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HYDROLOGIC STUDIES OF SMALL WATERSHEDS,
COW BAYOU, BRAZOS RIVER BASIN, TEXAS, 1955-64

ABSTRACT

A study was made of the rainfall, inflow, con-
sumption, and outflow for a group of nine floodwater-
detention structures on a 79.6-square-mile watershed
near Bruceville for the six water years 1958-64. During
this period annual rainfall varied from 19.18 inches in
1963 to 46.73 inches in 1961 as compared to the
32.25-inch long-term average at McGregor.

Total rainfall for the period 1959-64 ranged from
181.8 inches to 200.8 inches on the drainage areas of the
nine floodwater-detention structures. Runoff from these
areas, total for the 6-year period, ranged from 22.2
inches to 42.7 inches. Average total rainfall on the
watershed was 192.8 inches for the 6-year period while
average total runoff was 33.2 inches. At the beginning of
the study period the pools contained 968 acre-feet, A
total of 49,730 acre-feet entered the pools of which
3,010 acre-feet was rainfall on the pools surfaces and
46,710 acre-feet was runoff. Qutflow from the pools was
41,020 acre-feet; evaporation was 4,960 acre-feet, and

3,970 acre-feet was seepage and other consumption. Net
reduction in pool content during the period was 220
acre-feet, leaving 748 acre-feet in pool storage.

Every floodwater-retarding structure except one
effectively contained all floodflows originating above it
during the period of record. The emergency spillway at
one site washed out because there had not been
sufficient time after completion of the structure to
establish a protective grass cover.

A rain-gage density study for the period 1955-64
indicated that two rain gages installed at certain points
on the watershed would provide data within 8 percent of
the weighted mean rainfall of the nine existing rain gages
using a 67 percent confidence limit. An average 1-hour
unit hydrograph with a 5-hour time of rise and 10,400
cfs (cubic feet per second) peak was developed for the
v atershed.




HYDROLOGIC STUDIES OF SMALL WATERSHEDS,

COW BAYOU, BRAZOS RIVER BASIN, TEXAS,

INTRODUCTION

History and Development of the
Small Watershed Project in Texas

The Flood Control Act of 1936, as amended and
supplemented, authorized the construction of
floodwater-retarding structures by the Soil Conservation
Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. This act
provided that .. federal investigations of watersheds and
measures for run-off and water-flow retardation and
soil-erosion prevention on watersheds shall be under the
jurisdiction of and shall be prosecuted by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture...,” The Department submitted
survey reports to Congress under the authority of this
act, and in 1944, pilot studies of 11 watersheds in the
Nation were authorized. Subsequent legistation under
Public Law 566 has further expanded the scope of this
program.

Pursuant to the Flood Control Act of 1936 and
subsequent legislation, the U.S. Soil Conservation
Service is investigating a large part of Texas to determine
the need and economic feasibility of flood control
measures in accordance with the legisiation. Each area
investigated is subdivided into small watersheds usually
consisting of one stream and its tributaries that are large

Emergency spillway !ava“

1955-64

enough to cause damaging floods. Many of the water-
sheds investigated require the building of floodwater-
retarding structures (Figure 1) to help control flood-
flows from parts of the watersheds.

As of September 30, 1966, 1,081 floodwater-
retarding structures had been built in Texas. These
partly control flow from an area of 4,349 square miles.
According to reports of the U.S. Study Commission-
Texas (1962) and the U.S. Soil Conservation Service
(1963), a total of 3,438 structures have been found
physically and economically feasible for installation in
Texas. Thus, only about 31 percent of the feasible
structures had been built at the end of the water year
1966.

This watershed-development program will have
varying but important effects on the natural surface and
ground-water resources of river basins, especially where a
large number of the floodwater-retarding structures are
built. Therefore, a need has developed for basic hydro-
logic data on small watersheds that may be used to
compare the hydrology under natural conditions with
the hydrology under developed conditions after the
floodwater-retarding structures have been built. Specif-
ically, it is essential that hydrologic studies determine
the extent to which floodwater-retarding structures
affect the yield and mode of occurrence of natural water
supplies.

- Borrow pily

——Sediment pool—— Drain valve i

Figure 1.—Section of a Typical Floodwater-Retarding Structure With Outiet Works




Hydrologic data collection on small watersheds
was started in Texas in 1951 and is now active in 11
areas in the State that have been found feasible for
installation of floodwater-retarding structures (Figure 2).
The Soil Conservation Service, Texas Water Develop-
ment Board, San Antonio River Authority, City of
Dallas, and the Tarrant County Water Control and
Improvement District No. 1 are cooperating with the
Geological Survey in these investigations. The 11 study
areas were chosen on a statewide basis to sample
watersheds having different conditions of rainfall, topo-
graphy, geology, and soils. Hydrologic data will be
available for “’before and after” analyses of streamflow
and rainfall records on four of the study areas (North,

R.

Scale
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EXPLANATION

Brazos River basin

Cow Bayou study area

2 A\

Other study areas

Numbers correspond to
those in Table |

Little Elm, Pin Oak, and Mukewater Creeks). A sum-
mary of the development of floodwater-retarding struc-
tures on each study area as of September 30, 1964, is
shown in Table 1.

The purpose of the investigations in Texas is to
collect sufficient data to meet the following objectives:

1. To determine the net effect of floodwater-
retarcing structures on the regimen of streamflow at
downstream points.

2. To determine the effect of the impouridments
on the underlying ground-water

reservoir, where

Figure 2.—Locations of Cow Bayou and Other Small Watershed Study Areas



Table 1.—Small Watershed Study Areas in Texas as of September 30, 1964

DRAINAGE AREA DATE HYDROLOGIC
NUMBER WATERSHED ABOVE STREAM- DATA COLLECTION
(SEE FIGURE 2) GAGING STATION BEGAN
(SQ m1)
Trinity River basin:
1 North Creek near Jacksboro 21.6 Aug. 1956
a Elm Fark Trinity River near Muenster 46.0 July 19566
3 Little Elm Croek near Aubrey 755 June 1966
4 Honey Creek near McKinney 39.0 July 1951
5 Pin Oak Crook near Hubbard 176 Sept. 1966
Brazos River basin:
G Green Crevk noar Alexander 45.5 Oct, 1954
7 Cow Bayou near Mooreville 79.6 Sept, 1954
Colorado River basin:
8 Mukewater Creek near Trickham 70.0 Aug, 1951
a Deep Crook near Mercury ¥V 43.9 Juna 1961
Dry Prong Deep Creek near Mercury ¥ an June 1961
San Antonio River basin:
10 Calaveras Croek near Elmendorf 77.2 Aug, 1964
1 Escondido Croek at Kenedy 172.4 July 19564

Y considered as a single study ares.
* Three structures {(nos. 17, 18, and 19) were completed in August 1964, but were not used in this report,

T B.43 square miles above Escondido Creok watershed no. 11 (Dry Escondido Creek) near Kenedy is below the stream-gaging station and is not included in these totals,

FLOODWATER-RETARDING
STRUCTURES ABOVE
STREAM-GAGING
STATION

None

PERIOD THE
STRUCTURES
WERE BUILT

1964.57, 63
1965-66
1061.67
1962-63

1954.56
1965.58

1961.62
1061-63
1961

1064.58
1964-58



observation wells are available or can be installed.

3. To determine the effect of the structures on
the sediment yield of the basin and to determine the
trap efficiency of the structures.

4. To develop computation technigues that will
give more accurate estimates of runoff resulting from a
given amount of rainfall on small watersheds.

5. To develop relationships between maximum
rates of runoff and rainfall in small watersheds that will
enable more accurate design of a small storm-drainage
structures.

6. To check the applicability of flood-routing
procedures and technigues for small watersheds.

7. To determine the minimum instrumentation
necessary for making reliable estimates of total storm
inflow to the structures.

8. To determine the quality of the water as to its
suitability for possible uses and its flocculating charac-
teristics as they affect the sediment-trap efficiency of
the pools.

The degree of attainment of each of the enumer-
ated objectives is discussed in the concluding section of
this report entitled “Evaluations and Recommendations
Concerning the Statewide Small-Watershed Studies.”

Periodic evaluation reports on each study area are
essential to insure that the basic hydrologic data-
-collection program is sufficient to meet the purposes of
the statewide investigation. The Cow Bayou report is
one of these periodic evaluations.

This is the eighth in the series of reports on

hydrologic studies of small watersheds in Texas. Previous
reports are as follows:

1. Elm Fork Trinity River (Gilbert and others,
1962).

2. Honey Creek (Gilbert and others, 1964).

3. Deep Creek (Mills and others, 1965).

4. Mukewater Creek (Sauer, 1965).

5. Little EIm Creek (Schroeder, 1966).

6. Escondido Creek (Kennon and others, 1967).

7. Pin Oak Creek (Smith and Wellborn, 1967).

Purpose and Scope of This Report

The primary purpose of this report is to present
data on and analyses of the hydrologic characteristics of
the Cow Bayou study area. A secondary purpose is to
appraise the existing data-collection and processing
program. In keeping with these purposes, this report:

1. Presents a compilation of data through Sep-
tember 1964, grouped in such a manner as to define
factors included in the hydrologic cycle;

2. examines the quantity and quality of the data
being collected; and

3. recommends the type and amount of data to be
collected on the small watersheds not yet instrumented.
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DESCRIPTION OF THE WATERSHED

Location, Topography, and Climate

Cow Bayou rises north of the town of Moody and
flows in an easterly direction of 31 miles, where it flows
into the Brazos River near the town of Satin. North Cow
Bayou and South Cow Bayou are the principal tribu-
taries. The total drainage area of the watershed is 111
square miles, of which 79.6 square miles upstream from
the stream-gaging station Cow Bayou at Mooreville is the
study area (Figure 3).

The topography of the study area ranges from
gently to steeply rolling. Elevations range from 875 feet
above mean sea level at the headwaters to 405 feet at the
stream-gaging station at the downstream end of the
study area. Table 2 shows the elevations of different
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SITE ELEVATION, IN FEET
NO. ABOVE MEAN SEA LEVEL
L) 805 690
2 795 650
3 786 650
4 876 570
5 766 520
G 680 500
7 660 438
8 718 600
Mo 796 640

¥ Site 1 is on headwaters of South Cow Bayou; site 10 is on headwaters of North Cow Bayou, River mile 0" is at the confluence of these

Table 2.—Physical Factors for Cow Bayou Study Area

DISTANCE SLOPE TO ELEVATION
FROM HEAD- SITE, IN DISTANCE FROM AT MOUTH,
WATER TO FEET PER HEADWATER TO IN FEET
SITE, IN MILE MOUTH, IN MILES ABOVE MEAN
MILES SEA LEVEL
SOUTH COW BAYOU
1.6 7.9 20.2 406
4.0 36.2 4.3 643
20 67.5 25 628
4.9 62.2 68 637
3.6 68.1 3.9 6503
2.8 64.3 3.2 468
NORTH COW BAYOU
7.0 32 8.0 415
23 50.0 a7 521
4.4 36.2 19.0 406

forks and is measured upstream from this zero point. The stream-gaging station is at mile *'0"",

SLOPE FROM
HEADWATER
TO MOUTH, IN
FEET PER
MILE

1.8
35.3
62.8
658.3
67.2
66.2

30,6
52,4
20.6

MAIN-STEM
RIVER MILE
AT MOUTH

174
16.6
1.3
8.7
6.0

0.7
8.2




points within the area. Distances and slopes in Table 2
were determined by using the maximum river distances.

Long-term mean annual rainfall is 32.25 inches at
McGregor {about 6 miles northwest of site 1). This
rainfall is well distributed throughout the year with the
higher monthly totals usually occurring in April, May,
and June. Most of the storms are thunderstorms which
may or may not cover the entire study area. However,
some storms, which occur mostly in the fall, are cyclonic
storms that cover the area with nearly equal amounts of
rainfall. See “Rain-Gage Density’" section of this report
for distribution of storm rainfall for the period of this
report. Mean daily temperatures range from 30°C (86°F)
in the summer to 9°C (48°F) in the winter.

Geology

Two reports were used as references for this
section: The Lower Cretaceous Trinity Aguifers,
McLennan County, Texas (Holloway, 1961, p. 11-20),
and Revised Work Plan for Watershed Protection and
Flood Prevention, Cow Bayou Watershed, MclLennan
and Falls Counties, Texas (U.S. Soil Conservation
Service, 19633, p. 3).

Stratigraphy and Structure

Three geological formations crop out in the study
area. From oldest to youngest, these are the Eagle Ford
Shale, Austin Chalk, and Taylor Marl (Figure 4). All of
the formations are of Late Cretaceous age. The Balcones
Fault Zone crosses the area.

The Eagle Ford Shale crops out in the upper part
of the study area. This area is characterized by steep
land-surface slopes and relatively steep stream gradients.
Holloway (1961, p. 11) subdivided the Eagle Ford Shale
into the Lake Waco and South Bosque Formations. Y/ The
South Bosque Formation is a blue-black calcareous shale
having a few thin buff limestone flags in the lower part.
The Lake Waco Formation, which underlies the South
Bosque Formation, is a sequence of interbedded brown
to black shale and dark gray limestone flags having
interbedded bentonite seams. Some carbonaceous mate-
rial and vertebrate remains occur in the Lake Waco. The
Eagle Ford Shale yields very little water to wells and
streams.

The Austin Chalk, which crops out in the moder-
ately rolling middle part of the study area (Figure 4), is
composed of alternating layers of massive, resistant,
blue-gray, marly limestone and blue-gray limy shale
having a few seams of bentonite and bentonitic shale.
The Austin Chalk yields no water to wells or streams.

The Taylor Marl crops out in the gently rolling
lower part of the study area (Figure 4). The Taylor Marl

V¥ Names not adopted by U.S. Geological Survey.

is composed of four members—an upper marl member,
Pecan Gap Chalk Member, Wolfe City Sand Member, and
a lower marl member—but only the lower marl member
is present in the study area. The lower member of the
Taylor Marl yields no water to wells or streams.

Alluvium of Quaternary age occurs as flood-plain
and higher-level terrace deposits along many of the
streams in the study area. The alluvium, which was
derived from the bedrock material within the watershed,
consists predominantly of sandy clay and interbedded
fragments of limestone. In the lower reaches of the
study area, the alluvium is more widespread and more
hydrologically significant than in the upper reaches.

The Balcones Fault Zone crosses the eastern half
of the study area. Holloway (1961, p. 20) stated,
“*Similar faults have been traced from five miles south of
Lorena to midway between Lorena and Waco. In
addition to these faults, other small displacements
constitute a zone several miles east and west of the
major faults.” Partly because of this fault zone, the nine
pools throughout the study area experienced varying
high rates of seepage.

Soils

The watershed lies entirely within the Blackland
Prairies land-resource area. The soils are mostly dark
clay, developed from shale, limestone, marl, and chalk,
which support a tall grass-prairie vegetation. The pre-
dominating soil types include the Houston Black,
Houston, Austin, and Eddy. The highly fertile alluvial
soils in the flood plain are of the Trinity-Catalpa type.
Figure 5 shows the general areas delineated by soil types.
Small areas of the Lewisville soil type, not shown on
Figure 5, have developed on terrace deposits along the
streams. Detailed descriptions of soil types are given in
Table 3.

Relation to Runoff

Because the relatively impermeable Eagle Ford
Shale, Austin Chalk, and lower member of the Taylor
Marl are overlain by more permeable alluvium along the
streams, springs and seeps occur throughout much of the
study area following substantial rainfall. During the wet
seasons every small stream has interflow.

WATER CONSERVATION
TREATMENT MEASURES

Farm Ponds

Farm ponds have been built throughout the study
area. They are of various sizes and will have some effect
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Table 3.—Description of Soils in the Cow Bayou Study Area

(From U.S. Soil Conservation Service 1957, 1961a, and 1961b)

DESCRIPTION

Dark grayish-brown to grayish-brown, friable, calcareous silty clay to clay surface,
10-14 inches thick, over brown to pale brown, friable, strongly granular, highly
calcareous slity clay to clay. Chalky marl or chalk at depths of about 15-30 inches,
Gently sloping to moderately roiling (1-8 percent siopes).

Dark grayish-brown to dark brown, friable, calcareous clay or clay loam surface,
10-30 inches thick, over grayish-brown, friable, granular, calcareous silty clay or clay
loam, Well drained; nearly level flood plains.

Light brownish-gray to gray, very friable, calcareous silty clay or clay containing
many small fragments of chalky Ii ne, 3-15 inches thick, over soft chalky marl
interbedded with white chalk or chalk fragments. Gently sloping to undulating (4-8

Dark olive gray to dark grayish-brown, crumbly calcareous clay surface, 68-15 inches
thick, over dark yellowish-brown, subangular, blocky, highly calcareous clay with
yellow mottling in lower part; highly calcareous, mottied yellow and gray clay (marl)
at 20-36 inches, Gently sloping to undulating (4-8 percent slopes),

Very dark gray to black crumbly, friable, calcarecus clay surface, 10-25 inches thick,
over dark gray or olive gray, firm, weak, subangular, blocky eous clay; strongly
calcareous mottled yellow and gray clay at 30-60 inches. Nearly level to gently
sloping (1-4 percent slopes).

SOIL TYPE HYDROLOGIC
GROUPY
Austin B
Catalpa c
Eddy c
percent slopes).
Houston 8]
Houston Black D
Trinity D

Very dark gray, crumbly, calcareous clay surface, 20-40 inches thick, over dark gray,

firm, calcareous clay. Moderately weil drained, nearly level flood plains.

v B Moderate Inflitration rete when thoroughly wetted; moderate rate of water transmission,
C Silow infiltration rate when thoroughly wetted; slow rate of water transmission,
D Very slow infiltration rate when thoroughly wetted; very slow rate of water transmission,

upon the rainfall-runoff relationship of Cow Bayou
watershed.

The Soil Conservation Service (written commun.,
March 5, 1962) provided a list of farm ponds in the Cow
Bayou watershed together with information as to their
location, size, capacity, and area. These are small ponds
built for livestock water by the farmer, usually with
technical assistance from the Soil Conservation Service.
Table 4 contains pertinent data concerning these ponds.
These ponds undoubtedly affect the rainfall-runoff
relationship to some extent; however, because most of
them were built prior to the start of the flood-retarding
program, their effects are not considered significant for
the purposes of this report.

FLOODWATER-RETARDING STRUCTURES

Nine floodwater-retarding structures had been
built in the study area by 1958. Three additional
structures were completed in August 1964, but no
adjustment was made to runoff compilation. Of those
structures completed by 1958, six are in the South Cow
Bayou drainage area and three are in the North Cow
Bayou drainage area. They have a total combined
capacity of 9,770 acre-feet below the emergency spill-
way level, of which 1,480 acre-feet is sediment-pool
capacity (Figure 1). Flow from 28.0 square miles is

i

<2

partly controlled by these nine structures. Figure 3
shows the location of the structures in the study area
and Table 5 contains a summary of the physical data for
each of the nine floodwater-retarding structures. Seven-
teen additional floodwater-retarding structures are to be
built on the North and South Cow Bayous during the
1964-65 water years.

DATA-COLLECTION PROGRAM
Periods of Records

Nine rain gages (one recording and eight nonre-
cording) were installed during October 1954. One
recording rain gage was installed at site 4 on August 12,
1958. Rainfall records include water years 1955-64.

A crest-stage gage and a wire-weight gage were
installed at the streamflow-gaging station, Cow Bayou
near Mooreville, on September 22, 1954. Peak stages
were collected along with periodic discharge measure-
ments until June 10, 1958, when a continuous water-
stage recorder was installed. Records at this site include
water years 1955-64.

The floodwater-retarding structure at site 4 was
completed in July 1956, and a continuous water-stage
recorder was installed September 12, 1956. First




Table 4.—Farm Ponds in the Cow Bayou Study Areal/

POND DATA
NUMBER SURFACE CAPACITY DRAINAGE PERCENT OF
AREA OF AREA (ACRE-FEET) AREA ABOVE DRAINAGE
PONDS (ACRES) PONDS AREA ABOVE
(ACRES) STATION

Above site 1 3 1.8 10.7 as 10

2 23 10.1 52.4 344 12

3 T 3.7 18.7 117 13

4 28 23.4 131.7 1,039 31

5 3 1.6 7.4 114 5

6 6 2.4 10.8 123 10

7 22 12,6 59.3 492 14

8 3 4.7 24.0 110 10

10 -1 3.1 15.8 142 8

Uncontrolled on
South Cow
Bayou 120 139.3 626.8 5,398 -
Uncontrolled on
North Cow
Bayou 81 128.3 664.3 6,074 -
Above stream-
flow station aom 331.0 1,621.9 14,048 28

y Data for table from U.S. Soil Conservation Service (written commun., March 5, 1962).

appreciable runoff occurred March 20, 1957. Records at
this site include water years 1957-64.

Floodwater-retarding structures 1-3, 5-8, and 10
were completed during the period 1954-58; however,
staff gages were not installed until August 1958. Records
at these sites include water years 1959-64.

A recording hygrothermograph was installed
within one-quarter mile of site 4 on March 2, 1964,
Recording thermographs for air and water temperature,
and a recording anemometer for wind speed were
installed on the pool at site 4 on March 2, 1964. These
recorders are to be operated for 2 years; therefore, no
records will be published in this report.

Water samples for chemical-quality analyses were
obtained beginning October 22, 1962. Records for
quality of water include water years 1963-64.

Type and Amount of Data Collected

Records collected during the period of this report
relate to the water quality, the sedimentation, the
quantity of water available, and the disposition of the
water. The data concerning the availability and disposi-
tion of water have been assembled in Table 8 and

« 3=

identified as the water budget of the area. Thirty-five
water samples were collected during the water years
1963-64 for water-quality information.

The Soil Conservation Service made an original
capacity survey at site 4 on July 24, 1956. On June 1,
1963, a survey was made to determine the area and
extent of sedimentation. The Soil Conservation Service
has set a schedule to make a sedimentation survey at site
4 every 5 years and after major storms. This is done so
that the design criteria for sedimentation rates used by
the Soil Conservation Service can be verified as often as
feasible,

Data for the water budgets of each area were
determined from: rainfall records at 10 points; con-
tinuous pool-stage and contents records at one
floodwater-retarding structure (site 4), and weskly pool-
stage and contents records at eight pools; and con-
tinuous records of flow on Cow Bayou below all
floodwater-retarding structures.
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Hydrologic Instrumentation

Rain Gages

Nine rain gages were installed in accordance with
U.S. Weather Bureau procedure. These gages were
located to provide the best geometric coverage of the
study area (Figure 3). Rain gage 3-R is a U.S. Weather
Bureau 8-inch recording rain gage and the others are U.S.
Weather Bureau 8-inch nonrecording rain gages. Data
from the rain gage at site 4 (10-R) was rarely used
because of the uncertainty of reliable records. This gage
has since been modified from a tipping-bucket type to a
float-operated type. All rain gages were serviced and
rainfall measured weekly by employees of the Soil
Conservation Service. These data were used to define the
rainfall over the area.

Pool-Stage Gages

A continuous water-stage recorder is operated at
site 4. This recorder was adjusted so that gage heights
could be determined from the chart to the nearest 0.01
foot. On March 2, 1964, the recorder was adjusted so
that gage heights can be read to the nearest 0.001 foot.
Time can be determined to the nearest 5 minutes,
Weekly readings of staff gages and peak marks were
obtained by Soil Conservation Service personnel at each
of the remaining eight floodwater-retarding structures,
These data were used to compute contents, surface area,
consumption, outflow, and inflow for each site,

Streamflow Gages

A continuous water-stage recorder is operated at
the stream-gaging station, Cow Bayou at Mooreville. The
recorder was adjusted so that gage heights could be read
to the nearest 0.01 foot, and time determined to the
nearest 15 minutes. These data were used to determine
the integrated runoff from the nine floodwater-retarding
pools and the uncontrolled area downstream from the
structures.

QUALITY OF WATER

The chemical quality of water determines its
suitability for possible uses and its flocculating charac-
teristics as they affect the sediment-trap efficiency of
the pools.

Relation of Water Quality to Use

Water quality is an important factor in selecting
municipal water sources, in successful irrigation, and in
the location of industrial plants. In order to evaluate the

235s

water guality in terms of principal types of uses, the
major chemical constituents in the water in the Cow
Bayou study area were determined. Table 6 shows the
time that samples were taken and the results from
analyses of these samples at each site during the water
years 1962-64. The following discussion relates the
quality of the various samples to domestic and municipal
supply, to irrigation, and to industrial use.

Domestic and Municipal Supply

The standards generally guoted in evaluating the
quality and safety of water supplies for domestic and
municipal use are those of the U.S. Public Health Service
(1962, p. 7). According to these standards, the recom-
mended maximum limits for dissolved solids and sulfate
are 500 mg/l (milligrams per liter) and 250 mg/l,
respectively. Concentrations of dissolved solids are
below this limit except at sites 1, 3, 4, and 10. The areas
above these sites are in the upper part of the study area
and are underlain by the Eagle Ford Shale. Site 2, which
is in the same area, is also high in dissolved solids.
Concentration of sulfate is above the maximum limit for
sites 1, 3, and 4. Chloride concentration varies between
4.0 mg/l and 30 mg/l and is well below the maximum
limit of 250 ma/l. Fluoride concentration is below the
maximum recommended by the Public Health Service,
and nitrate concentrations are well below the maximum
of 45 ma/l.

Irrigation

The U.S. Salinity Laboratory Staff (1954, p. 69)
established standards for determining the suitability of
water for irrigation. In these standards the three follow-
ing characteristics appear to be most important in
determining the quality of irrigation water: total concen-
tration of soluble salts (salinity hazard); relative propor-
tion of sodium to other cations (sodium hazard); and
concentration of boron or other elements that may be
toxic. Waters in the Cow Bayou study area can be
classified as high salinity hazard for sites 1, 3, 4, and 10
and medium salinity hazard for the other sites and the
streamflow station, All waters can be classified as low
sodium hazard. No analysis was made to determine
boron concentration,.

Industrial Use

The quality requirements of water for industrial
purposes vary widely. For some purposes, such as
cooling, water of almost any quality can be used; but in
some manufacturing processes and in high pressure
steam boilers, water approaching the quality of distilled
water may be necessary. The water-quality requirements
for many types of industry and processes (listed in Table
7) can be met by waters from the Cow Bayou study
area.
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Table 6, Chemical Analyses of Surface Water in the Cow Bayou Study Area, Water Years October 1962 to September 1964, --Cont inued

[Results in Milligrams Per Liter Except as Indicated, |

DISSOLVED SOLIDS  HARDNESS

MAG- PO-  BICAR- (CALCULATED) AS caca SPECIFIC
DATE DISCHARGE SILICA CAL- NE- SODIUM TAS- BON- SULFATE CHLORIDE FLUO-  NI- - - - SoDIWM CONDUCT -
OF (CFS) (510,) CIM SIWM (Na) SIUM ATE (s0,) (Cl1)  RIDE TRATE GRAMS  PER CIM, CAR- ADSORPTION ANCE
COLLECTION (Ca) (Mg) (®)  (Hco,) (F) (No,)  PER ACRE-  MAG- BON-  RATIO (MICROMHOS
LITER  FOOT  NE-  ATE AT 25° C)
SIUM

Site 8. Cow Bayou Subwatershed No, 8 Near Bruceville

Oce, 22, 1962 -- 4.7 35 1.9 10 106 16 9.0 0.4 0.2 129 0,18 95 8 0.4 221
Mar. 5, 1964 - 5.8 81 0.0 5.8 0.8 184 33 11 W 17 245 .33 202 3l 2 427
Mar. 5 - 8.2 80 1.0 5.8 1.8 158 4h 9.6 +d i8 264 L6 204 75 .2 437
Site 10. Cow Bayou Subwatershed No, 10 Near 10 Near Bruceville
Oct. 22, 1962 - 13 156 5.0 55 -- 402 149 3o 1.0 0,5 Mol 0,84 410 8O 1.2 939
Mar. 5, 1964 -- 2.6 54 1.8 39 -- 143 75 18 b 5.8 267 A6 142 25 1.4 456
June 18 25,3 9.6 3 .6 15 -- 110 14 4,0 o3 1,2 130 L8 a0 0 o7 218
80970. Cow Bayou at Mooreville
Oct. 22, 1962 0.15 9.0 59 4.3 24 - 197 28 17 0.7 0,0 239 0,33 165 3 0.8 414
Mar, 6, 1964 2.19 4.1 111 5.6 27 - 176 176 20 o3 2.8 434 39 300 156 »d 680
May | 105 12 82 25 1 .- 212 52 5.6 J 1.8 271 o37 215 41 .3 447
May 1 61.1 9.1 68 2.5 10 -- 177 45 5.3 o3 2.2 229 3 180 35 3 387
May 15 3,53 2.7 85 3.6 23 -- 165 115 15 .6 .0 326 b4 227 92 o7 533
May 26 .55 5.4 83 3.9 25 -- 182 97 18 .6 .0 322 b 223 74 o7 531

& Field estimate,
v Residue at 180°C.
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TUR-
INDUSTRY BID«
1y
Afr conditioningy .-
Baking 10
Boiler feed:
0~150 psi 20
150-250 psi 10
250 psi and up 5
Brewing: E)
Light 10
Dark 10
Canning:
Legumes 10
General 10
Carbonated bev-
erage; 2
Confectionary -
Cooli 50
Food, general 10
Ice (raw water)¥ 1-5
Laundering -
Plastics, clear,
undercolored 2
Paper and pulp: 19
Groundwood 50
Kraft pulp 25

Soda and sulfite 15
Light paper,

HL-Grade 5
Rayon (viscose)
pulp:

Production 5

Manuf, ,_fltu re 3
Tanning 20
Textiles:

General 5

Dyetingld 5

Wool scouring -

Cotton bandage 5

COLOR

-

80
40

10

20
15
10

5

10-100

20
520
70

5

COLOR  DIS-
+0, SOLVED
CON-  OXYGEN
SUMED  (ML/L)
100 2
50 o2
00
10 -

I/ American Water Works Association, 1950,
2/ A-No corrosiveness; B~No slime formation; C-Conformance to Federal drinking water standards

Waters with algae and hydrogen sulfide odors are most unsuitable for air conditioning.

HARD -

ODOR  NESS

(%)

75
40

-

25-75

250

50

180
100
100

50

8
55

50-135

Table 7.-Water-Quality Tolerances for Industrial Appucctlonty

[Allowable Limits in Milligrams Per Liter Except as Indicated]

ALKA -
LINITY
(A8
mo;)

150

50

135

8.0+
8.5+
9.0+

6.5-7.0
7.0~

7.8-8.3
8.0

SOLIDS

3,000-1,000
2,500-500
1,500-100

500
1,000

850

300
200

200

Fe Mn
0.5 0.5
.2 .2

100-200 .1 e
200-500 .1 .1

.2 .2
2 2
o ] .2
2 2
.5 3
.2 2
2 W2
2 .2
.02 02
1.0 5
«2 .1
B .05
4 .05
.05 .03
.0 .0
2 2
25 .25
.25 .25
1.0 1.0
.2 .2

necessary; D-NaCl, 275 mg/l.

Fe +
Mo

0.5
2

.05
0
.2

.25
1.0
2

AlgOy 8102
5 40
] 20
.05 5
- 10
<8.0 <25

€0y

200
100
40

HCO4

-

-

100-200
200-500

Na, 80,
0

Na, 50

w10’

=

to

P
-
o
-

Lo

—

GENERALY

o0
oo

oo

Water for distilling must meet the same general requirements as for brewing (gin and spirits mashing water of light-beer quality; whiskey mashing water of dark-beer quality).

¥
4/ Some hardness desirable.
5

&/ Clear, odorless, sterile water for syrup and carbonization. Water consistent in character, Most high quality filtered municipal water not satisfactory for beverages.
¥ Hard candy requires pH of 7.0 or greater, as low value favors inversion of sucrose, causing sticky product,
§ Control of corrosiveness (s necessary as is alsocontrol of organisms, such as sulfur and fron bacteria, which tend to form slimes.
¥ Ca(HCOy), particularly troublesome. Mg (HCO4), tends to greenish color. €O, assists to prevent cracking. Sulfates and chlorides of Ca, Mg, Na should each be less than 300 mg/l

(white butts),

10/ Uniformity of composition and temperature desirable. Iron objectionable as cellulose adsorbs iron from dilute solutions, Manganese very objectionable, clogs pipelines and s

oxidized to permanganates by chlorine, causing reddish color,
1/ Bxcossive Lron, manganese or turbidity creates spots and discoloration in tanning of hides and leather goods,

12/ Constant composition; renidual alumina 0.5 mg/l.

LY Caleium, magnesium, iron, manganese, suspended matter, and soluble organic matter may be objectionable.



Relation of Water Quality to
Trap Efficiency of Pools

Low sodium concentration in proportion to
calcium concentration aids flocculation of clay particles,
Flocculation results in the formation of larger particles
which fall to the bottom of the pool. Thus, a pool is a
more effective sediment trap if the water is low in
sodium. Calcium-sodium ratio is approximatley 7:2 for
the study area; therefore, a high sediment-trap efficiency
should be effective in the pools,

Sedimentation

Sedimentation rate is one of the factors in the
design of floodwater-retarding structures that must be
estimated using existing design criteria. These design
criteria, in turn, are assembled from field data of
geologically, topographically, and hydrologically similar
watersheds. The sediment survey of June 1, 1963 (Soil
Conservation Service, written commun.), was made to
compare the actual sedimentation rate at site 4 with the
estimated sedimentation rate.

The original survey at site 4 on July 24, 1956,
showed 324.4 acre-feet of sediment-storage capacity
available. The 1963 survey showed that 98.4 acre-feet of
sediment had been deposited during the 6.85 years. This
is equivalent to an annual sedimentation rate of 2.76
acre-feet per square mile per year from the drainage area
of 5.25 square miles. At this rate, in about 16 years from
1963 there would be a sufficient amount of sediment
deposited in the pool to equal the sediment-pool
capacity. |f the 324.4 acre-feet of sediment-storage space
is to be entirely filled at the end of 50 years (the design
life of the sediment-storage capacity) it must gain only
an average of 1.24 acre-feet per square mile per year.
Sediment-pool capacity is that capacity below the top of
the drop-inlet structure.

WATER BUDGET FOR POOLS

In a water-budget analysis, gains are equated to
losses and to changes in storage within the study area.
Two budgets are made: one accounting for the inflow,
outflow, consumption, and changes in storage at each of
the nine pools; and the other accounting for the rainfall
and runoff from each of the areas above the 10 stations
(including the stream-gaging station),

Water gains consist of all rainfall on the area, and a
complete water budget accounts for its subsequent
disposition. The Cow Bayou study area is inadequately
controlled and insufficiently instrumented to measure
every factor affecting runoff into the streams, but most
factors affecting surface-water consumption at the pools
can be isolated and evaluated.
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The water-budget equation for determining the
runoff into the pools is discussed in this section. To
evaluate the water budget of an area, each factor that
influences the budget must be isolated and the
magnitude of that factor determined. The basic equation
is

Qj=Q,+ C tAS,

where Q; is total inflow, including rainfall on the pool
surface (gain),

Qg is outflow through outlet works (loss),
C is consumption (loss), and

A S is the indicated change in pool contents (gain
or loss).

Q; is solved for by measurement or estimate of the
right-hand terms in the equation.

The summary of the factors of the water budget
(except rainfall) for the nine pools for water years
1959-64 is contained in Table 8. The monthly and the
annual water-budget summaries for each pool are con-
tained in Tables 17 and 18, respectively.

The following sections are devoted to the measure-
ments, computations, and analyses of the factors of the
water budget for the pools. Because total inflow (Qj) is
computed from the other factors, those factors will be
discussed first.

Qutflow From Structures

Stage-discharge rating curves were derived for the
uncontrolled drop-inlet type principal spillways at all
sites. (See Figure 1.) These ratings were drawn on the
basis of current-meter measurements of the outflow
made at various heads on the outlet structure. The
hydraulic characteristics of this type of outlet afford a
relatively reliable rating as long as it remains free of drift
and debris. Only minor trouble was experienced from
drift and debris during the period of study.

Flow over the emergency spillway occurred at sites
1, 3, 4,6, and 8 on May 11-12, 1957. There was no flow
over site 5 spillway. The spillway at site 4 washed out
during this period and there was some spillway damage
at site 1. This damage occurred because there had not
been sufficient time to establish a protective grass cover.
Discharge at site 4 for this period was computed using
the stage hydrograph, rainfall records, change-in-
contents of pool, a theoretical rating of the emergency
spillway, and an indirect measurement of maximum
discharge. The other sites had not been instrumented for
the May 1957 storms, and spillway discharge was not
computed at them. Flow has not occurred over the
emergency spillways since additional sites were built.




Table 8.—Water-Budget Summary for Gaged Pools, Cow Bayou Watershed, Water Years 1959-64

WATER CONSUMPTION OUTFLOW CHANGE IN

YEAR {AC-FT) (AC-FT) POOL CON-
TENT {AC-FT)
1959 1.362.9 2,461.2 + 361.0
1960 16834 13,201.0 - 405.0
1961 1.879.8 21,358.2 + 3903
1962 18229 2,372.7 - 386.2
1863 9944 §7.4 - 4843
1964 1.189.8 1,563.5 + 305.6
Totals 8,933.3 41,012.0 - 218.6

Y Adjusted for the effects of rainfall directly on the pools.

TOTAL NATURALY RUNOFF AT
INFLOW RUNOEF STREAM GAGE
(ACFT)  [AC-FT)  (INCHES) (INCHES)
4,185.1 3,716.7 2,49 223
14,4794 13,820.6 9,26 .11
23,625.4 22,703.6 15.19 15.44
3,810.4 3,400.1 2.27 2.07
§77.86 395.3 0.26 10
3,048.9 2,668.0 1.78 1.07
49,726.7 46,713.3 31.24 30.02

Outflow for site 4 was computed by obtaining
daily gage heights from the recorder chart and applying
them to the stage-discharge ratings. At sites where only
weekly visits were made, daily gage heights were
estimated from a graph drawn using the weekly gage
readings, peak marks, and reference to weather records
and the recorded graph at site 4. Estimated daily gage
heights were then applied to the respective stage-
discharge rating to obtain outflow for each site.

Outflow obtained from the stage-discharge ratings
for site 4 should be well within an accuracy range of 5 to
10 percent, while those for the other eight sites should
be no more than 15 percent in error. These ratings apply
only to the uncontrolled drop outlets which discharge
floodwater and do not include flow through controlled
drains. Flow through the controlled drains caused by the
opening of the valve was computed from information in
the engineer’s field notes and from the additional loss in
storage. Table 17 shows outflow from each structure by
months; Table 18 shows outflow by years.

Some effects of the retarding structures on water
yield and flood volume at points a short distance below
the retarding structures can be determined by studying
data contained in Tables 15, 16, 17, and 18. These tables
show rainfall-runoff relations, outflow from the pools,
or flow by the stream-gaging station. In a watershed
without floodwater-retarding structures, there is a
certain amount of natural flow that does not reach
distant downstream supply points because of overbank
flooding and channel storage, evaporation, and transpira-
tion. While the structures may prevent much of the loss
of water due to overbank flooding, the prolonged release
of floodwater subjects it to more opportunity for
evaporation and transpiration losses. How much these
two losses tend to balance each other is not known.
Hydrologic data obtained in this study do not permit an
evaluation of whether the structures, by virtue of their
change in the flow pattern of floodwater past the
structures, afford more or less transmission losses down-
stream.

Change in Pool Content

The change in pool content was computed for
each site as a part of the water-budget equation. Pool
stages for site 4 were picked from the recorder charts.
For the other eight sites, pool stages were obtained from
the estimated graph based on weekly pool-stage readings,
and crest-stage gage readings as described in the preced-
ing section “Outflow From Structures.” These stages
were then converted to contents in acre-feet through use
of stage-contents tables prepared for each site.

Area-capacity data for each site were furnished by
the Soil Conservation Service (written commun., June
1958). The tables represent the original pool contents,
and no adjustment was made for reduction in storage
from sediment deposited during the period covered by
this report. As most of the sediment was deposited
below the stage used to compute most of the inifow to
the pools, failure to revise the original capacity tables
will not introduce significant error in change-of-contents
values. Table 17 shows the montly change in contents
for each site. Table 18 shows the annual change in
contents for each site.

Records were collected at each of the nine sites
within a period ranging from 2 months to 44 months
after the dam had been completed (Table 5). The pools
contained 968 acre-feet at the beginning of the study
period. During the 6 water years 1959-64, there was a
net reduction in pool storage of 220 acre-feet, leaving a
total pool storage of 748 acre-feet (Table 18).

Consumption

Consumption was divided into two components,
evaporation and other consumption. Total consumption,
in feet, was determined by two methods: total pool
recession during period of no inflow and outflow, and
addition of evaporation and other consumption. Total




consumption in acre-feet was computed by multiplying
the monthly mean surface area by consumption in feet.

Evaporation, in feet, was determined by applying
coefficients to climatic-index evaporation computed by
the Texas Water Development Board using a method
patterned after Kohler, Nordenson, and Baker (1959).
These coefficients were determined by correlating mass-
transfer evaporation data at three sites with climatic-
index data (Gilbert, 1966, written commun.). The
following coefficients were used:

MONTH COEFFICIENT MONTH COEFFICIENT
January 1.08 July 1.10
February 1.07 August 1.06
March 1.13 September 1.14
April 1.04 October 1.08
May % November 1.28
June 1.04 December 1.04

Other consumption was determined by two
methods: subtracting evaporation from total consump-
tion for the months of no inflow or outflow; and using
the mean monthly value found by the first method for
the months that had inflow or outflow.

Table 17 shows the monthly evaporation, other
consumption, and total consumption. Table 18 shows
the annual evaporation, other consumption, and total
consumption.

Inflow

Total Inflow

Total inflow into the pool (Qj) was computed for
each site by substituting values in the water-budget
equation,

Qi - Qo"’ cths,

Total inflow (Qj), as computed to this point,
represents all water that enters the pool in any form
including rainfall on the pool surface.

Table 17 shows monthly total inflow for each site;
Table 18 shows annual total inflow for each site. Table 9
summarizes the water-budget factors for each site for the
period 1959-64.

2.

Runoff From Area Above Pools

In order to show the amount of rainfall excess, or
runoff from land surface, inflow was adjusted for the
effect of rainfall on the pool. Adjustments for this effect
were made using the following relation:

Oa = Q| - Rp,
where Qg is runoff from area above station,

Q; is total inflow, in acre-feet (includes rainfall on
pool), and

Rp is rainfall on the pool, in acre-feet.

Runoff from area above each station (Qz) was
computed for each site by substituting values in the
above equation.

Monthly and yearly values of rainfall on the pools
and flow from area above each station are shown in
Tables 17 and 18, respectively.

During the 6-year period, the average annual
runoff to the nine floodwater-retarding structures was
7,790 acre-feet (5.21 inches) or 278 acre-feet per square
miles. The long-term average annual runoff for this
locality is about 4 inches. Monthly runoff during the
6-year period of study ranged from 7.4 acre-feet (0.01
inch) in January 1959 to 6,170 acre-feet (4.13 inches) in
December 1960.

Rainfall

Annual rainfall for the period of record ranged
from 46.73 inches in 1961 (14.48 inches above the
32.26-inch long-term average at McGregor) to 19.18
inches in 1963 (13.07 inches below the long-term
average). Figure 6 shows that a 3-year moving average
for Cow Bayou compares fairly well with a 3-year
moving average for McGregor. There was a large varia-
tion in annual rainfall during the period of study, from a
wet period to a drought period. This range in annual
rainfall provided data for runoff conditions which will
probably be experienced in the years after the additional
floodwater-retarding structures are built.

Table 16 is a summary of the rainfall data for Cow
Bayou during the period 1954-64. Tables 17 and 18 list
by months and years the weighted-mean rainfall on the
drainage area of each station.

Area Runoff

Runoff from the area above each station was
converted from acre-feet to inches so that a comparison
of runoff could be made with rainfall. These data are




Table 9.—Summary of Water Budget for Pools for the Period 1959-64

EVAPO- OTHER CON- OUTFLOW TOTAL PERCENT RAINFALL PERCENT NATURAL

SITE RATION SUMPTION (ACRE-  INFLOW COL. 2+3) ON POOL COL.7 RUNOFF
(ACRE- (ACRE- FEET) (ACRE- COL.5 (ACRE- COL.5 (ACRE-
FEET) FEET) FEET) FEET) FEET)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9)
1 338 244 2,500 3,100 19 234 7.5 2,860
2 737 516 6,930 8,190 15 467 5.7 7,730
3 348 164 2,870 3,390 15 207 6.1 3,180
4 680 354 5,710 6,600 16 374 5.7 6,230
B 399 322 4,170 4,830 15 218 4.5 4,610
8 450 258 4,060 4,770 15 266 5.6 4,500
7 872 820 8,240 9,850 17 534 54 9,310
8 414 643 2,490 3,630 30 253 72 3,270
10 720 652 4,050 5,470 25 461 8.4 5,010
Totals 4,960 3,970 41,020 49,730 18 3,010 6.1 46,700
(Average) (Average)
60 T T T T T T T
50 "‘
3-Year moving average
Long-term average for for Cow Bayou study area
McGregor 32.25 inches !\v4
|
a0} | —
. |
m ‘
I |
o
2 |
;_' !
Z 30k \‘ -
J \
=
z
é 3~Year moving average for Waco (1891-1910)
20} ond McGregor (1911-1964) =
10 A
o 1 ! ! 1 1 1 1
1890 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970

PERIOD OF RECORD

Figure 6.—Comparison of 3-Year Moving Average Rainfall at Cow Bayou Study Area With
the Long-Term and 3-Year Moving Average Rainfall at Waco and McGregor
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included in Tables 17 and 18. Figure 7 shows the
monthly accumulation of runoff at Cow Bayou stream-

gaging station, as well as runoff from the areas above all
sites,

An examination of Figure 7 and Tables 17 and 18
shows no apparent direct relationship between monthly
and annual rainfall and runoff. Runoff at the stream-
gaging station was 7.31 inches in 1959 calendar year
from 44.97 inches rainfall. Runoff for that year was 16
percent of rainfall. On the other hand, runoff for 1961
calendar year was 11.33 inches from 36.42 inches
rainfall. This runoff is 31 percent of rainfall.

Antecedent rainfall appears to be a significant
factor for runoff. For instance, during the month of
August 1964 no runoff occurred at the stream-gaging
station from 3.97 inches rainfall. Rainfall for the
previous month was 0.14 inch. In contrast to this, 0.38
inch ran off in July 1961 from 3.09 inches rainfall. In
June 1961 rainfall totaled 7.98 inches.

Table 10 summarizes the rainfall, runoff, and
consumption for each drainage area studied for the
period 1959-64.

Note in Figure 7 that accumulated runoff for the
sites was only 1.15 inches more than accumulated runoff
at the stream-gaging station during the water year period
1959-64. A greater difference than this was expected
because the higher gradient upstream from the pools
should cause a higher unit runoff into the pools and
because the consumption of the pools would cause less
runoff to reach the downstream station.

Possibly the major reason the runoff at the
stream-gaging station and above all sites is about the
same in Figure 7 is the location of the structures. Runoff
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Figure 7.—Mass Diagram of Runoff From Drainage Area Above
All Sites and Above the Stream-Gaging Station, Cow Bayou at
Mooreville, October 1958 to September 1964

at the streamflow station is integrated runoff from each
part of the watershed. The sites are relatively equally
spaced throughout the watershed. When combined unit
runoff from the area upstream from all structures is
computed, the result is an integration of runoff over the
watershed,

Table 10.—Summary of Water Budget of Separate Areas for the Period 1959-64

DRAINAGE RAINFALL RUNOFF
AREA (INCHES) (INCHES)

1 194.2 35.5

2 193.7 32.9

3 193.8 42,7

E 183.7 22.2

6 181.8 24.9

6 200.8 42,4

7 192.6 31.9

8 183.5 36.3

10 193.8 33.

Stream-gaging
station 1928 33.2
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CONSUMPTION PERCENT
(INCHES) (RUNOFF/RAINFALL)
158.7 18
160.8 17
151.1 22
161.5 12
156.9 14
1568.4 21
160.7 17
147.2 20
160.7 17
159.6 17




OTHER ANALYSES AND COMPARISONS
Rain-Gage Density

A study was made to evaluate the density of the
rain gages in operation during the period covered by this
report as compared to what would constitute a mini-
mum density required to determine total rainfall on the
watershed. Total rainfall is assumed to be that amount
measured by the nine existing rain gages. This study
involved two correlations, in each of which the
weighted-mean storm rainfall, as indicated by nine rain
gages, was plotted as the independent variable (abscissa)
and the storm rainfall, as indicated by only 1 or 2 gages,
was plotted as the dependent variable (ordinate). In one
correlation, gage 4S was used for the dependent variable,

and in the other correlation, the average of gages 1S and
7S was used. Only storms with a rainfall of 0.4 inch or
more were plotted. There were 193 and 200 storms
selected on this basis (Table 16). A typical correlation is
shown on Figure 8.

Thus, by using the nine rain gages as a standard,
reliable estimates of total rainfall for runoff-producing
storms can be obtained on this watershed from fewer
rain gages than are now in operation. However, fewer
rain gages would not have supplied the information
needed to determine precipitation on the surfaces of
individual ponds.

A comparison of the results of rain-gage density
studies in five small watershed study areas is given in
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Table 11. An inspection of this table shows that
two-thirds of all storms on Cow Bayou drainage area as
averaged for two rain gages (1S, 7S) should plot within 8
percent of the regression curve as determined from the
nine rain gages. The results show that Cow Bayou has a
better correlation than any of the other four small
watersheds even though Cow Bayou contains the largest
drainage area. This indicates more general storms occur
in the Cow Bayou drainage area than occur in the other
areas.

Note on Figure 8 that each storm was designated
by one of four symbols, depending upon the quarter
year in which the storm occurred. The following table
summarizes the distribution, by quarters, of the 200
storms in the period 1956-64:

QUARTER NUMBER OF PERCENT
STORMS
October-December 47 24
January-March 45 22
April-June 67 34
July-September 41 20
Totel 200 100

In the correlations (Figure 8), plots for the
July-September period had the most scatter due to more
widely dispersed thunderstorms. The April-June period
ranked second in the amount of scatter.

Flood Frequency

Available for flood-frequency study are 7 years
(1958-64) of continuous streamflow records which were
collected after the nine flood-detention structures used
in this study had been built. Floods of historical
significance occurred in 1944 and 1957, but as some of
the nine floodwater-retarding structures were built after
the 1957 flood, these floods were not used for this
flood-frequency study.

The U.S. Geological Survey method is outlined by
Dalrymple (1960). The formula used is

_ o+l
T = o,

where T is recurrence interval, in years,
n is number of years of record, and
m is rank of flood, the highest being 1.
Table 12 shows a list of all floods above 1,400 cfs

(cubic feet per second} which occurred at the stream-
gaging station,

.25.

Figure 9 is a plot of annual flood data and the
resulting flood-frequency curve. Figure 10 is a plot of
the partial-duration series and the resulting flood-
frequency curve,

A study by Benson (1952) showed that 12 years
of record are required to define the mean annual flood
within 25 percent if this accuracy is required 95 percent
of the time. Benson concluded that short periods of
record (up to about 25 years) cannot reliably define
short-term flood magnitudes. Therefore, the accuracy of
the curves on Figures 9 and 10 is questionable. However,
they do indicate a definite trend, and they may be used
to indicate a change in the rainfall-runoff relation by
comparing them with flood-frequency curves subsequent
to 1964.

A comparison was made of a 5-year partial-
duration series for Cow Bayou at Mooreville with the
same B-year partial-duration series for Hog Creek near
Crawford. This comparison was made because Hog Creek
drainage area is almost equal in size (78.2 square miles
for Hog Creek to 79.6 square miles for Cow Bayou), and
the Hog Creek station is about 24 miles northwest of the
Cow Bayou station, Both drainage areas are in the
Brazos River basin. The 5-year period, 1960-64, was
used because it was the only concurrent period available.

Figure 11 shows that the Cow Bayou recurrence-
interval curve plots to the right of the Hog Creek curve.
This could be caused by the combination of several
factors. Different rainfall pattern or intensity could
cause different peak flows; however, the drainage areas
are so near to each other that this effect is probably low.
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Figure 9.—Flood-Frequency Curve for Cow Bayou at Mooreville,
Based on Annual Floods for Period 1958-64




Table 11.—Results of Rain-Gage Density Study for Five Small Watershed Study Areas in Texas

TWO-THIRDS CONFIDENCE LIMITSW

(IN PERCENT)

NUMBER  RAIN GAGES cow HONEY MUKEWATER LITTLE DEEP
OF AT BAYOU CREEK CREEK ELM CREEK CREEK
GAGES COW BAYOU (9 GAGES; (14 GAGES; {19 GAGES; (8 GAGES; (156 GAGES;

DRAINAGE AREA DRAINAGE AREA DRAINAGE AREA DRAINAGE AREA DRAINAGE AREA
79.6 SQ MI) 39.0sa M) 70.0 sQ m1) 76.6 SQ M1) 43.9 s ml)
1 as +16, -13 +17, 18 w +29, -22 -7
2 18,78 +8, -8 +12, -1 » +12, -11 +10, - 9
3 = [~ " b/ +13, 12 +11, -10
4 = v +8, -7 +10, - 9 b/ +9, -8
5 = - W W b/ +7 -8
7 - 74 W +6 -6 B/ W
10 — [} % &5 -3 [ W

¥ Two-thirds of the rainfall computed using the number of rain gages In column 1 should plot within the percentage shown of the rainfall
puted using the r ber of rain gages shown in parentheses under the name of sach study area.




Table 12.—Flood Data for Cow Bayou at Mooreville

ANNUAL FLOODS

WATER DATE GAGE DISCHARGE RANK RECURRENCE
YEAR HEIGHT (CFS) M) INTERVAL
(FEET) (YEARS)
1944 May 1 k3| v by -

: 1955 Apr, 9 = 5,100 1% -
1956 = - 3,280 Y =
1957 = 20.4 v o =
1958 Oct. 14 22.55 6,460 3 2.67
1959 June 24 22,95 6,700 2 4.00

June 25 18,58 2,730 - -
1960 Oct. 4 23.86 7,860 1 8,00
Nov. 4 16.24 1,560 = -
Dec. 15 21.33 4,800 = -
Dec. 31 17.64 2,150 - =
Apr. 24 15.90 1,470 - -
June 26 18.96 3,000 - —
July 20 16.16 1,560 = _
1961 Oct. 18 19,01 3,000 - -
Oct. 28 19.21 3,140 = =
Dec. 8 21.80 5,300 4 2.00
Jan, 7 19.37 3,280 = =
Jan. 12 19.16 3,140 = —
Feb. 5 20,82 4,340 = L
June 9 19.08 3,070 - -
June 25 16.54 1.650 = -
1962 June 28 19.83 3,560 5 1.60
June 30 16.75 1,770 = =
1963 Sept. 15 7.0 231 7 1.14
1984 June 16 19,30 3,210 6 1.33

¥ Discharge not determined.
&/ not included In computation of recurrence interval because all structures had not been bulit.

<27

PARTIAL
RANK
(M)

RECURRENCE
INTERVAL
(YEARS)

2.67
4,00
.53
B.00
.42
1.60

.50
38
62
40
.57
.80
2.00
1.00
T3
1.33
57
A4

1.14

A7
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The differences in geology and topography of the two
areas probably cause peak runoff to be somewhat higher
at Hog Creek. The drainage patterns are such that a
storm is likely to produce a double peak discharge at the
Cow Bayou gage and only one peak at the Hog Creek
gage. There is no fault zone in the Hog Creek area
comparable to the Balcones Fault Zone in the Cow
Bayou area. Hog Creek falls approximately 650 feet
from the headwater to the stream-gaging station (17.6
feet per mile), whereas Cow Bayou falls 399 feet (19.8
feet per mile).

Another possible reason why the flood-frequency
curve of Cow Bayou plots to the right of the Hog Creek
curve is the existence of nine floodwater-retarding
structures in the Cow Bayou drainage area. These
structures partly control 28 square miles of the drainage
area. The effect of floodwater-retarding structures can
be indicated by comparing the relative position of the
curves on Figure 11 with curves drawn using data
subsequent to 1965 and after the 17 additional struc-
tures have been built in the Cow Bayou drainage area.

Unit Hydrograph

The unit hydrograph is a hydrograph of direct
runoff resulting from 1 inch of precipitation excess
occurring during a unit time. Since the presentation of
the unit-hydrograph concept by L. K. Sherman (1932),
it has gained wide acceptance in hydrologic circles as a
valuable tool in evaluating a few of the hydrologic
characteristics of a watershed. The principles involved in
the unit hydrograph are stated in U.S. Geological Survey
Water-Supply Paper 772 (Hoyt and others, 1936).

A unit-hydrograph study was made of storms
occurring during the period 1959-64 in the Cow Bayou
drainage area. The nine floodwater-retarding structures
upstream from the stream-gaging station probably

affected the shape of the hydrograph somewhat.
However, unit hydrographs for this period can be
compared with unit hydrographs after the additional 17
structures have been built.

Only those storms with runoff of 0.25 inch or
more were investigated for the unit hydrograph of this
drainage area, Of these, some were not used because of
inability to correlate rainfall and runoff for complex
storms. Seven storms were selected which met the
criteria of reasonably uniform hydrographs and rainfall.
Each ordinate of the observed net hydrograph was
adjusted to unit-hydrograph data and plotted. Figure 12
shows the unit hydrograph for each storm and Table 13
lists several parameters for each of the storms.

Brater (1940), in a study on very small watersheds
ranging from 4.24 to 1,876.7 acres, concluded that any
storm with sufficient intensity to produce surface runoff
would produce a consistent unit hydrograph provided
that the duration of rainfall was equal to or less than the
time of rise. Subsequent discussions of Brater’s paper by
Franklin F, Snyder and L. K. Sherman indicated their
disagreement with Brater’s conclusion. They believed
that time of rise of the unit hydrograph was not
independent of duration of rainfall, even though the
duration did not exceed the time of rise.

“Unit-hydrograph duration” was chosen as 2
hours. Table 13 shows that the duration of storms 1, 3,
4, 6, and 7 ranged from 62 percent to 125 percent of 2
hours. This is within the 200 percent limit set by
Mitchell (1948). Effective duration is defined as that
portion of a runoff-producing rainfall which has an
intensity of 0.10 inch per hour or greater. Note that for
storms mentioned above, the time of rise varies from 4
to 5 hours. Time or rise is defined as the time interval on
the rising limb between the minimum and maximum
discharge. On the other hand, storms 2 and 5 had an
effective duration of 5.25 hours and 8.00 hours,

Table 13.—Parameters for Seven Storms Selected for Unit-Hydrograph Study

DURATION OF

STORM DATE OF STORM EFFECTIVE
NO. RAINFALL
(HOURS)

1 June 23, 1959 2,50

< Oct 4, 1959 5.25

3 Dec. 15, 1959 2.50

4 Jan. 8, 1961 2.50

5 Feb, 5, 1961 8.00

6 June 8, 1961 1.25

7 June 28, 1962 2,25

WEIGHTED-MEAN
RAINFALL
(INCHES)

DIRECT PEAK OF UNIT TIME OF
RUNOFF HYDROGRAPH RISE
(INCHES) (CFs) (HOURS)
3.81 0.81 8,240 4
6.57 1.32 5,980 7
2,53 .43 11,100 5
.43 .26 8,450 4
2.30 .53 8,050 9
2.58 .28 10,800 5
2.89 .33 10,500 5
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Table 14.—Average 1-Hour Unit Hydrograph,
Cow Bayou Drainage Area

TIME FROM TIME FROM
BEGINNING OF DISCHARGE BEGINNING OF DISCHARGE
RUNOFF (CFS) RUNOFF (CFS)
(HOURS) (HOURS)
1 1,100 8 3,100
2 3,900 9 2,000
3 7,400 10 1,200
4 9,400 1 600
5 10,400 12 140
6 8,200 13 60
7 4,900 14 o

respectively, and a correspondingly larger time of rise of
7 and 9 hours, respectively. These storms tend to bear
out Snyder’s and Sherman’s reasoning that the unit
hydrograph is not independent of duration of rainfall.

An average 2-hour unit hydrograph was drawn
using unit hydrographs for storms 1, 3, 4, 6, and 7. This
unit hydrograph was then reduced to a 1-hour unit
hydrograph (Mitchell, 1948). Table 14 shows the hourly
points of the 1-hour unit hydrograph.

Multiple Correlation

The amount of surface or storm runoff resulting
from a given rainfall is dependent upon numerous
factors which include: intensity, duration, areal distri-
bution, and total amount of rainfall; antecedent soil-
moisture conditions; surface and subsurface geology;
topography; vegetal cover; land-management practices;
and seasonal effects. For a particular watershed, topo-
graphy and surface and subsurface geology remain
essentially constant, Variations in land-management
practices during the period of record did not produce
detectable variations in the runoff characteristics of the
study area. Vegetal cover varies and cannot be evaluated
for each storm with available data; however, part of the
variation will be compensated for by adjusting for the
seasonal effects. This leaves intensity, duration, and areal
distribution of rainfall; total storm rainfall; antecedent
soil moisture conditions; and seasonal effects as variables
that could be analyzed in arriving at a general rainfall-
runoff relationship. An attempt was made to construct a
coaxial rainfall-runoff relation for site 4 and the stream-
gaging station.

Duration and total storm rainfall were used as
variables, therby indirectly making rainfall intensity also
a variable. All storms with rainfall above 0.4 inch, which
were reasonably uniform over the study area, were
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selected for study. Weighted-mean rainfall, duration of
rainfall, runoff, and antecedent precipitation index
(AP1) were computed for each of these storms. Table 15
is a list of the storms and the individual factors. In
addition, maximum storm rainfall for 15-minute,
30-minute, and 60-minute periods for site 4 is shown for
future studies.

Thee were not sufficient data available to con-
struct a reliable coaxial rainfall-runoff relation for either
site 4 or the stream-gaging station. Further analyses may
be possible, using techniques which are better worked
with a computer.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

1. Three geological formations crop out in the
study area. These formations are relatively impervious
and vyield little or no water to wells. Soils over the area
are fairly thin, The tight formations prevent most of the
soil moisture from percolating to the water table.

2. Runoff from 28 percent of the Cow Bayou
area drains into 301 farm ponds which have a combined
capacity of 1,622 acre-feet. These ponds were, for the
most part, in the area before the period of record;
therefore, they should not be used as a variable when
evaluating the data collected.

3. Water in the pools, when compared to the
current quality standards, was found to be as follows:

Domestic and municipal uses—The water con-
tained more than the recommended maximum limit of
500 mg/l for dissolved solids in the upper part of the
area (sites 1, 3, 4, and 10), more than the maximum
limit of 250 mg/l for sulfate in upper South Cow Bayou
(sites 1, 3, and 4), and less than the maximum limit of
250 mg/I for chloride (all sites).

Irrigation—The water had a high salinity hazard in
the upper portion of the area (sites 1, 3, 4, and 10), a
medium salinity hazard for all other sites, and a low
sodium hazard for all sites.

Industrial use—The water was of suitable quality
for many types of industry and processes.

Trap efficiency of pools—The pools should have a
fairly high sediment-trap efficiency because the calcium-
sodium ratio is approximately 7:2.

4, An annual sedimentation rate of 2.76
acre-feet per square mile per year has occurred at site 4.

5. The data show that since 1958 when all nine
structures were completed, the floodwater-retarding
structures contained all floodflows into the pools,
thereby causing outflow to pass through the principal




spillways designed for this purpose. In May 1957, flow
over the emergency spillway occurred at sites 1, 3, 4, 6,
and 8. The spillway at site 4 washed out during this
flood because there had not been sufficient time to
establish a protective grass cover. No other flow over the
emergency spillway has occurred.

6. For the period 1959-64, 49,730 acre-feet of
water entered the pools. Of this amount, 3,010 acre-feet
was rainfall on the pool surfaces. Outflow was 41,000
acre-feet; 4,960 acre-feet evaporated; and 3,970 acre-feet
was taken up by seepage and other losses.

7. The water budget factors for each drainage
area include rainfall, runoff, and consumption. Runoff
for the period 1959-64 varied from 12 percent of the
rainfall on site 4 drainage area to 22 percent of the
rainfall on site 3 drainage area. Seventeen percent of the
rainfall on the entire watershed flowed past the stream-
flow-gaging station.

8. The runoff that would have flowed past the
floodwater-retarding structures, had they not been built,
was determined by adjusting for the effect of rainfall
directly on the pools. Discharge at the stream-gaging
stations cannot be completely adjusted for the effect of
the floodwater-retarding structures because the final
disposition of the channel losses between the sites and
the stream-gaging station cannot be determined with the
present instrumentation,

9. Total rainfall for the Cow Bayou drainage area
computed from as few as two gages was approximately
the same as total rainfall computed from nine rain gages.

10. An average 1-hour unit hydrograph was devel-
oped from five storms. Time of runoff was 14 hours, and
time from beginning of rise to peak was 5 hours. Unit
peak discharge was 10,400 cfs.

11. There was not sufficient data to develop a
coaxial relationship.

EVALUATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
CONCERNING THE SMALL-WATERSHED
STUDIES IN TEXAS

This section appraises the adequacy of the
methodology and instrumentation now in use, and
suggests other methods and additional instrumentation
where these seem to be needed, for attaining the eight
objectives of the investigations in Texas as given in the
Introduction of this report.

Basic hydrologic data are being obtained that can
be used to evaluate some surface-water and quality of
water relationships. No ground-water data are being
obtained. Cow Bayou is in an area that experiences base
flow for a long period after a wet season. It is
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recommended for future studies in this type of area that
ground-water observation wells be located upstream and
downstream from one site so that any change in the
ground-water table can be observed. In addition, inflow
gages should be located at all inflow points and a tight
control be exercised on any outflow. These data can be
used to help identify some of the smaller items in the
water budget such as seepage and transpiration.

Sufficient hydrologic data are being obtained at
the stream-gaging stations to show discharge from the
study area. However, more data are needed to ascertain
channel losses.

1. Data obtained thus far on Cow Bayou water-
shed limit the extent to which the net effect of the
floodwater-retarding structures on volume and rate of
streamflow at downstream points can be determined.
However, because more structures are to be built, the
existing data-collection program may be sufficient to
show the effect. For future studies at other watersheds it
is recommended that the watershed be instrumented
before floodwater-retarding structures are built so that
“before” and "after’” data are available for evaluation.

It is further recommended that a control-study
area (a contiguous area if possible) be equipped for a
better determination of the effects of
floodwater-retarding structures. This control study area
should be located near the watershed and contain as few
man-made structures as possible. Runoff from both areas
could be compared to see if the effects of the structures
could be determined.

2. The geology of the area is such that there is
little possibility of percolation of water to the water
table. Even though the Austin Chalk yields no water to
wells, it does contain fractures that carry water. See
introductory remarks above for recommendations for
ground-water observation wells,

3. Sufficient data are being collected to show the
sediment vyield of the area and to determine sediment-
trap efficiency of the structures.

4. Sufficient data are being collected to provide
methods for making reliable estimates of runoff resulting
from rainfall on a small watershed,

5. When one study area is being analyzed for
rainfall-runoff relationships, there are certain factors
that remain relatively unchanged. Topography, geology,
slope, shape, size, and ground cover (seasonally at least)
are some of the factors. Assuming these factors to be
constants, a study of the effect of other factors affecting
the rainfall-runoff relationship could be initiated. Ante-
cedent rainfall, intensity, overall length of the storm,
and time of year are some of the factors to be
considered. A combination of these factors could be
programmed for a computer. By establishing coefficients



for these factors, different study areas could then be
used for the size, shape, etc., factors.

6. Adequate data are not available from this
investigation to check the applicability of flood-routing
procedures and techniques for small streams,

7. Studies indicate that practically the same
amount of total rainfall over the area could have been
computed with fewer rain gages. It is recommended that
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for future study areas, where only total rainfall over the
area is needed, fewer rain gages be installed. It is further
recommended that if fewer rain gages are installed, they
be standard U.S. Weather Bureau recording rain gages.
The timing of a storm is as important as the quantity
insofar as unit hydrographs and other rainfall-runoff
relations are concerned.

8. Sufficient data are being collected to determine
the quality of water as to its suitability of use and its
flocculating characteristics.




GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Acre-feet (ac-ft).—A term used in measuring the
volume of water, equal to the quantity of water required
to cover 1 acre 1 foot in depth, or 43,560 cubic feet.

Base runoff.—Sustained or fair weather runoff.

Consumption.—That part of the total identified
water that does not appear as outflow or runoff. For the
pools it includes evaporation, transpiration, seepage, and
other depletions; for each subarea it is rainfall minus
direct runoff.

Contents.—The volume of water in a pool. Volume
is computed on the basis of a level pool and does not
include bank storage.

Cubic feet per second (cfs).—A rate of discharge of
a stream whose channel is 1 square foot in cross-
sectional area and whose average veolcity is 1 foot per
second.

Cfs-day.—The volume of water represented by a
flow of 1 cubic foot per second for 24 hours. It equals
86,400 cubic feet, 1.983471 acre-feet, or 646,317
gallons,
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Drainage area.—Area drained by a stream at a
specific location, measured in a horizontal plane, which
is so enclosed by a topographic divide that direct surface
runoff from rainfall normally would drain by gravity
into the stream above the specified point.

Runoff.—Where expressed in acre-feet, this is the
total volume of water from an area discharged through
surface streams during the designated period. Where
expressed in inches, it is the depth to which the drainage
area would be covered if all the runoff for a given time
period were uniformly distributed on it.

Sediment.—Fragmental material that originates
mostly from rocks and is transported by, suspended in,
or deposited from water or air, or is accumulated in beds
by other natural agencies.

Water budget.—An accounting of water gains and
losses in a subarea.

Water year.—The 12-month period, October 1
through September 30. The water year is designated by
the calendar year in which it ends. Thus, the year ending
September 30, 1961, is called the “1961 water year.”
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Table 15.--Parameters That Effect Rainfall-Runoff Relation for Storms in the Cow Bayou Area, Water Years 1957-64

v Parameters for stresm-gsging
> E ey Farsmeters for site 5 station
Date of storm 23 ‘:g =3 (inches) e e (inches
g 3as MaxXimm increment (winute] | Bunoff [precipitati 3
a2 3 ipitationfi mean Runoff [precipitstion
Bkl 15 T %0 index infall l.:.:ex
Mar, 20, 1957 2.75 1,61 0.67 0.97 1,1k 0.16 1.07
27 1,12 .56 Ao .56 .63 o7 1.12
ki1 4.50 .70 21 21 .33 .00 1.07
Apr. ig L7 5.7L 147 1.69 2.33 1.89 .53
z2 1.50 b9 A6 .23 .37 .02 k.25
23 k.50 3.35 66 .99 1,54 1.65 ka7
25 3.00 2.77 1.17 1.78 2.25 1.82 6.62
25-27 5.00 2.23 71 1,06 1.47 1.28 7.27
28 275 145 .23 W Bk A5 B8.u6
May g 1.25 A 20 31 37 SR 2.86
1 k.50 T.14 1.54 2.23 3.27 5.02 2.53
13 2.00 1.32 .71 o 1.17 .70 T.k8
Sept. 7 1.88 1,02 Ao .50 .79 003 .29
21.22 13,50 k.15 ko A 1.13 o2 22
Oet. 13.14 18,50 T.24 1,03 1.39 1.5%9 1.33 2
21.22 15.38 1.kg 12 .17 22 .09 3.34
Nov., 2.3 6.38 J71 09 .6 A7 .al 1.0
5 2.12 67 J2 15 .27 .03 1.k
7 1,12 L2 L35 .19 22 .05 1.65
21-22 10.25 A1 .0l .08 N | 01 79
23-24 5.50 .23 .12 19 a1 R 1.08
Jan. 12, 1958 3.75 53 .06 12 20 .00k 05
19 1.38 Wl 23 .18 s | 009 70
Feb. 9-10 11.00 N=3 07 07 10 009 09
21-23 17.75 3.76 A2 .23 50 <13 .38
kpr. B-9 2.88 .63 .27 .33 . L00% 1
13 3.25 W1 L08 % A5 005 Ak
13 .25 19 .19 .79 T2 03 .85
20 4.25 33 15 15 .23 .008 .80
26 2.88 " B4 .ok 1.14 .16 62 Note,~--Continuous
June 16 Ko W45 W25 .35 b5 o .08 installed June 10, 1958,
16-17 7.62 3.34 .7l 1,22 1.58 15 53 2.50 0.08 0.%0
Aug. 23 2.75 «52 AT .22 26 0 . 57 003 .96
24 3.62 1,09 A7 .58 15 a 97 l.20 006 1.37
Dec. 23-30 5.25 81 .07 15 27 .003 ok .Bé .002 05
Feb 12, 1959 2,50 ks .21 .26 .30 0 .29 43 L003 .33
ik 3.25 127 .30 K1 67 006 i a 1.16 .02 .52
Apr. 1 5.50 1.28 .28 F 53 006 2 1.26 Ja2 .8
i3 .62 . .36 JLig . 007 1.32 .57 .01 1.33
May 22.23 5.50 B5 09 A5 23 <001 .50 1.05 01 .
June 1 50 Ak .38 Lk : .005 R .36 .00k .
2 1220 1,12 gg g%. G ﬁ 2 g1 gg a‘rg
N 1. p o 3 5 1.00 i 1. 1.09 : 1.
23 2,50 3.5; .66 1,06 1.9 B4 6T 3.2 .81 -T8
July 20 L.0o 2.63 .62 1.0k 1.51 .08 .2k 2.16 .05 2k
20-21 4,35 L .07 A1 .19 .005 2.53 »36 003 2.1
Aug. 25 3.12 Ly 2 Ak .23 0 .33 L6 [ .30
27 2.50 B2 .07 13 25 0 g2 Mg <]
n 3.50 1,1k .68 .73 .80 009 3 1.33 .02 -Bo
Sept. 1k k75 JTH .08 Ak 24 0 .39 .80 .003 A9
28-29 3.5G 2.04 .Bo 1.42 1.67 05 <55 1.45 .03 A7
oct, & 5.88 6.00 37 1.09 1.82 1.2 1.52 6,41 1.32 1.19
13 7.12 1.78 .30 339 715 A4 2.38 1.57 15 2.ko
Dac, 15 5.50 2,62 .52 1,26 1.5%9 .58 17 2.62 43 A7
3 3.5%0 1.28 A5 .20 k0 .23 i 1,31 .32 v23
Jan. s, 1960 6.36 .63 .05 .08 L1 AT 5 66 W16 7
16 1.00 .53 .19 35 .53 Lok .51 .56 of 50
Feb, 3 2.5%0 1,00 .20 .30 .35 13 .15 .87 e 18
Mar, 25-26 2.62 B2 .08 et 22 .a o T WOl W7
May 20 1.25 .98 55 : B2 005 .13 1.01 .02 .10
25 .88 479 ’ K- 70 003 +59 69 01 59
June 12 1.50 .56 o -5 .35 .003 . .69 .02 -33
oct, 13-k 3.50 [ 2.27 .59 B3 1.53 .06 25 2,21 .10 .25
18 6,75 2,16 .58 B8 1.2 .20 355 2.46 L3 1.5
28.29 1.88 .97 .08 a7 .32 155 | 2.1 1.15 .16 2.%
Dec, 24,75 5.61 A5 .28 - 1.50 .23 5.68 1.9 22
28 3.75 . . A3 W51 o2 L8 .56 .02 .52
30-31 2.75 B0 .09 28 2 .91 ,65 10 .59




Table 15.--Parameters That Effect Rainfall-Runoff Relation for Storms in the Cow Bayou Area, Water Years 1957 -64--Continued

o Parameters for stresm-gaging
5 - e Fursmeters ro; site & station
a5 inches [ inches
Data of stars gg -E [ eightedmens uh&ﬂ'__ Antecedent {Wﬁud- Antecedant
= .3 ta Total Increment minute) Runoff lprecipitation| mean Bunoff |precipitation

i5 30 index rainfall 1ndex

Jan, 68, 1961 26.25 2.58 0,148 0.28 0.55 124 0.62 3.00 1.%0 0.63
L1.32 i7.88 1.5 o7 4 11 <19 1.7 1.92 1.7% ol 2.18

Feb, 5 9.5 2.28 02 =y ¢ «39 .56 W2k 2.34 ] T
1€ 3.25 72 30 .18 o3 12 94 . .18 S

Mar, 16 2.00 152 52 85 .91 .06 L7 1.1 12 08
27 1.62 1.36 19 82 B2 .08 .35 1.01 a7 .37

May 25 2,12 .7 37 37 «37 01 AT 65 009 37
Jure 8 1.25 2,80 1.23 1.88 2.73 .23 .35 2.76 - 233
15-15 10.38 132 25 i | A4 R 1.73 g 0 - A 1.98
17-18 11,50 .50 L6 .09 L1k A0 3.24 .94 25 3.5

25 s . A5 . .8 Lok 1 1,20 35 1.83

Sept. 13.12 23,12 .76 .16 .20 32 N 09 3.79 35 19
Oet, 2 312 1.32 .5h 67 7 .01 .30 1.16 S 31
Wov. 2 2.8 T2 B 52 51 o0 .ar 5 1 10
13 2.88 50 A5 2k 35 0% A Bk 00 25

21 k.36 86 -2k 31 . 02 . .12 00g 31

22 .58 .68 20 .32 ’ S5 1.09 o K- 95

Feb. 1k-15, 1962 2.12 S50 1B 20 25 00k .05 55 ook S5
23 3.25 L2 .05 .08 .16 SO0k .24 .53 .003 23

Mar. 10 2.% 80 3 .33 .35 006 .10 Jal 01 Al
Agr. L 2.62 5 23 27 a2 (-] Ok 50 001 05
22.23 3.38 L7 -13 21 27 003 .13 63 005 A5

27 k25 1,29 .32 A2 3 o2 - 1.2 07 .7

Msy 28-29 5.5 2.83 50 B5 1.32 K 05 2,% or 05
June 1 B2 1,05 A7 .05 SOk 221 1.05 Ol 2.2
g 1.25 51 22 .33 37 003 1.k5 68 .00 1.37

9 2.25 5 -1 .50 -50 o2 1.72 e .05 1.80

Sept. T-B k.25 .33 .19 .25 .33 o .18 1.15 001 .23

oet. 5-9 5.62 T 18 23 .33 o 19 .6 .00l ]
Rov, 1% 3.25 Sk . 3 06 .00 9 .13 o W45
26-27 9,25 1,02 2h A 6 004 A5 1.5% JxE A3

Dec, 2 2.12 55 o7 13 21 .00l 39 oS 001 31.08
Peb, 17-18, 1963 12,75 .80 SOk o7 .13 o o 56 <003 <03
Apr. 45 .75 1.27 05 09 A7 4003 Lok F9S | ook <ob
June 1% 5.00 1.k Wil T2 82 .001 4 1.3 ] 07
1 1,50 ; k2 52 58 o 1.05 43 o K-l
Jam. 29-30, 1964 15.75 2.35 22 -3 52 07 .2k 2.12 .03 26
Fab, L 1.62 B .21 .36 A8 .0l 1,37 85 005 1.26
Mar, 9 .88 3 .15 22 g 001 .30 [ Joe k2
18-19 k.00 1.58 B o : p 07 g 15 .03 %

3 = 1.00 .90 ] 3 i 004 3 -- -- -
i 25 .15 5 L3 .56 60 002 .58 61 003 b2
1,59 67 . &6 51 02 1.04 68 05 l.og

Hay 1 -0 «50 .38 50 + 50 001 .0 21 - 4
9 i.25 .67 .27 35 oGk R = L JOi 53

Aug. 1916 4,25 1,54 .5g B 1.06 ] o2 1.3 o .02
2122 2.50 1.58 A5 T2 p 0 1.01 2.07 [°] .o

Sept., 16 2.75 1.4 .56 B 81 0 .28 1.38 o 3B
20 . -8 B8 52 52 o B85 W34 a Gh

24 i 1,06 .26 A6 .59 002 1.18 147 1] 127

27 3.75 .65 06 4 whl o 1,67 B2 o 2.01




Table 16.--Summary of Rainfall,

in Inches, for Cow Bayou Study Area, October 1954 to September

& October 19%4 rainfall totm] estimnted by sveraging rainfall at Hewltt 1BE, MeOregor, and Troy.

¢ Number
bate of Storm 1-5_[2-'5 | IR | T8 ] | -5 | 7-8 | B-8 | 9-8 [10-R Date of Storm [CETEF TR U8 | S8 b8 [ 7-8 [ 0-5 | 5-8 Jio-F
Raln gngu lnatuued Oct 26 1951e
1994 1935
Oet. 27 0 0.50]| 0.4] 0 0.4al 0.39| 0.29| 0.24] 0 Apr. B-9 0.11] 0,13] 0.13| 0.13| 0,10] 0.12] 0.17] 0.13] 0.13
9-10 3.00| 3.50| 3.52| 3.35| 2.62] 3.22| h.53] 3.90] 3.59
Monthly Totala®/ | 1.6 Jaw fab Lok fa fak Jawfau]ae 12 T 7 o1 1 T T T T T
=— 20 T T O8] T T T T T T
Nov. 3 .ou] 1.17] .95 1.58] 1.46) 77| .96 Job| .73 28 T T 05| T T T T T 7
1k 1.76] 2,00| 1.52| 2.00| 1.70| 2.01| 2.03| 2.15| 2.20 30 T T A0 T T ] T T T
Monthly Totals | 2.80] 3.17| 2.85| 3.58| 3.16| 2.78] 2.99| 3.09| 2.9 Monthly Totals 3.11) 3.63] 3.85] 3.8 2.72] 3.3k | k70| 3.63) 3.72
Dec. 11 8] .so| .28) .2s| .37| .Bo| .1k 11| .32 May 6 B85 2.h2| 1.15] .51 .62] .Bo| 1.08]| 1.32| .93
1112 ol .13] .or| .06 .09 .20| .ok| .03 .08 10 23| .26] .25| .20| .11]| .12| .12| .16| .13
28 L 02| .25 .es| .or| .06| .o7| .o02| .03 11 L0  Jbe] k2] 36 . B 21| 21| 28| .23
1 99| 1.69] 1.35] 1,18| .84} 1.43| 1.79( .93| 1.97
Monthly Totals | 0.22] 0.65] 0.60] 0.56| 0.53] 1.06 | 0.25] 0.16] 0.43 16 A6 .1 J10] 15| .31 .10] .08 08| 10
16, 17 a0 L8l sl L6 .38 Jue] L3 L35 LS
1954 CALENDAR 18 .35 .36] 30| .29 .30| .29| .23 .ek| .30
YEAR TOTALSH ae | e | aa e | wa | == -- o 19 1.72] 1.33] 1.50| R.34] 2,39 L.b5| 1,26 118 1.5
21 A9 5| W25 4| W00 a6 W] L L2
1955 26 210 20 13? ah5 .hl 062 o|'3 -61 .52
Jan, 5 o8| .08 .or| .08]| .08| .o7| .o7| .08| .10
7 O8] 09| .08] .10]| .08 .0oB| 09| .09l ) Monthly Totala 5.72| 7.39| 6.12] 6.29| 6.64)] 5.60]| 5.56| 5.26| 6.26
8 Sl s3] 6] a2l Ax) 1] a0l 18
9 03| .o3| .o3| .ou| .o3| .o3| .03| .03| .ok June ki a7 W38 26| 26| 22| .23 .16) 2| 16
=10 L8| Jho| L35 Wue) .38] .37 .39 .42 .48 5 8| .39 .26) 27| .23 J4| a7 a3 a7
1Le15 091 1| .10| 0] 091 11| 10| 10| .09 8 JAO| T .Jo| .20| .22| .20| .2} .66| .52
1% An| k| L13] .13 .12] k| .3 .13 a2 8 95 73] 70| B3| .93 74| 60| 1.06| .B2
16 A L8| 16| L6 15| 1B 16| .16] .15 910 06| .12 k) 07| .08 .10]| .0 .12| .12
17-18 65| 66| 65| 66| .70| .68| .68| .74| .86 15 S53| B1| .%6| .30| 63| .28| .B9| .56 .65
20 0 0 02| o 0 0 0 0 0 16 01| 0 0 b1 02|00 A7) 01 T
18 A5 2| .39 27| .30] 15| kO k| 12
Monthly Totals | 1.67] 1.80] 1.69| 1.83| 1.7k | 1.76 ] 1.76 | 1.87] 2.08 20 A7) a6) a5 . a1 06| 6] (05| .0k
22 0 0 07| 0 0 Azl o0 0 7
Feb. 3 J2| L6 ks k5] .39 JAMB| 46| 50| .63
L Jqo .78l 73] WM W65 79| .T6| .82] 1.05 Monthly Totals 3.02| 3.01] 2,84 2.92| 2.71| 1.92| 2.89] 2.85| 2.60
5-6 8| L1 Jsof| Jba| L36] W43 JW2) Lb5] .
19 2.10] 1.57| 2.07| 2.05| 2.00| 2.00 |1.95] L.3T] 1.2k July & 20| 0 50| 030 0 o 0 0
20 o8|l ,06| .08| .,08| .08| .08| .o7| .05] .05 1k L2l 02| 29| 11| 26| T T 03| .15
16 AR LRl T T T B1| .20 .00|0
Monthly Totala | 3.68] 3.25] 3.72| 3.73] 3.48] 3.78 | 3.66 | 3.19] 3.55 17 73| .88| .39| .o03| .61] 6| .3B]| .1k| .05
18 63| .e2| .03| .65 .51|2.00| .33|0 0
Mar. 20 1.33] 1,04 Ez 1,22 1.33| .94 Eu 1.23| 1.07 19 09| .2l 11| 08| .08| .06| .19| .62| .23
21 B9 b6 Lha| Lsh| .59 WML LeL| LBH| LAY 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 D2 o .03
1l dal o Las| kol 59| W63 Le4| JWB | 46| Lu9
Monthly Totals | 2,19] 1.38] 1.32| 0.90] 1.43] 3.33] 1.12 | 0.B0| 0.k6
Monthly Totsls | 2.41] 1.85( 1.73] 2.35[ 2.55] 1.89 ] 1.83| 2.23] 2.03
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Table 16.--Summary of Rainfall, in Inches, for Cow Bayou

Study Area, October 1954 to September 1964--Continued

= Gage Number . . (age Number
Date of Storm [TTTg T 2.8 ] 3R | 5-8 ] 9-5 | 6-8 | 7=8 | 8-B | J-8 [10-R Dute of Stom 5T 28 [ 3-R | 58 | 5-8 | 6-8 | 7-5 | B-8 | 9-8 [10-R
1955 1956 ) .
Mg, 3 111 0.32| 0.58] 1.30| 0.69| o.hu] 0.47| 1.,11] 0,67 Feb. 1 0.21| 0.25| 0.28] 0.34] 0.26] 0.27| 0.40| 0.35( 0.36
! 05 .02 03| . 03| .o2| .02| .05 .03 2 29 W33 .38 s W38 37| W8N A7) e
10 71 .56] JBh| .g2| W56 W55 58| .B5] .59 8 5o .98| .95 .95 .97| 1.00| 1.18( 1,09 1.06
11 1.33) .06| 1.09] 1.98| .96| .95 .99| 1.45| 1.00 10 L2 01 02| 02| .oz2| o2 o1 v
12 T 26 1,18 T T .50 .B9| .27 T 16 o) gl 0L T o1l .01 L01
18 1.26| .84| 1.15] 2.39| 2.68| 2.03| 2.21| 1.81] 1,70 18 06| T b .01 .o3| 7t T 1 T
19 24| 26| .22 .e23| .31 J16] .1B| L34 .32 23 01| .o2| 0 .01 .01 Lon| .02 T .01
20 Aagl .s3] .4s| J4B| .63 .33 .35] .68] .63 25 .35| .20l .2s] .27| .12| .29 .31| .28 .17
28 09| .02] ,os| .06 .38 .03| .o2| .03] .01
30 06 T |9 T T T |0 o 0 Monthly Totals 1.85| 1,73| 1.B8| 2.06] 1.77| 1.97| 2.u8] 2.2¢| 2.10
31 e 1 T As| .20 Lo7| .01) 0 0
Mar. 7 T T T T T T 01 .oz| .ob
Monthly Totals | 5.45| 3.77| W.43| 7.15] 6.uh] 5.08| 5.72| 6.59] 4.95 12 06| 06| .06 .o9| .okl .06| .06| .10 .03
13 g2l .02 .o2| .03] .o01| .02| .02| .03| .01
Sept. 10-11 68| .79l .e2| .64| .95| .60 57| .7L[ .58 21 06 .05 .05 .05] .03 . L6 o] .06
11 sl .iz2| L16] .28] .26] .3 18] .o
12 aul Lol Ji3| .23| .22 26| .15] .08 T Monthly Totals o.14| 0.13] 0.13] 0.17| 0.08| 0.14] 0.15] 0.19] 6,14
23 95| .| .60| 7| .en| .71 88| .62 .69
23 09| Lor| .06 .08 .og9| .o7| .09| .06| .OF Apr. 2 T 0 0 T T o a by Uy
26 T T Lol Lol L12| 70| W70) .29 W08 5 A6l Lah| Lerl W33 J32) b2 a7 Jbs| L3k
9 T 01 .or] .e3| .on| .or| .08 .18 0%
Monthly Totals | 2.04| 1.79] 1.91| 2.10] 2.55| 2.65 2.57| 1.86] 1.38 1% o1 T T 7 03] .or| .o1| .ol| .03
19 L1 .08 .03 .01] .0)] 01| .03| .02 .02
1955 WATER 21 20| .23| .| .2r| .eo| .ea| .2k| .27 .18
YEAR TOTALB 34,71]33.00]32.46]36.25(35.35] 34.59 [34.45]32.93]|31.79 30 02| .03 03] .o1] .02] T O8] .05 .05
oet. 1 T T 0 A2l 0 50 04 0 .02 Monthly Totals 0.70| 0.56] 0.51] 0.65] 0.59| 0.71] 0.88] 0.95] 0.67
6 JAsl .28l Lor| .33 67| 25| .38 .37 .25
May 1 1.200 9| 30| 67| 1.43| JAu| ol s8] .12
Monthly Totals 0.15| 0.26] o.07| n.45] 0.67] 0.40| 0.42] 0.37| 0.27 1-2 3.00( 3.06| 3.24| 3.19| 3.18| 2.55| 2.60( 2.19| 2.3k
3 L1 .o1| 0 .ol .o1| .on| .or| .03 .05
Nov., B8 a7l 22| Les| LaB| L1y Lab| 25| .eu| .23 15 86| .29 .28 .64| .s51f .7r2| .12| .23 .23
16 oe|l T T 02 .01 .02 01| T .0l 26 L2 .06 .e2s| .to|l .39 11| .02 0 o
23 0 071 .08 o 0 08| o 0 0 28 0 021 .11 o T T i oLl o2
30 .Bo| .B1| .82| .81| .719| .82| .89 .95| 1.01 29 0 s} 031 0 0 o [v] 0 0
30 96| J72| W[ 45| 5B .52| .Bi| .87 .B2
Monthly Totals 0.99| 1.10| 1.14| 1.01| 0.91| 1.06| 1.15| 1.19| 1.25
Monthly Totals 6.15| 4.35| 4.67] 5.66] 6.10| 4.35| 3.96] 3.91| 3.58
Dec. 1 gl 50| .so| ko) Lbg| .50 .55 .58] .61
22 T T 0 T T T 5] T June 9 Ol .03 .03 .ol .ok| o] .03 .03] .03
15 0 0 0 0 0 0 20| 0 )
Monthly Totals 0.hg| 0.50] 0.50| 0.La| 0.49| 0.50| 0.55| 0.58] 0.61 2829 T JBl .03| 0 T 2 Dzl .02
1955 CALENDAR Monthly Totals 0.04| 0.21] 0.06| 0.04| 0.04) 0.15] 0.23] 0.05] 0.05
YEAR TOTALS 30.92|29.73]|29,32|32.70|32. 33| 31.31 |31.93 |30. 42]29.16
July b 0 0 08| 0 0 0 0 0 0
1956 El 0 5} (o] 0 o 03 Lokl o 0
Jun, 17-18 1.67| 1.98] 1.67| 1.88| 1,86] 1.65] 1.41| 1.28] 1.2k 20 JA8( .15) .15 .22| .aB| JWs| .32 .37 .37
21 o5 o3| .okl o5l .ob| JoW] 0S| .07 .O7 26 0 ] &} .06 .02| .03| .23 .02| .08
2l 1.17] 6] 90| L.ou| 98| 1.00] 1.16| 1.51] 1.50
g2 : .03 .03 .03 .03 .03] .ok| .05] .0% Monthly Totuls 0.18| 0.15| 0.20] 0.28| 0.20| 0.51] 0.59] 0.39] 0.45
a9 20| .68] .37 .30 .34 .20 .30] .31 .23
Monthly Totals 3.13] 3.48] 3.01] 3.30| 3.25| 2.82| 2.96| 3.22| 3.09
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Table 16, --Summary of Rainfall, in Inches, for Cow Bayou Study Area, October

1954 to September 1964--Continued

Gage Number Gage ar
Date of Storn | TETZE TSR BT 8T -8 T 75 [ 55| 56 [io-F Data“of Btorm “BE] 2-8] 3R] 5-8] 5-8] 6-8 ] 7-8 ] B-8 | 9-5 [10-R
1956 1957
Aug. 20 0.25| 0.10] 0.09| 0.12| 0.04] 0.06| 0.03| 0.25] ©0.43 Feb, 1 1,08 1.08] 1.16] 1.29] 0.96| o.99] 0.66] 0,79 ©.83
30 27 .22 .3s| i .a8| .20] L16] . .07 13 06 .02 06 .09 02| O 0 (4]
31 L03| o 0 06| 0 02| .02 Jak] .02 16 69| L2l Wue LJesl o Lsa| o Lss| Luu| .67 .53
17-18 L8] LW Jhol .52l .51 .50 W58 .55 L5
Monthly Totals | 0.55] 0.32] 0.44] 0.32] 0.22] 0.28] 0.21] 0.47| 0.52 19 Jdol .09l .08 .1y .10 .10l oGaaf  oLuf .1a
22-23 1.03] .98 1.03| 1.08] .98| 1.1o0| 1.09] .9B| 1.05
Sept, 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 0
Monthly Totals 3.44] 2.88] 3.11] 3.49 3.15] 3.26] 2.88] 3.10] 3.06
Monthly Totals | O 0 0 o 0 0 ¢ 0 0
Mar. 2 32| 8w .88 .30 12| .35 .69 .25| .58
1956 WATER 6 o1l o 0 0 0 01 .01 .01 .01
YEAR TOTALS 1k 37112 19 12,50 1k, 43 1k, 32 12,89 |13, 58| 13.52] 12.73 11 1.07] 1.01] 1.19] 1.6 1.46] 1.36] .84 .B2| .76
12 LOobl Lol Lob Lok 06| .03 .03] .o2| .01
Det. O 0 13| 0 0 0 0 .03| 0 0 17 A6 Wbl Jh2| by W61 L34] .31 .26 .11
15 92| .98| .sol .W1| 38| .| .50 47| .92 20 34 .25 .2s| .26 .30 .23] 20| .19| .20
16 09 .56 .18 .03| .03] 71| WBA[ Lk L1 20 2,14} 1,63 1.60| 1.65| 1.g2| 1.47| 1.26] 1.25| 1.25
17 I T -7 o1 .0 L30| .19 L06] .ok 21 2| .o4 .o5| .1 .o9] .10| 05| .06 .06
30 03| .03l .03 .oi| .o2| .03] .03 .02 .03 27 1.61| .56 .68] 1.86] 1.22| 1.43] .77| .7B| .82
31 .51 .81 .e8| .72| .67 .55 .77| .Bo| .92
Monthly Totals | 1,08]| 1,94 0,79] 0,40 0.44] 1.45] 1.19] 0.69] 1.10
Monthly Totals 6.72| 5.65] 5.59]| 6.57| 6.45| 5.87]| L.93| L.hh| L.72
Nov. 2 52| .s2| .ss| .| .73] .43| .46 .67 .57
3-4 L.87] 1.62] 1.31] 1.60] 1.69| 1.78] 2.11] 2.07] 1.95 Apr. 3 .23 .13 .o9| .17l .11| .12| .o8| .os5| .o0B
20 0 0 0 0 0 Jd21 05| 0 0 L 0L o 0 .05 .02 .o3| .o2| .ou| .07
7 0 0 .ouf o 0 0 0 0 o]
Monthly Totals | 2,39 2.14| 1.86] 2.31| 2.42] 2,33 [ 2.62| 2.74] 2.52 8 0 0 .okl o 0 0 0 <} o]
15 .35 .31 .28] .26] .30| .21 .33| .15| .22
pec. 18 Avlo.e) .7l W9 a7l .20| .22] .17 .2h 19 22| 19| .18| .23] .21 .13| .0B| .14 .08
18 73| .69| .7te| 82| .ro| .B8%| .92| .73] 1.02 19 6.81) 6.09| 5.63| 7.34] 6.59| 4.03| 2.37| b.25| 2.64
19 Bl .9l .83 .ou| .B1| .99]1.05| .84]| 1.17 22 .59 Ju2| .81 .64 60| .61| .50| .60| 45
22 08| .08| .os| .09| .o7] .07| .09| .06] .09 23 4.06] 3.56] 3.31] 3.34| 3.41| L.7M| 3.78| 2.76| 2.48
2l 3.14] 3.02| 2.72| 2.75] 2.81| 2.26| 3.04| 2.71| 2.h1
Monthly Totals 1.82] 1.72| r.17| 206 1.75] 2.10 | 2.28] 1.80] 2,52 26-27 1.95| 2.17| 2.24| 1.9 1.76] 2.27| 1.95| 2.27| 2.48
28 09| .10 .10] .09{ .0B| .10| .09| .10 .11
1956 CALENDAR 28 1.01| 1.12| 1,16 1.00{ .91| 1.17) 1.01| 1.18| 1.29
YEAR TOTALS 18,03 |16.73|15.30 |17.32 [16.86 [16.82 17,55 [16.61|16,74
Monthly Totals |[18.46]17.11[16,30]17.81]16.80 (15,67 [13.34 |14.25[12.31
1957
Jan, g2 48] .38 w2 A7) 37| J4B| BB LS May 1 JA8| .14 12| .20 16| .16| 12| .28] .37
22 08 .o6| .06| .12]| .08 .12| .16| .28| .16 3 bol L12] .os| .30] 11| .05 .34 .05| .21
24 A7 J16] Jo9| .16 .15] A3 09| 05 .07 i 360 .07 .03| L8] 06| .03| .21| .03 .12
26-27 g1 L] .l o.a7| o .as] .2l | oLibs| 13| L0 G 22| Wby b2 osul .39 .37 .30 .25] ke
27 Jio| .so| Lbo| .63 LsM| 88| .sof 7| .36 9 22| .b3| Jh1f .53 .39 .36] .29 .25 A2
28 03] Jok] L03| .os| .o4| .o7| .O4| .ob| .03 11 5.58| 6.86] 7.20| 6.17| 5.20| 5.63| 7.21| B.34| 6.4
31 05| .05| .o5| 06| .o4| .ou| .O3] .03| .03 13 1.88| 1.20| 1.34| 1.28] 1.39| 1.93] 1.58] 1.55| 1.36
18 26| .28] .23] .20 .16] .20| .24| .19| .16
Monthly Totals 1,56 1.h3] 1,12] 1,61 1.b7] 1.85| 1.4h] 1.48] 1.20 23 A9 .51 .28 .30| Jl9| 42| .65] .69 .23
26 o7 .17] .08 10| 06| 4| .23 .2k] .08
Monthly Totals 9.56 [10.28110.13] 9.80] B8.11| 9.29]11.17 |11.87{ 9.78




Table 16, -<Summary of Rainfall, in Inches, for Cow Bayou Study Area, October 1954 to September 1964--Continued
Gage Number umber
Date of Storm [~TCE T 28 [ TR 18 T B8 T 70 [ &8 5.5 | TO-R Date of Storm MITRT 258 [ 3-R [ 5-5 G'gﬁ:_"E"-S 7-8 | B-8 | 9-8 |i0-R
1957 1957
June 1 0,13| 0.56] 0.23 0.11| 0.10] 0.37| 0.36| 0.64 0.61 Dac. g 0,08| 0,07 0,08] 0,07 0.06| 0,06 0.03] 0,04 0,03
2 Aol WMy oaaf| .08 . L7 .27 W8l A4S 6 ob) o Lol Los| Lob| Lol Lo3] Lo2| 03] .02
3 sl Les| 27|l .1z| Lzl W3] k3l el .71 19 02| .o7| .o2| .oe| .03| .o4| .o2| .o02| .02
] gl W82 L34 L8| 15| .55 WSk 99 .89 25 .35 .29| .23| .35 .32 .2g9| .27| .27| .37
12 20 W46l 48| .35) 1B .39 WBi| .58] .91 27 21 LB Jas L2y L9 L7l L7 Le| .23
18 L1 .7l .0y .11 L03] .13 .30] .21 .02
2l AT <5 <1Y .30 .25 .06| o .15 Monthly Totals 0.68| 0.65| 0.52| 0.69| 0.64] 0.59] 0.51] 0.52| 0.67
Monthly Totals 1.85| 3.58| 1.58] 1.23] o.72| 2.39| 2.77| 3.62| 3.7k 1957 CALENDAR
YEAR TOTALS 61.99162,39157.87162.17|56.64158,91|57.82}159.28(57.99
July 22 Bzl .3 .09 27| .6B] .28 .03| © .78
31 0 0 0 0 0 15| o L0 o 1058
Jan, 12 LT 64| 88| 62| bW .sh]| .52 .53 .59
Monthly Totals | 0.82( 0.39| 0.09| 0.27| 0.68| 0.k3| 0.03| 0.04| 0.78 12-13 .30 .28| .26| .28| .29l .24| 24| .24| .26
20 .37 .38 38| Wb W2 .33 .37 .3u| .34
Aug. 5 65| .82| .se| .89| .28] .o09| .03 .03| O 19 39| We2| Jbp| o b kS| L36] Lol .36| .36
16 M5 o 0 02| 0 0 o} 0 Q 23 03] .o2| 0 02| .ob| 03| .02 .02| .02
28 08| .05 .ol] .05 .14| .09| .oB| .o7| .07
Monthly Totals 0.70| 0.82| o.52| 0.91] 0.28| 0.089| 0.03| 0.03| O 28 0 0 Lo1| o o o 0 0 0
Sept. 3 L5 .19 .27 W61 23| Wb BT .69 1.06 Monthly Totals | 1.84]| 1.79( 1.65] 1.82| 1.98] 1.59| 1.63] 1.56 1.64
Iy Jo| 13| 18] Jko| | .33 .58 6| L0
7 1.20] 1.05] 1.01] .80 .90| 1.20] .hW2| .52| .56 Feb, 9-10 92| 67| .66 L.ar| 1.00| 1.09| 77| .88 .85
12 .06 .ou| .o2| L) .02 0 .35 .05| .07 1h 25| .13 .20 .21| .24| .2s| .11 .12 L1l
21-22 3.56| 3.89] h.20| h.22| L.2T7| 3.51] 3.47| 3.97| b.37 19 O Joh| L02] .ok .ob| .03 .ok 03| .02
25 09| 18| .10 .o7| .21 .13] .23] .19 .21 21 A7) 35| .18] Lol .39| .23] WO .29) L8
26 o Lol Los| Lob| Laa| L6 .12] .09 .10 21-23 3.52| 3.86| 3.74| 3.55( 3.13| 3.45| h.21| 3.60]| k.20
26 07 W09 Lo7| 08| .09| .09 .O7| .l0| .10
Monthly Totals 5.20] §.52| 5.83] 6.28] 5.89| 5.72| 6.04] 5.97| 7.07
Monthly Totals 5.17| 5.14| 4.87| 5.45]| 4.8g| 5.14] 5.60| 5.02| 5.k6
1957 WATER
YEAR TOTALS 53.60(53.40{ L8 .69] 5281 [LB .16 |50.46 |LB,72| 50,03 |48, B0 Mar. 1 .10| .o8| .o ,09| .09| .09| .10| .10 .12
1t O Loy Lo2| Lon| 04| .ob| 06| .06| .06
Oct, 13-1h 6.25| 7.85| 7.12| 7.25| 5.91| 7.69| B.78| 8.21] 8.55 5 A7l o.as| .08 Ll .13 Wa7] .23 .22| 22
15 09| 09| .s6] .23| .31| .06 .06 .03| .03 10 o4 .o4| .o2| .ou| .o4| .o4| .06|0 0
21-22 1.79| 1.70| 1.b45| 1.51| 1.48| L1.47| 1.77| 1.54| 1.66 12 27| .30| .32 39| 34| .35] .36| JML| .39
18 22| ,22| .e0| .23 .17 .2L] .2u| .20| .23
Monthly Totals #.13| 9.64| 9.13| B.99| 7.70| 9.22]|10.61| 9.78[10.24 22 09| .12| 08| ,13| .13| .36] .28| .ko| .26
29 05| .28| .22| .2| 06| .i7| .30 .35 .ob
Hov. 2-3 Bl 7] w0 W75 W86 69| 56| .56] b5
& o1 .06] .06 06| Lo7| J06) .05] .05 .0 Monthly Totals 0.98| 1.23| 0.98| 1.21| 1.00| 1.46] 1.63| 1.74 | 1.32
5 7 69 660 70| JBL| L6551 W52 .52] Lha
[ 05 .o Lob| Lokl Los| .ok| .03] .o3| .03 Apr. B9 1.23( .64| .63| .6M| .g90| .57| .B5| .80| 1,09
7 gl ek ue| ksl sy b2 G340 L3k .27 13 (T AN I T N T 11 B T+ N 112 N 1 IS 1T
11 08| .08 .06 .o7| .ot| .08( .10| .11 .09 13 J6 W9l el 8| 16| J7th] 91| 85| .88
12 22 Lep| 28| .22 .22| .2k| .30| 34| .27 18 A3 19| 6] L8| oL2| 17| W17 L16] L1k
12-13 .08 ,o08| .06 .o7| .or| .08| .10 12| .09 20 Jigl W62 .51 M6 Jbo| 56| .55 .51 b5
13 B = R -3 N 1+ N - (N =8 [N 1 [ L f N - | IS € 26 1.6 1,57 1.69| 1.20] .91| 1.87| .62 19| W
18 Jirlo bl L3s] e W37 .39 .23 .32 .82 ar 03| .03 .o3| .,02| .02| .02| 01| .0L|] .M
21-22 g2l el Lol .si| Ju9] .83 .50 b9 W5h 29 25| .25 24| .2h| 21| 27| .26 .e2| .22
23 030 .03 .02 .03 .02 .02 .03| .02 .03
2320 1.16] 1.08] .90| 1.16| 1.09| L9 1.12] 1.09] L.22 Monthly Totals | §.85] L.sof b, 46| 3.88 | 3.72| 3.90] 3.85] 3.78] 3.65
Monthly Totuls ya7| 4.s0] 3.95 4.sz2| b.75| .53 h.o7| BAB| k2
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Table 16.--Summary of Rainfall, in Inches, for Cow Bayou Study Area, October 1954

to September 1964 -~Continued

G Number
Date of Stom |TFTIE T RS ] 58] 65 [ 75 [ 55 [ 55 [Io-K Date of Storm  FYETENT SR ] 40 ] -8 | 7-8 | 8-8 | 9-8 [10-R
1958 1458
May 2 0.75( 0.76] 0.71| 0.71| 0.61| 0.79| 0.76| 0.67| 0.64 Oct, 3 0.24] 0.13] 0.10| 0,19 0.21] 0.17]| 0.18| 0.19| 0.23] 0.10
23 1.05| 1.07| 1.00| .99| .86] 1.12| 1.08| .94 .91 10 36 .3 o) .22| 09| .o7| .ok| .05] .06 .07
1 320 .7 e .88 .10 .| .07] 9| .20 15=16 .10 .08] .05 .10| .10| .06| .06] .o5] .o5| .03
28-29 JA0| J10] 0] L2 a2 .1 5] W11 L2 21 21 .13 L06] 3| a5 .21| .28] .uB| .s1]| o7
26 260 .ehl LBl 26| .19 .25 .28] .28] .28| .17
Monthly Totals | 2,22) 2.10| 2.25| 2.40| 1.69] 2.13| 2.06| 1.91] 1.87 28 A6 ,16] .a2| k| .13 2] a3 . 2] 0
29 .36 .38| .2r| .33] .29| .27| .31| .2%] .27| .25
June 9 A L0686 .03] .o4| 07| © o Lokl o 30 03[ 03] 0 .03] .03] .03] .03 .02 .o4|o
15 02| .03] .o4| .03| .03| .03| .03| .03| .o2
16 25 .39 6| 38| 3| 31| 28] .33] .1 Monthly Totals 1,70 1,28]| 0.85]| 1.k0] 1.19] 1.18) 1.31] 1.43] 1.56] 0.79
16-17 1.89| 2.88| 3.u4| 2,83| 2,33] 2.32| 2,10| 2,45] 1.
21 A5) .27 .o7] W1k ég LA L) 23] Lk Nov. 12 LOb|  .okf .o5| .05 .05 .05| .03] .03] .o6| .ou
25 o Lo Lo2| 06| . .05 .01| O 0 13 Lo .oaf .0n| .or| .o1| .o1| .on| .or| .or| .oL
26 08| .o2| .ou| .1af .yl .11 .on| .or| o 1k A3 6) 6] .13 .8 7| 2| .| .22 .13
17 A7]  JAN| LAk 18| L2k 18| L.10] J10] . .10
Monthly Totals | 2.57| 3.66] L.10| 3.59| 3.18] 2.96| 2.57| 2.99| 1.79 27-28 1.33| 1.15| .99 lL.22] 1.ho| 1.02] 94| ,o1 93 .90
July S 79 90| .34 1.28] 2.07| 53| 21| AT .97 Monthly Totals | 1.68| 1.50f 1.35] 1.58] 1.78] 1.40| 1.20] 1.16) 1.42] 1,18
6 g1 .3 .0s| 18| .30| 08| .03] .07 .24
Dec. 1 AT .32 .28 .3k Lol .29 .a7| .26] .27| .34
Monthly Totnls | 0.90| 1.03] 0.39]| 1.46| 2.37| 0.61] 0.24| 0,54] 1.11 13 01| o 0 o 0 oL .o 02| .02]|0
22 .06 g 03] J06| 06| .08 .03| .02] .ou| .03
Mg, 3 JA7| .06 .03 .18| .03| .02| .2L| .79] .75 mﬁ/ 29-30 . Bol .Br| .7s] B2 . B8] .93]| .70
12 A1l o .30] .03|0 0 02| 0 0 0.
18 53] W66 LW 1.10f 1.k W8 1.62) 18] 1.44] W Mouthly Totals | 1.31] 1.25]| 1.11] 1.27] 2.20] 1.17( 2.27| 1.18] 1.26 | 1.07
21 21| .36| .3;| .13| .o08| .os| .11 .08| .of| .20
22 do| .03| 0 51| .12| .36] .92 .57| .s56] 0 1958 CALENDAR
23 530 .96 .51 W] .65] J46) .75| .69] .53 .60 YEAR TOTALS 30.61129.19 127,00 [33.63 |32, 38 [27.20 (32,18 30,11 |29 Uk | --
2l 1.11| 1.19] r.07| 1.00| 1.35| .97| 1.57| 1.45| 1.12] .96
1959
Monthly Totals | 3.06| 2.66] 2.70| 3.51| 3.37| 2.34| 5.20| L.73] b.47| -- Jan, 6 .02 .o02| .o2| ,02| .o2| .03| .03] .03 .02| .02
/4 01| .or| .05| .08| .08 .10| .09| .10| .08| .08
Bept. 5 ol o3| .03| .06| .o7| .06| .09| .0B| .06| .ok 13 Q2 02| 02| 02| .02 .00| .02] .02| .02| .o2
6 gg 0| .25 W7| .s6] 88| 77| .70] .51 .31 30 34| 35| .33| .so| .31| .50 .uS]| 4| 45| .20
T . 25 .21 Jwo| WAT] M| 64| .59 Jb2| .26
1 981 48] .13| .06| .20| 0 .99| .03| .06| .32 Monthly Totals [ 0.45| 0.u6] 0.k2| 0.52| 0.43] 0.64 ] 0.59] 0.59] 0.57] 0.32
16-17 A6 .06 .o1| .12| .03] 7| .29| .29 .kg| .09
19 08| .06| .08| .13| .12] .08| .16| .14 .10| .10 feb, 1 27| W28 .26 .3 .25] .39 .36 3| 35| .30
19 32| .22 .3 .53] k7| .31| .63| .54| k1| ko 2 20| .20| .19| .22| .17| .29| .26| .25| .26| .16
20 08| .06| .o8| .13| .12| .08| .16 .14&| .10| .10 9 03| .03| .02| .03] .03] .03| .05| .o4| .03| .02
22 S5 .53 J7u| 1.25] 1.an] L7 1.54) 1.29) .96 .95 11 JA0( 2| 1) k| 12| .2) 10| 08| .09| .10
26 1.31| .92| .us| 2.89| 2.79| .%0| .17| .21| .75| .20 12 39| M6 A3 .51 W6 L8| .37] .31 .34 | ko
30 o1 L1kf o .02{1 .06| 0 A6| .06] 03| .02 13 .03 .03| .03| .03| .03 .03| .03 .02| .02| .02
1h 1,05] 1,24 1,16) 1.37| 1.24| 1.29| 1.03| .B4| .90| .BB
Monthly Totals | 4.3| 3.05| 2.29]| 6.06] 6.00] 3.23| 5.62] b.07| 3.89] 2.79 19 A1 .26 .23 .36 27| .33 .26| .30 .25 .15
22 L9 .08| .05| .o ) a1 .| .| 15| .03
1958 WATER 26 b2 .73 W66 J60| 7| W56 LW k| 31| .55
YEAR TOTALS 39.60139.95|37.29 |43.58 [41.29]37.79|43.59 |40.82 |h0.53] ==
Monthly Totals | 3.09] 3.43] 3.1k | 3.66] 3.,15] 3.63] 2.98] 2.73 2.70 | 2.61
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to September 1964--Continued

Table 16.--Summary of Rainfall, in Inches, for Cow Bayou Study Area, October 1954
Guge Number . Ooge Number
Date of Btorm |"TE T 2.8 T 3-R | 5=5 | 5-5 | 5-8 | 7-8 | B-8 | 9-8 |10-R bate of Stom T-FT 251 3-R] §-8 ] 5-8] 6-8 | 7-8] B-8 ] 9-8 [10-%
1959 1959
Mar. h 0.16| 0.18] o0.24| 0.28| 0.18]| 0.18] 0.40| o.L4| 0.66] 0.20 Aug. 8 0.27] 0.08] 0.34 0.37| 0.27] 044 o.6i] o.65 o.67] o.80
13 0 0 05| 0 0 0 o] 0 0 o 14 A6 .32 .73 . 30 bl .68l L.o6l .38 L8
21 06 .09 10| .06 .06 .05 03] .06 05| .06 15 o8 wogl .20 J10] LRol Lol 1Bl .29l 1ol .12
25 L37 .58] 64| L39| ol .33] .22 .38] .31| .bO 21 o7 woxf  Lonf 180 Lol 10l L07]  .02] .05 10
3l Azl Loe| .08 12 12| 13| Ji4] 6] (16] .ob 23 g1 o8l Logl 82| Losl LM L3l .10 .eg| Lo
25 T I 1 ) o7 ol L5 Lo8 .08 .o9l .10
Monthly Totals | 0.71] 0.94] 1,11| 0.85| 0.76] 0.69| 0.79| 1.04] 1.18] 0,70 26 531 Wbkl .sol Lah| o .36] .38 .38 .so] 6B .30
27 58 WL8) Luaf .sel Lol Jh2| b s8] L7s| b7
Apr. Ak 02| .05 .05 .03 .03| .06] .12| .20| .25 .OF n L.05  .93] 1.18f 1.41] 1.46] L1.46| 1.67] 1.20] 1.57| L.10
B .09 18] 8| .1 .12 .22] k| J7s| L9 .26
9 09| .| .0 .o9| .09| .09| .12| .12| .14} .10 Monthly Totals 3.07| 2.48| 3.43 L.46| 3.52] 347 L.es| L.uk] 4.s51] b.1g9
10 Jol .2| .12 .10 .10 .a1] sl a4 17| .10
11 1.09| 1.30] 1.28| 1.12| 1.09] 1.15| 1.47| 1.46] 1.77| 1.20 Sept. B L5000 .23 a8l .36 L2300 .29 .39 Jkg| .29 18
15 AL Al G L2l a2 .29 aT] Lasl 2] L0 14 80 .66l el 73| W73f .93l .98 62| .72| .92
15-16 08| .10| .10 o? gg A3 .12 0] .09 .10 23 .03 .ou| .ol 03| .oz| .02 .02l .o2| .o02| .03
16-17 g .25 .39 W3k . 52 k8| W) 36| .30 El L2 .03 .03 o2l .01 02| .02l .01 o1 Loz
i 1| .1%| .23] .20] 6| 31| .28 24| 21| .07 2h 25 .35 .36| .26] 18| .20| .22 .18 .17 .30
19 2| W6k Lsh| o W8 (k9| 50| L6W| LSh| 5| .52 25 i Lasl L6 L.an] o .o9f  Log|l L1 .08 o7 .13
20-21 Ao a1 Lo . Lor| .12 .22) LAT] WA5] .07 28.29 146 .97 2.08 LY L.06| 1.12] 1.27] 1.03] .95 1,71
Monthly Totals | 2.70] 3.14| 3.17| 2.79] 2.64 | 3.40| h.20| h.27] 4.67] 2.89 Monthly Totals 2,78] 3.43] 3.58] 2.98| 2.32] 2.67] 2.98] 2.43] 2.23] 3.29
Mauy 2 020 .03 .03 .08| .o8| .iu| .18| ik LA7| .09 1959 WATER
5 A9 .33 .39 A6 L30| .29 L6 Lan) L02] b2 YEAR TOTALS 32.28(35.10] 33.96| 36.12| 30.95]| 32.41| 33.26] 32.,17] 35.36( 31.87
9 L2 31| L2 .es| W31 AT LA A3 L3]Gk
10 1.01] 1.31) 1.2k L.o8] 1.32] .75 58| .sB| 57| 6D Get. 3 AL 20| L8| o] L1 .2y .2e] L1t L7 .09
12 02| .02| 0 02| L.on| .02 .o2| .o2| .o2| .o i 6.63| 6.61] 5.87| 6.36] 6.02| 6.80| 6.98] 5.39| 5.50| .98
17 o4 23| .21| .o7| .10| .08 .17| .oB| .i7| .20 13 1.92( 1.56) 1.82| 2.79] 1.58] 1.45] 1.30| 1.25| 1.36| 1.69
22-23 B8] .92 .83 .BB| .65| 1.19] 1.24]| 1.55| 2.62| .93 29 ol x| L3l .39 .38| 45| Wu8| Ls9] Wbl 30
30 09 .07 W06 L0708 .08| .io| .09 .06
Monthly Totals | 2.%0| 3.15| 2.87| 2.B2| 2.77| 2.61| 2,46 | 2.61| 3.70| 2.3B a 05| .05 Job L05] .o5| 05| .05 .07 .0B] .02
June 1 24| .33] 6| A6 29 L27| Wbi| o .26] .37 .5 Monthly Totals 9.19| #.90| 8.31| 8.86] 8,26| g.ob| 9.09| 7.57| 7.67| B.1k
2 6ol .85| 1.17| 1.16| .75| .69| 1.04| .66| .93| 1.5
b 1.22| 19| 1.a7| 136 1.27| Bi| 87| L.A7] 1.45] 1.ko Nov.,  3-h 1,20 1,93| 1.57| 1.B5] 1.72| 1.50| 1.35| 1.59] 1.59| 1.31
5 1| .33 B4 W62 A7) .51 W30 G L35] .3h 10 .03 .ou| .02 .05| .05| .05 .o7| .06] 06| .02
12 87| .88| .85| 1.186| 1.16] .B2| .hs| .52 65| .91 13 06| L6 .08 08| .os| .08 08| .06| .08] .08
21 73| .62 .1s| 1.09] .37 .27| .02| .16| .p3| .02 15 23| .20| .18 .27 .20| .27| .28| .20| .28 .18
23 2.37| 3.31| 3.60| 2.52| 2,03 3,90 5.07| L.46| b.66| k.27
24 Jg| .21l .1s| 12| a6 .7 W01| .02 L01| .20 Menthly Totals 1.54] 2,24| 1,82 2.25] 2.02| 1.,90] L.78] 1.91] 2,01 1.56
25 1.69( 1.87| 1.36] L.11| L.43] L.56| .14 .21 .13] .60
26 03] .03 .03] .03| .03]|0 0 03[0 .02 Dee, 11 g1 .2 25| .2k .25 .23] .28 .21| .21] .20
15 3.4 2.;g 2.95| 2.50]| 2.58] 2.40| 2.59| 2.11] 2.19| 2.00
Monthly Totals | 8.65| 0.62] 9.38| 0.L3| 7,06]| 8,08/ 8,31] 7.90| 8.58| 9.76 16 L1 .20] .16 .20] 19| 7| J19] .15 .15] .29
17 200 1B 13| .2B8] .auw| .aB| .22| .15 .15] .1%
July 9 07 15 aBl W] 74| Lob| o L02| L02( 0L .03 27 A7 W13 .07 Wa9] L1s] .23] .19 .35] .24]| .09
20 2.19( 2.66] 2.62| 2.04| 1.80| 1.58| 1.69| 1.61| 1.68| 2.20 31 1.30| 1.26( 1.28| 1.37] 1.15| 1.33| 1.39] 1.26] 1.30] 1.30
20-21 L37| b5 kbl L9 .30 .26] .28 .27 .28 .3d
2l JAs| .25| W14 .06 16| 56| .08 .08 .23 .10 Monthly Totals 5.33| 5.0 L.uh| L.78) L.s6| b.sh| 4.83[ 4.23] h.24] 3.9%
27 96 .o1| L7l o.a3| .22 o8| 78| L4 70| .08
28 0 o 0 Ls] 05 W07 0 .08 0 1959 CALENDAR
YEAR TOTALS 43,6547 .25 05, 22| 7. 76 |41, 61 | bk 1k |5, 18] k2,11 [h5.00 |42, 48
Monthly Totals 3.74] W.b2| 3.55] 4.36 | 3.22| 2,97 2.92| 2.39] 2.98| 2.69




Table 16.--Summary of Rainfall, in Inches, for Cow Bayou Study Area, October 1954 to September 1964-~Continued
e Number o
Date of Storm oo T 2.5 3R] 4-8] 5-8 | 6-8 | 7-8 | B-8 | 9-8 [10-R Date of Stom TTET 2.8 [ 3-R | W8 5-5 -8 | 7-8 | B8-5 | 9-8 |10-R
1960 - 1660
Jan., 5 0.79| 0.68] 0.62| 0.70| 0.66| 0.66] 0.60( 0.58] 0.64| 0.60 July 7 0.74] 1.39] 0.92] 1.62| 1.92| 1.17] =, 1.08] 2.4 0.56
1 Jol 18] 15| a7 16| a6 k| k| L16] .13 17 .32 Jhol .12l .1o0f .10 1,00 1.ab) 1.32] 93] .10
11 01 .01 .01 .o1| .01 .02] .02| .02] .03 .01 19 .20 .24 o7 .06| .06 .%9| .67| .77l M| .06
12 A6 a7 o] .19 16| 23] .21 .32 W3] .05 20 A3l .7 .08 .08 03] JM2| 7] .56 J39]  L0b
13 .03 .03 .02| .ou| .03 .o .ok .06 .09l .01
16 Su o .u8l Lse| o L) . 52| .51 .55 .67 .38 Monthly Totals 1.39] 2,16] 1,16 1.83| 2.01 3.19] L.67] 3.73] 4.27| 0.76
26 06| .o6| o 071 .08 .09| 08| .086] .05 ©
hug, 2 W05 0 0 0 0 03] .02 .03} .03] 0
Monthly Totals | 1.78] 1.59] 1.k4| 1.89] 1.69] 1.72]| 1.60| 1.73| 2.07] 1.19 1 8ol .26) .23| .oe| o 02| .03 o 0 .32
=15 0 Oh| o 0 0 03] .03 .12 .06] 0
Feb. 2 oh o5l .os| .o4| .o05| .03] .03| .03] .03 .ou 21 146 1.80| 1.52| 1.97| 2.51 70| 1.uW] LBL| L.64| b
3 96| 99| 1,001 .94 .96 72| .78| .82 .73| .86 28 LA L15] J10f b .22 .09 .21 0 .16 .10
L 07 o7 .ot| .o7| 07| .05 .06| .04 .06 .03
15 A5 .25 .16 .24 .13 .23] .21]| .19 .18| .10 Monthly Totals 2,45| 2,25 1,85 2.13| 2,73| 0.87| 1.73]| 0.96] 1.89| 0.91
20 .33 .33] .29] .33 .29| .37| .37| .34 .38] .20
23 d7l Wurl Wurl WWe| Wk .52] .52] Jb7| .53] .30 Bept. 3 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .10
29 .35] .32 .26| .39 .35] .43 .34] .3;| .35 .19 2k 24 L2r| W31 .ebu| L2k L9 b éf g2 .19
24 1.02| 1.20{ 1.35| 1.02| 1.07| .81 .62] . .53] .B3
Monthly Totals | 2.37| 2.uB| 2.24[ 2.47| 2.27| 2.34] 2.31] 2.00] 2.26] 1.72 26 A7 .05] .03 .03 .03 .or| .26] .c2| .03|o0
27 bl oLog] . 06 .06 .13 .s2] .05| .o5| .08
Mar., L 08 .07 .06 .09 .08 .10] .08| .ot .0B| .0%
8 L05]  Lol| o .03 .o2| .03| .03| .03] .03| 0O Monthly Totals | 1.77| 1.61] 1.75| 1.35] 1.%0| 1.20| 1,54] 1.10| 0.73] 1.20
14 J20 . .os| .12 0] .13] .15] .18] .15 .ok
15 01 .01 0 01 .01 .01] .01 .01 .01 O 1960 WATER
25-26 Jorl o .69l Bo|  Jhsl o s8] 57| .55] W7B| .85 ke YEAR TOTALS 34.80]35.8132,19|36,26[34, 12|35, 53 |38.745 |33.60 |42 ,03 |26.88
Mon Totals | 0,73] 0. 0.71| 0.70| 0.79] 0.84] 0.82| 1.07] 1.12| 0.51 oct, L.5 Jo| .27| .a0| 09 090 L9 .| .o9| .au| .06
S R E 6 o 09 .05 .09 .21] .08 .03| .33] .14| .05
Apr. 2h 1.81| 2.76] 2.23] 1.30| .69| .67| 1.30| .75 5.41| l.20 13-1h 2. 1.99] 2.33 1.32 1.31) a.19| 2.74 2.08| 2.09| 2.62
25 i) .6 .13| 08| .od] .ok| .08| .ob| .32| .06 16 06 .08 .05 . 06 .06 06| .06( .07| .05
27 oul o8] 06| .o3| .02| .02| .03 .o2| .1b| .ok 18 2,43 2.30| 2,13| 2.53| 2.34| 2.64| 2,58) 2,58| 2.80| 2.8
29 .31 .38 .36| .38| .33| W8] 8| .s2| 1.03] .30 25 09| ,08( .10 .l0| .1| .05 zg .03 .o4| .10
28 1.(1,2 1.22| 1.00| 1.19| 1,74 1.5 1, 92| .88 .95
Monthly Totals | 2.27| 3.38] 2.78] 1.77| 1.08] 1.21] 1.89| 1.33] 6.90| 1.60 2B-29 1% 1.k .9b] 1,12 1.64| 1.45] L.19] .86| .83| .90
Moy 11 08| .ob| o] 03| .o4| .o¥| .03| .05 .03 .04 Monthly Totals | 7.34| 7.14] 6.71] 7.11] 7.%0] 8.17] 8.06] 6.95| 6.99] 7.21
20 90| 1.03] 97| .99| .92| 1.19] 1.02| L.07| 1.13] .BO
25 62| .,s2| .8Bu| .Bo| .67] .82| .59| .7i| 1.17| .52 Nov. & 25| .10 .08 .a7| .23] .13]| 22| .| .13] .06
29 05| .08] .03| .17{ .10 .12 .11| .08] .08| .10 20 .22 29| .30| .2u| .22] .31| .31] .33| .28| .29
30 .05 .o8] .o2| .17 .19 .11 .11 07| .O7| .10 20 07| .10/ .10| 08| .o7| .11 Ja0] .11 .09 .10
20 .28 zf. 28 31 27| . 29 A3 .36 2!3
Monthly Totals 1.70| 1.75| 1.90] 2.16] 2.01| 2.07| 1.86| 1,98] 2,.kB] 1.5 21 FUY 4 B8 sk Lu7| 67| 67| 73| .B2) .
21 20| .26| .27| .22| .19| .28| .28]| .30| .26| .27
June 7 Jol o Lisl L7l .28] .66) 1.04) O .05 0 .20
12 o4 3] .s9| 85| 1.35] .95] 1.1 .68 1.37|] .63 Monthly Totals | 1.49] 1.76] 1.75] 1.96] 1.45) 1.89| 1.87] 2.00] 1.74] 1.74
2l .21) 20| .21 .21 .22 .32] .39| .37| .35 .20
29 1.60| 1,59| 1.65| 1.61| 1,73] 2.51] 3.00| 2.86( 2.73| 1.63
26 1.13] 1.3 1.07] Loas| 1.24) 1.79] 2.13] 2.03] 1.94 1.16
Monthly Totals | 4.28] 3.40 3.79] 4.07| 5.2¢| 6.61] 6.63] 5.99| 6.39] 3.82
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Table 16,-=Summary of Rainfall, in Inches, for Cow Bayou Study Area, October 1954 to September 1964--Continued
Gage Number " Gage Number
Dute of Stom g T e T 3R [ U8 ] 5-5 | 6-8 | 7-B | B-B | 9-8 [10-R Date of Sto™m T T3 T3R[ 58 58| 68 [ 78 | B-8 | 9-8 [10-R
1960 1961
Dec. 6-8 5.59] 5.0 5.71] 5.71) L.89] 6.20| 5.98| S.h2| S.74| b4.53 Juna 5 0.23| 0.24| 0.23 0.24] o0.23] 0.21| o.22| 0.20| 0.26] 0.10
g=10 bl sl k] s] 39 Jugl b7 JB3] LS| 67 8 2.80| 2.86| a.79| 2.93| 2.76| 2.61| 2.68| a.38| 3.10] 1.3%
14 2| a3l L0 L12] .09 12| W13 W15 13| W06 12 08 e Lagl Jbrl oLes| L3 .3 .77l .84 .05
28 .57 J61] .61 .e7| 38| .60| .57 Jh7| LW L30 14 A6 ol .35 .87 6| 56| .57| L.bz]| 1.6 .18
29 o7 Lorl Lot .06 Lo4| .07 W07 W09 W05 W11 15-16 1.50| 1.28| 1.33| 1.33| L.bo| 1.38( 1.37| 1.46| 1.45| .97
30-31 Ju .e2l .sg| 68| .6B| .60 .66l .61 63| .90 1 B3] .o4| .56 56| .59l 58| .58] (62| .61 .5k
=18 1,02 .87 .o1| .92 .96 .94 .93| L.cof L.00] 1.27
Monthly Totals 7.50] 6.07| 7.17] 7.50| 6.47| 8.08| 7.88] 7.13] T.WM| 6.17 25 1,28 .78 1.02| 1.35( 1.57( 1.30] 1.18| 1.20( l.01)] 1.01
1960 CALENDAR Monthly Totals 7.70| 7.18| 7.38] B.67| 8.22| 7.89| 7.84] 9.05| 9.83| 5.47
YEAR TOTALS 35.07|35.50{33.25|34.63|34.70(38.19|40.86 35.98] 4k .28(28.35
July 2 34 Lerl .ea| 48| .22| .15 .25 .76 .7O| .10
1961 3 28| .ez| .17l .38] .18] .13 .21| .61] .s6| .10
Jan, 6-8 4.05| 2.64) 2.57] 2.78| 2.76| 3.31| 3.41| 3.36| 3.19| 2.43 8-9 93] 113 65| .s6| 65| .u7] .54 | 62| .20
11-12 1.48] 1.%0| 1.50] 1.84| 1.52| 1.99| 2.00| 1.78] 2.03| 1.37 12 A3 el .o9| .08 .o9| .o7| .of| 06| .09 .10
2L-25 L300 .31 .2b]| .24 .25| .29| .23 16| .21 .09 13 A3 .13 .23) .11 .10 .09 .13| .06| .0B| .08
16 451 ksl Lhsl 38 38| 32| LWy 22| .26 Jho
Morthly Totals | 4.83] h.hs| b.31| L.B6| h.53] 5.59| 5.64[ 5,30 5.43] 3.89 16-17 1.13] 1.10| 1,12 .93 .8s| .Bo| 1.10| .s5| .65| .B2
22 35 Wa .7 .21 L2t .12| W10 05| .22] .05
Fab, 5 2.39| 2.22| 2.29| 2.26| 2.09| 2.hk0| 2.41| 2.46| 2.67| 2.04 23 A7) .05] L08] 1o W13 .05 .05 02| .10 .05
6 ol W37 W38 38| L35 Jwo| JWo| Jb| JWb| o L3k
15 Jd9| .2s| .2s| .21 .1B| .25 .29| .27 .30 .10 Monthly Totaln 3.91| 3.62| 3.07| 3.23| 2.83| 2.20] 2.89| 2,80| 3.28| 1.90
16 JEiTe] - g9 W65 .88 W78 Le1r| 87| .96 .53
19 2| 6| .16 W13 W12 6] . A8 Lol L9 Aug. b 38| .20l .23 .uf oLo7] .o6| 1.62] 87| L.99] 16
20 A0 W3] .a3] W13 e a2 a5 Gkl LBl .09 T L8| Lol Los| o3| 02| .21 36| 19| A3 Lo
24 06| 03| .03 .os| 03| .09 .o05| .03 .05 .05 1 0 0 0 03| .o2f o o L7 at] o
29 .36 LH3| W34 .26 .21 L72| LBo| .85 1.53| .50
Monthly Totals 3.86| 3.94] L.o3| 3.792| 3.45] h.20| 4.39] &.36] L.TT| 3.24
Monthly Totals ©.82| 0.77| 0.62| 0.k1| 0.32| 1.89| 2,78 1.68| L,12| 0.70
Mar, — 3=4 .01 o 0 0 o1 .02l .01 .02{ .01| O
16 1.22] 1.63] 1.38] 1.21| 1.30| 1.13| 1.69| 1.82| 1.76] .94 Sept. b 250 .06 .08 .11 08| 11| .59 06| .03 .05
1o .02] 0 0 01| .02| .03 .06l .o7| .05| O 11-12 3.85] L.og| 3.69| 3.47) 3.75| 3.62| .01 3.87| L.1g| 3.36
at Lol Loof 1.4k 1.07| .B5| 1.15| .53| 1.34| .81 1.00
31 05| .o5| .o7| .o5| .ok| .06| .03| .o6| .okl .05 Monthly Totals 4,10 &.15| 3.74| 3.58) 3.83| 3.73| 4.60| 3.93| 4.21| 3,42
Monthly Totals 2.24| 2.67| 2.89] 2.34| 2.22| 2.39| 2.32| 3.31| 2.67] 1.99 1961 WATER
YEAR TOTALS LG, 7T 4543|4371 U5.68 [h2.65 (48,07 | 50. L7 |47.97 |51.46 |17, 28
Apr. 5 02| 0 0 0 03| .o1| .02 .o2| .i5| 0
8 .43 .37 .20l Jb7| .27| .27] .26 .3B| 0 .20 Oct. 2 1.3%] 1.24] 1,34| 1,25| 1.16| 1,02| 1,01| .B8| .83| 1.15
11 LOb| o Job] Lo02| .05] .03 .03 .03] .o4| O L0l a L8| .23 .ol 1.03] .86 97| 1.15| 1.05| .64| .68
28 2B Ler] 6| L8| .16 .19| .14 L06| .0B| .oO7 25 05| 0 G 05| Jok| o9 .02| .02|0 0
29 L34 .33 .20| .22 .2r| .24 aB| .o7| 13| 0B
Monthly Totols 1,57 1.47] 1.74] 2.33] 2.08] 2.08| 2.18| 1.95] 1.h7] 1.713
Monthly Totals 1.12| 1,00] 0.58] 0.92] 0.70] 0.74| 0.63| 0.57| 0.34| 0.39
Nov. 1 03| .03 .03 .03|] .o3] .o3| .o3| .03( .03| .03
May G Jdiol .28l s gl 8| .28 31 LWk a5 Lol 2 B6| 78| W71 .96] JBS| L1.4y| W82 L.02| 61| .88
22 L0 w90 Ls8| 58] .30 LJho| oLar| .08 Lo7| .27 13 S0l Wh3| W51 Jh2| ko) 30| bS] kY| E2| L26
25 76 .59 W73 .85 38| LGB 79| .36 .32| B0 15 .29 .26 .30| .24 .23] .7 .a6| .27 .37 18
21 A3 .59 .92| W79| L67) WB1] .B5| .55 31| .60
Monithly Totals 1.86] 1077 L.46| 1,62 1.13] 1.30] 1.27] ©.88| 0.64] 1.15 22 A Jue| 72| b2l Ls2| 64| 66 43| .25 .55
21 0 oLl o oL we2| 01| 0| LoL| 020
Honthly Totals a.45| 2,56 3.19| 3.07| 2.72] 3.43| 3.08| 2.78| 2.21 | 2.47




Table 16.--Sunmary of Rainfall, in Inches, for Cow Bayou Study Area, October 1954 to September 1964--Continued
) er lumbaer
Date of Storm ["TTFT 3B 3-R| 48 | 5-8 | 6-8 | 7-B | B~8 | 9-8 [10-R Date of Storm TETEFT TR IA ]t 55 7-8 | 8-8 | 9-8 Ji0-r
1961 1962
Dec. 5-6 0.3%| o.11] 0.05 0.23| 0.15| 0.11| 0.11| 0.07]| 0.06] 0,05 June 1 0.7 0.23] 0.21] 0.18] 0.15] 0.18] 0.30] 0.31] 0.20] 0.2
9 .01 32| .28 . Pc | N I Y IS ¥ N/ (S 1 B2l 1.13] 1,03 .90 .73| .85 L.a7] 1.51] .97] 1.0
11 A2 G2 o) s a3 .13 W23 .12 W] .06 b o) o5 o8| .ok .o4| .o .ov] .or| .os| .os
1k U L [N U1 IS 1 RS U] (O 1 NS - S & IS 1. S 1] N - 7 O8] . 0] .09 o7 o8] .kl L5 .09 .1
19=16 371 .38 .22l .3s| .sy] .3T| .36 32| .54 .16 8 A7 Wb 53] .55 .53 M6 1.06] 70| 1.48] .3
17 .30 .32 .18] 28] .u2| .30| .30| .27 .u5| .1k 9 B6] Lu6| Ls9] 61 60| Ls1] 1.9 L77| 1.65] .2
26 22| 20| ,19]| .18] .17] .24 .10] .15] .08] .10
Monthly Totals | 1.59| 1.41] 0.98] 1.58]| 1.70]| 1.39| L.41] 1.25] 1.57] 0.65 27 1.37] 1.25] 1.20] L7 1.09] 1.52] .62] .gr] .30| .64
28 S G3h L7 1.2 3.59] 3.80| 1.88] w,01| 2,68] .60
1961 CALENDAR 30 26| 1.63] 1.91] . 05| 1.4 .59 .53| 43| .66
YEAR TOTALS 36,05) 35,00] 33.99] 36.40]33.73| 36.83[39.03|37.86| ko, 54| 27,01
o Monthly Totals | 5.30| 5.81] 6.53] 6.37]| 7.02]| 9.13] 7.42|10.07| 7.90] 3.85
Jan, 3 06| 09 g Ju| .11 Lo09| .09 .09] .05 .01 July 18 0 0 0 0 0 T 0 0 0
E 08 g ‘ Jo| o .12 13| .08 16| .02
1 O3 A1) .16] 15| .25| .20 W] .11 0L Monthly Totals | © 0 0 0 0 0.45] 0 0 0 )
g2 26| .23| .18| .23| .z2| .i19| .20| .13] .21] .08
23 L1 .or| .05 .of| .06 .09| .05| .Oh| .06 .02 Mg, 12 0 .32| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0l o
25-26 .31 .39| .29| .25| .2s5| 28| .33| .36| .6 .20 24 b2 .28| % E 35| Wb .25] .a7] 23] .30
28 L] BN ] IS G 26| .1 L9 13| .09 .08
Monthly Totnls | 0.93| 1.03| 0.80| 0.92| 0.90| 1.02| 1.00| 0.82] 1.05| 0.34
Monthly Totals [ 1,07]| 0.80| 0.26] 1.00| 0.61] 0.25] o0.Uk] 0.30| 0.23] 0,39
Fob, 1h=15 J6| .68 .s9| .62| .s1] .s57| .56 .55] .65 .28
18 01 .02 02| .02 02| .OL[ .02] .02| 0 0 Sept, | 0 0 08| .o01] 0 0 0 0 Joul Lo
23 gl .kl kol .se| .56 .53 58| 61| .65 .20 5 og LOul Lob) 08| .os| .oM| .06 .ot| .or| .03
6 i 06| Lo7| J09| 08| .06 a1 .12| .11 .06
Monthiy Totals | 0,86) 1.21] 1.01] 1.18] 1.09] 1.11( 1.16] 1.18] 1.30| 0.L8 =8 1.4 86| (o8| 1.23] 1.08] .83) 1.45] 1.66] 1.52| .B1
2% c;z Jd2| .03 0| Lor| W09 1| L8| 9] 03
Mar, B 0 0 0 0 01| 0 LOL| 0 0 0 30 A 3l Jee)oLa3| a8 09| Lo7| 11 L09] LA
10 B3] .81 .80 .78 gz 1.04) 1.13( .97| 1.13] .8
20 07 .ok Lod] 05| . 02| .o4| .02| .ou| .05 Monthly Totals | 1.70| 1.51] 1.58| 1.61| 1.46] 1,11 1.80| 2.1k 1.99] 1,43
2h 0 0 0 0 0 0 Ol 10| .oi] o
1962 WATER
Monthly Totals | 0.90| 0.85| 0.84( 0.83| 0.74| 1.06] 1.22| 1.09| 1.21]| 0.85 YEAR TOTALS je2.62 22,63 (22.71 |2k .86 ah.hﬂa’:.oﬁ 26.26 |27.2k |24 .06 [17.51
Apr, b LSh) 63| Lss| .56) Joh| .s2| J7u| 66| B3| oct. B-9 81| .83] .7e| .6u| .so| 1.14] .68| .e8| .62| .6
5 37| JWe| L38) 38| .37| J36| .51 NG| 5B .29 2 34 .35 .3o| .27 .21| W8] .28] .29| .26| .3
8 Jo| .07 .05 05| .09 .11| .ko| .u4]| .08| .09 16 Lo1| o 0 01| 0 o 0 .33 a0
16-17 0 0 (] 0 0 0 0 .01l o 0 20 1.05 1.;2 881 1.27( 1.10| .64]| 1.16] .91 .52| .5
22-23 Jgl .57 Wbs| .58 W59 .93] W73 .72 .59 .31 28 T 21| 22| .38| .23] .77| .50| 54| .2
27 1.9 1.21] 1.30| 1.43| 1.50] 1.46] 2.05| 1.40| 1.39| 1.20
Monthly Totals | 2.55] 2.97] 2.11| 2,41 2,19] 2.49] 2.89] 2.71] 1.95] 1.6
Monthly Totals | 2.99| 2.92| 2.73| 3.00| 3.09] 3.38] 4.43| 3.69| 3.k7| 2.30
Nov, 2 01 .01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
May 2 1) .09 o] x| .11 .| a6 W11 .11 L0 18 09 Lo Lo W a1 i 2] .12 17| .08
16 03] .o Jo7| .10 .05] 0 0 0 01 .06 19 a7 Wu3l | e | W50 Lsh) Lse] 72| .38
28-29 3.12| 2.96| 2.88]| 2.76| 2.86| 2.54| 1,96| 1.86] 1.54| 2.9 20 .32 .37 .38 og Jol k3| 6| W6 B2 L3
a5 09 .08] .0 ¢ O7| 06| .os| .05 05| .05
Monthly Totals | 3.26| 3.06| 3.05| 2.97| 3.02] 2.65| 2.12| 1.97]| 1.66| 3.06 26-27 1,57 1.33| 1.4k | 1.61] 2.03] 1.81] 1.k0| 1.38] 1.54] 1.33
Menthly Totaln | 2.41| 2.29] 2.41 ]| 2.70] 3.08] 2.91] 2.57] 2.95] 3.10] 2.12
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Table 16.--Summary of Rainfall, in Inches, for

Cow Bayou Study Area, October 1954 to September 1964--Cont inued

. ! Guge Number . Qage Mumber
Dute of Btorm T 25 3R] =B | 58| 6-8 | /-9 | 8-8 | 9-8 [10-R Date of 8tom TR T 28T %R | 4B 5-8 r”E?s 78 | B-8 ] 9-58 |10
latz 1964
bec. 2 0,50 0.50] 0.47] ©.56] 0.50] 048 0.51] 0.97] 0.48] 0.39 July 49 0,45 0.11] o.bg| o.4b 0.30] o] o.s2] o.94| 1.20| 0.2
19 L1 W08 Lok Lon| L06] W05 Lou| Lob] . 0
20 Jol o W32 L2k .32] .36] .31 .31 .23 .33 Wb Monthly Totals | 0.450 0.11f o.kg| 0.k o.30] o.b7| o.52] o.9u| 1,20 0,22
23-24 a1 .29 .e2| .29) .33 .28| e8] .21 .31 .2
2s .07 .08 .ol Lo5| .06 L05] .05| .OWf .06| O hug, 8 02| 0 0 D20 L6l 41 .19 2| L31 0
28.29 02| .ol o 05| .06] 03| Joh| .02 .06| O 20 Jdo| 1.16] .25 .o02| 46| .28] .33] .19] L16] .79
30 1,331 .12 .O07| .29] O a (8] 07 0 +]
Monthly Totals 1.43] 1.22] 1.01| 1.32] 1.37] 1.20| 1.24| 1.13| 1.30] 0.99 31 Lo 09| .04 21| o o (o] Lol o o
1962 CALENDAR Monthly Totals 2.39] 1.37| 0.37| 0.54| 0.62| 0.69| 0.52| 0.k2| 0.k7| 0.70
YEAR TOTALS 23.h0)23.27[22.33 |2k .31 [24.57|26.76 |26.29|27.63|25.16 | L7.37
Sept. T .03 .oz o a 0 39 .37 .13] o 10
1963 12 .06) .08 06 .05 .08 .03] .06 .oifo 0
Jan, h gl .10 .10 11| 10| 13| 18| .19 .18]| 0 13 03 . 03| .02 .ob| .01 .03 .01|o0 o
18 21| .24 .20 .22| .20] .28 .25| .28 .20| .2 1k 1.75| 2.12| 1.62| L.27| 2.07| .72| 1.53] .34 .ou| .Bo
26 02| .03] .02l .03 .03 .o4| .o3| .ou| .o3| @ 15 Lok 1.1k 87 L6g| Lat] L3 .82 .19 .03 .50
17 J1) .13 .1of .08 .13] .0 09| .02|o0 L
Monthly Totals | 0.32| 0.37| 0.32| 0.36( 0.33| 0.45] 0.46] 0.48| 0.k1| 0.2 18 o4 L2el  L16] .o03] .ot| 0 090 .16] 0 0
Feb. 11 J2] 02| 0 02| .02 L0686 .13 .02| .05| O Monthly Totals 2.96| 3.82| 2.8h| 2,14 3.66| 1.58| 2.99] 0.86| 0.07| 1.54
17-18 6 B30 79| .Bo| 79| 95| .96 .ok| 1.10] .7h
1963 WATER
Monthly Totals | 0.78| 0.85| 0.79] 0.82| 0.81] 1.01| 1.09| 0.96| 1.15]| 0.7 YEAR TOTALS 21,43120.24|17.20(19,13]|20,26|18.43]19.14 (19,16 [16.78|12.18
Mar, 1=3 T 1< I A2 .22 o7 .08 .oB| .08 o0 Oct, 23 JAaf 10| .o .06] .06 .03| .03 .09| .06| 0
4 A L2l o3| .22 baf L13] L16] 14| 18] @ 2425 23] L9 WAkl 12| 2] Lo7| Lo7] J9] W12 T
10 Jge| L8266 73| B9l WT3| W49 A7) .23 Wb
15-18 LOh| o L03| o .05 .02 .07| .10| .06 .OW| O Monthly Totals 0.34] 0.29| 0.21| 0.18]| 0.18| 0.10| 0.10| 0.28| 0.18| T
2h o2 Lo1] o o oLl o o o] 0 0
Nov, 8 B3] .85 .75| 1.05] .63 .79 1,02 .71]| .79 .8C
Manthly Totals | 0.99| 1.o4| 0.86| 1,12 1.%5] 1.00| 0.83]| 0.75]| 0.50| 0.40 17 87| 1.33| 1.62| 1.31] 1.31] L.45( L.00{ . 1.07] 1.43
19 Se| .81 . 9| W80 B8 61 ki .85 .87
Apr., L-5 1.24| 1.23| 1.28| 1.22] 1.25] 1.34| 2.83] 1.75] 1.73] 1.10 21.22 .32 .29 .18| .17 .18 .06| .o7| .of| .0B| .0h4
16 Q01 02| 0 01 W03 o 02| .o .01 0 27-28 1.,09] .92| 84| .g4| .96| .o7| 1.10| .99 1.08| .B1
19 250 .s0| Jhs| Lol .16 .03| 64| 62| 38| .30
28 Lo o 0 .05 .03] .o4| .o2| 02| 0 0 Monthly Totals 3.63| 4.20| 4.37| 4.26| 1.88| 4.15| 3.80| 2.86| 3.65| 3.95
Monthly Totals 1.9 1.75] 1.73] 1.77| 1.47] 1.k1| 2.51| 2.4%0| 2.12] 1.4%0 Dec. 10-11 .55 W58 b9 Ls3| Lsk) 65| kgl Lak) sef o
13 Jafoo.su| kol .55 . 56| .55 7| .58 .22
May 5 A3 W6 Lo Ls2| .21] L5M| L1k 1.29] L50] .10 1h A L9 LAk L9 L13] L9 19 16| .20 .08
13 01 0 0 0 02| © 0 0 o |0 20 S W37) W32] W58 L99) WAT| B0 53| WS .30
18 03| .06 .05 06| .03] .03| .03] .ok| .06l O 30 .02 .01l 0 02| o 0 .03] 0 02| o
19 .32 ol 60| 60| W32] W36| .36| .37 .60 .20
22 89| .BL| 1.00]| 1.00| 1.1 60| .59| .61 .98] ko Monthly Totals 1.63| 1.65| 1.35| 1.87| 1.62| 1.87| 1.86] 1.60] 1.84] 0.60
28 27 W24 .30 .29 .33] .a7]| .7| .18 .2B| .10
30 0 0 0 2|0 0 07| 0 02| 0 1963 CALENDAR )
YEAR TOTALS [20.64 |20.30 17,59 |19.01 (19,30 |17.95 |168.20|17.53 16,10 |12.02
Monthly Toteds | 1.95| 2.27| 2.05| 2.9 | 2,02| 1.70| 1.36| 2.hg| 2.k4| 0.80 o
19
June 16 1.55] 1.hg]| 1.45] L.45( 1.28) 1.4h| 1.05] 1.55| 1.03] 1.312 Jun, B 0 02| 0 a o L0310 03| .02|0
19 71 6Bl 67| LET| W59 67| el LT AT .35 15 A4 b x| oLab| L13] .13 .19] 18| 19|
2h .16 o 0 Ol es| Jbs] L10] 0 0 16 21| .21 .21| .20| .2o| .20| .28| .22 .29 .50
28 l.24| k1| .10| .86 .B4| .72| .17] 1.13] .57 O 17 - Bo| .81 78| .7rr| 17| 1.08) BT 1.10] 10
2430 2.08| 2.33] 2.35| 2.26) 2.26| 2,03 | 1.95] 1.79] 1.70| 2.00
Monthly Totals 3.66] 2.58| 2.22| 3.02] 2.86| 3.52| 2.16| 3.49] 2.07] 1.k7
Monthly Totsls 3.23] 3.50] 3.51) 3.38] 3.36] 3.13] 3.53] 3.06| 3.30] 2.60




Table 16.«~5ummary of Rainfall, in Inches, for Cow Bayou Study Area, October 1954

to September 1964««Continued

GE&! Number =5

Date of Storm

Date of 8torm TR 2-8 [ 3-R | -5 ~8 | B-8 | 9-8 [10-R -8 [2-8 ] -k | §-8 7-8 | B-8 | 9-5 |10-R
1964 1964
Feb. h 0.6 0.71] 0.72] 0.69] 0.69] ¢.62] 0.60| 0.55| 0.52| 0.68 Aug. 13 0.02| 0.02| o0.02| 0.02| 0.02| 0.02| 0.02]| 0.02| 0.02] 0.02
12-13 Jib)ooL33] L34 M6l Jbo] . 52| .| 7| .20 15-16 1,16] 1.40| 1.57] 1.35] 1.36] 1.27] 1.46] 1.%0] 1.33] 1.60
1h 20 .15 .16 22| .19 .30| .25 .26 .22| .10 16 271 .30 37| .32 atz L300 .35 .3 .31 Lo
17 A7 .13 .13 8] .15 .24 .20 .21 .1B] .10 2l.22 1.92| 1.34| 1.51| 2.76] 1.60] 2. 74| 1.84] 3.00] 1.96] 1.us
20-21 Aol Lan| | 2] .08 .21 .34 06| .20 .03 23 A5 W 2] .22 a3 .22| s8] .2s] .16] 0
24 A6 .20 .21 L8] .13] .32 .51 .09 .31 .05
Monthly Totals | 3.52] 3.17] 3.%9] u.67| 3.43] 4.55] 3.82] 5.33] 3.78] 3.97
Monthly Totels | 1.71| 1.66] 1.70| 1.85| 1.64| 2.33| 2.%2] 1.73] 1.90| 1.16
Sept. 5 A7 27| 38| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mar, l-2 A3 .50 15| .30 .29) W3n| W3] Jh5] W3] A 12 18] 24| 100 b0l 3B| W) .21] 92| 7| .20
I L300 L34 .11 .20 .20] .22| .24| .30| .29 .09 15 03] .03 .02| .o8| .o4| .08 .ou| .19| .09| .02
a9 48] L3 Juo| k2| .33 .54 LJG6| Jko| L33 M3 16 1.46] 1.02| 1,16 1.8 Eh 1.:2 1.09] .95 .81] 1.00
13 ohl .03 .o .o03] .02| .ok| .06| .05| .O4| O 20 67| N7l .53 J6b| Jh3) 50| Lub) .37 .10
18-19 1.57] 1.52]| 1.61] 1.51| 1.8 1.38] 1.53| 1.k2| 1.27| 1.40 21 35| .25| . 4| 22| 30| .26] .23 .19| .50
23 03] .03 .03 .03] .03 .03| .03| .03 .02 0 22 29| .20 .23| .28| .19| .2u] .22 .19| .16| .20
24 2,21| 1,11 1.05( 1.66] 1.46( .85| 1.77| 1.23] 1.66] 1.18
Monthly Totals [ 2.85| 2.85| 2.34| 2.49| 2.35| 2.52| 2.66] 2.65] 2.38] 2.03 26 A6 g . A7) A7 G| k| 12| 5] Lo
a7 .65 73| 63| .67 .65 . R4 BT .50
Apr. M Lou| .03 .ob| .ob| .o3| .ok| .03| .04 .Oh| .03
5 B30 .78l .93 84| .Bo| .on| .78| .99 .93] .68 Monthly Totnls | 6,3hf W, b1| b,sh] 5,65] b, 28| 4,35] 4.80] h.73| 4.48] 3.80
11 Jd2] .o4| .02l .o5| .06] .os5| .13 .07 .l o
16 2.23] 1.10| 1.03| 1.06] 1.23| 1.05| .61 .64| k1| .BO 196k WATER
21 . 29| .27 2B ae 28| .16] .17| .11 .20 YEAR TOTALS 35.87 (3. 473191 [34.3330.77]33.83 33,24 | 31.45]29.9526.83
29 . 52| .62 .s3| .65 .78] .su| .56| .61 .65
26 1 58| .69 .s9| 12| 87| .6O| .63 .69] .50
Monthly Totals | 5.25] 3.31| 3.60| 3.39] 3.81| 3.98) 2.85| 3.10| 2.90] 2.86
May 1 A7) gl 29| 29| .sM| 92| .66] .70 .kO
8 A2 )2 .12 A6 .7 .1s| .13] .12| .ok o
8 .05 .06] .o05] .06 .06 .06| .ou| .0os| .oi| o
9 1 S ] Y] JJ1 W60 W57 W18] W70
18 02| .02l o0 JA8| o .03] .okl .05| 0 .05
30 33| 35| .30 W2l 29 W72] WTM| W51| .93 .30
31 L03| .ou| .03 .ok| .03 .o7| .07] .05/ .09| o0
Monthly Totals | 1.29| 1.90] 1.66] 1.91] 1.62| 2.28] 2.54] 2.01f 1.93| 1.L5
June & .35 4| .39 .28] .22| .15| .30 .0/ .08| .21
5 i .05 .ou .03] .02 .02 .03] .oaf .o1| .10
1k d 071 .05 .05] .05 .05 .05| .o4| . .05
15-16 5.65) 6,42 W51 hab| k.2o| b.29| L.k1| 3.93] 3.30| L.50
Monthly Totals | 6.10| 6.98| 4.99| L.so| k.bg| L.s1| k.79| b.oB| 3.43] L.8B6
July 19 A8 .85 .05 .18| .11 .06| .o7| .02| .18 o
Monthly Totals | 0.18] 0.55] 0,05 0.18] 0.11] 0.06| 0.07] 0.02| 0.18] ©




Table 17.--Monthly Water-Budget Su=smary for Cow Bayou Study Ares, Water Years 1957-64

Water Budget, in acre-fest e
TR K
Fool Consumption o= a3
e | 2| E2
Station = = £ B E'o‘ 45 E 5 5&
g 3 =2 g Ei 53 "33
g 3 el . 8 ge Ef| 38
£ % g 3 g - % ag 3 22 | &3
& 2 3 -l é =2 Nt ol S g o -
] 3 g Z g z 5% 8 =2 | 22
SITE & ESTASLESHED SEPTEMRER 1955. FIRST APFRECIASLE RUNOFF OCCURRED MARCH 20, 1057, NO STAGE RECORD PRIGE I0 THIS DATE.
STREAM-GAGING STATION BSTABLISHED JURE 1058
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Table 18.--Anoual Water-Budget Summary for Cow Bayou Study Area, Water Years 1957-64--Continued
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