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Note 6: GWE - Groundwater Elevation
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

THE RESOURCES AGENCY
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

NORTHERN REGION OFFICE

2440 Main Street
Red Bluff, California 96080
(530) 529-7300

bgs - below ground surface

taken from wells constructed in the deep aquifer zone at similar dates
of different years. These wells include those that have depths that are

Note 5: Change in groundwater elevations are based on the actual measured levels of

locations.Contoured color ramping is interpolated from these measurements 7E
and should be considered approximate. The accuracy of the estimated contour
is directly related to the timing of the measurements, spacing and the distribution
of nearby monitoring wells, well construction, and aquifer characteristics.
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Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) Note 4: Groundwater level changes are based on groundwater level measurements

of the groundwater at individual well

X

I_IlIbUIlII

NORTHERN SACRAMENTO VALLEY

FALL 2004 TO FALL 2015

DEEP AQUIFER ZONE
(Well depths greater than 600 ft bgs)

http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/data and monitoring/northern region/GroundwaterLevel/gw level monitoring.cfm
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