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Sheet 4. Approximate water-level changes in the Chicot aquifer,
Houston-Galveston region, Texas, 1990-2013.
Information regarding water resources in

Base from U.S. Geological Survey digital data, 1:100,000
Universal Transverse Mercator projection, Zone 15
North American Datum of 1927

Water-Level Altitudes 2013 and Water-Level Changes in the Chicot, Evangeline,

Texas is available at
http://tx.usgs.gov/

and Jasper Aquifers and Compaction 1973-2012 in the Chicot and Evangeline

Aquifers, Houston-Galveston Region, Texas
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