P

\

1
|
i

p,

YR

. § ‘ 32N BE
32N 8W 32N 7W 32N 6W \ 32N 1W 32N;’1E 32N S ;&N&E o o
: . . Monitoring Well
Shasta County - Redding GW Basin 9
i 0.3 .
Maximum Increase GWE (ft) County Boundaries 3N 7E
Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) NA ok Sals T I
J Average Change GWE (ft) 0.3 ‘ Lot Reddmg GW Basin
Average Well Depth (ft) 425 Sacramento VaIIey 01 . .
Number of Wells Monitored 1 e GW Basin _;T= 30RGTE
iles
30N 8W 30N W , e l )
( ; X g 29N 7E
. . e 29N 1E ” 29N 5E 2NIE
Tehama County - Redding GW Basin 20N 1W \‘\’\-—“
e Maximum Increase GWE (ft) NA /—’\/
Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -9.8 ' / Change in I;.mr
Average Change GWE (ft) -3.0 P Groundwater Elevation
Average Well Depth (ft) 424 R e o | I Greater than 20 feet higher
28N 2E
Number of Wells Monitored 3} . /
- > 15 to 20 feet higher :
RSN 9W y .
CL —e I > 10 to 15 feet higher
\ : HAMA - > 5 to 10 feet higher
DN GW 27N 8W aNw T g 27N 1E 27N 2E .l
0 to 5 feet higher
> (0 to 5 feet lower
> 5 to 10 feet lower 0
o .- 26N 1E 26N 2E 26N 3E
P6N 9W
- > 10 to 15 feet lower
Tehama County - Sacramento Valley GW Basin iy - > 15 to 20 feet lower
Maximum Increase GWE (ft) 3.6 Tehama -~
Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -17.4 A , - Greater than 20 feet lower 2ol
25N 4w 25N 1E 25N 2E | \, Jﬁ
Average Change GWE (ft) -6.2 : Ll
PSN
Ol Average Well Depth (ft) 405 32p2 J2P1 S4N2
6J2 5J3
Number of Wells Monitored 20 0503
: h \i\% N/ | 24N 7E
s i e pan b 24N,5‘\";,y” 24N W~ pon 16 : 241)2E ¢ 24N 3E 24N 4E : 24N|5E 4AN'6E
PAN
V)
P3N
oW (
_ 23N7E
o Aigw, S e 23N 2E B U! TTEZ?:N 3E 23N 4E - 23N 6E
. Zzm V,ﬂ,Para_d"*‘is‘;“é el
e Butte County - Sacramento Valley GW Basin
if Maximum Increase GWE (ft) NA
DINOW o s 3 36Ty / 203 Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -18.7 e
Average Change GWE (ft) -5.9 —L
Average Well Depth (ft) 436 |
- Number of Wells Monitored 10 |
{ | - 7E
' - i ~ 21N 6E
Glenn County - Sacramento Valley GW Basin ot
| Maximum Increase GWE (ft) 6.9
DN OV
Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -35.2
Average Change GWE (ft) -11.7 SN 6E 20N
7E
Average Well Depth (ft) 405
Number of Wells Monitored 23
AN | |
19N
oW
19N 5W
19N 8W 19N-ZW 1SN SW |
/\') 18N6E
18N 8W R M BB - 1BN
1E
18N
W
- = 17N/6E
iwew] Colusa County - Sacramento Valley GW Basin i
Maximum Increase GWL(ft) 1.8 e
Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -23.8 M”;N
{
b TE
Average Change GWE (ft) -7.0 ~
|
Average Well Depth (ft) 402 e 5 (
16N ’ ,
g Number of Wells Monitored 13 T N\
- ; NOTES
‘ \ ' Note 1: A positive number indicates that groundwater elevations were higher in the
' current year than in 2004. A negative number indicates that groundwater
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o G X wells will be visible on map due to the close proximity to each other.
\_ Summary Results for Summer 2004 to Summer 2012 ¥ Note 4:  Groundwater level changes are based on groundwater level measurements ue
N . . : taken from wells constructed in the intermediate aquifer zone at similar dates
Change in Groundwater Elevation \} of different years. These wells include those that have screened intervals
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