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The Effect of Se 
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Summary 

Host rock appears to be very homogeneous 

ituae witnin tne stuaiea tault damage 
zones may increase by one to two orders of magnitude 
above that of the nondeformed host rock. 

Data collected within the Crucifix Fault gouge alone varied 
by one gnitude. 

Gas per 
traversing the footwall damage zone of the Crucifix Fault 
clearly track each other, indicating secondary heterogeneity 
attributable only to faul t-induced discontinuities. 

atasets collected within two different beds 



The new probe eliminates the need to extract friable 
samples for laboratory analyses 

e Potential exists for maKing measurements at multiple 
depths below the outcrop surface. 

Recent fieldwork demonstrates that the probe is a 
practical field instrument for measuring apparent 
permeability in nonwelded tuffs 
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