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North Hills Pediment Focus Model
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Computed vs. observed groundwater
levels
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Drawdown impacts over time at well
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North Hills Area Model
Schematic View
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North Hills Groundwater Models
capabilities:

Estimate drawdown from additional groundwater
withdrawals

Estimate drawdown or recovery from increases or
decreases in pumping in current developments

Estimate timing and magnitude of impacts of
groundwater pumping to Lake Helena (Missouri
River)

Analyze the effects of other hydrologic changes
such as draughts, changes in irrigation practices,
etc.




Water Budget Impacts of Pumping
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