PREPARED IN COOPERATION WITH

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OPEN-FILE REPORT
U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY AND 96-625
RESOURCE ASSESSMENT SERVICE )
7[7" 76° 30 786°
EXPLANATION ™ )7 /*’\‘F‘ PR
IOUICR?PAREAMOF M:HEh M?GOT?YAOQfLéIF;R- ~ /( \BAI.IT\?WET, ij =4
s uifer 1s 10 -ormation of Cretaceous age. N d N 1 -
LINE OF EQUAL DIFFERENGE BETWEEN THE s ,‘} Q‘f N {fﬁf Z/f//A
POTENTIOMETRIC SURFACES OF SEPTEMBER 1975 e GLEN \ ~ '
10 AND SEPTEMBER 1995 - Dashed where approximate. . BURNE . s L WAL %
== Q== Contour interval 10 feet. Negative sign indicates 7S S —
declmeof;mt::metr‘;csuerzcte.e " ’ I ‘ ;/ % LI% _]L 5( ﬁ b
WATER-LEVEL DIFFERENCE AND WELL YIELD - — ; ANNE ARUNDEL A f P
Number shows the difference between the //\ \\ — COUNTY AS %ﬁ E‘) Ve
potentiometnic surfaces of September 1975 and % \ A ‘?‘ /\8
September 1995. Symbol shows average yield from SEVERKD. é P \ \)" "y
well or well field, in gallons per day duriny . : = . n
Rt T 5 s
=6 (O 10,000 to 100,000 — Lo i Ry e o HERG
-3 € 100,000 to 1,000,000 s e -0 gt e, H G 1 \ N dl\ L
39° Tk. Greater than 1,000,000 s oS 7){/._51 P o ® - Jix(,f % ( \ 8 \ﬁ/\g
R . COUNTY ,é/‘) \\-8/'2 ‘(Z“?“ _::az—ﬂ v by § QUEEN [ANWES
N . / .. ol 7\ seustous I y & COUNTY
\ WASHNGTON * | / . Fon, N <S "3 S |
bLe. N 3 P NG R ; \j Tl /
= d - 5 _‘ay VK: ~ v {,«JQ WH\(\J
L j T/ ‘ S - s NS
P .y, 0 \ B »E\*L
y Yss —u. 2 -8 2 JD . ‘ e /E\Qg\ ?
< & / FTN %\“: ) (d?f - el
W e
I A P B - DR e N 2
R ed O 5O Al
p / O MARLBOR . S% T ?&2) { e 1% ?,{«2} ,/4.
U ol L | LA g?“ AV e S
RS SRR <L GVl B [
[ —l—= B / Ln\\ SU\L’A >
= - % Oy
ST E ISR A
¢ z - -38 ¢ k” ® Pis \E g ,VA,LZ
RN s A T
R \/,/]wu_oom:igg - \\\] -3 / e i@s
" BN TN oraux ot D RESaS NS
= an v~ N )| - /POWER PLANT b N AN N
- o e L N
Y‘~,¢“I 1{}] \ \ 5 . ‘}j " % é? 4@\,— Z')ﬁ) ) (/‘\/{S
\ - - - ¢ Y o
> ﬁ LA PLATA J‘QS‘(/ b ;2 PRNCE |PRRpEREX b Q\"\\Nk#:é ©
S &,;’\ - 6 9 “AL‘/—K
38°30° f [ i"c‘)t:\:f? : 2 %}‘ - %_; + . il —a
( / Mo / 2 CALVERT }_
§ , (? o ,? \ g \L«AL}Z COUNTY i cauvprr cres ‘\\/\
{ | 5 R O R oo
} e N QR A & o P COUNTY
5 A L @;iﬁgf.\ N -
L e } Iy LS il | i 3]
rd /Y>> ST.MAl 1 N
<, - L — %} V"~ COuNT DE )/ Afé & [ };\ 7\& LZ
T SN SR e oK LA S R
| AN N \\f“fz/k\/ LEXNGTON s 94 e R
DN 2l NER
| | it >/\~/’&\ j/ Y N\ZI 7
L7 /J I LEQNARDTOWN N
/gi // ) = B N Q)
S . ( TOmMae Aver F’ ‘w7 \ J jj\(’\
\‘_\_‘ML — \L iﬁ/ \/' \of= - For additional |nfom\auon\évn/:fezt;)":‘4
\ N District Chief
7 C\\B \\(]Q\ \%“‘ i\“u M-L 3{1 U.:. geolc;;call :urvey
- | e NE R | e
{ Ve 7 ?:»?zgoln Marleand 21286
0 5 MILES =% \ Copres ofthis eport can be
J\) \X'“{ s, Geologcal Survey, ESIC,
o] 5 KILOMETERS (i‘ Opm-File Reports Section
- BASE FROM USGS DIGITAL LINE GRAPH, 1:250,000 e T\ B ‘252“;'“‘5'5‘7’;;‘; eral Center

THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE POTENTIOMETRIC SURFACES OF THE MAGOTHY AQUIFER
OF SEPTEMBER 1975 AND SEPTEMBER 1985 IN SOUTHERN MARYLAND

BY
Stephen E. Curtin, David C. Andreasen, and Frederick K. Mack



