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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

NORTHERN SACRAMENTO VALLEY

SUMMER 2014 TO SUMMER 2015

SHALLOW AQUIFER ZONE
(Well depths less than 200 ft bgs)

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