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Figure 2.5.1-38 Fault D
Note: Shaded relief base from Reference 2.5.1-249
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Figure 2.5.1-39 Fault E
Note: Shaded relief base from Reference 2.5.1-249
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Figure 2.5.1-40 Site Area (5-Mile radius) Growth Fault Surface Projections and 
LiDAR Lineaments

Notes:
1. Reference 2.5.1-239
2. Reference 2.5.1-238
3. Reference 2.5.1-123
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Figure 2.5.1-41 Region of Seismic Reflection Data
Notes:
1. Reference 2.5.1-123
2. Shaded relief base from References 2.5.1-249 and 2.5.1-250
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Figure 2.5.1-42 Site Area (5-Mile radius) Lineaments from LiDAR
Note: Shaded relief base from References 2.5.1-249 and 2.5.1-250
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Figure 2.5.1-43 Plant Layout and Fault D
Note: Shaded relief base from References 2.5.1-249 and 2.5.1-250 
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Figure 2.5.1-44 Site Vicinity (25-Mile radius) Lineaments from LiDAR
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Figure 2.5.1-45 2-D Reflection Profile "TGS" Time Migrated
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Figure 2.5.1-46 2-D Reflection Profile "GSI" Time Migrated
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Figure 2.5.1-47 2-D Reflection Profile "GDI" Time Migrated
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Figure 2.5.1-48 2-D Reflection Profile "GDI" Depth Migrated
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Figure 2.5.1-49 Fault D Cross Section Locations
Notes:
1. Shaded relief base from References 2.5.1-249 and 2.5.1-250
2. See Figure 2.5.1-51 for topographic cross sections
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Figure 2.5.1-50a Fault D Topographic Cross Sections (Profiles 1, 2, and 3)
Note: See Figure 2.5.1-49 for cross section locations
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Figure 2.5.1-50b Fault D Topographic Cross Sections (Profiles 4, 5, and 6)
Note: See Figure 2.5.1-49 for cross section locations
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Figure 2.5.1-50c Fault D Topographic Cross Sections (Profiles 7 and 8)
Note: See Figure 2.5.1-49 for cross section locations
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Figure 2.5.1-51 Active Oil Wells in Southern Victoria County, Texas
Note: From Reference 2.5.1-269
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Figure 2.5.1-52 Mineral Leasing Rights on Victoria County, Texas
Note: From Reference 2.5.1-268

Power Block Area
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