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Instream Flow

O

ISSUE:

STREAMS IN KANSAS ARE
TO MEET WATER QUALITY STANDARDS,
SUPPORT A HEALTHY AQUATIC AND
RIPARIAN HABITAT AND
MAINTAIN ACCESS TO DIVERSION FOR
BENEFICIAL USES.




Instream Flow

O

e WATER QUALITY RELEASES FROM FEDERAL
RESERVOIRS

o 10 LAKES HAVE DEDICATED STORAGE
=« OVER 300,000 AF WATER QUALITY STORAGE
«~ MANAGED TO MEET FLOW TARGETS




Minimum Desirable Streamflows

O

* April 12, 1984 established as priority date for all
MDS established before July 1, 1990

» Meant to “preserve, maintain, or enhance baseflows
for instream water uses relative to water quality, fish,
wildlife, aquatic life, recreation, general aesthetics
and domestic uses and for the protection of existing
water rights”.




MDS Gage Locations
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Kansas Water Plan Objective

O

Meet Minimum Desirable Streamflow (MDS) at a
frequency no less than the historical achievement for
the individual sites at the time of enactment.




Are We Meeting the Objective?
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Is More than MDS Needed 1n Kansas?

O

 MDS protects a number (# cfs), Is a mechanism
needed to protect a use?

e Does one Instream Flow policy fit all? Or are basin-
specific policies needed?

e How can reservoir and watershed dam releases be
used to augment flow?




Instream Flow
Discussions in
Kansas

Focus a pilot
project on a

smaller
watershed
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Discussions in
Kansas

Consider
water

avalilability,
guantity and
timing of
flow
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V\Aaler right data for this map was obtained
" November 17, 2005 from the Water Rights Information o
/ System (WRIS) database, maintained by the Kansas Depl ongncuI(ure
~7 Division of Water Surface water risk of
/ insufficient flow will change as appropriations change. The map s authors have made
| a diligent effort to ensure its accuracy and that of its associated tables. However,
i estimates of statistics, ilability and risk are subject to uncertainty |
in regression models and underlying basin characteristics, seasonal variability, /
"\ extrapolation from historical to future conditions, and in the assumptions and
_ methods used in the evaluation. For more information, see the Final Report
N for the Instream Flow Assessment of the Verdigris and Neosho River ,,
Basms (January, 2006).
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el ) o e Reviewing potential in Kansas for
Discussions in Instream flow protection under
Kansas existing recreational use criteria.

e |If so:

D | g o An instream right would not be
evelop an required to divert water

_ Implement o Flow for the right would not be part of
Instream flow the flow to meet downstream needs

tools o Easements may be needed to protect
the place of use (in the stream).




Questions & Discussion
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TRACY STREETER
DIRECTOR, KANSAS WATER OFFICE
WWW.KWO.0ORG
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