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The Clearwater Times®
Thursday, December 24, 1981

Corbin Landowners Seek Sigriétufesir'
Of Those Opposing Reservoir Project

Wichit1 government and business leaders urged the federal  Security State Bank
government to push for funding of the proposed Chikaskia dam  Rank of Commerce
near Corhin as a solution to Wichita's future water needs. Wellington Tmplement
The endorsements, expressed at a public hearing on the $246 Sumner Oty Farm
million reservair-pipeline project, carried no financial commit- Buret
ments for Wichit ich would have to fund the project. Wellington Co.ap
Caldwell and Corhin area residents, in danger of losing their Ernie’~ Farm Fauipment
. land and tax hase i the Corbin dam and reservoir project is
built necused Bureau of Reclamation officials of publishing an 1, Caldwell:
erroneous report and pushing for construction of the Corbin Kloefkarn Chevrolet
dam and reservoir solely to justify their jobs. Stock Exchange Rank
The proposed Corbin Project will inundate at least 17,000 Caldwell State Rank
acres of prime farmland. With the recreation areas and stream Massev Melton John Deere
corridors. an estimated 35.400 acres will be removed from Farmers Co- op
Sumner County tax rolls. The Sumner County Commissioners
have gone on record as opposing the proposed. dam snd - In-South Huven: -
reservoir. X it A Blackwe!? M op in
The average mill levy of the lands to be taken is five mills RSN frdes
higher than the average for the rest of Sumner County. Total Neal's Market
tax money taken of f the county rolls with the loss of 33,400 acres
is over $159.000 according to 1981 tax figures. This In Mavficld:
Add to that approximately $50,000-§' Mayfield State Rank
for loss in personal property taxes, This estimated loss of over  Mayfinld (. op
$220,000 tax revenue will be made up by all the taxpayers in 3
Sumner County. In Corhin:
The Chikaskia Landowners are actively encouraging opposi- Corhin Lumber Co.
tion to the Corhin Dam. The Landowners seek support for the i
battle they are waging to stop the proposed Corbin Project. [n nyford:
Those who want to he involved with conserving the Oxford Rank -
Chikaskia River as a free flowing stream, should sign the letter g ford Blovator
of opposition immediately which is available at the following f
businesses in Sumner County. In Argonia:
2 * " Forrest Tmplement
In Wellington: d Farmers and Merchant:
Pacey Ch:rnpll'-'g;ltkﬂf fices . B 3 3 State Rnt: ;
First National Bank 2
The Hen House Y i : Botkin Grain Co.
MiLady's Country Store : g e In Conway Springs:
Garvey Grain
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OFFICE OF oypy Manager December 21, 1981

Mr. Robert H. Weimer, Regional Director
United States Department of the Interior
Water and Power Resources Service
Southwest Regional Office

714 South Tyler ]

Amarillo, Texas 79101

Re: Comment, Chikaskia Feasibility Report Project
Dear Mr. Weimer:

The City of Wellington, Kansas finds it necessary to protect its water
rights in the Chikaskia River. The cities right is the same as allowed in
the Corbin Reservoir Study, 3,400 ac. ft. per year. The problem with the
allocation currently is that it can't normally be used in the summer when it
is needed most. In addition, the City of Wellington has well fields and
additional water rights in them near the Chikaskia River. The report, unless
I've missed it, doesn't refer to the impact on the well fields.

The City currently pulls’ about 23% of its annual water supply from the
wells, so it is important to know exactly how these will be effected,

The feasibility report has met considerable objection locally, largely
because of the land acquisition in Sumner County to furnish water to the
City of Wichita. The Regional Planning Commission, The City of Caldwell,
and the Sumner County Landowners Association have been very vocal in opposition.
While the City of Wellington has not taken such a stand, because of the necessity
to protect its water rights, there is iuch opposition to the taking of such a
great amount of land.

" Finally, Wellington is in a position where it cannot wait long to start
action to alleviate its water supply problems, The City has employed the
services of Wilson and Co., Consulting Engineers, Salina, to make a study of
water supply possibilities. If the City can find alternatives it may be
necessary to take them. Our main concern in this vein is that we believe
the City of Wichita, the main benefactor of the Carbin Reservoir, has no
intention of making a decision on the Reservoir until such time as it can
show a need for the water. MWe believe this is a decision it won't make unt{l
many years in the future, At the same time, the Chikaskia project may be an
obstacle to Wellington meeting its needs now.




Mr. Robert H. Weimi Regional Director
United States Department of the Interior
December 21, 1981 :
Page Two

If Wichita can't, or won't, make a decision in the near future, it
may be necessary for Wellington to move in another direction, if possible.
The City has forestalled solutions for over fifteen years already because
of the Chikaskia project. :

Your attention to these matters is appreciated.

Very truly yours,

=
2 /
Citlirer, e le—

Arthur B. Preston
City Manager

ABP/dh

cc: Mr. A. 0. Peck, Project Director I/
U.S. Dept. of Interior
Bureau of Reclamation
50 Penn Place, SUite 560
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73118

Mr. Dennis Foltz, Executive Director
Chikaskia Association of Local Governments
Pratt, Kansas

Mr. James D, Marsh, City Engineer
Wellington, Kansas




/s

LW

Chikaskia

Dam Backed

i S [ T o

i ‘piEs ay
«‘PazLiogne 198 o) Butof uoaa you's
“Hoddns Nt noyym ‘osmoo 10

-ARme s1eak
[B19438 1 pres ay Yomym ‘paystiqerss
$1 Bupuny [run s108000 Alre uSis o)
2484 1.UpmoA 112 34 AIVS ¥0Ad

“UONINISU0D Jo Seak 2if pue
Hiom uononnsuco-aud jo sieak 3
Aq pamoijo] aq 07 ‘pres 2y 'szeak omy
inoqe aye} pinom uonezLioyny ‘pres
9d ‘Ssaiiog u1 g uorezIOgINE
UB Se p3onpoju; aq o) ABY pnom
109(01d ay) ‘smarar Jao sy
“10aload au aszopua uedeay
JUPISLJ JEY) PUBUNLIOD 0) Jorgjaym.
S9PIRp | UM SiowRA0d BLuoy
“¥P{0 pue Sesuey ay) wioJ) sjuaunuos
PuB juawRiEls edun auyy ‘sjuaw
-Wwioo Butreay ayqnd 3y Japisuod [
NEM saurer Liejaioeg touaquy ‘pres
%d ‘[Hdy jxu £|qeqo.d ‘pajajduioo
S| JuaWels [ejusUmIOLAUS [eulj &
US4 PaJapisuod aq [[1m *[o0yag yStH
1[34preg je £epor ‘urrd og: 4 je Fureay
B WoJj sjuawwiod yjm Huope ‘Bur

w  JEEEE sie
Sl
= s
g Gk it

R
& * Hikes

|
|
|

nancial commitments for Wichita,

3 tona

~TeY Aepsang, aip uioy Siupunoy
'S183A [e13428 Jo)
uduUniunLIcd Arejauow g i 109foad
EDISBIY) 3y 0] Juauniuwiod fequan
S U2BLL 0) 3ABY 3, u0M K11 By pres
‘Uoneureioal Jo neamq ay o aap
“BIRId3L ewioyEp ‘yoag Apuy
.« tiado suondo [esss daoy,, pmoys
11294y o1 Jone] pres ‘Suureay oyqnd
2 38 129(oud enyseN) ay) posiop
B oum ‘NMOUS €08 HOAVIN

5301 atp £q pareys aq piom 'uoy
JIrut o91$ 09 uotiiw pg14 1 poreuinsa
“139(0.d Ja1a J0 1500 3y, ‘eunreg Jeau
JloAtasal stjodouey ayy o 1 won
“OUN( JBIU J10AIIS PIojjIy o) wotj
J9Em L1180 0} aurjadid & Buipying jo
1800 3 aeys o) sanio sesuey (enuas
230 Yy, PLNSTP Jajem afesajoum
©BuIuLIo] Jo A)y11qissod au) Bnuiurexa
U339 aABY OS[E STBIONj0 By Ing

“Ayoeded asn 13jem Apiep
8410 ay) apgnop oy J91em y3noua
dumd pinosm autjedid auigy v ‘eade
SESUBY. [1§Uad 1pnos au ur Jjoatesal

800YTL € Im JOATY EDISENIY)

24 JO saqn §] pue adeasoe ay soepd
91 PINoM. UEp 3 Jo uoponnsuoy

«pue] dota 3urd Jo sazoe gog'st
JA0URI 0] ISUIS YW },usI0p 1],
#3) e ut 430} 13 sawp uagm uoponp
-04d pooj Wiouj 11j3uaq [us oy adoad
24} [[# PUE JaAL 34 95T oym sysUOnE
-212. 3} Joj ale ay “a1a) AT oym
ajdoad ayy oj are ap “saaLr oy soj ale
M., GNL) BLIAIS sesUERY By) Jo euy
wog pres ,‘josfoud ay asoddo ay,,

“Spuno.d
[eJout pue [e1205 “onnouo3e *[ejusw
“UOJIAUR U0 103foid ayy PpouIapUD
A3UL, 10.1p aloul asam ‘ease urep
pasodoud auy jo syuapises pue syse
-UAUIUOIAUS BaJR BIY2AM Burpniouy
“122(o1d 3y Jo SINANOAO Lng
"PAI3pISUD aq 0

uondo ue se 1af0.d oy pasiopu ospe
303U J0 JquiEt) eary ey

Ol 23eq woij @

SIOPEIT ssoulsng ‘speroryy() Aq
Pasi) Suipung weq erysesymy

1Py [D13a0g

iZe8 g0 a8 25
mwmmmmem LR
MoMm.rmm.w.WMM £E
i i
hmmWﬂmmmmM-m £
mmmummnmwme ge
SOt he i

‘uad@) suondp daay

SiEcpis muwmma
13 Ssl 3na

Wmmm HE
g Mmmmmw
L M

the project as a potential future water
supply alternative.” .

Metropolitan Pllmin_g
Commission, the Central Plains Tri-

County Planning Commission and the

(S¢e CHIKASKIA, 15C, Col. 1)

tatives of the
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December 8, 1981

Mr. Robert H. Weiner, Regional Director
Bureau of Reclamation, Southwest Region .
U. S. Department of the Interior
Commerce Building

714 South Tyler - Suite 201

Amarillo, Texas 79101

Dear Mr. Weiner:

Thank you for submitting to us a draft copy of the environmental
statement on the Chikaskia Project. We have reviewed the state-
ment and we concur with its recommendations and conclusions.

We realize that we must begin now to plan for our next water
supply if we are to insure our City's continued growth and pros-
perity. The Corbin Reservoir, with its excellent quality and
adequate quantity, provides us with a strong alternative in our
search to solve the water needs of our community. Your past
assistance in this endeavor is most appreciated, and we welcome
your continued effort on this project.

The City has had no better Federal pc:'ner than the Bureau of
Reclamation. This partnership was responsible for the development
and construction of Cheney Reservoir, which now supplies a major
portion of our annual water requirements. I would be remiss if I
did not convey to you our high regard for the people that make up
the Bureau of Reclamation. It has been a pleasure working with
you these many years.

After all testimony has been received and your report is finalized,
we would urge that it be submitted as soon as possible to the
Secretary of Interior for his review.

Sincerely,

Robert C. Brown
Mayor




WICHITA-SEDGWICK @UNTY ® oate  12/10/81

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

Carl Eric Leivo, Principal Planner, Advance Plans Division

DECEMBER 9 CALDWELL, KANSAS PUBLIC HEARING ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
STATEMENT, CHIKASKIA PROJECT (CORBIN DAM)

Several hundred people attended the public hearing. The Caldwell High
School Auditorium was filled with people. The audience applauded after each
speaker and all the speakers opposed the Corbin Reservoir. With two
exceptions, all the speakers were from Sumner County. I did not recognize
anyone at the meeting from Wichita.

Arguments against the Corbin Reservoir were varied and are summarized
below:

1) The project would devastate the agriculturally based economy
at Caldwell.

2) Equus Beds irrigators should dry land farm which would allow
Wichita to withdraw more water and save the farms in the Corbin
area.

The shailow, silty, treeless, windy Corbin Reservoir would be
a poor fishing and recreation site.

The population and per capita water use forecests in the report
are too high.

The project would change the rural lifestyle of the area.

Sumner County property tax receipts will be reduced by eight
percent ($159,000).

The Bureau of Reclamation is the only entity pushing the
project because the Bureau's employees have nothing else to do.

There will be an increase in local crime when the Corbin Reservoir
is opened for recreation purposes.

The Corbin Dam will be located in an earthquake hazard zone.

The Corbin Reservoir will divide the Caldwell School District
and hurt the districts tax base.

The project would be a tax dollar giveway by the Federal Govern-—
ment to Wichita.

There is not enough water in the Chikaskia River to irrigate one
farm, let alone provide water for Wichita.




Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner -2- December 10, 1981
DECEMBER 9 CALDWELL, KANSAS PUBLIC LIBRARY

ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT, CHIKASKIA

PROJECT (CORBIN DAM)

13) Wichita should spend its money on water conservation and
reclamation rather than dam building.

14) It does not make sense to flood 17,500 acres behind the dam
to prevent flooding of 17,500 acres below the dam.

0f special note, the water superintendent and City Manager, Drake Rice,
from Blackwell, OK testified at the hearing. They opposed the proposed Corbin
Reservoir. They were concerned that the downstream flow in the Chikaskia River
would not be enough to satisfy their future municipal and industrial water needs.
They did not acknowledge potential flood control benefits of the project.

Wichita TV stations did not cover the meeting. I did not recognize any
other members of the Wichita Press. There appeared to be several reporters
there from newspapers in the Caldwell area.

To summarize, the public hearing, speakers and audience, were vociferously
opposed to the proposed Corbin Reservoir. Those that spoke were almost entirely
from Sumner County and represented a rural standpoint.

Carl Eric Leivo
Principal Planner

CEL:th
cc: John Wynkoop, Director of Water
Art Woodman, Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce Water Resources Committee
Gerald Holman, Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce
James Gardner, II, Chairman, MAPC
Steve Martens, Chairman, Advance Plans Committee, MAPC
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December 1,

Mr. Robert H. Weiner, Regional Director
Bureau of Reclamation, Southwest Region
U.S. Department of the Interior
Commerce Building

71k 8. Tyler, Suite 201

Amarille, TX 79101

Dear Mr. Weiner:

Sedgwick County officials recently received copies of

the_Draft Environmental Statement, Chikaskia Project,
Kansas-Oklahoma and the Feasibility Report, Chikaskia
Project, Kansas-Oklahoma. Those two documents, which
represent the most recent reports on what is known locally
as the Corbin Reservoir Project, were reviewed and evalu-
‘ated by Sedgwick County technical staff in preparation for
the public hearing on the project, scheduled for December 8
in Wichita.

During the regular meeting of the Board of Sedgwick
County Commissioners on December 2, 1981, the Commissioners
adopted the following statement on the Chikaskig Project:

"Water supply needs in Sedgwick County, both
for domestic and industrial use, are projected
to incresse significantly into the next century
due to an increased population and increased
industriel base in the Wichita Standard Metro-
politan Statisticel Area, which includes Sedg-
wick County. Such water needs will impact the
smaller communities and rural areas of Sedgwick
County as well as the City of Wichita. Local
engineering, water supply, and environmental
officials expect such water needs to exceed
current sources of supply sometime during the
1990"'s. A water supply shortfall may exist
even in the presence of local water conserva-
tion measures.

In the face of future water supply needs, the-

proposed Chikaskia Project represents a viable
source of water for Sedgwick County residents

kb e e o




Mr. Robert H. Weiner
Page 2
December 1, 1981

and businesses during the latter part of this
century and into the next century. The Board
of Sedgwick County Commissioners recommends
that the United States Department of the
Interior continue consideration of the
Chikaskia Project as a potential future water
supply alternative for Sedgwick County, Kansas.
Your consideration of our recommendation is
appreciated.”

Very truly yours,

Donald E. Gragg, Chairman
Board of Sedgwick County
Commissioners
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Recreational Benefits - Corbin Reservoir

Existing Conditions

Free Flowing Stream -
14.7 miles; 183 acres

25,600 acres subjected
to flooding; $1 million
dollars damage per year

Narrow strip of vegetation
along stream corridor - "low
wildlife habitat value"

Lack of public access and use

4958 pounds of stream orientated
fish species

1260 private hunting man-days
per year

Corbin Reservoir

Reservoir - 12,600 acres
of surface water

47% decrease in average down-
stream flow; more stable
environment

8,500 acres plus marshes °
at upper end of reservoir

28,590 acres converted from
private to public use

Additional 1,870,000 pounds
of fish species

550,000 initial annual visitor
days--increase to 650,000 in
ten years including:
80,675 fishing man-days
37,200 hunting man-days
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HEARINGS ANNOUNCED ON CHIKASKIA ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT

- Public hearings on a draft environmental statement on the proposed Chikaskia Saraai
P.rojeet in south-central Kansas are acheduled in early: Dacember by the Bureau of
_Reclamation. Information will also be presented on the effect on wetlands and flood

plaina, i :
_The City Commission Room in City lla1l at Wichita, Kansas, will be the site for

" LI hearing on Tuesday, December 8, and the Caldwell, Kansas, High School on Hednesday, ;

December §. Both netings will start at 7:30 p.m.
The draft environmental statement presents alternatives for meeting the. expanding
uuuicipal and industrial water needs of the City of Wichita and the aurrounding area:

_aecurding to Robert H. h‘n:lmer. Regional Director of Reclantion'a Southuest Hegion.

The statement was filed with the Environmental Protection Agenc:r on October 2, and

~ written comments will be accepted until December 31.

Reclamation recommends Corbin dam and reservotr as the most viable of the ‘several
alternatives studied. ' Corbin dam would be located on the Chikaskia River :‘..n Sumner
Uounty. about 5 miles northeast of Caldwell. In addition to supplying municipal and

- industrial water, the project would provide ﬂnod protection. recreation npportunitiel,

- fish and wildlife enhancemant. and some 8.500 acres of hnd for Hild.l;l.fe mnasement
- by the State.

Oral statements at the hearings will be limited to 10 minutes and will be

~scheduled as requested by letter or telephone whenever possible. For additional

information, you may contact the Bureau of Reclamation, Suite 201, 714 South Tyler Street,

~ Amarillo, Texas, telephone 806-378-5400, extension 599,

# #
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. STATEMENT CONCERNING THE DRAFT
ks ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT /
E; CHISKASKIA PROJECT :
: : I AM JiM GARDNER, CHAIRMAN OF THE YICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
G ; METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING CoMMission. On Movemser 19, 1981,
! THE COMMISSION REVIEWED THE STATEMENT AND AUTHORIZED ME TO
: B MAKE THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT, g
THE W1cHITA METROPOLITAN AREA WILL NEED A THIRD MAJOR WATER
SOURCE BY THE 1990s. [T IS RECOMMENDED IN THE WATER SUPPLY

ELEMENT OF THE NicHITA-SEbewick CounTy COMPREHENSIVE PLAN,

THAT THIS THIRD SOURCE BE A SURFACE WATER SUPPLY. THE PROPOSED
CORBIN RESERVOIR WOULD SUPPLY ADEQUATE AMOUNTS OF HIGH QUALITY
WATER, THE NEGATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL, ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL IMPACTS
IF THE WICHITA AREA WERE UNABLE TO SECURE A THIRD WATER SOURCE,
OUTWEIGH THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT.
THEREFORE, THE CORBIN RESERVOIR REMAINS A HIGH PRIORITY OPTION
FOR MEETING THE FUTURE WATER NEEDS OF THE WICHITA AREA.

O e e




November 23, 1981

Mr. Robert H. Weiner, Regional Director
Bureau of Reclamation, Southwest Region
U.S. Department of the Interior
Commerce Building

714 s. Tyler, Suite 201

Amarillo, TX 79101

Mr. Weiner:

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
reviewed the Draft Environmental Statement, Chikaskia Project

at its meeting on Now: er 19, 1981, The Commission aut orized
its Chairman to forward the following comments.

The Wichita metropolitan area will need a third major

water supply source by the 1990s., It is recommended

in the water supply element of the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Comprehensive Plan that this third source be a
surface water supply. The proposed Corbin Reservoir
would supply adequate amounts of high quality water.

The negative environmental, economic and social impacts
if the Wichita area were unable to secure a third water
source outweigh the environmental impacts of the proposed
Project. Therefore, the Corbin Reservoir remains an

option for meeting the future water needs of the Wichita
area.

Sincerely,

James Gardner, II
Chairman
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Page 2
November 23, 1981

The Bureau of Reclamation will hold public hearings on the Draft
Environmental Statement on Tuesday, December 8, 1981, in the City
Commission Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main,
Wichita, Kansas, beginning at 7:30 p.m. and on Wednesday, December 9,
1981, at the High School, caldwell, Kansas, beginning at 7:30 p.m.

ACTION: Authorize the CPTCPC Chairman to forward the attached written
comments and also to appear and present these comments at the public
hearing.
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CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET, WICHITA, KANSAS 67202 (316) 268-4394

November 23, 1981

Robert H. Weiner, Regional Director
Bureau of Reclamation, Southwest Region
U.S. Department of the Interior
Commerce Building :

714 S. Tyler - Suite 201

Amarillo, TX 79101

* Mr. Weiner:

Providing sufficient amounts of good quality water continues to be a
major responsibility of local governments in the Tri-County area.
When the City of Wichita makes an important decision regarding water
supply, it effects the water supply decisions of surrounding county
and municipal governments. Therefore, the Central Plains, Tri-County
Planning Committee discussed the Draft Environmental Statement,
Chikaskia Project at its December 7, 1981, meeting. The Committee
approved the following statement.

If the Wichita urban areas grows as projected, an additional

water source needs to be developed. The City of Wichita cannot
withdraw more water from the Equus Beds than it is currently
allocated. All cities and many farmers in Harvey County rely

on the Equus Beds for water. This normally recharging aquifer

may be depleated if more water is withdrawn than at present. In
Butler County, significant development has occurred over the past

ten years. Additionally, municipalities in the County have

suffered severe water shortages. With the recent completion of

the El Dorado Reservoir and agreements between Wichita and selected
cities, substantial progress has been made toward solving water
supply problems in Butler County. Considerable growth also has
occurred in the cities surrounding Wichita in Sedgwick County.

These communities either obtain water from private individual wells,
or municipal wells. 1In some cases the quantity and/or quality

of water from wells is deficient. If the Wichita urban area does
not obtain a third major source of water, then the water supplies for
Harvey County and solutions to water supply problems in Butler County
would be threatened. It also would be more difficult to find

answers to water supply problems in Sedgwick County.




‘f."'h"’,rw‘.‘lwr s

i

"
e

s s

T g

Page 2
November 23, 1981
Robert H. Weiner, Regional Director

T i

The proposed Corbin Reservoir would provide adequate amounts
of high quality water for the Wichita urban area. The project
would consume agricultural land and replace a natural river
environment with a lakeside environment. Yet, there would be
severe impacts to the environment, agriculture, and communities
in the Tri-County area if a third water source is not available
for the Wichita urban area. Therefore, the Department of the
Interior should continue to regard the Corbin Reservoir as a

viable option for meeting the future water needs of the Wichita
urban area. M

Sincerely

Eldon Phillips, Chairman

EP:CEL:vn
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WICHITA- SEDGWICK cﬁw

Wl

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
COMMISSION

CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET November 23, 1981
WIGHITA, KANSAS 67202
(316) 268-4561

Mr. Robert H. Weiner, Regional Director
Bureau of Reclamation, Southwest Region
U.S. Department of the Interior
Commerce Building

714 S. Tyler, Suite 201

Amarillo, TX 79101

Mr. Weiner:

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
reviewed the Draft Environmental Statement, Chikaskia Project
at its meeting on November 19, 1981. The Commission authorized

its Chairman to forward the following comments.

The Wichita metropolitan area will need a third major
water supply source by the 1990s. It is recommended

in the water supply element of the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Comprehensive Plan that this third source be a
surface water supply. The proposed Corbin Reservoir
would supply adequate amounts of high quality water.

The negative environmental, economic and social impacts
if the Wichita area were unable to secure a third water
source outweigh the environmental impacts of the proposed
project. Therefore, the Corbin Reservoir remains an

option for meeting the future water needs of the Wichita
area.

Sincerely,

James Gardner, II
Chairman 3
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adopted by the forestry, fish and game com-
mission. The term scuba diving shall in-
clude any person diving or submerging in a
body of water with the aid of any mechani-
cal diving or breathing device or suit.
History: L. 1967, ch. 514, § 1; L. 1969,
ch. 481, § 1; July 1.
Cross References to Related Sections:
Spear fishing while skin and scuba diving, see 32-
161a, 32-161b.

82a-822. Scuba diving; buoy required;
description of flag; unlawful display. Any
person scuba diving in a body of water in
which motorboats are operated shall place a
buoy in the water at or near the point of
submergence. The buoy shall bear a red flag
at least twenty-one (21) inches square with a
background and white diagonal stripe
that is one-fifth (1) the width of the flag. The
white stripe must run from the top of the
hoist to the bottom of the flag. It is unlawful
to display this flag when diving or spear
fishing is not in progress.
History: L. 1967, ch. 514, § 2; L. 1069,
ch. 481, § 2; July 1.

82a-823. Same; penalty for violation.
Any person who violates any provision of
this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and
upon conviction thereof shall be subject to a
fine of not to exceed fifty dollars ($50).

History: L. 1967, ch. 514, § 3; July 1.

82a-824. Vessels required to be
equipped with toilets designed for dis-
charge in on-shore sewage treatment facili-
ties when available. At such time as ade-
quate on-shore facilities for receiving and
treating marine sewage are available, as de-
termined by the secretary of health and en-
vironment, no person shall operate, launch,
moor, dock or use any vessel on the waters of
the state, except as hercinafter provided,
when said vessel has located on or in the
vessel a marine toilet designed to or in-
tended to discharge marine sewage to other
than an on-shore receiving and treating fa-
cility operating under a valid permit as is-
sued under the provisions of K.S.A. 1977
Supp. 65-165.

History: L. 1973, ch. 415, § 2; L. 1975,
ch, 462, § 127; July 1.

82a.823. Leaving, placing or discharge
of receptacles containing sewage into or
near waters prohibited. It shall be unlawful

to place, leave, discharge or cause to be left,
placed or discharged into or near the waters
of this state any receptacle containing sew-
mf;e, whether by the owner, operator or guest
of a vz <sel.

History: L. 1973, ch. 415, § 3; July 1.

82a-826. Rules and regulations; opera-
tion of vessels registered in other states;
inspection of vessels. The secretary of
health and environment shall adopt such
rules and regulations as ‘are necessary to
properly administer and enforce the provi-
sions of K.S.A. 82a-824 to 82a-826, inclu-
sive. The secretary in adopting rules and
regulations shall provide that any vessel
having lawful registration from other than
the state of Kansas and having marine toilets
designed or intended to discharge marine
sewage to the waters of the state, may be
operated, launched, moored, docked or used
on the waters of the state, if such vessel is in
compliance with all applicable state and
federal marine toilet requirements applica-
ble and associated with the vessel registra-
tion. All vessels located on waters of this
state may be inspected at any time for the
purpose of determining if such vessel is in
compliance with this act, and the secretary
or the designees of the sccretary shall have
all powers necessary to properly enforce
such rules and regulations,

History: L. 1973, ch. 415, § 4; L. 1975,
ch. 462, § 128; July 1.

82a.827. Violation of act; misde-
meanor. Any violation of K.S.A. 82a-824,
82a-825 or 82a-826 shall constitute a class C
misdemeanor.

History: L. 1973, ch. 415, § 5; July 1.

82a.828. Applications for license of
vessels to indicate presence of approved
toilet, On and after January 1, 1974, all ap-

cations for license or renewal application
shall identify the presence of marine toilets
constructed as required by this act; and the
forestry, fish and game commission shall
identify the presence of such toilets upon
the certificate of number when issued to an
applicant.

History: L. 1973, ch. 415, § 6; July 1.

Article 9.—STATE WATER PLAN

82n.801. Legislative declaration. It is
hercby declared that: The welfare of the
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82a-902 WATERS AND WATERCOURSES

people of the state depends materially upon
the proper utilization and control of the
water resources of the state. Proper utiliza-
tion and control of the water resources of the
state require proper development of the
limited, valuable, and irreplaceable reser-
voir sites in this state for future water supply
and other conservation and storage features,
Existing federal and state water activities
and projects often result in the underdevel
opment of such reservoir sites. Public co,
porations of the state often benefit the gen-
eral welfare of the people of the entire state
by constructing, maintaining, and operating
ood prevention projects. The lack of state
financial participation relative to such flood
prevention and water conservation projects
is often the cause of the underdevelopment
of general water control programs to the
detriment of the general welfare of the peo-
ple of the state. The people of the state can
best achieve the proper utilization and con-
trol of the water resources of the state
through the development of a well balanced,
coordinated and comprehensive state water
resources policy and plan through which the
various public and private water activities
within the state, including state financial
and administrative participation, are effec-
tively directed, developed and coordinated.
It is the policy of the state that a well
balanced, coordinated and comprehens
state water resources policy be formulate
and that means, including a carefully devel
oped plan, be provided for the implementa-
tion and enforcement of such polic: , which
plan shall contemplate, and it is declared to
be the policy of the state that:

History: L. , ch. pril 23,
Research and Practice Aids:

Levees and Flood Controles3; Waters and Water
Coursese=180, 193,

Hatcher's Digest, Waters § 6.
. Levees and Flood Control § 4; Waters §§ 230,
7.

82a-902. Definitions. The following
words when used in this act, shall have the
meaning ascribed in this section, except
where the context clearly indicates a dif-
ferent meaning:

(a) “Person” means and includes a natu-
ral person, partnership, organization, asso-
ciation, private corporation, public corpora-
tion, any taxing district or political
subdivision of the state, and any department
or agency of the state government.

“Public corporation” means a body
that has for its object the government of a
political subdivision of this state and in-
cludes any county, township, city, district,
authority, or other municipal corporation or
political subdivision of this state,

(¢) “Federal government” means the
United States of America or any department
or agency thereof.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 2; April 23.

2a-903. State water plan; adoption;

ions, formulation and adoption; cooper-
ation of state agencies with water resources
hoard. The Kansas water resources board,
hercinafter referred to as “the board,” shall
formulate and adopt, and may from time to
time amend, extend or add to a comprehen-
sive state water plan for the development of
the water resources of the state, hereinafter
referred to as the “state water plan.” Such
state water plan may be formulated and
adopted in sections, said sections corre-
sponding with hydrologic divisions of the
state. The division of water resources of the
state board of agriculture and the chief en-
gineer thereof, the state geological survey of
the university of Kansas, the director of the
agricultural experiment station of Kansas
state university, the director of the division
of environment of the department of health
and environment, and all other interested
state agencies shall cooperate with the Kan-
sas water resources board in formulation of
such plan. The board in formulating the
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STATE WATER PLAN @

state water plan shall consider such plans,
regulations, rules and recommendations as
the state agencies and federal agencies con-
cerned with the development of the water
resources of the state shall have developed
or promulgated.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 3; L. 1975,
ch. 462, § 129; July 1.
Research and Practice Aids:

Levees and Flood Controle=3; Waters and Water

Coursese=180.
C.J.5. Levees and Flood Control § 4; Waters § 230,

82a-8904. Same; requirements; recom-

endations; standards; development of
water resources. The state water plan shall
establish long-range goals and objectives for
flood control and conservation, develop-
ment, utilization and disposal of water
based on careful consideration and estimate
of the water resources of the state, and the
present and projected water use and control
needs of the people of the state, The plan
shall state the recommendations of the board
for the development of the water resources
of the state, including the general location,
character, and extent of such existing and
proposed projects, programs, and facilities
as are necessary or desirable in the judgment
of the board to accomplish such goals and
objectives. The plan shall specify standards
for operation and management of such proj-
ects, programs, and facilities as are neces-
sary or desirable, The plan shall be form
lated and used for the general purpose
accomplishing a coordinated, balanced an
harmonious development of the water re-
sources of the state,

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 4; April 23.
Research and Practice Aids:

Hatcher's Digest, Waters §6.

@ 82a-905. Same; public hearings; no-

tice; summary of proposed plan; records of
hearings; plan to legislature. The board
shall hold public hearings at some time or
times during the last calendar quarter of
each year, preceding the opening of each
regular session, at such place or places as
may be convenient to the area affected, to
consider the state water plan or one or more
sections thereof or amendments“thereto, and
to hear protests or petitions of all interested
persons. Notice of such hearing shall be
published at least twice prior to such hear-
ing in the official state paper. The board

shall send, by United States mail, a reason-
able notice of hearing to (1) such agencies of
the state as have an interest in the develop-
ment, regulation, administration, or control
of the water resources of the state, (2) the
county clerk of each county affected by the
proposed plan, (3) the agencies of the federal
government having an interest in water re-
sources development, and (4) such persons,
public or private, as have requested notifi.
cation in writing from the board. In addi-
tion, the board may send notice of a sched-
uled hearing to any person or persons it
deems proper. The board shall furnish a
summary of the proposed plan to those per-
sons it is required by law to notify of a
public hearing and to such other persons as
request a summary. The records of hearings
shall be public records and open for inspec-
tion at the office of the board. The hoard
shall give due consideration to the matters
presented at such public hearing and shall
then present the plan to the legislature. Pro-
visions in this section concerning notice and
summary shall be directive and not jurisdic-
tional.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 5; L. 1967,
ch. 420, § 2; July 1.
Research and Practice Aids:

Administ Law and Proceduree=153, 470.
ﬁ.‘{.s. Public Administrative Bodies and Procedure

82a.906. Same; submission of plan or
ections thereof to fegislature and governor;
plan effective upon enactment by legisla-
ture; rules and regulations. The board shall
submit to the legislature and to the governor,
the state water plan or any one or more
sections thereof or amendments thereto and
any revisions thereof which the board shall
have formulated and adopted pursuant to
this act. The plan shall be submitted to the
legislature and the governor in odd-num-
bered years; and shall be completed and
available at least ten (10) days prior to the
convening of the legislature at which the
plan is to be so submitted; and said board
may submit plans at such other times as it
deems appropriate. The plan, or any section
or sections thereof or amendments or revi-
sions thereof, formulated and adopted by
the board pursuant to this act shall not be-
come cffective until after legislative enact-
ment thereof. The provisions of this section
shall not prohibit the board from adopting,
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D STATE WATER PLAN

protest against any action or proposed action
by any person if the same is or may be in
conflict with the state water plan as enacted
by the legislature. Before any such action or
proposed action is conditionally approved
or prohibited by the board, it shall notify the
state department, agency or public corpora-

tion involved that the board intends to re- =

view the proposed action.

(c) Whenever the board is required by
this act to give notice of its intention to
review any action or proposed action, it shall
hold a public hearing thereon. At least ten
(10) days prior to any such hearing, the
board shall give written notice thereof to all
state agencies and public corporations
known to be interested therein. At the con-
clusion of such hearing the board shall de-
termine the matter, and a copy of such de-
termination shall be delivered to each
interested state agency and public corpora-
tion.

(d) Upon the request of the board the
attorney general of this state is authorized to
institute appropriate proceedings in the
name of the state of Kansas in any court of
competent jurisdiction to enjoin any action
or proposed action that in the opinion or
determination of the board, conflicts with
the state water plan as enacted by the legis-
lature, or to enjoin any action or proposed
action not consistent with the state water
plan as enacted by the legislature.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 8; April 23.
Rescarch and Practice Aids:

Waters and Water Coursesea188(1).

Hatcher's Digest, Waters § 6.

C.].S. Waters § 251,

D ngs shall
each be made at and in such manner as is
provided by procedural rules and regula-
tions which shall be adopted by the board.

(b) Any public corporation receiving fi-
nancial assistance under this section shall
apply those sums toward the satisfaction of

he f

the legal obligations for t

ch those legal
obligations were satisfied, in whole or in
part, and it shall return to the state any sums

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 9; April 23.
Rescarch and Practice Aids:

Waters and Water Coursese=188(2).
C.].S. Waters § 251 et scq.

820.910. Same; recommendations to
federal agencies as to future water supply
storage; agreements with federal govern-
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82a.911 WATERS AND WATERCOURSES

ment; petition concerning future water plan of storage features for water supp
supply needs, (a) The board mayv recom- federal projects; findings IS die
mend to any agency of the federal govern- own Tniti

ment the inclusion ‘in any proposed or au-

thorized federal project of any conservation

storage features for water supply that the

board expects will be needed within the

state in the future for the achievement of the

purposes of this act and the board may ex-

tend to and procure for any agency of the

federal government reasonable assurances

and evidence that such expected future de-

mands for the use of such storage will be

made within a period of time which will

permit payment of the costs allocated to

such purposes within the life of the project,

if such assurances have been authorized by

the state water plan as enacted by the legis-

lnhllre.

" History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 11; April 23.
§ Research and Practice Aids:

Waters and Water Coursese=180.
C.].5. Waters § 230.

82a-912. Same; rccommendstions for
nclusions in state plan of storage features
N puIpo . for water supply of public corporations;
- 1963, ch. 5! A 3. findings. In its discretion, either upon its
Research and Practice Aids: own i E in _re e to a3 sp
Waters and Water Coursese=193.
C.J.S. Waters §§ 241, 257,

82a-811. Same; board recommenda- mmﬁ'

¥ propriate act on to ver:
tions to legislature for inclusion in state Mo and the Kansas legislative cou cil ‘gt
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tu;ms are consistent with the state water
an;

p(2}] the recommended features will

achieve or tend to achieve the purposes of

ﬂu; act;

vhich the d recommends financing;

(4) some public corporation has given
reasonable assurances to the board that it
will comply with such maintenance and op-
erational requirements in the use of the ad-
ditional conservation capacity as the board
shall specify for the achievement of the
purposes of this act; and

(5) in the future some responsible person
or persons will have needs for the use of all
or a portion of such conservation storage and

1 I¥ acted by the legislatures

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 15; April 23.
Research and Practice Aids:

Waters and Water Coursese=183(1).

C.].5. Waters §§ 228, 235.

82a-916, 82a-917.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, §§ 16, 17; Re-
pealed, L. 1974, ch. 452, § 22; March 22.

82a.918. Same; public corporations el-
igible for state financial assistance to make
annual applications; findings of board;
budget requests. The governing body of
each public corporation eligible for state
financial assistance under the provisions of
this act shall make application for state pay-
ment each year to the board in such form
and manner, as the board may prescribe by
its rules and regulations. .

such person or persons will request the use *

thereof within a period of time which will
permit them to pay out their proportionate
share of the costs allocated to such needs
within the life of the project.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 12; April 23.
Research and Practice Aids:

Waters and Water Coursese=193.
C.].5. Waters §§ 241, 257,

82a.-913. Same; statement of state
costs. When any recommendation is made
pursuant to K.5.A, 82a-911 and 82a-912, the
same shall include a statement of (1) the
portion of the state costs for which the state
does not anticipate repayment of its ex-
penditures; and (2) the part of the state costs
for which the state does anticipate repay-
ment for its expenditures.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 13; April 23.

L. 1963, ch. 514, § 14; Repealed,
L. 1974, ch. 452, § 22; March

382a.915. Same; contracts with federal
government relative to release of water

c that any such application, including
the amounts thereof, is proper and in coin-
pliance with this act and is supported by a
resolution as provided in K.S.A. 82a-919, the

ard may submit a request therefor, as a
part of its annual budget requests and es-
timates. Each such request shall be sepa-
rately stated and identified. The budget item
for each project shall contain the name of the
project, the name of the public corporation
to which the item relates, the county or
counties in which such public corporation is
located, the identification of the agreement
or resolution supporting the request, and the
amount of state payment requested therefor.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 18; L. 1967,
ch. 515, § 1; July 1.
Research and Practice Aids:

‘Waters and Water Coursese=188(2).

C.].5. Waters § 251 ct seq.

32a-919. Same; resolution by public
corporation requesting state payments; re-
quirements. In order that any public cor-
poration eligible for state payments under
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the provisions of this act may receive pay-
ment from the state, the governing body of
the public corporation shall adopt and
transmit to the board an appropriate resolu-
tion requesting the board to approve pay-
ment to the requesting body of a sum or
sums to be named within the limits of and
for the purposes defined in this act. The
resolution shall show the total cost allocated
to the requesting body for providing the
lands, easements, and rights-of-way for the
works of improvement of the saic requesting
body and shall pledge that all money re-
ceived from the state under authority of this
act will be applied solely to the purposes
specified in this act,

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 19; April 23,

82a.920. Same; projected costs of
water management projects. The board
shall maintain in continuous process and
revision tentative projected costs of water
management projects for the coming years
covering a total period of not less than
lwenty—%ve (25) years, which projected costs
the hoard shall submit with its annual
budget request. In preparing such projec-
tions, the board shall include all items for
which payment is expeéted to be made from
state funds.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 20; April 23.

82a.921
History: L. 1963, ch, 514, § 21; Repealed,
L. 1974, ch. 452, § 22; March 22,

82a.922. Same; expenditures from ap-
propriations for state water resources board,
procedure. All expenditures from appropri-
ations for the state water resources board
shall be made in accordance with the appli-
cable appropriation act and directions of
such board upon warrants of the director of
accounts and reports issued pursuant to
vouchers approved by the exccutive director
or by a person or persons designated by hi
‘or her.

ch. 452, § 21; March 22.

Research and Practice Aids:

WATERS AND WATERCOURSES

sions of this act. Such rules and regulations
shall be filed in the office of the revisor of
statutes as provided by law. The board may
prepare and distribute, free or at cost, com-
pilations of its rules and regulations.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 23; April 23,
Research and Practice Aids:

Administrative Law and Proceduree=386; Levees and
Flood Controle=3; Waters and Water Coursesea202,

C.; blic Administrative Bodies and Procedure
§94; Levees and Flood Control § 4 Waters § 280,

82n-924. Same; liberal construction.
This act shall be construed liberally to ef-
fectuate the purposes hereof, and the enu-
meration of specific powers in this act shal!
not operate to restrict the meaning of any
general grant of power contained in this act
or to exclude other powers comprehended in
such general grant.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 24; April 23,
Research and Practice Aids:

Levees and Flood Controle=2; Waters and Water

oursesg=182,

- Levees and Flood Contral § 3; Waters § 226 et

seq.

82n-925. Same; invalidity of part, If
any clause, sentence, paragraph, section, or
part of this act shall be adjudged by any
court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid,
such judgment shall not affect, impair, or
invalidate the remainder thereof, but shall
be confined in its operation to the clause,
sentence, paragraph, section or part thereof
directly involved in the controversy in
which such judgment shall have been ren-
dered, and it shall be presumed that the
legislature would have enacted this law with
the omission of the section, subsection, or
clause held to be invalid.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 25; April 23.
Research and Practice Aids:

Statutese=64(2),

C.].S. Statutes § 96 et seq.

82a-928. Same; name of act, This act
shall be known as the “state water plan act.”

82a.927. State water plan; long-range

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 22; L, 1974,®msmy= L. 1963, ch. 514, § 26; April 23.

Statese=137. -
C.I.S. States § 169,

82a.923. Same; rules and regulations.
The board shall adopt, amend, promulgate,
and enforce such rules and regulations as are
necessary and proper to carry out the provi-

oals. The long-range goals and objectives
of the state of Kansas for flood control and
conservation, development, and utilization
and disposal of the waters of the state, are
hereby declared to be:

(1) The development, to meet the antici-
Pated future needs of the people of the state,
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@ STATE WATER PLAN @

of sufficient supplies of water for beneficial
purposes, including but not limited to pur-
poses that are domestic, stockwater, munci-
pal, irrigation, agricultural, industrial,
streamflow regulation, public recreational
and fish and wildlife, water power, and
navigation purposes;

(2) the reduction of damaging floods and
of losses resulting from floods;

(3) the protection and the improvement
of the quality of the water supplies of the
state;

(4) the sound management, both public
and private, of the atmospheric, surface, and
ground water supplies of the state;

(5) the prevention of the waste of the
water supplies of the state;

(6) the prevention of the pollution of the
water supplies of the state;

(7) the efficient, economic distribution of
the water supplies of the state; an

(8) the sound coordination of the devel-
opment of the water resources of the state
with the development of the other resources
of the state.

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 1; May 12.

82a.928. Samc; listing of general goals
and objectives. The gencral goals and ob-
jectives of the state of Kansas that are
deemcd desirable for the achievement of the
purposes set forth in K.S.A. 82a-927, and
that shall serve as guides for all agencies of
the state relative to their responsibilities
with respect to the water resources of the
state whenever physical and economic con-
ditions permit, are hereby declared to be:

(1) The inclusion of 19,000,000 acres of
land in the state within watershed programs;

(2) the design of proposed levees and
dikes so as to reduce flood risks in agricul-
tural areas to a chance of occurrence in any
one year of 10 percent or less;

(3) the design of proposed levees and
dikes so as to reduce flood risks in urban
areas to a chance of occurrence in any one
year of one percent or less;

(4) the design of proposed storage struc-
tures for the protection of agricultural areas
50 as to provide sufficient capacity to control
the volume of a flood having a chance of
occurrence in any one year of four percent or

ess;

(5) the design of proposed storage struc-
tures for the protection of urban areas to

provide sufficient capacity to control the
volume of a flood having a chance of occur-
rence in any one year of two percent or less;

(6) the development by 1975 of at least
an additional 185,000 acre-feet of water to
meet the increasing annual needs of Kansas
municipalities;

(7) the development by 1975-of at least
an additional 750,000 acre-feet of water to
meet the increasing annual needs of Kansas
industries;

(8) the development by 1975 of at least
an additional 1,900,000 acre-feet of water to
meet the increased annual needs of Kansas
irrigators;

(9) the development of adequate water
supplies for small. communities and rural
users;

(10) the achievement of the drinking
water standards of 1962 of the U.S. public
health service as to bacterial, chemical, and
physical quality characteristics for public
water supplies;

(11) the maintenance of the quality of
water in watercourses within the state so
that (a) the dissolved oxygen never falls
below five milligrams per liter (mg/l) for
more than eight hours in any 24-hour period
and never falls below three milligrams per
liter (mg/l) at any time, (b) the maximum
water temperature each day during the sum-
mer months does not exceed 95 degrees
Fahrenheit (95°F.), (c) neither the chlorides
nor the sulfates exceed 250 milligrams per
liter (mg/l) for more than one day in any
30-day period;

(12) the development of irrigation
waters in such a manner so that (a) the so-
dium-adsorption ratio does not exceed 15,
(b) the specific conductance does not exceed
750 micromhos;

(13) the plugging of abandoned wells
and control of secpage areas through which
mineralized waters pollute supplies of us-
able surface and underground waters;

{14) the disposal of all brines in a man-
ner such that they will not pollute supplies
of usable surface or underground waters;

(15) the reasonable freedom of water-
courses from toxic substances and oils;

(16) the proper treatment and release of
sewage and industrial wastes in accordance
with the assimilation capacities of those
watercourses into which wastes are dis-
charged; and,
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82a-929 WATERS

(17) the inclusion in publicly financed
structures for the development, conserva-
tion, control, or management of the water
resources of the state of reasonable amounts
of storage capacity for the regulation of the
low flows of the watercourses of the state.

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 2; May 12,

822.929. Same; state responsibility for
water. The state of Kansas hereby recognizes
its responsibility and jurisdiction to protect,
conserve, and control all waters affecting the
people of the state, including those waters
impounded in projects constructed pursuant
to programs of the federal government.

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 3; May 12,

820930, Same; state responsibility to
manage water conservation. The state of
Kansas hereby recognizes its responsibility
and jurisdiction to operate and to manage
those water conservation features finance:
by the state, and it recognizes its duty to
fulfill its responsibility and to exercise jts
jurisdiction through either direct action or
contractual delegation and in accordance
with any agreements made between the state
and any operating person or agency: Pro-
vided, however, That the provisions of this
section shall not be deemed to apply to flood
control features.

History: L. 1965, ch, 558, § 4; May 12,

¥ 82a.931. Same; intergovernmental
coordination of planning. As a matter of
basic policy concerning the water resources
of the state, the state of Kansas hereby de-
clares its intention to coordinate state plan-
ning with local and national planning and,
in safeguarding the interests of the state and
its people, to undertake the resolution of any
conflicts that may arise between the water
policies, plans, and projects of the federal
government and the water policies, plans,
and projects of the state and its people.
History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 5; May 12,

3 82a-932. Same; water resources board
to negotiate with federal government,
when. The Kansas water resources board
shall enter into negotiations and agreements
with the federal government relative *. the
operation of, or the release of water from,
any project that has been authorized or con..
structed by the federal government when the
board shall deem such negotiations and
agreements to be necessary for the achieve-

RCOURSES

ment of the policies of the state of Kansas
relative to the water resources thereof.
History: L. 1965, ch, 558, § 6; May 12,

82a-933. Same; providing evidence of
need to include storage features, The Kan-
sas water resources board may provide evi-
dence of need to any agency of the federal
government relative to the inclusion in any
proposed or authorized water resource proj-
ect of any conservation storage features for
water supply that the board anticipates will
be needed in the future.

History: L. 1965, ch, 558, § 7; May 12,

¥ 828-934. Same; agreements with fed-
eral government to pay for conservation
storage features for water supply; limita-
tions; reimbursement cost may include
payment to third parties, exceptions. The
provisions of K.S.A. 46-901 shall not apply
to any agreement made under this section.
The Kansas water resources board, on behalf
of the state, shall enter into negotiations and
agreements with the federal government
relative to the inclusion of, and the payment
for, conservation storage features for water
supply in any project that has been planned,
authorized or constructed by the federal
government when the board shall deem such
negotiations and agreements to be necessary
for the achievement of the policies of the
state of Kansas relative to the water re-
sources thereof: Provided, however, Such
agreements shall be binding upon the state
to the extent that future appropriations are
made in support thereof, Subject to the
foregoing proviso, any agreement made
under this section may provide that a por-
tion of the reimbursement cost shall include
any payment made by the United States to

rd parties as a result of the finding of
iability by a court of competent jurisdiction
or by settlement arising out of the use of the
water storage space and the release there-
from, except that no reimbursement shall be
made to the extent that the liability arises
from the sole fault of the United States.

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 8; L. 1973,
ch. 416, § 1; May 2.

82a-935 10 82a.937.

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, §§ 9 to 11;
Repealed, L. 1974, ch. 452, § 22; March 22.

82a-938. State water plan; major res-
ervoirs. The projects and data listed in the
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STATE WATER PLAN

followinﬁ table, identified as Table—
MAJOR RESERVOIRS IN KANSAS, are
hereby made a part of the state water plan,
With respect to the project “Grove” on the
Soldier Creek watercourse, the board shall
enter into no agreement under K.S.A. 82a-
910 or any other statute for repayment in an
amount greater than is contracted to be paid
by public corporations and industrial water
users. The board shall not provide assur-
ances for said Grove project in violation of

@ 82a-939

the foregoing limitation. No agreement
under K.5.A, 82a-934 relating to said Grove
project shall provide for any payment by the
state of Kansas in excess of amounts re-
ceived for such project from municipal cor-
porations and industrial users. With respect
to the project “Kendall,” on the Arkansas
River, the board shall enter into no agree-
ment under K.S.A. 82a-910 or any other.
statute for repayment of any costs by the
state.

TasLe-MAJOR RESERVOIRS IN KANSAS

Actul or
wstimated
Watercourse Couny

Big Hill Creek Labette

i
Smoky Hill River
Ca
North Fork Ninnes-
ver
Wakarusa River
Neosho River
Littie Walnut River Butler
East B Walnut
Monigomery
Greenwood

Bourbos

Audersin and Prapblia
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Marion
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Cygnes River
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Republican River Ceary, Dickinson, Riley
and Clay
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Vhitewater River
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5 8; L. 1973,

188 9 to 11;
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S major res-

- listed in the

Towa
Tuttle Creek

Webster

Blue River
South Fork Solaman Hooks.
River

jver
Saline River

Wil
Wall Coffee Wolf Creek
Creek

1—Flood Contral

2—Municipel snd industrial

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 12; L. 1967,
ch. 516, § 1; L. 1969, ch. 482, § 1; L. 1971,
ch. 334, § 1; L. 1974, ch. 453, § 1; L. 1976,
ch. 439, § 1; L. 1977, ch. 357, § 1; July 1.

3—trrigation
4—Streamflow regulation

Russell and Lincoln
Johnson

Riley, Marshall and
Pottawaromie

123456

S—Recreation, fish and wildlife
6—Navigation

82a-939. Same; watershed projects.
The programs and data listed in the follow-
ing table, identified as TABLE—WATER-
SHED PROJECTS, are hereby made a part
of the state water plan.

Tase—WATERSHED PROJECTS

Name

Walnut Creck
Cimarron

il Toeg
-
urelot  purpne
praject

Pl g
Contol, Scdiment  Totsl  anpam)

8813 2329 1,142 o 1
523 159 T2

1968
1960 0 1

601




T e

WATERS AND WATERCOURSES
TasLe—WATERSHED PROJECTS—Continued

Comservation
District Flood and
Name Control  Sediment  Total

Little Delaware-
Mission
‘Thampsonville
Nemaha-Brown
Andale
Delaware

White Clay, Brewery
Muddy Creek

Rock Creek

Pecan Creek

Clear Creek

Bi

Turkey Creek -
Upper Walaut River
Twin Caney
Wakarusa

Upper Black Vermillion
Timber Creek

Goose Creek.
Lyons Creek

Cross Creek
Spillman Creek
Lost Creek
Rock Creek
Salt Creek

Elk River

Big Creek

Lakin

Middle Creek
Mission Creek
Mt. Hope
Deer Creek
Cedar Croek
Dry Creek
Wet Walnut
Duck Croek

Middle Walnut

Dismond

Middle Creek

Switaler

Ark Tributaries

Walf River

Fisher and Criss
Creeks

Sand Creek.
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Brown and At hison 1840
440

2198
1.584%
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AtcLisan, Jackson, Jefl-
erson and Nemaha
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utsugqua
Chautiiiqua and Monlgomery
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Sedgwick
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and Ef%
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Chautauqua, Efk and
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Douglas, Osage, Shawnee
and Wi
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and M
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and Shawnee

Lincaln, Mitchell, Os-
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Lincoln

Pottawatomie

Lincoln, Mitchell
and Ottaws

Butler, Chautauqua, Green-
wood, Elk and

Wilion
Cofley, Grernwood,

B30
44

162
1219
142

16,019
10872

14575
23,832

9054
3,159

Walout West
Ror's
Sauth Fork

Eagle Creek
Pony Creek

‘Spring Creek
Pawnee River

Tauy Creek
Orter Creek
Rock Creek
Mill Creck
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Pottawatomie Creek
Grouse-Silver Creeks
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oLi—WATERSHED PROJECTS—Concluded
Long-
W o

#

Snipe Creek
Vermillion Creek
Peyton Creek
Walnut-West

s Creek

s
o Pk
Eagle Creek
Pony Creek
Spring Creck
Pawnee River

Brown, Nemaha, Kansas
and Richardson, Nebraska
Marshall

22 33 Fduag

lodgeman,
Lane, Neas, Pawnee and

Rush
Douglas and Franklin
Greenwood and Ek
Morris, Lyon and

unsee
Wabaunsee, Riley,
and Morriy
Harvey and Marion
Greeley, Wichita, Ham-
ilton, Kearny and
Finney

Tauy Creek
Otter Creek
Rock Creek

Mill Creek

le Creek
e B

£

Allen Creek
Fottawatomic Creek

Grouse-Silver Creeks
Long-Scott Creeks
Jacobs-Phenis Creeks
Upper Little Arkamsas

River
Labette and Hackberry
Creeks.

Lyon

Caffey, Franklin, Linn,

Miami and Andersun

Elk, Butler and
Cowley

g 83

Coffey

Lyon and Chase

Ellswonh, Rice, Mc-
and Reno

]
™
8
06
o7
94

Woodson and Greenwood
Bourbon

Chapter
b. Nebo Creck, a subditrict of Delaware Walershed Joint District 10,
e Kansas partion.
* Pilot watershed.

1—Fload Coatrol
2—Municipal and industrial

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 13; L. 1967,
ch. 516, § 2; L. 1969, ch. 482, § 2. L. 1971,
ch. 334, § 2; L. 1974, ch. 453, § 2; L. 1977,
ch. 357, § 2; July 1.

82a-940. Same; additional projects
and programs. It is hereby declared to be a
policy of the state of Kansas that the inclu-
sion of the projects and programs listed

erein as a part of the state water plan shall
not be deemed to preclude the investigation,
planning, development, control, operation,
or management of any project or program
not listed: Procided, t such project of
program is not inconsistent with the state
water plan. o

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 14; May 12.

82n-941. Same; agencies to perform
research related to water resources. It is
hereby declared to be a policy of the state of

3—Irrigation use
4—Streamflow regulation

S—Recreation, fish and wildlife
6—Navigation

Kansas that all agencies of the state having
responsibilities affecting the water resources
of the state shall, insofar as circumstances
permit, carry on basic data collection, re-
search, and analyses concerning climate,
streamflow, water quality, groundwater
levels, character and geographical extent of
groundwater reservoirs and their relation to
both surface and underground waters, inter-
relation of surface and groundwaters,
methods and techniques for recharging
?roundwa!er reservoirs, probable yields
rom surface and groundwater reservoirs,
seepage and evapotranspiration losses, and
such other matters that relate to the water
resources of the state, and those agencies
shall direct their attention to the problems of
water distribution, quality, pollution, sup-
ply variability, floods, and supply in relation
to dema
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82a.942 WATERS AND WATERCOURSES

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 15; May 12.

82n-942. Same; United States powers
not affected. Nothing in this act shall be
deemed as an addition to, or an impairment
of, any rights, powers, or jurisdiction of the
United States, or those acting by or inder its
authority, with respect to the water re-
sources of the state,

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 16; May 12.

822.043. Same; liberal construction of
act. This act shall be construed liberally to
eflectuate the purposes hereof.

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 17; May 12.

82n.944. Same; severability. If any
clause, sentence, paragraph, section, or part
of this act shall be adjudged by any court of
competent jurisdiction to be invalid, such
judgment shall not affect, impair, or invali-
date the remainder thereof, but shall be
confined in its operation to the clause, sen-
tence, pamFraph, section or part thereof di-
rectly involved in the controversy in which
such judgment shall have been entered, and
it shall he presumed that the legislature
would have enacted this Jaw with the omis-
sion of the section, subsection, or clause
held to be invalid.

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 18; May 12.

82a-945. Same; definitions. The fol-
lowing words when used in this act, shall
have the meaning ascribed in this section,
except where the context clearly indicates a
different meaning:

(a) *“Person” means and includes a natu-
ral person, partnership, organization, asso-
ciation, private corporation, public corpora-
tion, any taxing district or political
subdivision of the state, and any department
or agency of the state or federal government.

(b) “Federal government” means the
United States of America or any department
or agency thereof.

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 19; May 12.

82a.946. Same; title. This act shall be
kllwwlx'\ and may be cited as the “state water
plan.
History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 20; May 12.
Article 10.—GROUNDWATER MANAGE-
MENT DISTRICTS

82a-1001 to 82a-1019.
L. 1968, ch. 403, §§ 1 to 19;
L. 1972, ch. 386, § 17; July 1.

82a-1020. Lcgislative declaration. It is
hereby recognized that a need exists for the

creation of special districts for the proper
management of the groundwater resources
of the state; for the conservation of ground-
water resources; for the prevention of eco-
nomic deterioration; for associated endeav-
ors within the state of Kansas through the
stabilization of agriculture; and to secure for
Kansas the 'benefit of its fertile soils and
favorable location with respect to national
and world markets. It is the policy of this act
to preserve basic water use doctrine and to
establish the right of local water users to
determine their destiny wath respect to the
use of the groundwater insofar as it does not
conflict with the basic laws and policies of
the state of Kansas. It is, therefore, declared
that in the public interest it is necessary and
advisable to permit the establishment of
groundwater management districts.

History: L. 1972, ch. 386, § 1; July 1.
Law Review and Bar Journal References:

Mentioned in note on the water depletion deduction
in Kansas, 25 K. L. R. 453, 460 (1977).

82a-1021. Dcfinitions. The following
terms when used in this act shall have the
limitations and meanings respectively
ascribed to them in this section:

(a) “Aquifer” means any geological for-
mation capable of yielding water in suffi-
cient quantities that it ¢an be extracted for
beneficial purposes.

(b) “Board” means the board of directors
constituting the governing body of a

roundwater management district.

(c) “Chief engineer” means the chief
engineer of the division of water resources
of the Kansas state board of agriculture.

(d) “District” means a contiguous area
which overlies one or more aquifers, to-
gether with any area in betwecen, which is
organized for groundwater management
purposes under Iﬁis act and acts amendatory
thereof or supplemental thereto.

(e) “E |giEFe voter” means any person
who is a landowner or a water user as de-
fined in this act except as hereafter qualified.
Every natural person of the age of ei%hleen
(18) years or upward shall be an eligible
voter of a district under this act if (1) he or
she is a landowner who owns, of record, any
land, or any interest in land, comrrising
forty (40) or more contiguous acres locate:
within the boundaries of the district and not
within the corporate limits of any munici-
pality, or (2) he or she withdraws or uses
groundwater from within the boundaries of
the district in an amount of one acre-foot or
more per year,
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+bin reservoir remains a possible

“The proposed Co ?
1 solutionto Wichita's fulure water needs, members
of the;iﬂ etropolitan Area Planning Commission said
Thur: '

ay. .

On a unanimous vote, they endorsed continued
study of the Corbin reservoir plan, which calls for
building adamonmechiknskia'ﬁiveﬁmar Corbin,
in ;outh-cemral Sumner County.

The endorsement will be submitted at public

hearings next month in Wichita and Caldwell,

+ Cotbin Reservoir Planning .

where a federal government environmental impact
report is to be discussed.

No decision to go ahead with the $246 million
project has been made, and other alternatives have
beeg suggested to meel Wichita's future walter
needs. 5

Planning Depaﬂn'wnt'Direclor Bob Lakin said
the endorsement raeant “This is still a viable prt i
ect as far as we're concerned,” but said it didn't

mber 20, 1981 58

mean ending studies of other potential water
sources. !
Corbin is “certainly the ‘most significant project

that we have studied ‘and have availabletousat the

moment,” Lakin said.
Gerald Holman of the Wichita Area Chamber of
commissioners
endorse the Corbin project as a “yiable alterna-
tive." Holman said a number of questions must be
answered about other potential water sources.
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- MAPC Will Support Cot

‘The proposed Corbin reservoir remains a possible
solution to Wichita's future water needs, members
of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission said
Thursday. :

On a unanimous vote, they endorsed continued
study of the Corbin reservoir plan, which calls for
building adam on the Chikaskia River near Corbin,
in south-central Sumner County.

The endorsement will be submitted at public
hearings next month in Wichita and Caldw

where a federal government environmental impact
report is to be discussed. g

No decision to go ahead with the $246 million
project has been made, and other alternatives have
msuggested to meet Wichita's future water

Planning Department Director Bob Lakin said
the endorsement meant **This is still a viable proj-
ect as far as we're concerned,” but said

*  THE WICHITA EAGLE-BEACON

bin Reservoir Planning

Friday, November 20, 1981

-

mean ending studies of other potential water
sources, i { 2 2
Corbin is “certainly the mosl signilicant project
‘that we have studied and have available to us at the
moment,” Lakin said, g ¢
Gerald Holman of the Wichita Area Chamber of
Commerce also urged that planning commissioners
endorse the Corbin project as a *‘viable alterna-
tive." Holman said a number of questions must be
answered about other potential water soure




Plan Alivgy
Lakin Urges

By MICHAEL GINSEERG
Stalf Writer
Construction of a dam on the Chi-
kaskia River near Corbin, despile a
$246 million price tag and extensive
environmental side effects. is still
under consideration as an answer to

Wichita’s future water needs. says
ﬂfycuun!y Planning Director Robert

. "cnrbin reservoir remains a pre-
eminent option for meeting the future
water needs of the Wichita area,”
Lakin said in a memorandum
week to the Metropolitan Area Plan-

m%uphmcnmm&lm today will
consider approving a letter from
chairman James Gardner 1l to US,
Department of Interior officials en-
dorsing the Corbin reservoir plan. The
lhlL will be at 1:30 p.m. at City

? “THE NEGATIVE environmental,-
. economic and social impacts if the
Wichita area were unable to secure a

ironmental impacts of the proposed
project,”” said a draft copy of
Gardner's Icu.er dmnbutzd among
planners this w

11ucommtssmn 's comments will be
submitted at public hearings sched-
wled for 7:29 p.m. Dec. 8 a1 Wichta' s
City Hall and 7:30 pm. Dec. § a
Caldwelt High School, lﬂdl-cuss!h' .
federal government's report of the
environmenital impact of the Corbin
reservoir project.

No decisions have been made about
the mietl perding a review of the

* and environmental impact.

cny Water Director John Wynkoop
cons the Chikaskia project too
expensive for the city, and has said
thal preliminary estimates indicat
that pipelines from reservoirs at Mil-
ferd or Kanapolis would cost less than
half the cast of building the Corbin
reservoir.

BUT WYNKOOP agreed with Lakin |-
llna! the Chixaskia project should be l

t alive as an alternative.

I.al::nsanflhe proposed dam onthe '
Chikaskia River offers an imnartant
advantage over the constructinn of a -
pipeline frem the Kanopolis or Mil- |
ford reservoirs because its costs and
benefits are known. :

1 want to keep the Chikaskiaasa -
viable alternative,” Lakin sad. *1
want to be in a position to take the
most viable economic alternative
when we have the answers ready en
all three. : .

“[t may be the only option left open *
to us by the time we're ready logo. I
don’t know.

Lakin's memo and a summai
U.S. Interior Department stuf
‘Chikaskia project were respo
request from the planming commus- ..
sion. The Intcrior Department didn'L |
consider the Kanopolis or Mii

d

dida’t request reparts on alternatives
to Chiksskia, Lakin said.

“ICII.IT& NUW receives ils h’:ner

i

" ROBERTLAKIN
. Looks at water needs

ground water from the Equus Beds.
By the mid 19%0s, city studies indi-
cate, those supplies may not be !
!ﬂﬂu;hmmeelﬂaec:ity'sm'w'lﬂ.gi

The city has taken preliminary
steps toward orga g @ whelosale
ater district “with “other central
Karsas cities to share the cosls and -
benefits of building a pipeline frem
either reservoir near Junction City or -
Kanopolis reservoir near Salina.

Lakin said the.watec district plan
needs more study before ihe city de-
cides which option to pursue. Unans-
wered questions include: the cost of a
pipeline from Milford or Kanopolis,
the legality of pumping water from
one water basin to anather and the
willingness of Congress Lo realiocate
water from Kanopoiis, which has been
designated only as a source of irriga-
tion water, Lakin said.

- Lakin and chief planner Bill Stock-
well said they are concerned that the
federal government would lose inter-
est in the Chikaskia project if the city
docsn't keep it alive until it decides
which option to
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

RE:

b
T™O Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT  MAPC REVIEW OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT--CHIKASKIA PROJECT

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969,
a Draft Environmental Statement has been prepared for the Chikaskia
Project (Corbin Reservoir). The federal Bureau of Reclamation has
requested comments on the Draft Environmental Statement from the Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission.

Staff has reviewed the Statement and has come to the following
conclusions:

The Wichita metropolitan area will need a third major water
supply source by the 1990's.

A surface water source is the best alternative for develop-
ment of a long-range water supply. ;]
The propnsed Corbin Reservoir would provide adequate amounts
of high quality water.

Major impacts of the proposal include the replacement of
a natural streamside environment with a lake environment
and the loss of 17,429 acres of farmland.

The negative environmental, economic and social impacts
if the Wichita area were unable to secure a third water
source outweigh the enviroamental impacts of the proposed
project,

Corbin Reserveir remains a preeminent option for meeting
the future water needs of the Wichita area.

Details of the Draft Environmental Statement were reviewed at a
meeting of the Advance Plans Committee on October 29751981

The Bureau of Reclamation will hold public hearings on the Draft
Environmental Statement on Tuesday, December 8, 1981 in the City Commission
Meeting Ro First Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas,
beginning at 30 p.m. and on nesday, December 9, 1981 at the ligh
Schoul, Caldwell, Kansas, beginning at 7:30 pP.m.

ACTION: Authorize the MAPC Chair

1 te forward the attached written comn
and also to appear and present these comments at the public hearing.

AT A

el e U
in, Director of Pl
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METROPOLITAN AHEA PLANNING
COMMIS:
CITY HALL — renm Fumn
455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
(316) 268-4561

Mr. Robert H. Weiner, Regional Director
Bureau of Reclamation, Southwest Region
U. S. Department of the Interior
Commerce Building

714 S. Tyler, Suite 201

Amarillo, Texas 79101

Dear Mr. Weiner:

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
reviewed the Draft Environmental Statement, Chikaskia Project at its meeting
on November 19, 1981. The Commission authorized its Chairman to forward the
following comments. %

The Wichita metropolitan area will need a third major water supply source
by the 1990's. It is recommended in the water supply element of the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Comprehensive Plan that this third source be a surface water
supply. The proposed Corbin Reservoir would supply adequate amounts of high
quality water. The negative environmental, economic and social impacts if
the Wichita area were unable to secure a third water source outweigh the
environmental impacts of the proposed project. Therefore, the Corbin
Reservoir remains a preeminent option for meeting the future water needs of
the Wichita area.

Sincerely,

James Gardner, II
Chairman

DRAFT COPY

JG:CEL:xh
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Summary of
Draft Environmental Statement
Chikaskia Project, Kansas-0Oklahoma

1. Introduction

This draft environmental statement Presents alternatives for meeting municipal
and industrial (M&I) water needs of Wichita and surrounding areas in south-
central Kansas (see General Map.No. 807-500-16 preceding this page). The
Wichita Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA), which encompasses 2,449
square miles, had a population of 378,745 in 1975; the projection for year 2020
is 583,600, an increase of 54 percent. The population served by the city of
Wichita water system is projected to increase 78 percent from 1980 (350,500) to
2040 (622,800). Thus, water to support Wichita's future growth is the greatest *
need in the study area. Without an additional source of water, Wichita's water
supply will be fully utilized in 1991 and the city will face a no-growth future
Or a severe water shortage problem.

Also, about 25,600 acres of land are subject to flooding along the Chikaskia
River below the town of Corbin, Kansas. These floods causce damages (structural
and nonstructural) of about $1 million annually.

II. Alternatives considered
Alternatives considered

The environmental consequences for each of the alternatives are comparatively
listed in the table at the end of this summary.

A. Recommended Alternative (Cor dam and reservoir)
———— =" 1ve ‘torbin dam and reservoir)

Through coordination with other agencies and interested individuals, a steering
committee, and a plan formulation group, the Water and Power Resources Service
(Service) determined that this plan is the most viable of all alternatives,

Corbin dam would be located on the Chikaskia River in Sumner County, Kansas,
about 5 miles northeast of Caldwell, Kansas. The dam would consist of a rolled
earthfill embankment 91 feet high and 31,700 feet long; a 200-foot-wide
controlled concrete-weir spillway constructed on the right abutment. Corbin
reservoir would cover 12,600 acres of land at top of conservation pool. It
would initially contain some 233,000 acre-feet of water at top of conservation
pool. Of the reservoir's 100-year-condition firm annual yield, about 56,400 acre-
feet will be available annually for municipal and industrial use by the project
sponsors (52,716 to Wichita and 3,684 to Wellingtor). The city of Wichita would
provide a water treatment plant to be located immediately downstream from tHe
dam,
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The city of Wellington has an appropriated right of up to 3,684 acre-feet
annually from the Chikaskia River. The impoundment at Corbin reservoir would
result in the inundation of Wellington's diversion site.

Right-of-way to be acquired in fee title for the dam and reservoir would be
24,620 acres; 380 acres outside the normal reservoir boundary would be acquired
in fee title to replace hunting and fishing losses and for fish and wildlife.
Acquisition of 3,970 acres (including the 380-acre mitigation lands) of stream
corridors along the Chikaskia River and below Corbin reservoir would provide
lands for fish and wildlife. The upstream corridor (about 1,000 feet wide) to
Highway 160 would provide 1,280 acres of land for fish and wildlife; the
downstream corridor (about 1,500 feet wide) extending to Highway 81 would pro-
vide 2,690 acres for fish and wildlife. Included in the 24,620 acres of land to
be acquired is the 8,500 acres of mitigation lands to be managed for wildlife.
The Kansas Fish and Game Commission has stated its interest in managing the
stream corridors. A total of 23 miles of the Chikaskia River and 5,220 acres

of adjacent land would be placed in public ownership for preservation and public
recreation use.

The reservoir's sediment storage would provide releases to maintain aquatic
habitat below the dam. At the end of 100 years the sediment pool would be

filled with sediment and releases for habitat maintenarice would mno longer be
made.

The aqueduct to deliver treated water from the reservoir to Wichita would be an
underground closed system extending 39.6 miles from the dam to Wichita. Three
pumping plants and three regulating tanks (from 30 to 138 feet high) would be
required. Rights-of-way for the aqueduct system would include 20 acres in fee
title, 480 acres of permanent easement, and 240 acres of temporary easement.
This aqueduct would also provide the city of Wellington with the 3,684 acre-feet
of water to which they have rights from the Chikaskia River.

The actual construction of the entire project requires about 4-1/2 years.
Preconstruction work requires another 2-1/2 years.

Four recreation areas would be developed around the reservoir to provide pic-
nicking and camping areas; swimming; boating; sightseeing; a golf course; temnis
facilities; and tralls for hiking, cycling, etc. The city of Wichita has indi-
cated its intent to participate in recreation enhancement under provisions of

Public Law 89-72. A downstream fishing area would be provided, and fishing
would be permitted from the upstream face of the dam.

About 70 farmsteads and building foundations including some where families are
now living would be removed or relocated. Telephone lines and about 37 miles of
electric transmission lines would be relocated; two small cemeteries would ba
relocated; two recently developed oil or gas wells would be raised in place;
Highway K-49 would be relocated to the west of the reservoir for about 15 miles;

a county road would be raised at two locations; and a gravel surfaced road would
be constructed around the downstream side of the dam.
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1. Environmencal impacts of Recommended Alte ine

a, Dam, reservoir, and aqueduct--Fourteen miles of river ecosystem

would be changed to a lake ecosystem. Flows downstream of the dam would be

altered by the reservoir and its operation. Spills would be initially about
65,600 acre-feet annually. The initial total average annual downstream flow
would be about 84,800 acre-feet, including spills and releases for downstream
water rights and fish and wildlife purposes from the sediment pool. This amount
of water represents a decrease of about 47 percent in terms of the normal
average flow of 159,300 acre-feet at the Corbin gage, as determined by the U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS). At the end of 100 years of project operation, total
average annual downstream flows would decrease to 82,400 acre-feet.

Corbin reservoir would reduce the 15-year Erequency flood peak flows to the
channel capacity of 3,000 cubic feet per second (£t3/s) so that flooding
downstream of the reservoir would reduce. Decreased danger of flooding below
the dam may encourage development of the riverbank and flood plain unless flood
plain zoning is adopted. Further agricultural encroachment on the river is
unlikely to result; cropland now generally extends as far as the topography and
soils will allow. Mudflats would develop at the upper end of the reservoir
where velocities decrease and suspended particles first settle out.

Highly productive marsh-type vegetation and other low successional stages are
likely to develop in the upper end of the reservoir, providing habitat for fish
and wildlife. Releases from the reservoir downstream to the fishery would norm-
ally contain less sediment and lower turbidity levels than the river now carries.

Actual construction of the dam should contribute only slightly to the turbidity
of the stream; however, depending on location, erosion from borrow areas and
other construction sites may contribute to stream turbidity. During the last
stages of construction, 535 acres within the conservation pool would be cleared
of woody vegetation. Fifteen brush piles (350 feet long by 50 feet wide) would
be constructed and anchored in place for fish habitat. Clearing, which would
require about 3 months, would contribute to downstream turbidity until the dam
is closed and water impounded.

Reservoir water is expected to be similar to the good quality of the Chikaskia
River. Total dissolved solids concentration (325 milligrams per liter [mg/L])
is expected to be well below the 500 mg/L proposed National Secondary Drinking
Water Standard.

The major effect of the expected level of turbidity would be to reduce light
penetration, thereby limiting the likelihood of the lake to be eutrophic under
average conditions. The water will be treated to reduce turbidity levels to
conform to drinking water standards prior to municipal use as required by Sl:al:e
law.
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Regulating tanks would be located in rural areas away from large or major
population centers, These tanks should not be very conspicuous since the

general landscape is characterized by rolling hills and scattered grain storage
facilities. They will be constructed so as to blend with the existing environment
as nearly as possible.

A total of 17,429 acres of ctopland would be required by the project. The SCS
(1977) estimates that 95 percent of this cropland is prime farmland. Of these
17,429 acres, 8,500 are within the conservation pool and would be taken out of
production. Future management by KFGC would determine whether any of the
remaining 8,929 acres of cropland would be taken out of production.

b. Fish and wildlife--About 8,500 acres of land between the top of
the conservation pool and the right-of-way boundary would be made available to
the Kansas Fish and Game L‘ommssmn (KFGC) as an area to be managed for
wildlife.

A 5,000-foot low-level terrace (about 5 feet high) constructed at or below the
conservation pool level would provide resting areas for waterfowl during lake
drawdowns. The earthfill levee would be excavated to create a terrace on the
upstream side. -
Inundation of the reservoir would displace or destroy ground dwelling or nesting
wildlife. The smaller, less mobile species (cuch as rodents) would be most
affected. The existing riverine aquatic comwunities would be replaced by those
representative of a reservoir. Of the 17 species of fish which now inhabit the
14,7 miles of Chikaskia River to be inundated, only the green sunfish, carpsucker,
and channel catfish will reproduce in the reservoir. Settling of sediment
entering the reservoir would result in somewhat clearer water downstream.

Clearer water would result in higher plankton production and higher overall
fishery production.

Wildlife species designated as endangered in the Federal listing (memorandum
dated December 17, 1979) which may utilize the project area are the bald eagle,
American peregrine falcon, and whooping crane. The bald eagle is a traansient
and may utilize the Chikaskia River as resting habitat. The peregrine falcon, a
spring and fall transient and winter resident of Kansas, may utilize the reser-
voir area. Whooping cranes often stop over at the Quivira National Wildlife
Refuge (about 100 miles northwest of the Chikaskia basin) and migrate directly
south, passing west of the basin, No adverse impact to any species is expected.
A formal request for Section 7(c) Endangered Species Act of 1973 compliance was
made to FWS on March 14, 1979. The FWS biological opinion dated April 10, 1980,
states that "the proposed project is not likely to _]eupardu.e the continued
existence of the American peregrine falcoa (Falco peregrinus anatum), whooping
crane (Crus americana), and bald eagle (Hali us leucocephalus).

c. Vegetati The 8,500-acre wildlife management area would be
maintained to support a wide variety of plant communities and wildlife
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populations. The 3,970 acres of primarily bottom land forests to be acquired in
20 miles of the Chikaskia River corridors would be managed so that succession
could continue toward a climax bottom land forest. Wildlife populations would
shift accordingly.

i

There are no threatened and endangered plant species in the project area;
therefore, there would be no associated impacts.

il o

d. Recreation—Recreation areas, while highly desirable, would
have some associated harmful impacts on the environment. Among these are
littering, increased noise and air pollution, damage to natural resources and
natural physical features, and other factors associated with large numbers of
visitors in a limited area. It is estimated that there would be 550,000 initial
annual visitor-days (increasing to 650,000 in 10 years), 80,675 fishing
man-days, and 37,200 hunting man-days. With recreational development, there
would be some modification of existing vegetation, and additional trees would be
planted. Though some existing wildlife would be displaced because of the increase
in visitors, the creation of a more diverse habitat is expected to support an
increase in species types and numbers.

S v
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e. Esthetics—About 28,590 acres would be changed from private to
public ownership.  The overall rural atmosphere of the project area and Sumner
County would not be altered. A total of 14.7 miles of stream vista and 944 acres
of riparian timber would be changed to a 12,600-acre lake vista.

f. Social--Relocating families and their possessions would have
some adverse effects. The displacement would produce stress in people who would
have to find suitable new home sites and adjust to new surroundings and possibly
new lifestyles. Relocation of people would require lands, homes, service
facilities, and other accommodations in new locations. There would be no signifi-
cant alteration of the area by the proposed rerouting of roads; however, there
would be a temporary disruption to vehicular traffic and wildlife habitat. The
influx of local construction workers would create need for additional housing.
Wages from these worke:s would produce a large volume of trade for the area's
businesses. Project development would result in the removal of purchased pri-
vate property from local tax rolls. Public Law 94-565 provides for payment to
local governments in lieu of taxes.

T AT S ™ T SR T X T L

Fear of flooding would be reduced below the reservoir.

g. Cultural resources—-A literature and records search and an
intensive field survey of 20 percent of the proposed Corbin Reservoir operation
lands have revealed 26 sites (one historic and 25 archeological) on those lands.
Specific plans to preserve, protect, recover, and interpret cultural resources
would be developed on completion of the intensive field survey and would involve
the Kansas State Historic Preservation Officer and the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation.
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B. National Economic Development (NED) Alternative

This alternative is the same as the Recommended alternative except that only
330 acres (about 1 mile of stream corridor) would be acquired upstream from
project lands and 50 acres (about 1 mile of stream corridor) would be acquired
below the dam for mitigation. This alternative would provide for 64,175 man—
days of fishing use and 25,800 man-days of hunting use, which is 16,500 less
fishing man-days and 11,400 less hunting days than provided for in the
Recommended alternative.

C. Environmental Quality (EQ) Alternative

The EQ alternative is essentially the same as the Recommended alternative except
that this alternative provides for 10,780 acres of stream corridors above and
below Corbin reservoir (including 380 acres mitigation land) and on Bluff Creek,
an increase of 6,810 acres over the Recommended alternative. This alternative
also would include creation of a 6,600-foot rock jetty for fishing access within
the reservoir. The jetty would be earthfill and have 3 feet of riprap for
spawning habitat for walleye. Brush piles would be strategieally placed to
benefit aquatic life.

This alternative would provide for 121,554 man-days of fishing use and 56,343
man-days of hunting use, which is 40,879 more fishing man-days and 19,143 more
hunting man-days than provided for in the Recommended alternative.

D. Alternate Plan

This plan is identical to the Recommended alternative except as described below.

The Service, in coordination with FWS and KFGC carried out instream flow studies
using a system developed by FUS. These studies indicated that 11,750 acre-feet
per vear would be required to maintain downstrean aquatic habitat. Except when
the reservoir spills, releases of 23 ft3/s in April, May, and June and 14 fe3d/s
during all other months would be made. The FIS and KFGC recommend these
releases be made for the life of the project.

The entire firm yicld of the reservoir (56,400 acre-feet a year) would be
available for M&I use for the first 25 years of the project since the 11,750 acre—
feet for downstream releases would be supplied from the sediment storage

capacity. The amount of water available for HM&I use would reduce to 52,000 acre-
feet at 50 years; and at the end of 100 years the entire 11,750 acre-feet would
be taken from the firm yield, thereby reducing the amount of water for &L Lo
44,650 acre-feet a year. Because this plan reduces the amount of water

available for M&L uses, staff members of the plan formulation group representing
the city of Wichita and the Kansas Water Resources Board oppose the plan.
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With this plan,
related fishing and 50,500 man-days of reservoir-related fishing.

1II. Alternatives Eliminated from Detailed Study
A. No-Action Alternmative

Under this alternative an additional water supply to accommodate future growth

_ of Wichita would not be provided. Investigation of the Equus Beds ground water

supply indicates that this aquifer cannot satisfy Wichita's projected demand.
Therefore, if Wichita is to maintain its projected growth rate, an additional
water source must be obtained. Development of a surface water source, such as
Corbin reservoir, without Federal participation could result in major environ-
mental consequences without consideration for these losses. Vigorous and
restrictive conservation measures, including efforts to limit population growth
or growth of the service area, would have major economic and social
consequences. Without water, no additional industrial expansion could occur to
accommodate expected population increases unless major water conservation prac-
tices were instituted, such as increased water pricing and water recycling. The
major consequence of this alternative would be reduced employment and a lower
standard of living along with associated social problems.

B. Nonstructural Alternative

Water conservation could be achieved by implementation of educational and infor-
mation campaigns, restricted use, rationing, land use planning, and rigorous
pricing practices. At present Wichita uses water meters and has a rate structure
to discourage waste. An intensive, but voluntary, water use reduction program
in Wichita would save only about 5 percent. Because the existing local govern-—
mental programs of water conservation and management appear adequate, and more
stringent measures lack public acceptance and create administration problems, no
further consideration was given to additional conservation measures as an
alternative. However, the city of Wichita is currently preparing a water con-
servation program that would be implemented in conjunction with the Recommended
alternative. Limited or no-growth policies could be established, thus elimi-
nating the need for further consumptive use of water. However, limited or
no-growth policies are controversial and are subject to legal, political, and
public acceptability.

Recycling renovated waste water for municipal use would require a highly
sophisticated degree of treatment not presently available and would need to gain
acceptance by public health officials and the general public.

C. Other surface reservoirs

Other surface reservoir sites which were considered and studied to various levels
were: Hunnewell, Caldwell, Norwich, Drury, Braman, and Braman (alternate).
Hunnewell damsite, on the Chikaskia River 1.7 miles downstream from the confluence
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ot Bluff Creek, was eliminated because of lack of local support and because of
Kansas-Oklahoma-Arkansas River compact constraints. Caldwell damsite, on Bluff
Creek about 4 miles southwest of Caldwell, Kansas, was not considered viable
because the water supply would not meet projected needs. WNorwich damsite, on
the south fork of the Ninnescah River, was investigated as one of the possible
sources of an M&I water supply for south-central Kansas. The water quality was
found to be undesirable. Drury damsite, about 8 river miles downstream from the
Corbin damsite on the Chikaskia River, was studied as part of the Kansas Water
Plan. This site was dropped from further study because of expensive railroad
and highway relocations, and the limited storage capacity would not permit optim
development of the Chikaskia basin. Braman damsite, about 5 miles downstream
from the confluence of Bluff Creek and the Chikaskia River, would not be a
suitable site since the reservoir would inundate the town of Drury, cemeteries,
and an oil field, and require major modifications of an existing water supply
system along with railroad and highway relocations. Braman (alternate) damsite,
is located 5-1/2 miles upstream from the Braman damsite. This site would be
unfavorable because at a capacity large enough to supply the project's needs,
there would be minimum volume available for flood storage without endangering
the town of Caldwell.

D. Ground Water Alternative
The only large water producing aquifer in the vicinity of Wichita is the Equus
Beds. Under contract with the Water and Power Resources Service, the University |
of Kansas Center for Rescarch, Inc., made a study to determine the long-term
"safe yield" of the aquifer and to predict the effect of ground water withdrawal
on the flow of the Little Arkansas River.

Withdrawal sufficient to meet the needs of the project could result in the con-
tamination of the Equus Beds with saltwater from the nearby saline aquifer
because of reduced hydrological pressures. The Little Arkansas River flow
during drought periods is primarily from springs supplied from the Equus Beds.
Lowering of the Equus Beds water table would result in an intermittent river
during normal low flow periods. Any additional demands on it would result in
the conversion of up to 55,000 acres (1979) of irrigated farming to less depend-

able dryland farming with accompanying economic losses. No environmental benefit
would be expected under this alternative.

Current management practices of the Equus Beds Groundwater Management District

prohibit extensive development that could endanger the long-term produc tivity of |
the aquifer.

|
IV, Major Conclusio |

The city of Wichita is the largest city in Kansas that is expected to grow in the
near future. The Wichita metropolitan area is in need of a dependable water

supply to satisfy its expected growth. The surface water of the Chikaskia basin
is the best source of water to meat these M&I needs, |
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The Equus Beds aquif s a source of supply for seve municipalities and is
also needed for existing irrigation. The impacts of ge additional with-
drawals by Wichita from this aquifer would be considerable.

The Corbin dam and reservoir site is the best of all reservoir alternative sites
considered. It is engineeringly sound, economically justified, and environmen-
tally acceptable.

V. Issues to be Resolved

Stream corridors along the Chikaskia River above and below Corbin reservoir
would provide lands for fish and wildlife. Although there is no disagreement
over the amount of land to be acquired for the project, the basic difference in
the FWS's recommendation and the Water and Power Resources Service plan would be
whether the lands would be for mitigation or emnhancement.

The only other issue with FWS remaining unresolved is to what extent the project
will provide water to maintain downstream aquatic habitat.

The FWS and KFGC now maintain that an acceptable level of achievement for this
goal would be the seasonal minimum flows estimated for the Alternate plan.
However, after about the first 25 years of project operation, some of the proj—
ect water supply would be required to maintain those minimum flows. The use of
project water supply for this purpose is opposed by plan formulation group mem—
bers representing the city of Wichita and the Kansas Water Resources Board.
These representatives support the Recommended plan which provides for downstream
releases to be made from the sediment storage capacity for so long as water from
that source remains available.

Recently enacted legislation */ directs the KWRB to identify a minimum desirable

streamflow as part of the State water plan, with final approval of the plan
resting with the Kansas Legislature. Minimum streamflows for the Chikaskia River
and other streams are yet to be developed.

sl R i,
*/  KSA82a-703 as amended in 1980.
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Recosmended NED

Land to be acquired (acre)
Dam and reservoir - fee title 24,
Strean corrldors - fee title 3,
(includes 380 ucres for mitigation)
Total project lands 28,

Aqueduct
Fee title (2 pimplng plants)
Permanent casement
Temporary casement

Create rescrvolr (acres of surface

COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES

620 B 24,620
970 380
20 niles) (2 miles)
590 75,000
20 20

480 480
240 240

vater) +12,600 +12,600

Loss of stream (miles) =1

Loss of strean (acre) . -

4.7 =14.7

183 =183

Loss of wildlLfe habltat (acre) -12,417 -12,417

MBI witer supply

56,400 annually
{aere=faer) up to 100 years

56,400 annually
up to 10D years

Flood protectina (acres) 25,600 25,600

Energy required (ki per year) 41,360,000 41,360,000

Annual yleld avatlable from

flshery management releases

Hitigation area to be made
avatlable to KFGC to be

14,300 (year 0)
the resecvolr for dummstrenn 12,000 (year 20)
9,300 (year 40)
(acre-tt) 6,400 (year 60)
3,200 (year B0)

14,300 (year 0)
12,000 (year 20)
9,300 (year 40)
6,400 (year 60)
3,200 (yeac 80)

0 (year 100) 0 (year 100)

managed for wildlife {acre) 2/ +8,500 +8,500

Low=level tercacing {feet)
Rock jatty (dike) (feet)

Construce brush piles {number)
(350 feet long by 50 fect wide)

Rezoval of timber within main hody
of reservolc for boatiag and
recreatlon (acre)

Pare of reservoir allowed ro remain ane:
in standing tisber for £ish and
wildl{fe purposes

=halfl one-half

Land removed from tax rolls (acre) 28,590 25,000

{Change from private to public
ownership)

Workers eaployed during construcrtlion
(henefLt local ecanomy):

Governnent

Contractual

Relocations:
Farmsteads, fanilities, cte.
Cemeteries
Highuays (milea)
Electrical transaisston lines (atles)

Batse Ln place recently developed
a1l wells

17 LT vater nupniy would decresse gradually after the £irsc 25 years of operatlon.
b

2/ To be fenced with 4=strand barbed wire,
3/ Anchored I selocted arsas.

. K ; Alternate

24,620 : 24,620
10,780

57 miles)

00

20

480
240 240
+12,600 +12,600
-14.7 ~14.7
-183 -183
-12,417 =12,417

56,400 annually 44,6350 annually
up to 100 years 100 years

25,600 25,600
41,360,000 41,360,000
14,300 (ycar 0) 11,750
12,000 (year 20)
9,300 (year 40)
6,400 (year 60)

3,200 (ycar B0)
0 (year 100)

48,500 +8,500

+5,000

0
15

535

one=hal f onc-ho1E

28,590
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COMPARTSON OF ALTERNATIVES (con.)

Recormended NED

Enown archeological and historfcal
sites Inundatcd 4/ 26

Recreation:
4 recreatfon areas on 1,630 acres
of land (initlal annual visitor
days) 5/ 550,000
Lake fishing days annually 63,300
Fishing use (man-days)
llunting and trapping (man-days)
Hunter parking lots
Fisherman access polats
Remove land from erop 8,500 6/
production (acre) (About 95% s
prime Farmland)

Total project inundation-caused i =45,900 45,900
losses of rerrescrial wildlife
habitae unies 7/

few terceserlal habitat units 7/ +58,300 2 +58,300
created by fatensive manage-

ment of the 8,500 acres by KFCC

Intenslve management of stress +18,100 +48,870
carridors cauld provide addi-

tional rerrestrial vildlife

habitat unirs 7/

Loss of strean-orfented Fish -4,958 -4,958 -4,958
in inundated river (pounds)

Gain of lake-orienred flsh +1,875,000 +1,875,000 +1,875,000
(pounds):

Intensive management of strean 421,100 8/ 41,762 +49,300
corridors vould produce addi-

tional stream-orlented fish®

and would replace the 4,958

pounds of stream-oriented

fish lost to (nundacion

(pounds)

J Based on 207 st survey of the proposed Corbln reservolr operatlon lands.
Increasing to 650,000 {n 10 years,
Does not include cropland within 6,800 acres of stream corridors.
Based on FWS assigned wildlife h-lh(lal units

Alternate

26

458,300

-4,958

+1,875,000

21,100

The flgures for the Recommended, NED, and EQ alternatives apply only to the first years of operation when there is sufficlent
water in the scdiment storage to maintain downstrean habltat. After this time the standing crop of fish below the daa would

decline until ar year 100 when it would be significantly less than these mmbers indicate.




-

T NPT T




B o e S B AN

WATER SERVICE ALTERNATIVES

Kanopolis
Adequate

Milford
Water Quantity Adequate
Water Quality. Poor Good

Total Construction Costs Unknown Unknown

o BNl 5 S e e T T g e g ra

Intercity Cooperation

Construction Time

Estimated Distance

Estimated Pumping Elevation

Agricultural Land Taken

Loss of Streamside
Environment

Displacement of
Farm Homes

Congressional Action

Required (Irrigation to

M&I)

Legal Issues Associated

with Basin Transfer

South Central Kansas
Water District

5 to 10 years
80 miles
+200 ft.
Unknown

No

Unknown

Yes

South Central Kansas
Water District

5 to 10 years
150 miles
+500 ft.
Unknown

No
Unknown

No

Corbin
Adequate
Excellent
$246,010,000
Wellington

10 to 20 years
40 miles

+350 ft.
17,429 acres

Yes
70

No
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PROPOSED RESERVOIR NEAR CORBIN *
Cost to users 519.3 lmllmn a ;rcar, study says

‘The U. Inl.erior Departmenl this .

- week . recommended - that Wichita
build a dam on the Chikaskia River

near Corbin to meel the city's futnre

But ﬂzmly 's Inpwa!.er official said

Friday that Wichita isn't likely to buy _

the $246 million project. &

- Because the city would have to ap- -

prove and pay for the dam and 40-mile
pipeline, city Water Director John
Wynkoop said Friday he's looking
north, to the Kanopolis and Milford

.reservmrs. !‘or-less eosﬂy sources oi

water.

“1 think Coriin is a good reservoir
site," Wynkoop said. *“The thing that
prevents us from considering i ll.al this
time is the cost of the

THE CITY would have to repay-
more than $240 million of the $246
million cost of the project, which
would be built by private contractors

" and initially financed by the federal

government, under a plan proposed
{See COSTS, 104, Col. 1)

May. Doom Corbm Reservoi ir Plan
Wynkoop said he wouldn't eliminate ]ate 1970s. But work on u;z rs;‘:fl ;

o meet




week recommended that  Wichita

build a dam on the Chikaskia River

near Corbin to meet the city's future
_ " water needs.

Bul the city’s lop water official said
Friday that Wichita isn't likely to buy
the $246 million project.

Because the city would have to ap-
prove and pay for the dam and 40-mile "
pipeline, city Water Director John
Wynkoop said Friday he's looking
north, to the Kanopolis and Milford -
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water to meet

would provide enough
into the 21st

@ From Page 1A

Fr Il‘l. g i the city’s water needs

by a Interior Department study res century.. . .

leased this week. ‘ The Chikaskia study assumed the
The payments over a S0-year period ity would need more water in 10

1;1, a 7.21 percent interest rate would * vears, But Wynkoop said the city-
cost city water users about §19.8 mil-  Goesn't believe it needs new water

“‘:‘d per year, according to the federal oy rces before 2000. °

sl = ph

y, - -
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! city could be getting water from Mil-
! ﬁgﬁ!’wﬁk:p‘:;'{zcﬁ" as It once  [ord — which could provide the city l.ﬂ
{ L, ; million gallons per day, or Kanopol is
The report, completed by the Inte  _ yhich could provide the city about

| rior Department's water and POWer 45 million gallons per day.

service, recommends con- , ~ wymkoop said pumping water from -

resources
struction of a 91-foot-high dam that  gijford, near Junction City, or Kano-
. would transform 14 miles of the Chi-  pojis near Salina, would satisly the
Kaskia River inlo 2 12,600 acre reser- iy g water needs through 200.
voir in south eentral Kansas, Under " yi COST OF building
the proposal, a 4-mile pipeline would  pineline from Kanopolis or a 100-mile
pump enough water fo Wichita 10 pipeline from Milford would be $130
doble the city's daily waler use €2 mllion to §170 million, Wyrikoop said.
+ pacity. : ! Amwizmu ismoving to m scve;;l
i : ; other Kansas cities in sharing
{ WICHITA WATER users CONSUme . costs and the water of the reservoirs,
about 50 million gallons of waler per  pe gaid. %
d&y the same am;:: pmjecl‘edéoi !
: roposed Chikaskia reservoir. Bu g
yrhonp said he's contdent s sharing the cosla and
i

wal
W
i the Milford or Kanopolis reservoirs

** McPherson, Salina, Abilene, Hesston,
- Newton. Hutchinson and Haysville.

Corbin Reserv

Wynk'oop said he wouldn't eliminate

site,” Wynhoop 200d. * dng Mihig ues

prevents us from considering it at this e

time is the cosl of the project and the
cost of borrowing money."

ol

THE CITY would have o repay
more than $240 million of the §246
million cost of the project, which
would be built by private contractors
and initially financed by the [ederal
government, under a plan proposed

* | (See COSTS, 10A, Col. 1

. the Chikaskia project as a potential
-, water source, but said he doubts the
city would finance such a costly proj-

oiir‘:"Plan" -

] _ o :
ate 1970s. But work on the study con-
i !‘mued. and after three years was fin-

with a push from the

i Reagan
administration. S

ect. He said the state could consider ; The reservoir would force 70 farm

paying for the project..

“The Chikaskia project will be the
subject of public hearings in
‘cember, when the City Commission
could decide whether to act on the
proposal, Wynkoop said.

consideration since the 1930s.

federal government shelved the pro-;

posal in 1967, re-funded a study in 1974 i

and shelved the proposal again in the-

a 40-mile

Among the oﬁ!er cili.es Interesiﬁ in |
are |

' families to leave their land and would

dam one of Kansas' few remaining

{ free-flowing rivers. But the federal
* government

has said the project
would provide a valuable supply of

The project has floated in andout of- , good water and recreational appar-.

The

tunities and solve the area's periodic °
flooding problem. | !

Nelther Miord for.Kanopelis' ()
was studied as an option. .
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iz The Case
“Several things are clear from the feasibility
réport and draft environmental statement is-

h G
¥
o~

| sued last week on the proposed Corbin Dam on

thé Chikaskia River in Sumner County. The
project, intended to meet Wichita water needs .
by, 1991, a decade hence, would be; E

o Economically unsound. Tt would require
Wichita water users to come up with $19.8 mil-
lion a year over a S0-year period in order to
repay the federal government for its initial
cost — a cost that likely would multiply many
times before actual construction,
§.Environmentally unacceptable. It would
destroy a free-flowing prairie stream of great .
| Stenic beauty and recreational potential, per-
haps the best-quality such stream still existing
in-Kansas : ; : ;

@ Socially unjustified, It would force 70 farm
families off their land, for the sole benefit of

ichita residents, thus intensifying the hostili-
tyTelt by many rural residents toward urban
“dwellers. : i

:® Agriculturally counterproductive. It would
displace 17,000 acres of some of the best
wheat-growing country anywhere in the world,
‘Teducing Kansas' annual wheat yield by

700,000 bushels.

Agamst C

.

Fi
orbin Dam
® Politically unrealistic. It would
Congress and the administration, in a time of
ﬁgcpl austerity, to seek federa| funding for the
initial cost of a project whose need has not been
proven and whose feasibility, for the ieasons
stated above, is in serigus question.

Strangely, the Bureau of Reclamation plan-
ners who produced last week's report ap-
parently gave little attention to Wichita’s
prospects for deriving a large part of its future
water supply from existing reservoirs, partic-
ularly Milford Reservoir in Geary County.
John Wynkoop, city water director, says either
Milford or Kanopolis Reservoir, in Ellsworth
County, could provide enough additional water
to meet Wichita's needs into the next century, '
He disputes the claim the city will need an- !
other water source within 16 years, . i

Not only could water be piped to Wichita -
either from Milford or Kanopolis at about half
the cost of the Corbin Pproject — with user cities -
along the way sharing the cost — but the water
could be run mostly downhill. Corbin water
would have to be pumped uphill, requiring at
least three expensive pumping stations. The

ilford alternative is especially appealing,
because the pipeline could be laid along exist-
ing rights-of-way, minimizing disruption of the
countryside. . -

Besides the prospective water sources al-
ready available, the implementation of a
Wichita water conservation plan would reduce
the need for water dramatically over the com-
ing years. Untold quantities of water are wast-
ed yearly at present, with no return to anyone,
Even if additional water were not needed
eventually, to squander such a precious re-
source is reprehensible, and a water conser-
vation plan should be put into effect in any
casa : :

The appearance of the Corbin Dam report, |
after many months of delay and uncertainty,
at least gives city officials a firm basis on
which to plan for future water needs, and to
Place those needs in some kind of perspective.
Acting on the information it contains, the Cor-
bin project now should be scratched from the
drawing boards, before any more time and
moriey are wasted, and so planning can pro-
ceed on more realistic and acceptable alterna- :

require
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| THE CITY OF WICHITA
) OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE October 12, 1981
TO John Wynkoop, Director of Water and Water Pollution Control

FROM Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

suBJECT Draft Environmental Statement --
{ Chikaskia Project

| Attached is a copy of a draft Environmental Statement - Chikaskia Project,
| Kansas-Oklahoma, prepared by the U. S. Department of the Interior.

{ It is my understanding that you received a copy of the draft statement as
did Robert Lakin, Planning Department.

{ Please assume responsibility for preparing draft comments on behalf of the
| City for the Mayor's signature, within the 90-day time frame outlined in the
| letter from Mr. Weimer, Department of the Interior.

Any comments which may be received through this office from other agencies
or boards will be forwarded to you for consideration. Should comments from
other department directors be deemed necessary, please invite those comments.

(=]

Robert G. Finch
Deputy City Manager

RGF/hpd
Attachpents
cc: JRobert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
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SOUTHWEST REGION
‘COMMERCE BUILDING, 714 §. TYLER, SUITE 201
IN REPLY AMARILLO, TEXAS 79101
REFER TO:
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0CT 2 1981
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Honorable Robert Brown
Mayor of Wichita

City Hall

455 North Main
Wichita, KS 67202

58 T e T

Dear Mayor Brown:

To comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, we have
prepared a- draft environmental statement (DES) for the Chikaskia Project,
Kansas-Oklahoma.

In accordance with section 102(2)(C) of NEPA, we are requesting comments of
various Federal, State, and local agencies on the DES. When comments of the
agencies concerned are received, we will complete a final statement, which will
then be sent to the Commissioner for departmental processing and forwarding to
the Environmental Protection Agency for filing. Any comments that you make will
be included as an attachment to the final statement.

We would appreciate receiving your comments within 90 days from the date of this
letter.

To aid you in your review of the DES, also enclosed is a copy of the feasibility
report. ;

Sincerely yours,

ACTING FOR
Robert H. Weimer
Regional Director

2 Enclosures

D i R T
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAD, OF RECLAATION
SOTHIMEST KEGION

COMMERCE BUILDING, 714 5. TYLER, SUITE 201
RiRERY AMARILLO, TEXAS 79101

REFER TO: . g E@EHMED

Jul 3 1 1981

e

AUG 10 198]

: METRO!
Mr. Gerald Hollman POLITAN PLANNING
350 West Douglas Avenue -
Wichita Chamber of Commerce

Wichita, KS 67202

AR T T T T S T b T R T SN T P

Dear Mr. Hollman:

This is in response to your telephone conversation with Mr. Dan Rubenthaler of
my staff concerning the progress and future schedule of the Chikaskia Project.
As you are aware, a review of the feasibility report and Draft Environmental
Statement (DES) has just been completed by all agencies of the Department of the
Interior. After slightly revising the report and DES as necessary to
accommodate the comments, the DES will be officially filed with the
Environnental Protection Agency (EPA). The report and DES will then be released
for the formal 90-day review period by other interested Federal agencies, the
State of Kansas, and, of course, the city of Wichita. Forty—five days after
filing the DES with EPA, field hearings can be held. During these field
hearings, testinony on the adequacy of the DES is received and traditjonal
statements of support or nonsupport for the project. During these hearings (as
a general rule) most statements received are against the project, because these
people are more vocal. Therefore, those that support the project should also be
heard from so that a true cross section of views can be obtained. It appears
that the carliest that these hearings could take place is about the first part
of October 1981.

The testimony and comments received from the field hearings will be responded to
and made a part of the DES. The DES will then be ready to be filed with EPA as
a "Final Environmental Statement” (FES).

The next step would be for the Secretary of the Interior to forward the
Feasibility Report and FES to the President of the United States, through the
Office of lanagement and Budget (OMB), for his consideration and views from the
standpoint of the administration's program. Upon (XIB's concurrence, the report
and Environmental Impact Statement would be forwarded ta the President of the
Senate and Speaker of the House for consideration by the Congress. However,
this does not preclude any member of Congress from introducing authorizing
legislation at any time.
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After the project is authorized, a "Definite Plan Report" will be prepared,
along with a repayment contract with the water users, recreation and

Fish and Wildlife sponsors, design data collected, designs and specifications
prepared, construction bids let, and initial construction begun. To reach this
initial construction start would take about 5 years; then with 5 years to
construct the project, water could be ready for the city of Wichita in 1991,
which is the time our projections say that the city will need the water.

As you can see, there is still a lot of work to be done in a short time. While
the report is progressing satisfactorily, your continued support is appreciated.
If you desire any further information or .explanation, please advise by con-
tacting Dan Rubenthaler of my staff.

Sincerely yours,

Bl W Wrome

Robert H. Weimer
Regional Director

cc: Commissioner, Attention: 737
Oklahoma Representative, Oklahoma City, OK
Kansas Representative, Topeka, KS

7 S AT A T e s




August 5, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: Corbin Reservoir File

FROM: Gerald H. Holman

RE: Conversation with Dan Rubenthaler and Hayden [fre regarding status
of the project

On August 5, 1981, I contacted Mr. Dan Rubenthaler to discuss the status of the
‘Corbin Reservoir report. This was in direct response to receipt of his letter
dated July 31 wherein the anticipated schedule over the next several months

was discussed as well as the commitment which the city needs to make during

the upcoming public hearing. It is interesting to note that there is contradiction
between Mr. Rubenthaler and Mr. regarding resolving the differences between
the Bureau of Reclamation and the Fish and Wildlife Commission. Key elements

of both conversations are summarized below. 5

1. Conversation with Mr. Dan Rubenthaler

A. Corbin Report was sent to the Ft. Worth government printing office
on Friday, July 31, 1981, along with a request to print 500 copies.
The printing should be accomplished within the next two weeks.

The differences of opinion have not been resolved and a meeting
has not been held with the Bureau and the Fish and Wildlife ip
this regard. Printing of the reports and their distribution will
be accomplished with or without the items being resolved.

Within the July 31 letter, Mr. Rubenthaler attempted to discuss the
national exposure which the Corbin Reservoir has received. He
was unable to commit anything in writing. In prior telephone con-
versations, he had indicated that the Corbin project was one that
within the Bureau of Reclamation was considered the only project
"off the shelf." This being the case, it would have received some
amount of exposure as a potential project to be constructed.

Mr. Rubenthaler indicated that since the President has not formally
issued his water policies, little commitment to the Corbin in the
federal government can be made at this time., In general, the
President supports water resource development, Additionally,
several new goals and gu!delines have been distributed, cne of
which is streamlining projects and their planning and construction
to reduce the amount of time required.
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Memo - Corbin Reserv@
August 5, 1981

Page 2

E.

The following person in Washington is the individual directly
responsible for reviewing the Corbin as well as planning of
other projects: e
Hayden C. Lge

Staff Assistant

Planning - Policy Staff
Bureau of Reclamation
19th & C Streets NW
Washington, D.C. 20240
(202) 343-3125

Conversation with Mr. Hayden L,cme

A.

I asked Hayden to receive directly copies of the report upon its
release. He indicated that it would be all right if Dan Rubenthaler
mailed them to me directly .

According to Hayden, the Bureau and Fish and Wildlife Department
will need to resolve the differences in opinion on the project in advance
of release of the report. This could take "a couple of months." If at all
possible, the differences will be resolved earlier than that. Hayden
indicated that the report could be released without all items being
resolved, although an attempt will be made to do so. In any event,

the report will not be immediately released.

-
Hayden Indicated there are two other projects which are farther
along than the Corbin which would more than likely be used as
pilot projects for water resource development in the western
states. Both of these projects are within Colorado.

It would be, at minimum, six months before Secretary Watt could
get his approval on the project and send it to the President. It
would take considerable political doing to have the project funded
within fiscal '83. More than likely, fiscal '84 is the first real
opportunity for funding the project.

Hayden indicated that the federal government is moving more
toward requiring local levels to put up money in advance of go
ahead on the project. This would preclude the federal govern-
mert investing considerable planning dollars when local commit~
ments are not really existing .

In an optimistic schedule, about three years would be required
to complete all the necessary reports and design plans on the
Corbin followed by approximately five years of construction. If
this schedule could be held with a fiscal '84 authorization, then
the project would be completed about 1992, I would note, this is
optimistic.
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The main differences as noted above are in the resolving of differences with

the Bureau and Fish and Wildlife and when the report would therefore be
released. I will maintain periodic contact in order to be up to date on this
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project.

begin discussing the merits of the Corbin project with

mmissions, Representative Glickman, other state officials,
as well as area Chambers and area governments. This will be necessary in order
10 gather much support for the project for the public hearing. Art Woodman and

"1 are to meet to discuss this effort.

It is also important to
the City and County Co
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