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Figure 8. Locations of wells in which water levels were measured in the Cave Springs area
near Hixson, Tennessee.
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Figure 9. Potentiometric surface of the aquifer in the Cave Springs area near Hixson, Tennessee, November 1990
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Figure 10. Potentiometric surface of the aquifer in the Cave Springs area near Hixson, Tennessee, May 1993.
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Figure 11. Potentiometric surface of the aquifer in the Cave Springs area near Hixson, Tennessee, November 1998.
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