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Figure 3-13. Bottom Elevation, Layer 3 (and Top Elevation, Layer 4; Feet NAVD88; after Boniol
and Dauvis, digital communication, 2013)
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Figure 3-17. Bottom Elevation, Layer 5 (Feet NAVDS88; after Miller, 1986; Miller, written
communication, 1991; and Williams, digital communication, 2013)
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Figure 3-18. Thickness, Layer 5 (Feet)
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communication, 1991; and Williams and Kuniansky, 2015)
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Figure 3-20. Bottom Elevation, Layer 6 (Feet NAVDS88; after Miller, 1986; Miller, written
communication, 1991; and Williams and Kuniansky, 2015)
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Figure 3-22. Top Elevation, Layer 7 (Feet NAVD88, after Miller 1986; Miller, written
communication, 1991; and Williams and Kuniansky, 2015)
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Figure 3-40. Locations of Concentrated Groundwater Influxes
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Figure 3-41. Distribution of Public-Supply, Commercial-Industrial, and Institutional Withdrawals
(MGD), 2001
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Figure 3-42. Distribution of Public-Supply, Commercial-Industrial, and Institutional Withdrawals

(MGD), 2009
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Figure 3-43. Distribution of DSS Withdrawals (MGD)
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Figure 3-44. Distribution of Agricultural Withdrawals
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Figure 3-45. Distribution of Specified-Head Grid Cells in Layer 1
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