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(b) Short-term Normal (1979-2007)

Figure 44 - Selected Hydrological Conditions
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(d) Short-term Wet (1978-1983)

Figure 44 - Selected Hydrological Conditions (continued)
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(e) Long-term Dry (1970-1977)
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(f) Short-term Dry (1984-1990)

Figure 44 - Selected Hydrological Conditions (continued)





