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S »:f:,f Rbasm 'ma fagement pf an WIH be developed wath mpu’t fmm aii mf:erested stakehafders m .
e hance the releasn schedute to maximize sturage inthere : i

) 3 We suppnrt thus leg;siatmn and wew tasa pnece of a larger pmcess which we hope wﬂl
' ] preserve the present waterr demands and create a syatam to address future needs. -

N have mciudecf a narrative wrl;h this mal tast:mﬂny that cantaz nsa descnp‘man cf the Smo«k’yy R -




o TESO! umes cf the vaﬂey were ::ievetoped into a water supp y | : : 'uca! farmers who .' :
o 'vdsuerted ﬂows o 1rngate themr Cro| ps. These water nghts were apprcpnated by the Chlef Enganeer of the

i lcannm be assured a rehabi& m n&mem water suppiy

An Amgataon dss‘t' ict was fﬂmeEd ;iurmg 1:‘1& construction c:f the reservmr hw.: never de«.rem ped &t was

‘ '.:thatwa"teradm:'
L .;."surface ’ghts ;

at&r admmu , ration for this remurce ha$ been trare on the m.mar and fmpacted mlv
ha ders When aummﬁstratmn was perfm’m ed st Was m satasfy the: sur?ace water rtght cf
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A A dizlo aega_", b&tw&en the KWO and local stakeholders adﬂres&mg concerns about current
na ppmpnataons and howthe refeases from the resenvoir mpacted them,

B The St:akeholdea's becarne &ctwn in Smoky Hill Basin Mwsary Ca ‘m‘mee { BAC} to commumcate
: mnr:erns wrth memnershlp on committee and the Kansas Water Authxoﬂw {KWA} The stakeholders
have aiso aﬁended ami presented mfmmamon at KWA meetmgs,

An area meetmg fur *he iocai sta keholders was held Wuh the KWD DWR, ﬁcrp of Engneers (COE} am‘l
- KFB makmg presentations. -

The KWG mﬂsented to awater model development to determine the correfation between surface and
: _,;-Lg‘ nd water in the wa!lﬁ‘f to determine the scope of water rights that may be impacted by a pwtectmn
‘ ‘ .af water quah’cy reieases, Kansas Geologic Survey (KGS) was given 2 tcntract and devalr::pment forthe
) water mode! begaﬂ wi, agency and stakeholders participating. Five scenarios were cmgma iy dnscussed

o ‘The first scenano was campﬁe!ed and additional work tﬁ@ne on f“ andmgs by KWO to anaEyza reieaﬁes and
X res&wmr ?Ieveks No add:tmnel scenamos were scheduled to run. The model and analysis was dtsplayed
s as. a BAC meatmg, ata local sta ke hoiders meetmg and m the KWA

s : For overa year the drscussmn continues but is stagr:ated until irrigators form an as»somatamn and #5k the

; ‘Ehxlaf Engineer for an mterpretartwn of the water model and the surface graund water mrrel ation. They
. also ask for a clarification of whether the KWO could request 2 deviation from the res;ewmr reﬁease
‘ schedule and ammund water that has hean ps;—'z“.mausy apprcpnatad for benefictal use,

ed to the ﬁauer and addressed ﬂtakehalder meetmg:s to cam‘y h?'-s.fup

: The KWO prepered a {iraft of 2 water basm menagement plan and workmg meetmg ::tf stakehuiders and
| agem:y staﬁa r:hscuss Opﬁms The resceurring theme ofeach. meetmg is how to mctude the 1mgatu3n

RN cammumty in any existing programs

T he ;rrngators meet wnth BWR Scctt Ross, m dasmss what mie the asscmatmn could have in
. manage»ment uf river. D:ﬁerent options emerge. The assacna&mn cn«uld representa coﬁect:on of water

'rnghts to make a ceElectwe call for mﬂows thmugh the resewmr,, The asscymatmn cau d mmmmanage 'the

. and dusmbutes .tamang_.{.;_ Eamrs






