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Study focus was intensified
even further on the lower
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Five Key Conclusions From Studies

1st) El Sur Ranch irrigation pumping
primary effect is to reduce the benefit
of natural groundwater inflows when
river flow is at critically dry levels
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The primary effect of
pumping on the River is to
reduce the benefit of natural
inflows from groundwater.
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2nd) El Sur Ranch Irrigation Pumping
has a theoretical maximum zone of
influence in groundwater of 1000 feet.

Measured impacts do not extend this
far.
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3rd)A El Sur Ranch Irrlgatlon Pumpmg iS
not significantly impacting River water
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The cooling effect of inflow is
clearly discernible in all 3

years of study  Jovae i 1\2
~ V-3 1 \
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4th) El Sur Ranch Irrigation Pumping is
minimal compared to total watershed
discharge moving past the wells.
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1350 feet from New Well to Pacific Ocean
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5th) El Sur Ranch Irrigation Pumping
impacts to the aquifer water levels are
temporary and local. Aquifer overdraft
is not occurring and, based on water
use history and requirements by El Sur
Ranch, not an issue for the future
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Groundwater Elevation (ft)

Water level drawdown stabilizes and recovers in 4 days in

response to standard El Sur Ranch pumping rates.
JSA-04 Groundwater Elevation
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Level of stable groundwater - Groundwater recovery takes 1
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Groundwater recovery takes is shut down
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L 2 »
5 7 3 P
L 3 .
. Aquifer responds the same
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4.5 recovery
Point of initial drawdown
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Aquifer Water Levels Across the Seasons
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