FIGURE 1
YIELD COMPONENTS OF PROPERLY-CONSTRUCTED DOMESTIC WELL
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FIGURE 2
HOUSEHOLD WATER BALANCE AT SHALLOW AND DEEP WATER TABLE NEAR A STREAM
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FIGURE 3
RADII OF INFLUENCE OF TEST WELLS FOR
WATER AVAILABILITY IN PLACITAS AREA
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FIGURE 4
RECOVERY TREND IN GROUNDWATER SYSTEM WITHOUT
BOUNDARIES IN THE AREA OF INFLUENCE
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FIGURE 5
RECOVERY TRENDS IN GROUNDWATER SYSTEM WITH BOUNDARIES
IN AREA OF INFLUENCE
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FIGURE 6
NEW MEXICO OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER
ADMINISTRATIVE MODELS FOR 17 AREAS
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FIGURE 7
DOMESTIC WELLS AND AQUIFERS IN NEW MEXICO
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FIGURE 8
WATER TABLE ELEVATION AND DEPTH IN NEW MEXICO
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PERSONS / WELL PERMITS
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FIGURE 9

GROWTH OF DOMESTIC WELL PERMITS AND POPULATION

IN NEW MEXICO
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FIGURE 10

DISTRIBUTION OF PROPERLY CONSTRUCTED WELLS IN NEW MEXICO
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MAXIMUM POSSIBLE DRAWDOWN (FEET)
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FIGURE 11
MAXIMUM POSSIBLE DRAWDOWN FROM PUMPING
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FIGURE 12
HYDROLOGIC LIMIT ON MAXIMUM INTERFERENCE BETWEEN DOMESTIC WELLS
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FIGURE 13
40-YEAR WATER TABLE DRAWDOWN IMPACT OF
DOMESTIC WELLS IN THREE MODELED BASINS
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FIGURE 14
LAYOUT OF PERENNIAL STREAMS AND GROWTH OF DOMESTIC WELL DENSITY TO YEAR 2040
IN STATEWIDE MODFLOW MODEL
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FIGURE 15

40-YEAR FUTURE DRAWDOWN IMPACT OF CURTAILING GROWTH

OF WELLS IN NEW MEXICO
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