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NORTHERN SACRAMENTO VALLEY
CHANGE IN GROUNDWATER ELEVATION MAP

SUMMER 2011 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

PLATE 2S-C

Date:

October 2015

BY:

G. Gordon

Path:

Shallow\Sum15 Shal\ShallowSummer2011t02015 FINAL.mxd

asqgisprEntGIS\gw gis\GW GIS\Projects\NRO\ChangeMaps\Summer2015\Sum15



