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Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the Delta During a Typical Peak
Groundwater Level Change Condition for Alternative 1A Compared to the No Action Alternative
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Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the Delta During a Typical Peak
Groundwater Level Change Condition for Alternative 1A Compared to Existing Conditions
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Figure 7-15

Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the Delta During a Typical Peak
Groundwater Level Change Condition for Alternative 1B Compared to Existing Conditions—Unlined Canal
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Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the Delta During a Typical Peak
Groundwater Level Change Condition for Alternative 1C Compared to Existing Conditions—Unlined Canal
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Figure 7-21
Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the Delta During a Typical Peak
Groundwater Level Change Condition for Alternative 1C Compared to Existing Conditions—Lined Canal
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Figure 7-23

Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare
Export Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 2A Compared to the No Action Alternative
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Figure 7-24

Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare
Export Service Area during a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 2A Compared to Existing Conditions
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Figure 7-25

Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare
Export Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 3 Compared to the No Action Alternative
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Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change Condition in
August for Alternative 3 Compared to Existing Conditions
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Figure 7-28
Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare
Export Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 4 Compared to Existing Conditions
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Export Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 5 Compared to Existing Conditions
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Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare

Export Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 6A Compared to the No Action Alternative
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Figure 7-32

Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare
Export Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 6A Compared to Existing Conditions
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Figure 7-33

Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare
Export Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 8 Compared to the No Action Alternative
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Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare
Export Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 8 Compared to Existing Conditions
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Figure 7-36

Forecasted Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare
Export Service Area During a Typical Peak Groundwater Level Change
Condition in August for Alternative 9 Compared to Existing Conditions
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Figure 7-37

Typical Forecasted Peak Groundwater Level Changes in the San Joaquin and Tulare
Export Service Areas for the No Action Alternative (ELT) as Compared to Existing Conditions
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