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Su mmary Resu |tS fOI' Sprl ng 201 1 tO Sprl ng 201 5 b Note 2: Statistical analysis is based on the number of wells monitored within N
1489 . . \ each county. Summary results are based on the total number of wells F
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: ¢ Note 3: This map may not use all the color ranges shown in table above. Some
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_ of different years. These wells include those that have depths greater than
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100 to 450 ft WELL DEPTHS
(Well depths greater than 100 ft and less than 450 ft deep bgs)

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