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Figure 48.--Simulated water levels and avera$e monthly streamflow during 1980-82 at 

selected sites using normal (194)-70) precipitation, 1979 p~mpa~e, and 

incoming streamflow at 1979 ,rate (projection l), at __ sqo-p_e,rcent increase 

(projection 3, and at 500-percent decrease (projection 4). 


