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Source Stnk Source Sink —> Vector indicates direction of ground-water flow and length indicates —> Vector indicates direction of ground-water flow and length indicates
Principal Cubic Cubic Cubic Percent Cubic Percent relative magnitude of the logarithm of ground-water velocity relative magnitude of the logarithm of ground-water velocity
sources feet Percentage feet Percentage feet Percentage change feet Percentage change
and per of per of per of from per of from - . " .
sinks second __sources second _sinks second  sources prepumping second  sinks _prepumping N. Simulated direction and magnitude of ground-water flow in the O. Simulated direction and magnitude of ground-water flow in the
Areal ground- Piney Point-Nanjemoy aquifer during pumping period 10, 1978-80 Piney Point-Nanjemoy aquifer during prepumping conditions
water recharge 0 0 — — 0 0 — -— — —
Surface water 0 0 0 0 0 0 — 0 0 —
Leakage through
confining units 171 90.1 185 97.5 217 90.2 269 13.0 53.9 297
Constant-flux
boundary 19 99 05 25 22 91 15.8 06 26 200
Storage 0 0 0 0 0.2 0.6 — 0.1 0.5 —
Pumpage — = 0 0 - — — 104 430 L SRALE 11508600
_— — —— s — —— _ _— — — 25 0 25 50 75 100 MILES
Total 190 100.0 19.0 100.0 24.1 99.9 — 241 100.0 — =
Petcont atiot <01 03 25 0 25 50 75 100 KILOMETERS

Base modified from U.S. Geological Survey digital data, 1:2,000,000, 1972
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