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Water Level in Well
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McGavock and Edmunds (1974)
Original scale 1:375,000

Notes:

(1) Numbers indicate approximate range of water
level, in feet below land surface, after 100 days
of continuous pumping at 25 gallons per minute.
(2) Levels reflect the first aquifer encountered
that would yield the specified amount.
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Figure 2-4
Estimated Pumping Water
Level in Wells Yielding at

Least 500 gpm on the
Hopi Indian Reservation

Source:
McGavock and Edmunds (1974)

Original scale 1:375,000

Notes:

(1) Numbers indicate approximate range of water
level, in feet below land surface, after 100 days
of continuous pumping at 25 gallons per minute.
(2) Levels reflect the first aquifer encountered
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