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APPENDIX A

Ground Movement Rates at Existing CGPS Sites
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APPENDIX B

Draft HSR Alignment Conceptual Initial Subsidence Instrumentation and Monitoring Plan
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APPENDIX C

RTK Survey Statement
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APPENDIX D

El Nido Subsidence Bowl
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APPENDIX E

Antelope Valley Subsidence








































































Additional land subsidence associated with a spatial and temporal uniform reduction in
total groundwater pumpage to 110,000 acre-feet per year (acre-ft/yr) for the Antelope
Valley groundwater model, California. Note that the subsidence illustrated in this plot
represents additional subsidence incurred from 2006 to 2055. From Siade et al. (2014),
SIR 2014-5166, p. 78 (Figure 46).


jim.french
Text Box
Additional land subsidence associated with a spatial and temporal uniform reduction in total groundwater pumpage to 110,000 acre-feet per year (acre-ft/yr) for the Antelope Valley groundwater model, California. Note that the subsidence illustrated in this plot represents additional subsidence incurred from 2006 to 2055. From Siade et al. (2014), SIR 2014-5166, p. 78 (Figure 46).
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