Su r-ﬁ.i'r”t z;u'ﬁ’ax_;ta L,axXe ; ~1‘,‘ : L, : i ..I Ve 3 :?\"\_\__ O -~ LBtUIiI [ A l North Battle Cr ,r"’_“ ) { oA e 32N.g,E 32N 7E
32N BWA ~' JBakn rw _ 32N 6W \x__\_ Sh j A3 32NIW 32N 1W S S 1'E | o gEI_'_“. ru N PNE 1o ?ﬁ‘g'ﬁ )
' B, 820¢ a8 - y U R ' 2 = reeny 3 7% 0) ' - |
&4 K o {Cow ™ el 7 ’ [ b
o - 2 ; 'L] ) ! ilue a 3 P ok « ~ )
N 2 PPN st ol 8 22 X % ® Monitoring Well
Shasta County - Redding GW Basin ' -l | ~ o ' b GO/ ol & —_ _ HNTES
Maximum Increase GWE (ft) 2.1 o Camw gy e TEE I Township and Range |
K&a),  Gre "-“’ Tk 1h iola )
Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -0.2 \- ‘w.___ L ul ety ¥ 101 _ Y
=g e ~ ST oreek( County Boundaries g
| Average Change GWE (ft) 1.3 & SHASTA — \“‘:é_ifft“m'_y 4 ) \ <1 y 'Red €
.1 11 Average Well Depth (ft) 407.3 “ B S _"” 5 aa H_ Sl /,f-" i\.\_ Redding GW Basin
ass A ) 30N 7E
e Number of Wells Monitored 4.0 i S s 30N 3 ? ‘-
St by i 3 gttt o N Sacramento Valley b e
2 ¥ y r & f od P Y - %;‘E-‘l"‘- ‘_‘E‘-‘\‘EI — . eSS
/ Manton { GW Basin
£ e L 3 ‘-:_I
A 7 i : N 29N 7E
% ) T b ol _ 29N1E 29N 3E [
L - s : - | 2Nw &S N COrK - & :
Tehama County - Redding GW Basin ‘ e T e Sl
Bum Maximum Increase GWE (ft) 3.4 ' E 7 Lf a\ ”l-l.t_» l*{;* ! ccn ;;,;i"- .a Cr
- Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) 0.5 Bt L e | 4 A
i “"‘:_3":“‘ .;-. IrJ:' . T - "\::{ .'__-: 21l ; e L _f
Average Change GWE (ft) 2.5 FayHe =l L yOUSVIICS o 12 4 6|/
2 S 0} - ™ — | 28N 7E
Average Well Depth (ft) 424.7 . 26N AW B L }m > T Miles r\
“| Number of Wells Monitored 6.0 P , ST D L y \\ 1
- 3 ?| i ,-" . 'i"“- \ -:fh il W | (45 s J
P8N 9w ) {“(‘ ; A F > 7 - / i {
e Lt - — ] Y. ~Al
? P \ o Annual Change in ~
{ SN " iy Nge & e . /2INTE
DTN '9‘\«; 27N 8w 27N TW £ ANt QYN 1W ! ~ g SN L S ANEE Lo e 27N E Groundwater Elevatlon
3 2 ) " Liitle L : Batkiey Mn™ ™~ .
TEHAMA w88 ¢ B Greater than 8 feet higher |
e SR ) T, | B > 6 to 8 feet higher
: ryvilie | |7 ! 5l | |.
= ey 5 /,/J. ! ! 'I"\ .;;Aé L K F‘& == Cog ) . |'-
] o b ! #' 56 K ) gk N ) 26N 3E - > 4 to 6 feet h|gher 26N 7Ef
oy ) ZONEW S . *)\95 |C _fN::,E.I;’ : 4" 2BN1E !IJ
-q_;,'! i h Y g > ¥ ‘
| W _ | 2 to 4 feet higher J
l - =N ) 7 : { iw
| | Tehama County - Sacramento Valley GW Basin =T , -: r O to 2 feet higher : A
s : AN - \ ) L/ L« o))
a Baid M | GWE (ft 7.6 \ A Y o
ooy eImUm Tereass (M) . BrusS T 5 \ o > 0 to 2 feet lower ..F__‘;zwk;
Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -1.1 23 ANIE -Min '-.l I 4 TR
- - s : fot | A8 _
3_3?":; Average Change GWE (ft) 2.6 | s [ > 2 to 4 feet lower
{ (“" | ' ’ . } ( %
Average Well Depth (ft) 404.1 L ;- e g o) | - > 4 to 6 feet lower
:w Number of Wells Monitored 19.0 ._;"'! ; k ¢
_‘BFL ”‘} LR i 2 24'1;15 y 24N J J] ) : H_\‘__;I!;t ZQN 3E ';: - > 6 to 8 feet Iower _,| 24N TE
"6 2dN'sw UNTW; 7008 | 24N QW T Nl o ~ - [ -"‘_’ " ,-r > ,’ ; s Vo'
| tegar] Gr - é 3 guggfayj 5 {" piEy A - Greater than 8 feet lower =
Ve h {ﬂa . ® f g’/! | N - _ - — . : J /
i -'_ zﬁ,?( m chi / ki > G
oW : fl’ Er’ ' GI_ 1 i 4 f’j e Qc in\ Sy '
| 2 !more =0 \ "'l- '{ .‘ A L\. .\‘:S:- / ~
: o EX 7 4 ?/ Br s | ﬁ L 0 anze L .,r"' 23:4;5 j{: F / 23N 4E \ ( |23NGB
23N 8W 23NTW / N 2N - 23N 5W. - Qf S 1 Sour 23N 3W FJ"‘_-I 1 s f \.f‘" i ) i /
- 59658 .._,"(-:'"”“‘t Hill Sl Sc}‘{)rﬂ \ i A= a4 | n l - I, ; J | . I ; . :
4 gt e \. 4. “’ iy Qj% > | NPT ‘,“ . | Butte County - Sacramento Valley GW Basin .
L — ? Ao oy ¥ | Maximum Increase GWE (ft) 114
N 8 T } o g : ] & | Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) 0.3 :
ack Butre A0 e
NS . i ol Régﬁ{:vmf S Arland P *;:;’ Average Change GWE (ft) 3.7 |
poN oW '- o Y /038 'Buﬁ;tes [ s 4 » A X 7| Average Well Depth (ft 472.9
( -, W ) P P/ qv/f il | ') e O S g .
4 i & - ( Number of Wells Monitored 19.0
] : iy . - (& Rl FTv<s A J O r e g2aN 687
21N 8W, - (e . . - ' = - T ©NAE” f PNPE {
— i S— ' 212 e Bloomer Wil
+.2=| Glenn County - Sacramento Valley GW Basm AL St T(“ 7
bivow | Maximum Increase GWE (ft) 21.9 Cher f"" ' g s
_ — |
il Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -0.5 B U TTE IT "u ' B Fez
L ' - "” Flal
Average Change GWE (ft) 4.4 ON 3.5E L i ‘\ﬂw o !(Ln ak?N o, 2]
()0 oniaes gl =~ 4 Ped :
p=—=A Average Well Depth (ft) 416.9 ':]’ <
] Number of Wells Monitored 28.0 : ' 2 . ==
%?;\‘ : ' - - -E:-"' :} ']j = ‘Er‘orbebt( W N !
\s'_.l.' Ge; B ;;‘_'_ j | . 5 \ > -‘\:/ ,:‘-T—\ \Lf Y |1§N5)E_f ?"Ih’:‘“j - { SEF | fx‘. ﬂ;
\ ! il S LS > : ETEl | ‘---;,j_; I~ challenge
’¥ 19"_7:“" e T j' atflesnake Pt Aro@hsuille “'A"F
_.\"L‘ JI’ T rl{_ ‘I_ : l Racker b > -—"I,‘. “\{;f}' ‘Ei [
iy s j_ -. teNsE H 18}[6?: 1
v Uy ’BN W " F} \ ) ;'s J (\ 48N
_'_-""_- m =¥ :i-b_'::-"f_. ~ r' .'II ' Al 7E
19%'{- " 6 l‘ .-E. 'i 1-.\[':':" O F £ i .‘ 5 J .l. ;,_;J__ = -“r),-’
£ _'"_.-'dr f . 'Ti ¥ F .1. | - L Gndleyh 4 3 \‘n \l _,;’;' | Oire
_ " : ) Y72 o (S 4 -Tﬁ &6 ‘ \ BN 17N 5E af 1"7:5.' ‘?EI er
Wrsw % L : : : _ . o J..-'f'- ot I
Colusa County - Sacramento Valley GW Basin X IO
| Maximum Increase GWL(ft) 5.1 L Penrfington _ %) ‘g "4 J
(
Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) -1.3 NOTES
Average Change GWE (ft 2.2 sas _ , ,
. g i Note 1. A positive number indicates that groundwater elevations were higher
Average Well Depth (ft) 365.0 in current year than in previous year. A negative number indicates =
16N . . 2
Low Number of Wells Monitored 17.0 Lhrgt{%rl?:r;g\gfter elevations were lower in current year than in il
_ 8 _ I 'l.,‘ Leegville Note 2: This map may not use all the color ranges shown in table above.
DB X =) B | Note 3: Not all wells will be visible on map due to some wells close proximity
) ] .l
:5)- N\ ' d CUSA W‘fl':";' to each other.
¢ Pine - | & R~ illiams
B 15N 8w M: ;1 ,,l Vietsw 15N 3W ° Note 4: Intermediate constructed wells include those wells that have screen Sl
- i W\ intervals and well depths that are generally greater than 200 ft and less fE
e F" = than 600 ft. |
) - - — " Josephi| Note 5: Change in groundwater elevation colors at the individual well locations 4
\&— Summary Results for Summer 2009 to Summer 2010 el are based on the actual measured changes in groundwater levels.
3 : : -~ R Contoured color ramping and change in groundwater elevation estimates
1 Cha_nge in Groundwater Elevation N aw 14N 2W | between monitoring wells is a computer generated calculation based on ‘_'_“'r
X o 14N W g P g as
' Maximum Increase GWE (ft) 21.9 | g }lTﬁ the inverse distance weighted method using the availability and proximity
1 Maximum Decrease GWE (ft) 1.3 ° 1 b of surrounding monitoring well measurements. As such, the calculated <
' ealf® L ‘ change in groundwater elevation between individual monitoring wells |
wsw | Average Change GWE (ft) 3.2 f" - | T "H Ny should be considered approximate. The accuracy of the estimated
e 7 —_ ranmao change in groundwater elevation between individual monitoring wells is
S, Average Well Depth (ft) 416.3 | i directly related to the spacing and distribution of nearby monitoring wells,
O . 13N 3w fia o ™MiEg o the similarity of b itori | tructi d the local ch /| "
5%113@5;“1 Number of Wells Monitored 93.0 2 W @ ® of \e similarity of nearby monitoring well construction, and the local changes
3N S < similarities in aquifer characteristics.
_ 13N BV sulliee, . & N : )
Sty Thurston o ) OB F 4% | Note 6: GWE - Groundwater Elevation P
O s SO ) I N — —2 : bgs - below ground surface
AL e Dwer L ake - I8 Cr ® . = —
. 'h'*:.._ _-_—I--;.‘-.?ﬁ: _%:1 H‘” , + - [.' | Bucqu ITD L2 SR (;, D Kirk\fil‘e A A’“':: L_[
STATE OF CALIFORNIA NORTHERN SAC RAMENTO VALLEY
THE RESOURCES AGENCY PLATE 2
oA A e eE CHANGE IN GROUNDWATER ELEVATION MAP
NORTHERN REGION OFFICE SUMMER 2009 TO SUMMER 2010 —
2440 Main Street September 2011
Red Bluff, California 96080 INTERMEDIATE WELL DEPTH -
(530) 529-7300 (Generally greater than 200 ft and less than 600 ft bgs) ' R. Hull

http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/data_and_monitoring/northern_region/GroundwaterLevel/gw_level _monitoring.cfm

ps

e Ma

r_Chang

9 2010 _Summe

ysis Reports\2010\200

e Stats Anal

g

Location: R:\Sections\DCM\BASE_DATA\GROUNDWATER LEVELS\GW_Chan



