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Table 1: Pleasanton, Texas 
 

 

Groundwater Sampling Event 
     

Well      

 

 

 Date 

   

   

 

 

Sample # 

 

Location Sampled Time Sampled pH T (°C) Spec. Cond. (µS) 
1 Ross Forbe's Farm 6/8/10 11:10 6.11 24.7 541 
2 The Farm 6/8/10 12:14 7.08 24 713 
3 Water Plant 1 (Benton City, TX) 6/8/10 13:39 5.9 24.8 310 
4 Water Plant 2 (Benton City, TX) 6/8/10 14:27 5.1 24.4 251 
5 Turf Farm 1 6/8/10 15:44 5.58 24.1 432 
6 Turf Farm 2 6/8/10 16:46 5.73 24.2 383 
7 Ronnie Wheeler's Farm 6/9/10 - 6.49 25.8 980 
8 near Ronnie Wheeler's Farm 6/9/10 9:44 5.86 24.7 346 
9 Charlotte, TX Supply Well 1 6/9/10 11:38 6.9 36 609 

10 Charlotte, TX Supply Well 2 6/9/10 13:55 6.93 35.5 608 
11 Farm with lots of snakes 6/9/10 16:20 5.67 25.6 244 
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