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‘ ' 1 Note 1: A positive number indicates that groundwater elevations were higher in the
' “Yul current year than in 2004. A negative number indicates that groundwater
; COL( elevations were lower in the current year than in 2004.
N T &I Note 2:  Statistical analysis is based on the number of wells monitored within
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-y, - Note 3: This map may not use all the color ranges shown in table above. Not all
o ¥ = % wells will be visible on map due to the close proximity to each other.
\_ Summary Results for Fall 2004 to Fall 2012 X Note 4: Groundwater level changes are based on groundwater level measurements 174EN
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_ } of different years. These wells include those that have screened intervals
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Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -34.7 14N:2E‘ Note 5:  Change in groundwater elevations are based on the actual measured levels of
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estimates between monitoring wells is a computer generated calculation based
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considered approximate. The accuracy of the estimated contour is directly
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