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FIGURE 8.—Typical vertical-extensometer installation (VEI) in the
Tucson basin.

PROFILE C-C'—Land subsidence and estimated water-level decline between Tucson and Cienega Creek.
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subsidence caused by ground-water pumping may result,in large and

Airport to southeast of Sahuarita, may be the most seriously affected by
fissuring and faulting.
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