeniiiaii]oi.. 45 1138

Clay, white .........coveiiinnennadinn, 16 1154

Well P68, Sea Girt -
(Modified correlation after State Geologist Report 1895, p. 76)
Altitude, 11 feet ‘J

|
Quaternary: |
Recent: ‘ I

Beach Sand:
Sand .......... e Lo 10 10
Alluvium: ’ ' ' '
Clay, yellow ......covviinvninnneenn. I|‘ e 2 12
Sand, yellow, and gravel ............... ‘ ..... 13 25
Alluvium (?) :
Clay, blue, sandy .........cooveenevnilive. 35 60
Pleistocene( ?) : o
Cape May(?) Formation: }
Sand; white, fine ........... ... ool 6 66
Hardpan ............cciviiiiinnn... “ ..... 4 - 70
Tertiary: s
" Kirkwood Formation:
Sand, contains shell fragments ........... ..... 9 79
Sand, white .......... ... 0o il 1 90
Sand, COATSE .« . v eeeeeae el 15 105
Sand, fine . .... ..ottt 21 126
Clay, brown, and sand laminae, lignitic .. I ..... 109 235
Manasquan Formation: }
Clay, light green, fossiliferous .......... Lovnn, 25 - 260
Sand, black, glauconitic ................ ..., 15 275

Vincentown(?) Formation: -
~ Clay(?), light greenish ‘gray, sandy, glaujconitic,
fossiliferous, contains black pebbles( ?) '285}{ to 306 - 70 345
Clay(?), black, sandy, glauconitic .............. 15 . 360
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Table 4.—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.—Continued

Well P68, Sea Girt—Continued

Thickness Depth
(feet) (feet)
Tertiary—Continued : oo

Vincentown Formation: : : ’
Clay, light greenish gray ............. e . 40 400

" Clay(?), gray, sandy, glauconitic .............. 25 425
Hornerstown (?) Sand: : : : .

Clay(?), gray, sandy, glauconitic .............. 25 450
Hornerstown Sand:

Clay(?), black, sandy ................coun... 69 519

Cretaceous: :

Red Bank Sand: v

Clay(?), black, sandy ...... e 40 559
Navesink Formation:

Clay(?),black,sandy .........cccvvuinvenan.. 11 570

- Sand, water-bearing ......... . ... i, 10 580
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand: o

Sand, water-bearing ................ e . 40 620
Wenonah(?) Formation: - I
" Clay, dark gray, sandy ................. P 30 650
Marshalitown Formation: o ‘

Clay, dark gray, sandy ....... e . 44 694
Englishtown Formation: T

Sand, water-bearing ..................0 00 2600 720

Clay, dark gray, thin laminae of ironstone ....... 15 .. 735

Sand, water-bearing ...t 20 755

Well P76, Farmingdale
'Altitud(_f, 70 feet

Top soil .+ vttt e e e 4 4
Tertiary: ‘ -
Kirkwood Formation: _ . : . ,
Sand, brown, clayey ............ ... i ien..s “ 6. - 10
Clay, brown, sandy ......... R ... 10 .20

Manasquan Formation and Shark River. Marl:
Clay, gray-green ............. e r e e - 30- “- 50
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Table 4.—~Logs of selected wells in" Monmouth Coun%nty, N. J.—Continued

Well P76, ‘Farmingdale—Contir!med

“ T hickness

o - ( (feet)
Tertiary—Continued : }

Vincentown Formation: /
Sand, green with fossils ............... . “ ce. 40
Sand, greenish gray, medium, with shell fragmcnts 20
Sand, green, fine to medium, clayey, with shell

fragments ‘ 40

. Sand, gray and green, clayey, Wlth pebbles . . ’ cen 10

J .
Sand, gray and green, clayey, with shell fragments 20

Hornerstown Sand: |

Sand, gray, clayey, with shell fragments .... “ ... 40
Clay, gray, sandy, with shell fragments at 250 lft ... 30
Cretaceous: [
Navesink Formation and Red Bank Sand |
Clay, gray, with shell fragments ........... [ - 30
Sand, gray, with fossils ........... P R 20
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand:} o
~-Sand, gray, with fossils .................. e - 30
. Clay, gray, sandy, with lignite-.......... P P 20
Sand, gray, clayey, with shells and lignite .. Joo 10
Sand, gray, fine, clayey ;‘ .10
- Sand, gray, clayey, glauconitic ........... IR 30
Marshalltown Formation: . | o
Clay, gray, with a little glauconite ........ ( ..... 30
Englishtown Formation: |

Sand, gray, clayey, with lignite ......... ‘\ P 50

Well 1-3, Smithburg |
(Correlation by Frank J. M‘aj‘kewicz)
Altitude, 160 feet

Unnamed: / ,
Nosample ... oot ‘J ...... 5
Tertiary: o e ‘ RS
(?) ;
Sand, green, fine to medium, contains a large per-

centage of glauconite ............... | S
|

Depth
(feet)

- 90

110

150

160
180

220
250

280
300

330
350
360

- 370

400

430

480

15
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Table 4.—Logs .of selected wells. in Monmouth County, N.J.—Continued
“Well 1-3, Smithburg—Continued

Thickness Depth
(feet) (feet)
Tertiary: .
Vincentown Formation: . o
No sample ............... e .. 45 60
Cretaceous: ‘ B ' -
Red Bank Sand:
Sand, green, fine to medium, silty, moderately glau-
conitic, slightly micaceous ................... 70 130
‘Navesink Formation: ' '
Sand, greenish gray, with coarse grains, 51Ity, finely
‘micaceous and glauconitic . ...... P L. 50 180
Wenonah Formation and Mount Laurel Sand:
Sand, gray, very fine, clayey, micaceous, slightly
glauconitic and lignitic .............. .. ..... 50 230
Marshalltown Formation:
Clay, greenish gray, sandy scattered very coarse sand
grains, glauconitic, slightly fossiliferous .. ... .. 35 265
Englishtown Formation:
Clay, gray, tough, laminated, finely micaceous,

slightly lignitic ............ P 52 317
Sand, greenish gray, fine to medium, clayey, slightly ’
glauconitic, micaceous .. ... e 4 321

Woodbury Clay:
‘Clay, gray, tough, with scattered coarse grains,
slightly micaceous, lignitic .................. 60 381
Merchantville Formation: '
Clay, gray, tough, nodules, scattered siderite, mi-

caceous, slightly fossiliferous ................ 34 415
Merchantville( ?) Formation: .
No sample .........coveivnn.... P 49 464

Magothy Formation:
Sand, gray, moderately glaucomtlc slightly mi-

caceous and fossiliferous ................ ..., 2 466
No sample . .vviiiiin it i e 88 554
Sand, yellowish gray, fine, clay lumps, slightly glau- _

conitic and mMICaceOUS ... .....iuiiiinienan.. 10 564
Pyrite nodules, gray ........ . 0 iiieiien.., 1 565

Nosample ....oooviiiiiniiinnnnaenniannnea. 35 600
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Table 4.—Logs of selected wells in Monmouth C(;iunty, N. J.—Continued
|

. ’ |
Well 1-3, Smithburg—Continued
‘r

T hickness
(feet)

Sand, gray, fine to mediu/m, slightly micaceous and

Lignitic . ..ooveininie it )
No sample «oovuireneeinnaaeeenn.
Raritan Formation:

Sand, light gray, medium ...............
Nosample .......coviviiiiiiiian... .
Sand, light gray, medium ...............\
No sample .....coviiniiiiiinnnenans
Sand, light gray, medium to coarse, lignitic
No sample ........ e
Sand, light gray, fine to very coarse ........

.....

.....

Depth
(feet)

625
635

640
655
660
662
667
675
"706
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RECORDS OF SELECTED WELLS

 The records of 42 wells are shown in table 5. This table is a supple-
ment to well record tables in two previous reports by Jablonski (1959
and 1960). The location of wells in these reports is shown on figure 2. -



Table 5.—Records of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.

GrounD-Warer Resources or MonmoutH County, N. J. 117

tode” N e werer Spe-
- \xz{' Owner Nm;’m bci :'id Driller dt;;:'d al::;e J:;J?h e’;’eT- Aquifer [ v;z;lh f:{::g E!e;'el Yield 33::1- c:;)::vcc-
jea () (in) | s (#) clow (gpm) (ft) ity
) . c?fs;-.;d () (gpm/ft)
22 B I 29.14.7.8.3 Matthews Brothers 1903 --- --- -- Englishtown Formation J: 431 | ------- 12 l150 --- ----
23 | mmmmemeeeeeee-- 29,24.1.6.3 George Kisner 1904 30 --- -- Englishtown(?)Formation ! - | - --- --- === ----
24 Campbell Co. ( 29.23.2.2.9 A. P. Thompson 1941 120 86 8 Kirkwood Formation 1‘ --- | mmmme-- 35 “" 60 15 4.0
25 S. Burritt Boynton 29.12.8.3.9 Greenhalgh and Kaye 1954 15 220 6 Englishtown Formation | 210 210-220 i8 15 © 92 .16
26 Fred Stout 29.12.7.6.17 Stothoff Well Drilling Co. 1944 110 719 6 Raritan and Magothy Formations i 625(?) | 625(2)-700 133 65 --- ----
21 Dept. of the Navy 29.22,2.6.17 H. A. Peters 1958 119 252 6 Wenonah Formation and { 2317 237-252 40 103 71 1.4
Mount Laurel Sand J
28 George Van Brunt 29.22.6.2.8. Greenhalgh and Kaye 1956 80 139 4 Vincentown Formation 135 135-138 17 10 6 1.6 7
29 Richard A. Steffan 29.23.4.4.1 Greeﬁhalgh and Kaye 1955 90 198 4 Vincentown Formation ‘ 195 195-198 29 10 34 .29
30 Georg.e'Nongesser‘ 29.23.4.4.5 Greenhalgh and Kaye 1953 105 202 6 Vincentown Formation é 198 198-202 30 30 30 1.0
‘ 31 M. Alice Holden ' 29.23.4.2.7 John Kei&el 1950 85 157 4 Vincentown Formation l 146 146-151 50 10 13 .16
32 Wardell ISairy 29.23.5.9.6 Stothoff well Dr'illivng Co. 1941 \ 80 490 6 Wenonah Formation and 465 465-45;0 105 60 45 1.3
‘Mount Laurel Sand ’
33 Frank Silverman 29.33.2.2.9 Andy White 1951 80 123 4 Vincentown(?)Formation % 113 113-118 45 20 39 .51 ‘
34 Irene Horan 29.33.2.5.3 Greenhallgh and Kaye 1954 80 125 4 Vincentown( ?)Formation : 121 121-125 40 10 13 .16
35 R. W. Lubrich 29.33.2.4.4 Rudolph Kaye 1951 100 132 4 | Vincentown( ?)Formation :‘ 126 126-129 38 11 -=- ----
36 Leonty Cherozia 29.32.4.4.6 J. Windeler 1948 70 140 3 Vincentown( ?)Formatic‘)'n. 1‘ 130 130-134 20 6 10 .6
31 Carl F. Gamer 29.22,8.5.9 Greenhalgh and Kaye 1954 90 98 6 Vincentown Forma‘tjitf:l 88 88-98 18 30 10 3.0
38 Werner Landmesser 29.21.9.3.9 | Greenhalgh and Kaye 1955 . | 225 98 4 Vincentown Formation 95 95-98 63 10 21 .50
39 Michael Gwozdik 29.21.9.8.7 Greenhalgh and Kaye 1954» 115 115 4 Vincentown Form“atipn l 112 112-115 50 '7..5 60 .12
40 Jack Zelenko 29.21.8.9.7 Rlidolph Kaye 1949 140 133 4 Vincentown Formation :‘ 119 None 30 15 20 .15
41 Louis Glantzman 29.21.8.8.8 Greenhalgh and Kaye ‘ 1955 90 - 70 4 Vincentown Formation f 67 67-70 6 10 14 .11
42 William Seeberger 29.21.8.7.4 Greenhalgh and Kaye 1955 160 94 4 Vincentown Formation P91 91-94 36 4 20 .20
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Table 5.—Records of selected wells in Monmouth County, N. J.

‘ ;AZ:'- Dig{h ‘ ‘ Static Spe-
. ude : igmd : water i .
v'zi” Owner Nm;,m bct;a ';"d ) Driller dYrs;;,;l al::c\;e J:::ili D;;’e,: Aquifer ) vx':l:lh f:i;?:g ble;'el Yield 3’::\‘/‘: c:;::c-
: " g e () (in) | | s () slow | (epm) | “qi) ity
(#) : | c?;;jd ' (#) (gpm/ff)
w"/ i

1, George Wilson 28.28.7.1.5 Stothoff Well Dﬁlling Co. 1958 120 v 464 10 Raritan and Magothy Formations | 437 ' | 434-464 77 580 54 o 10

2I De Pinto 28. 33. 2.8.8 ;---—-------—-; S --- N -- Raritan and Mégothy Formations | --- | -==---= --- - -- ---

3 Féde'ral Aviation 28.23.6.17. - Somerville Well Drilling Co. | 1959 250 - 194 - 6 Englilshtow‘n'Formation - 188 180-188 118 ‘ "7 38 .18

4 Alvin Merkin . 28.24. 4:6. 8 Greenhalgh and Kaye 1955 2%0 | 238 6 Englishtown Formation ‘ " 232 232-238 80 15 - 40 .40

5 Mary Sw_eedep » . 29.11.7. 4.4 | Greenhalgh and Kaye : 1956 100 68 4 Englishtown Formation | 65 65-68 10 7 32 .21

6 Irving Scher 29.11.8.7.8 Greenhalgh and. Kaye R 1955 1192 206 4 Englishtown l-formation i 200 200-206 40 : 10‘ 40 .25

7 Cameron Roberson 29.21.2.9:4 Stothoff well Drilliné Co. 1943 140 650 6 Raritan and Magothy Formations | 623 623-633 100 50 60 .83

8 Louis Zenga 29.11.8.2.2 Greenhalgh and Kaye . 1955 157 146 4 Englishtown Formation | 140 140-146 | 50 10 30 .33

. \ .

9 F. Tallman i 29.12.1.6.9 Greenhalgh and Kaye’. | 1955 v225( ?) 146 6 Englishtown Formation . 136 136-146 40 / 20 25 .80
10 | E. Muray Todd 29.2.8.17.38 Greenhalgh and Kaye 1955 | 385 . 256 6 Englishtown Formation 250 250-256 205 10 15 | .66
11 Woodbrook, Inc. ' 29.2.4. 7 7 ! Greénhalgh and Kaye 1955 255 109 ‘ 4 Raritan and Magothy Formations 106 106-109 55 . 8.3 35 .23
12 u. s. Army 29.2.8.2.17 William Travis 1957 365 318 10 Englishtown Formation 298 298-‘318 215 .30 58 .61

13 Garden Stafe Parkway 29’. 2.8.6.1 4 ‘C. W. Lauman and Co, N 234 1044 -- [ - ----;-- --- --- se-- -
14 Cosloy and Thomas . 29.3.4.1.1 Greenhalgh and Kaye !1955 20 352 6 Raritan and Mz;gothy Formations | 337 . 337-352 30 100 80 1.2
15 - Dept. of the Navy 29. 3.5.'5. 3 C. W. Lauman and Co. 1950 164 212 6 | Englishtown Formation 204 204-212 151 | 11 4.5 2.5
16  EREEEEEEEEEEES 29.3.8.3.1 Matthews Brothers 1900 | 160l 301 | 6 Englishtown Formation 261 | -=----- 146 40 - ----

, ’ Approx. _
17 Newburg Dredging Co. 29.4,5.1.2 Matthews Brothers 1904 3 4217 3 Raritan and Magothy Formations 387 | ------- --- 18 --- ----
18 | mmeemmmmeeeemee- ) 29.14.2.12 » Uriah White | 1899 15 715 6 | Raritan,’and Magothy Formations 650 | ------- 5 --- == R
19 - Shrewsbury Dairy 29.13.6. -- Walter Cobb » | 1943 31 115 8 Wenon;h Formation and - 90 | 90-115 2.5 87 42 2.0
) ’ : ‘ : Mount;Laurel Sand
20 | 0 -------- R 29.13.5.4.1 Matthews Brothers 1897 28 712 4.5 Raritatjl a;ld M\agothy Formations | 644(2) § ------- 18 174 --- | -—--
21 Bambergers $hopping Center 29. i3. 9.. 2.1 - S © 1957 60. 891 6 Raritafx and Mago{hy Formations 850 850-865 --- 180 --- -

¢
/
/
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Figure 2.—Map of Monmouth County, New Jersey, showing the location of
places and selected wells referred to in this report.
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Figure 6.—Geologic sections in Monmouth County, New Jersey.











