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EXPLANATION

Water-level contour—Shows altitude at which water
level would have stood in tightly cased well. Contour
interval 50 feet. Datum is North American Vertical Datum 
of 1988

Boundary of study area

Updip limit of Evangeline aquifer (Baker, 1979)

Data point—Well in which water-level measurement
was made. One point can represent more than one well
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Sheet 6.  Approximate 2013 water-level altitudes in the Evangeline aquifer, Houston-Galveston region,
Texas (water-level-measurement data collected during December 2012–February 2013).
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Note:
The annual regional depictions of water-level altitudes 
presented in this report are substantiated by water-level-
measurement data collected during December
2012–February 2013 throughout an 11-county area
encompassing about 11,000 square miles. Contour locations
and orientations should be viewed in a regional context
because the water-level surface of the aquifers is a
dynamic surface, constantly changing because of the
dense network of wells operating in the study area. Users
should be aware that water-level changes may have occurred
since the water levels were determined for this report. Inherent
uncertainties exist in these data such as antecedent withdrawal
rates and the pumping status of nearby wells. Users should be
aware of the limitations of these data and use discretion when
drawing conclusions or making policy decisions. These data
should not be used for engineering applications.


