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Webinar Objectives

1. Call for better science-based instream flow
recommendations

2. Development of the SIFN Instream Flow
Research Agenda

3. Approach to compile what is already known

4. Plan to identify research needs and next steps



Development of Instream Flow Criteria

Most recently, several states are limiting water allocations to a
percentage of flow and protecting the variability of the hydrograph.
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Southern Instream Flow Research Agenda

Objectives: To focus research and funding sources on
priority regional instream flow research to support
protective instream flow standards.

Product: The principle document will include a

1)

2)

3)

4)

statement of need;:

report on existing regionally applicable riverine ecology-flow
Information and a discussion its application to instream flow
standards;

research priorities supported by SARP and research
consortium participants; and

funding proposal to initiate formation of the consortium and
priority research.



What do we already know from existing studies to guide
development of protective instream flow criteria?
First the good news:
V EXxceptional wealth of aquatic resources

V Strong knowledge base of aquatic biota and
ecological functions

V Active government agency and research
Institution support for agquatic resources

V Available approaches and tools to develop the
necessary science to support IF policy



What do we already know from existing studies to guide
development of protective instream flow criteria?

Now the reality check:

A Most instream flow studies in the region are
V Site-specific
V Habitat based
V Not holistic
V Not in terms of ecological flow components

A A formal compilation of these studies is

necessary to
V Extract flow-ecology relationships
V Apply results to state IF standards
V ldentify additional research needs



INSTREAM FLOW RESEARCH PARTNERSHIPS

Mike Kensler,Outreach Programs
Water Resources Center

1090 S. Donahue Dr

Auburn University

Auburn, Alabama 36849
334-844-5021
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Ecological Limits of Hydrologic Alteration (ELOHA)

Poff et al. 2009



