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« 2.1. Are the recommendations well suited for the
intended end use, specifically protecting ecological
integrity in basin-wide water planning?

‘;4'“The recommendations are measureable and directly tied to
well understood surrogates of ecological 1integrity; the
percentage-of-flow approach incorporates inter-annual
variability of hydrology and applies to all flow
components (e.g., subsistence, base flows, high flow
pulses, and overbanking flows)....”

_;"‘If both of these strategies [% flow-by and biological
response strategies], including the critical flow
threshold, are 1mplemented as recommended then the
recommendations should be quite effective as a set of
guiding principles for basin-wide water planning, except
in headwater streams, coastal plain streams, and Tlarge
rivers.

K “For those systems the effectiveness is less clear as the
science needs for those systems have not been fully
developed as noted in the report and its appendices.”




sk a single % flow-by percentage (90% is appropriate given
2010 baseline) rather than a range;

sk use unaltered flow as baseline of comparison;

sk basins already heavily altered, identifiable wusing
unaltered (‘natural’) flows as baseline;

*k literature doesn’t suggest ecological 1integrity maintained
for river with 10-20% alteration plus 10-20% additional

reduction;

#: avoid a moving baseline; need to track water use data;

impacts of seasonal/pulse-type alterations might be Tlost
due to flow averaging;

sk note whether animal plant communities are native or
altered; 5




2k “The challenge related to using altered/modified
hydrology as a baseline (i.e., 2010), especially in flow
regulated river reaches...clearly applies to the

calculation of flow recommendations using the percentage-
of-flow approach. *

“The critical low flow threshold was not 1identified by
the EFSAB but EFSAB suggests that one be established and
IFC concurs.”













Pursue clarifications in statute, as directed by EMC,
during next legislative long session.

Cooperation with APNEP (Albemarle-Pamlico National
Estuary Partnership) to examine ecological flows 1in
coastal waters.







