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orbin Landowners Seek Signatures
Of Those Opposing Reservoir Project

Wichi'i gover9ment and business leaders urged the federal
government to push for funding of the proposed Chikaskia dam
near Corbin as a solution to Wichita's future water needs.

The endorsements, expressed at a public hearing on the $246
million reqrrvoir· pipeline project, carried no financial commit-
ments for Wichita. which would have to fund the project.

Caliwell and Corbin area residents. in danger of losing their
land and t.' b"e if the Corbin dam and reservoir project is
built aceusnd Bureau of Reclamation officials of publishing an
erroneous report and pishing for construction of the Corbin
dam and recervoir solelv to justify their jobs.

The propoqed Corl,in Project will inundate at least 17.000
acres of prime formland. With the recreation areas and stream
corridors. an estimated 35,400 acres will be removed from

· K,·,-. Sumner Coant, tax rolls. The Sumner County Commissionershave gone on record as opposing the proposed · dam and
reservoir.

dra':=.3 : The average mill levy of the lands to be taken is five mills

thamonehy:th:nT;falfurnY:oirlm,5TLY:',Hcortea
00 1 is over $159.000 accordin,to 1981 tax figures. This is only realestate taxes. Add to that approximately $50,000.$10,000 more

for loss in perwnal property taxes. This estimated loss of over
. $220,000 tix revenue will be made up by all the taxpayers in

Sumner County.

1 The Chikaskia I,andowners are actively encouraging opposi-
tion to the Corhin Dam. The I.andowners seek support for the

, battle they are waging to stop the proposed Corbin Project.
Those who want to 1,9 involved with conserving the
Chikaskia River as a free flowing stream, should sign the letter

··h - of opposition immediately which is available at the following
businesse. in Sumner County.

: , In Wellington:
Pacey Chirrpractie Offices ·

,· · First National Rank
The Hen House

MiLady's Country Store

".- 5,4 \.·......-21-L
.,3 /2-*'2:tx.4-

'l-kNEL* E

Security Stite Rank
Rank of Commerce
Wellington Implement
Sum-rr C··•·intr F:irm
Rire·t't

Wellington Co·op
Ern;e' · plrm E,mipment

In Caldwell:

Kloefkarn Ohevrolet
Stock Errhange Rank
Caldwell qtate Rank
Massey Melton John Deere
Farmer. Co·op

In· Soun H.iver,: 1 ·

Bliek,ve" c., .p itt
9,wrh LI·it··el

Neal: Market

In Ma,·field:

Mayfield St:itc Rank
Mayfield Co-op

In Corbin:

Corhin Lumber Co.

In Oxford:

Oxford Rank

Oxford Elevator

In Argonii:
Forrest Ymplement
Farmer• and Merchants
St·0/ 479'

Botkin Grain Co.

In Conwiv qprings:
Garve,· Grain
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CITY HALL /4470\
MANAGER 316-326-3631202 N. WASHINGTON
CLERK 316-326-281167152 (919) ENGINEER 3 16-326-387 1
UTILITIES 3 16-326-2821OFFICE OF

City Manager
December 21, 1981

$**3

BUREAU OF

9 -AL;Waf3%*h

3.ECLA, 5.'.T:ON
Mr. Robert H. Weimer, Regional Director OKLAI IUMA CITY
United States Department of the Interior 1
Water and Power Resources Service

DEC 2 3 1981Southwest Regional Office
714 South Tyler . ,
Amarillo, Texas 79101

Re: Coment, Chikaskia Feasibility Report Project [ffj O,.aL*:*1:7;0 k,>A- imililigial
Dear Mr. Weimer:

The City of Wel lington, Kansas finds it necessary to protect its water :-
rights in the Chikaskia River. The cities right is the same as allowed inthe Corbin Reservoir Study, 3,400 ac. ft. per year. The problem with theallocation currently i s that it can' t normally be used in the surnmer when i tis needed most. In addition, the City of Wellington has well fields and2 additional water rights in them near the Chikaskia River. The report. unlessI've missed it, doesn't refer to the impact on the well fields.

W;yi,il :a . The City currently 'pulls' about 23% of its annual water supply from thewells, so it is important to know exactly how these will be effected.t

1 The feasibility report has met considerable objection locally, largely , t. 1,09=because of the land acquisition in Sumner County to furnish water to the
y.· 2;PNmCity of Wichita. The Regional Planning Commission, The City of Caldwell,
§*446/ABIand the Sumner County Landowners Association have been very vocal in oppositionWhile the City of Wellington has not taken such a stand, because of the necessityto protect its water rights, there i s much opposition to the taking of such agreat amount of land.

-it ...21%,=L-

Inff *942.8....A
¤14:3!HO ''W :,5-

Finally, Wellington is in a position where it cannot wait long to startaction to alleviate its water supply problems. The City has employed theservices of Wilson and Co., Consulting Engineers, Salina, to make a study ofwater supply possibilities. If the City can find alternatives it may benecessary to take them. Our main concern in this vein is that we believethe City of Wichita, the main benefactor of the Corbin Reservoir, has nointention of making a decision on the Reservoir until such time as it canshow a need for the water. We believe this is a decision it won't make untilmany years in the future. At the same time, the Chikaskia project may be anobstacle to Wellington meeting its needs now.

02.
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Mr. Robert H. Weimer, 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,

Arthur B. Preston

City Manager

ABP/dh

cc: Mr. A. 0. Peck, Project Director J
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

1,

4
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*Chikaskia

Dam Backed
Imills

: By Officials
By MICHAEL GINSBERG

Staff Writer

Local government and business
leaders urged the federal government 

480/==Emi:-2141:2312 iii 2-2Tuesday to pulh for funding of the !& ge'.P.t/1

9. -9 - I proposed Chikaskia dam near Corbin j
as a solution to Wichita·s future water I

1 0 -2 16.;4'3.*,'Eil:.NE':ill,l£ 1.B.:11 Ipublic hearing on the $246 million reg

-cot=E,immEEEN:el=10.9 •s==9= 0AE. E .2% E . 8 2-5 E 8.2 *2 1 i S ZA : s m >. 2 2 which would have to fund the project.

Several government officials said © -
2·0 ·9·03.:i.sio.= g.*r< 125 ?@21/8-/*15 0/·*:g.1#U i after the meeting that they want to

 ./ h- 2 filial#ijaili Mil49 .2 iwig:lift,Ni,gilet *11-1 :PEA -t44
the most up to date and most closely 9
studied," Doug Hahn, director of the 7

0 -17Sedgwick County Department o! En

..4**=bs'.4-
vironmental Resources, said outside

1 00 B 2. 01".1 11 :1 61 9-gl'the meeting room.

3 00 211 1% .1 111 164 2 5 91= , 1»
U .0

1 ·.04·'11!E PRUDENT thing to do is to . W
1 ; tli t.i

develop comparable information for W .31 0%13.0.5141&3112 -1811 7the other alternatives, so you can
make comparisons between them," 1 e .4
said Hahn, who represented Sedgwick , E. 0 - U E *County commissioners at the hearing. © U . -1
•·It wodd be equally imprudent to
castaside atternatives until you know ze ul

in his statement to representatives ©o[ the federal bureau of reclamation.

= h1
recommended the U.S Inter,or De- E 1,38 ipartment -continue *alien o{

.0/2the project as a potential future water 1

4%14?1; 0t1.cludig represen-
tatkes 01 the Metropoman Plannhng
Commimion, the Central Plains Td-
County Planning Commission and the

Ili, CHIIASKIA, tiC, Col. 1)
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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:

1 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

Ft'.r your continued effort on this project.

The City has had no better Federal po · 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 requireinents. 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

RCB/b
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK UNTY DATE 12/10/81 .1/'01--3
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division 
FROM Carl Eric Leivo, Principal Planners Advance Plans Division -

SUBJECT 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 5
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.

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

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

4) The population and per capita water use forec.,sts in the report
are too high. .14

5) The project would change the rural lifestyle of the area.

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

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

8) There will be an increase in local crime when the Corbin Reservoir
is opened for recreation purposes. 42.

9) The Corbin Dam will be located in an earthquake hazard zone. 43=...1."/#
·EENE--2

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

-@ 106:
Et.

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

Pt•,2

2%
-3,2

PEN

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

Fo«.3·, * r') U

-737=*35559

222



1 ..

0

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.

Of 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

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.

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:rh

cc: John Wynkoop, Director of Water
Art Woodman, Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce Water Resources Committee

*01
Gerald Holman, Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce

James Gardner, II, Chairman, MAPC
Steve Martens, Chairman, Advance Plans Committee, MAPC

would not be enough to satisfy their future municipal and industrial water needs.

To summarize, the public hearing, speakers and audience, were vociferously

'f
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December 1, 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

Dear Mr. Weiner:

Sedgwick County officials recently received copies of

kti

the Draft Environmental Statement, Chikaskia Project,
Kansas-Oklahoma and the Feasibility Report, Chikaskia
Prolect, 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 Chikaskia Project:

:fs "Water supply needs in Sedgwick County, both
for domestic and industrial use, are projected
to increase significantly into the next century
due to an increased population and increased
industrial base in the Wichita Standard Metro-
politan Statistical 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

3%4
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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 Prdject as a potential future water
y

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

fl

i· ?4
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Recreational Benefits - Corbin Reservoir

Existing Conditions Corbin Reservoir

1. Free Flowing Stream - Reservoir - 12,600 acres
14.7 miles; 183 acres of surface water

2. 25,600 acres subjected 47% decrease in average down-
to flooding; $1 million stream flow; more stable
dollars damage per year environment

3. Narrow strip of vegetation 8,500 acres plus marshes
along stream corridor - "low at upper end of reservoir
wildlife habitat value

4. Lack of public access and use 28,590 acres converted from
private to public use

5. 4958 pounds of stream orientated Additional 1,870,000 pounds
fish species of fish species

6. 1260 private hunting man-days 550,000 initial annual visitor
per year days--increase to 650,000 in

ten years including:
yi4

80,675 fishing man-days
37,200 hunting man-days

A

:Ji'*
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HEARINGS ANNOUNCED ON CHIKASKIA ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT
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Public hearings on a draft environmental statoment on the proposed Chikaskia

Project in south-central Kansas are scheduled in early December by the Bureau of
Reclamation. Information will also be presented on the effect on wetlands and nood
plains.

The City Commission Room in City Hall at Wichita, Kansas, will be the aite for
a hearing on Tuesday, December 8, and the Caldwell, Kansas, High School on Wednesday,
December 9. Both meetings will start at 7:30 p.m.

The draft environmental atatement presents alternatives for meeting the expanding
municipal and industrial water needs of the City of Wichita and the surrounding area·
according to Robert H. Weimer, Regional Director of Reclamation' 8 Southwest Region.
The statement was filed with the Environmental Protection Agericy on October 2, and
written comments will be accepted until December 31.

Reclamation recommenda Corbin dam and reservoir as the most viable of the several

alternatives studied. 1 Corbin dam would be located on the Chikaskia River ih Sumner
County, about 5 miles northeast of Caldwell. In addition to supplying municipal and
industrial water, the project would provide flood protection, recreation opportunities,
fish and wildlife enhancement, and some 8,500 acres of land for wildlife management
by the State. ·

Oral statements at the hearings will be limited to 10 minutes and will be
scheduled u 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 806-378-3400, extension 599.
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STATEMENT CONCERNING THE DRAFT

ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT

CHISKASKIA PROJECT

I AM JIM GARDNER, CHAIRMAN OF THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION. ON NOVEMBER 19, 1981,

THE COMMISSION REVIEWED THE STATEMENT AND AUTHORIZED ME TO

MAKE THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT.

THE WICHITA METROPOLITAN AREA WILL NEED A THIRD MAJOR WATER

SOURCE BY THE 199]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 HIGH PRIORITY OPTION

FOR MEETING THE FUTURE WATER NEEDS OF THE WICHITA AREA.

%%14..
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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

42Amarillo, 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 inipacts 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

JG:CEL:vn
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CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET, WICHITA, KANSAS 67202 (316) 268-4391

November 23, 1981

TO Central Plains Tri-County Planning Committee

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Secretary

SUBJECT 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
interested organizations.

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 1990s.

of a long-range water supply.
A surface water source is the best alternative for development

The proposed 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 environmental impacts of the proposed project.

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

01

The Draft Environmental Statement was reviewed by the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropoltian Area Planning Commission on November 19, 1981. The 4

MAPC favored retaining Corbin Reservoir as a water supply option (see
attached).

2.4
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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
Conunission 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.

84-1 0. UL
Robert A. Lakin, Secretary,/€
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55 November 23, 1981

Robert H. Weiner, Regional Director' 't

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.

.U.:·:
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If the Wichita urban areas grows as projected, an additional *./"".....m"."m

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 ..mil.*"m
may be depleated if more water is withdrawn than at present. In

Butler County, significant development has occurred over the past ..2 -
ten years. Additionally, municipalities in the County have 4/..litk 99suffered severe water shortages. With the recent completion of .... 44-2the El Dorado Reservoir and agreements between Wichita and selected
cities, substantial progress has been made toward solving water 14:»2,244:2*2:4%
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. In some cases the quantity and/or quality ......... 99«4of water from wells is deficient. If the Wichita urban area does

not Obtain a third major source of water, then the water supplies forHarvey County and solutions to water supply problems in Butler County f
would be threatened. It also would be more difficult to find
answers to water supply problems in Sedgwick County.
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DRAFTCOPY
Page 2

November 23, 1981
Robert H. Weiner, Regional Director

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.

Sincerely

f

Eldon Phillips, Chairman

EP:CEL:vn
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WICHITA·- SEDGWICK COONTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
COMMISSION

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET November 23, 1981
WICHITA KANSAS 67202

{316) 268-461

.4

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.0 Therefore, the Corbin Reservoir remains an
option for meeting the future water needs of the Wichita
area.

Sincerely,

James Gardner, II
Chairman

JG:CEL:vn
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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, 32-16!b.

828•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
red background and white diagonal stripe
that is one-fifth (th) 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 Bag when diving or spear
fishing is not in progress.

History: L. 1967, ch. 514, § 2; L. 1969,
ch. 481, § 2; July 1.

82a4123. Same; penalty for violation.
Any person who violates any provision of
this act shall!,c guilty of a mi:demeanor and
upon conviction thereof shall be subject to a
Bne of not to exceed fifty dallars ($50).

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

828·824. Vessels required to be
equipped with loilets designed for dis-
charge in on-shore •ewage 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 hereinafter 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 per,nit 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.

820•823. Leaving. placing or discharge
of receptacles containing sewage into or
near waters prohibited. It shall be unlawful

13
82a•901

eave, discharge or cause to be left,
discharged into or near the waters
te any receptacle containing sew-
ier by the owner, operator or guest
1.

: L. 1973, ch. 415, § 3; July 1.
G. Rules and regulations; opera-
mels registered in other states;
i of vessels. The secretary of
d environment shall adopt such
regulations as are necessary to

idminister and enforce the provi-
C.S.A. 828-824 to 82a-826, inclu-
secretary in adopting rules and

s shall provide that any vessel
wful registration from other than
f Kansas and having marine toilets
or intended to discharge marine
the waters of the state, may be

launched, moored, docked or used
ers of the state, if such vessel is in
:e with all applicable state and
irine toilet requirements applica-
;sociated with the vessel registra-
iessels located on waters of this
be inspected at any time for the
f determining if such vessel is in
e with this act, and the secretary
ignees of the secretary shall have
s necessary to properly enforce
and regulations.

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

1 Violation of act; misde-
iny violation of K.S.A. 828-824,
82a-826 shall constitute a class C

nor.

L. 1973, ch. 415. 4 5, July 1.

8. Applications for license of
indicate presence of approved

and after January 1,1974, all ap-
for license or renewal application
ify the presence of marine toilets
d as required by this act; and the
Ah and game commission shall
te presence of such toilets upon
ate of number when issued to an

L. 1973, ch. 415, § 6, July 1.

· 9.-STATE WATER PLAN

1. Legislative declaration. It is
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Research and Practice Aids:

Levies and Flood Control-3, Waters and Water
Courses#]80.193.

Hatcher's Digest. Waters § 6.
C.J.S. Lei,ees and Flood Control § 4, Waters §§ 230,
1,257.

82a·902. Definitions. The following
words when used in this act, shall have the
meaning ascribed in this sec·tion, except
where the context clearly indietes a dif.
ferent meaning:

(a) "Person" means and includes a natu-
ral person, partnership, organization, asso-
ciatio,1, private corporatio]), public corpora-
tion, any taxing district or political
subdivision of the state, and any department
or agency of the state government.

(b) "Pitl)lie corporatim" means a body
that has for its object the government of a
political subdivision of this state and in-
clu€les any county, township, city, district,
authority, c,r other municipal corporation or
political subdivision of this state.

M "Federal government" means the
United States of America or any department
or agency thereof.

54[istory: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 2, April 23.
20-903. State water plan; adoption;
lions, formulation and adoption; cooper-

ation of 5tate agencies with water resources
board. The Kansas water resources board,
hereinafter referred to as "the board," shall
formulate and adopt, and may from time to
thne 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 xhall cooperate with the Kan-
sas water resources board in formulation of
such plan. The board in formulating the

people of the state depends materially upon 1

592

the proper utilization and control of the
water resources of the state. Proper utiliza-
Non and control of the water resources of the
state require proper development of the
limited. valuable, and implaceable 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 cor
porations of the state often benefit the gen-
eral welfare of the people of the entire state
by constructing, maintaining, and operating
flood prevention projects. The lack of :tate
financial participation relative to such flood
prevention and water conservation projects
is often the cause of the underdevelopinent
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 utilizaticin 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 comprehensiv
state water resources policy be formulate
and that means, including a carefully deve.-
oped plan, be provided for the iniplementa-
tion and enforcement of such policy, which
Dian shall contemnlate. and it is declared to
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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. 462.4 129; July 1.
Research and Practice Aids:

Levees and Flood Control®.3: Waters and Water
Courses.180.

C.J.S. Lettes and Flood Control 1 4; Waters § 230.

(820·904. Same; requirements; recom-endations; standards; development of
water resources. The state water plan shall
establish long-range goals and objectives for
Rood 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 proiected 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 neer
sary or desirable. The plan shall be form
lated and used for the general purpose
accomplishing a coordinated, balanced at
harmonious development of the water re-
sources of the state.

History: L. 19(13, ch. 514, § 4, April 23.
Research and Practice Aids:

Hatcher's Digest, Waters § 6.

820•905. Same; public hearings; no-
.ice; 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 alnendment:thereto. and
to hear protests or petitions of att interested
persons. Notice of such hearing shall be
published at least twice prior to such hear-
ing in the orficial 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. 1,1 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 board
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:

Admini,trative Law and Procedures.453,470.
C.J.S. Public Adininutrative Bodie, and Prneedure

4 130.

82a·906. Same; submission of plan or
ictions thereof to legislature and governor;

. an effective upon enactment by legista-
ture; rules and regulations. The board shall
submit to the legislature and to the governor,
the state water plan or any „ne 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 he-
conie effective until after legislative enact-
ment thereof. The provisions of this section
shall not prohibit the bo·ard from adopting,
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 amending, or promulgating stich reasonableprocedural rules and regulations as it shall
deem necessary for the achievement of pur
poses of this act.

History: L. 1963, eli. 514, § 6, L. 1967,
i. 420, § 3, L. 1974, ch. 451. § 1, July 1.
8211.907. Same; considerations in for-
ulating plan. In formulating the state
ater plan the board shall consider and fol-

low the policies stated in K.S.A. 82a-901. It
shall also give consideration to the follow.
ing:

(a) Maximum economic development of
the water resources of the state for the ben-
efit of the state as a whole.

(b) The benefits to be derived from de-
velopment of reservoir sites for the carli-
bined purposes of flood control, water con-
servation and recreation.

(c) The safeguards to public health,
aquatic and animal life established by
K.S.A. 65-161 to 65-17lf, inclusive, and acts2*.

amendatory thereof and supplemental
thereto.$*12·r (d) Water development policies, when-
ever possible, consistent with the beneficial
development of other natural resources.

Ce) Local development of watershed
conservation, when consistent with sound
economic and engineering principles.

(f) The public health and general wei-
fare of the people of the state.

(g) All appropriation and other rights to
the use of water that exist under article 7 of
chapter 828 of the Kansas Statutes Anno-
tated, and acts amendatory thereof and sup-
plemental thereto.

(h) Order of preference of uses in ac-
cordance with the provisions of K.S.A. 82a-
707, and acts amendatory thereof or supple-
mental thereto, when proposed uses of water
are in conflict with each other and when
available supplies of water are insufficient
for all desired uses.

(i) Theinterretationship of ground water
and surface water supplies and the effects of
evapo-transpiralion on water supply.

(i) Alternative programs, projects, and
developments in the interest of effecting
maximum water resource development.

(k) Means and methods for the protec-
tion of aquatic and other wildlife.

(1) The use of waters to augment the flow
of surface streams for the support of aquatic

W

4%41

and other wildlife and to improve the water
quality of the stream and to protect the pub-
lic health.

(m) The inclusion of conservation
storage in reservoir development and plan-
ning for the regulation of strearnflow for the
purpose of 'quality control, such inclusion
not to serve as a substitute for methods of
controlling wastes at their sources.

(n) The maintenance, preservation, and
protection of the sovereignty of the state
over al! the waters within the state.

(o) Plans of public corporations pre-
pared pursuant to any statutory authority.

(p) Plans and projects of river basin as-
sociations and governmental projects and
purposes.

(q) Such other matters as the board
deems proper or desirable.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 7, April 23.
Research and Practice Aids:

Levi·es and Flood Contro!-3; Waters and Water
Courses-180.

C.J.S. Levees and Flood Control § 4; Waters § 230.
82a·908. Same; action Zonflicting with

state water plan enacted by legislature; no-
tification requirements; approval or prohib-
ition by board; protest by state agency;
miblie hearing, when; copies of determina-
tion to interested parties; injunction pro-
ceedings. (a) After the enactment of the state
water plan by the legislature, whenever any
person proposes, approves, recommends or
authorizes any action that may conflict with
the state water plan as enacted by the legis-
lature, that person may ftle with the board a
notification of the proposed action. The no.
tification shall contain a description of the
proposed action, shall have such form and
content as the board may direct, and shall
constitute a public record in the office of the
board from the time of its receipt in such
office. The board, in accordance with the
state water plan and procedural rules and
regulations which shall be adopted by it,
shall give such notification due considera-
tion and either approve. conditionally ap-
prove or prohibit such action: Prouided, If
the board is of the opinion that the action
does not or will not substantially affect the
state water plan, no further action shall be
taken on such notification, except to so no-
tify the applicant.

(b) Any department or agency of the
state or any public corporation may me a
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protest against any action or proposed action
by any person if the same is or may be in
conilict 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-1
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 al
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.

,

tittlell,imu.iliBBI-

6,1,

(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.
Research and Practice Aids:

Waters and Water Courses.188(1).
Ilatcher'. Digest. Waters § 6.
C.J.S. Waters § 251.
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edch be made at an, in such manner ass
provided by procedura ru es 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

1 reimbuke
of those accounts froni which those legal
obligations were satisfied, in whole or in
part. a id it shal return to the state anv sums
that are not ' .act so applied.
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H's or : L. §63, ch. 514, § 9; April 23.

Researc u d racrce Aids:

Water:. and Water Courses-188(2).
CJ.S. Waters § 251 et s:q.

02n·910. Same; recommendations to
federal agencies as to future water stipply
storage; agreements with federal govern-
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WATERS AND WATERCOURSES

ment; petition concerning future water
supply needs. (a) The board may recom-
mend to any agency of the federal govern-
ment the inclusion in any proposed or au-
thorized federal project of any conservation
stora features for water supply that theboard expects will be needed within the
state in the future for the achievement of th
purposes of this act and the board may e,
tend to und proeure for any agency of the
federal government reasonable assurances
and evilmce that such expected future de-
mands for the use of such storage will be
made within a period of time which wil!
permit payment of the costs alldcated to
such purposes within the life of the project,
if such assurances have lieen authorized by
the state water plan as enacted by the legis-
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Waters and Water Courses#.193.
C.J.S. Waten §§ 241, 257.
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Hist'ory: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 11; April 23.
Research and Practice Aids:

r Waters and Water Courses®.180.
C.J.S. Waters § 230.
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1*KNREllie pu hes BY- thri"*t. Before
Imaking such recommendations 'the board
shall find that (1) such recommended fea-
tures are consistent with the state water
plan;

(2) the recommended features will
achieve or tend to achieve the purposes of
this act:
_(3) ·ha*-M,lid-•

iliI-iggilhat-portion_oflhose features gr
10WEIrfR'6Eoard recommends financing; j,

(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 acl-
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 M
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 CouneN.193.

C J.S. Waters §§ 241,257.

82a•913. Same; statement of state

 costs. When any recommendation is made
y pursuant to K.S.A. 82a-911 and 823-912, 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.

82a·914.

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

1412a·913. Same; contracts with federal
governmetit relative to release of water

41 %3#amillilill"12:914444
..,a

TER PLAN 0 82a·9/9

f ·

.....er from projects or reservoirs and to enter

20 "agreements with -the fwlm*14 ghvm¢
me*lth) res#ect td·the operacion orpror
REor reservoirs for the releases of Water if'
such agreements are authorizA{1@Fihe state +'

terl,Imnis-ena-cted-lif tli€ 16*illituT€
History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 15; April 23.

Research and Practice Aids:

Waters and Water Courses®.183(1).
C.J.S. Waters §§ 228,235.

82,1-916,82a·917.
History: L. 1963, ch. 514, §§ 16, 17; Re-

-pealed, L. 1974, ch. 452, § 22; March 22.

82•·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
ftnancial 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.  . mlhal
BmiRM,mil=tietern,--lai**ers,ia#*i,iliFT

Igmleto receive imancial assistance :romI{RE
..EIBEand the amounts thereot pursuant to
3mrgir In the event the board 91/11 deter-
mine 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. 82,-919, the
board may submit a re(luest 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 nanie of the pul,lic corporation
to which the itein 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 rectuested therefor.

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

Waters and Wakr Courses.188(2).
CJ.S. Witers § 251 ets:q

a28·919. Same; resolution by public
corporation requesting state payments; re-
quirements. In order that any public cor-
poration eligible for state pay„ents under
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WATERS AND WATERCOURSES

the provisions of this act may receive pay-
ment from the state, the governitig body of
the public corporation shall adopt and
transmit to the board an appropriate resolu-
lion 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 said requesting
body and shall pledge that all money re-
ceived from the state linder authority of this1 act will he applied solely to the purposes
speciBed in this act.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 19; April 23.
82,1·920. 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
twenty-five (25) years, which projected costs
the board shall submit with its annual
budget request. In preparing such projec-i."immgo-
tions, the board shall include all items for
which payment is expelled to be made from
state funds.

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 20; April 23.
82.*·92 t,

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 21; Repealed,
L. 1974, ch. 452, § 22; March 22.6--

f:

Wil"*mud.1, 9,31= ··r·..&432 ··<· Wwl4*01:· ..3:4·

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

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

Admitil,strative Law and Promiuree=»386; Lei·ees and
Flood Controt®=3; Waters and Wait, Courses*=202.

C.J.S. Pul,lic Adini,Ii/rative Bodies and Procedure
§ 94  Levees and Flood Control § 4, Waters § 280.

8211·924. 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 shall
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.
Re,earch and Fruc,ice Aids:

1.evees and Flood Control*2; Water: and Water
Comes.]82.

C.J.S. Leve:s and Flood Control § 3, Waters § 226 et
seq.

82a•925. Same; invalidity of part. If
any clause. sentence, paragraph, section, or
part of this act shall be adjudged by any
courtof competentiurisdictionto 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
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with respect829·922. Same; expenditures from ap- which such judgment shall have been ren-propriations for state water resources board, dered, and it shall be presumed that the  state whenevprocedure. All expenditures from appropri- legislature would have enacted this law with ditions permations for the state water resources board the omission of the section, subsection, or (1) The ing,shall be macie in accordance with the appli. clause held to be invalid. , land in the stattcable appropriation act and directions of History. L. 1963, ch. 514, § 25; April 23. i (2) the des[

! dikes so as to {such board upon warrants of the director of Research and Practice Aids:
tural areas to a

accounts and reports issued pursuant to Statutes#64(21.vouchers approved by the executive director C.J.S. Statutes § 96 et seq. ; one year of 14

occurrence in *

or by a person or persons designated by hi82a.926. Same; name of act. This ac,$ dis sabr her.

shall be known as the 'state water plan act. .
areas to a chaf

History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 22; L. 1974 History: L. 1963, ch. 514, § 26; April 23· i
year of one pe

ch. 452, § 21; March 22.

1128·927. State water plan; long-range (4) thedesi
Research and Practice Aids:

als. The long-range goals and objectives ' tires for the p
States„137.

C.J.S. States 1 169. of the state of Kansas for Hood control and so as to providiconservation, development, and utilization , the volume of

The board shall adopt, amend, promulgate, hereby declared to be:
less;and enforce such rules and regulations as are (1) The development, to meet the antici- (5) the destnecessary and proper to carry out the provi- pated future needs of the people of the state,
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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 Hoods;

(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 preventiot, of the waste of the
water supplies of the state;

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

(7) theemcient, economic distribution of
the water supplies of the state; and

(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. Same; listing of general goals
and objectives. The general goals and ob-
jectives of the state of Kansas that are
deemed desirable for the achievement of the
purposes set forth in K.S.A. 323-927, 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
so as to provide sufficient capacity to control
the volume of a flood having a chance of
occurre,ice in any one year of four percent or
less;

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

/2
82a-928

provide sullicient capacity to control the
volume of a Hood having a chance of occur-
renee 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 (nig/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 seepage 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 ur 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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(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 watereourses of the state.

History: L. 1963, ch. 558, § 2, May 12.
82•·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
828.930. 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 financed
by the :;tate, and it recognizes its duty to
fulfill its responsibility and to exercise its
jurisdiction throligh either direct action or
contractual delegation and in accordance
with any agreements made between the state
and any operating person or agency: Pro-
cided, holcecer, That the provisions of this
section shall not be deemed to apply to flood
control features.

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 4; May 12.
90 828·931. 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.
* 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-

0

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 prop
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.
.¥ 820•934. Same; agreements with fed-
oral government to pay for conservation
storage features for water supply; limita-
lions; rehbursement 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 i.as 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 retative to the water re-
sources thereof: Procided howecer. 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
third parties as a result of the finding of
liability 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.

822·935 *0 82a-937.

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

82.-938. State water plan; major res-
ervoirs. The projects and data listed in the
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· state of Kansas
ces thereof.

8, § 6, May 12.

ing evidence of
p: .tures. The Kan-

lay provide evi.
 F y of the federal
m)# i nclusion in any
./i resouree proi

87....p* features for***0 anticipates will"#al"//2 7.1--.I-

following 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

Ach..

the foregoing limitation. No agreement
under K.S.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.

*·nnge itora:e ill'
cations,10=·leel) 1.,ing Range

TABLE-MAJOR RESERVOIRS IN KANSAS

f' 47¢7,3;%.* may include
42&»aEceptions. The
<**f#glhall not apply
30*.**er this section.
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Z:ed States.

; 8; L. 1973,

.st'.uted Con.er/ation vield Long.Inge
comotebon Million Purp".

-1 -4 T.1 Caltin D» ....1N.ne U'81ooune 6. cm„n·

Big Hill Big Hill Creek Lahelle 1%; 'EL 31# 7-1 1.i.,:RC,dar Blulf Sm,iky Hill River ;9 Tre" 23.7

Ceda. Ppint Cedar Creek Cha- and Marion 1.2.4,5

Cheney No/h Fork Ninne,· 1965 Sedpick. Kingman and 80.5 162.8 243.3 310 1,2/
cah River Mello

Clinton Wabruia River 1 D.)uitta, and Shav,nee 2. 18. 397.2 eli !:MiCouncil Ciow .coiho River hlorri, .40 9.7

02%* Ea.1 Branch Wilnut 1977 Butter 79.2 137.0 2362 20.8 1.2.4/

1.Ittir Wal,11,1 81,·er Bliller 1.2.4..5

River

2 21 F•11 River  mI N m: 1:1 1.2.4.5Elk River 9 'lont'omery
For, S-It Mari,at[n River 19HO ./.'blin ji:::
Garnett P.•a. al/mie Creek Andenon and Franktin 1.2.4,5
Glen Elder S.,!,imon River liEi Mitilielland O'boine 7223 24].3 9638 39.8 1.2.:/.4.3

Grove Soldier Creek Shm.nee and jackion
1{ill,date * Bull Citek ..in, 57: 'IM 6% iN list:tohn Kedmend ,·co.ho Ri•·r· iE' Coffey ind Lyon
1,11.11*,1,1 3,iky Hillitiver Eli.worth 234.5 2]35 430.0 -4 2#L
Kenitati Arkania, H/er }lamilton

Kirvon Noith Fo, k Sol/ 1955 Phillips
mon River

Lovewill While ftilk Creek 1957 Jewel
MIrion Cult.inwood liver liI Marion
Melvern Mai,i, des 1974 O'•Ze

.*PIA'·' C·

4943

C,gle, liver

Milford *... a.ve, 1967 C

Norlon Pialite Dog Creek 1965 N

24 = 0
Vermillion Creek Pi

Delawail

Pomnna 11'Mile/reek

Toront,i Verd,gris Rlier 1960 .
Tuwai,ila Whitewater River

Tuttle Cieck Blue River 1963 11

W.biler South Foik Solomon 1956 11,
Alver

4'11,!Ul S8]ine River '965 R
Wi,11·0.ffee Woll lieek Jo

Creek

1-Floud Cnnfrol 3-*An

Muni,ip,lind induitiial 4-Strean,Aow iegulabi

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 12; L.
ch. 516, § 1, L. 1969, ch. 482, § 1, L.
ch. 334, § 1, L. 1974, ch. 453, § 1, L.

ch. 439, § 1; L. 1977, ch. 357, § 1, J

215.1 994 3145 239 1.3.5

503 41.7 , 92.2

59.9 86.6 146.5 1,2.46

200.0 167.0 367.0 27.9 I.2.4.3

cary. Dickinson, Riley 7000 460,0 1,160.0 128.6 1.2.4,5
..a clay

urt.in 98.8 35.9 1:11.7 9.7 1,2.4.5

illaualornie 1.2.45
fl,riui, and Althhon 480.0 290.0 . M '.4.3.6
'al:e IG2/ M 2465ood•011••d Greenwood 172.0 1.3 99 EN

1,2,4.5

le„Mu•h,11.d 1.933.0 4130 2.346.0 226.2 1.4,5,6
Poll.walome

loks 183.4 77.3 260.7 17.3 1.3.5

-ell and Uncoln 3100 2650 7750 55.8 1.2.14,5,6
hnion

AM-"m l and wittllife

in Navigali,in

1967, 82a·939. Same; watershed projects.
1971, The programs and data listed in the follow-
1976 ing table, identified as TABLE-WATER-

' SHED PROJECTS. are hereby made a part
Tuly 1. of the state water plan.

*i-92.

i.·t · ·. Pe; -Am.

*Ae. 4.AN«».f?=
.r«£72?224'k· · 4€:,1 ; 29

. ner-WATERSHED PROJECTS

1 14%........../MFFS /5 long
1 # 9 toll; .tul I pew ....

e.1,-1,d OJIISmdiOn (al:re·f€ft::032; March 22. ! t)1%:nct completion Flood ard 1. Pur-:0.:'e N.ne No• County 6 Cor,1,01 Se(liment ./ annun,) P-

li in the Cimarron 3 G " 1960 323 189 712 0 1 ......F....

601

.F 44.dio;JITA

75 Ila . 1 742

i.11 J.:t, C f€Rfi?43; -  . ·. :i 1fty:i,;plfi,0:·*  '4;*
9.1.

%4224··



82a-939 WATERS AND WATERCOURSES

TABLE-WATERSHED PROJECTS-Continued

Dimia
estirn,ted COm=10.

N•me No.• County
Flood

Conlrol Sedimen' •ni,um, Proitct

L/le Delaware- 3• Blown and Af hison 1970 1.940 890
Mii,lon 2,830

'ompionville 6 J.fletion 19/0 440
Nemah/·Brown 7

0 1
Ve,million Ocek

Nemahind Brown 191,2
Andale 1

Peton Creek

9 C./·1,·k W.nul-Wei
975

Delawire 2,198 301
t0

2,502 0 1
Ato·,ion, Jack,0.,. Jell. 19646 642h 2.226' 0

Rovs Creek
mon and Nemihi

Humbold:
South Fork

Geary Ind Morm

Snipe Creek

Fi- Creeki !3 Cl•yand Cloud
1

1942
Cr,nl·Sh*11:hai 1

Ealle Creek
Chaul/uqua 1972 2.207 762 2/9 0 1

Pony Creek
Bele Creek Chautii,qua id KIonlgomely 1970
Spring Creek 16

8.215 1,2/ 9,434
Sed,wi<k 1975

Chem·Plum Greeks
3.071

17
1.142 4.213 0 1

Spill Creek
Allen and 1%'00*hon 1950 Pa,;nee.ve:

Little Walnut·Hickory !8 Butler atid Grrenwood 1971
Fing/n€k m

17.075 2.647 19.722 0 1
CoHey alid Osage 2971 3.586 1,075 4.661Fal Miver 21

0 1
Grcenwoid and Butler 1971

Whitewater River
42.741 10,693 33,414 1.oil 1,2 T,uy CreekBuller, lianey, MaMon 1978 31,736 6.578 38,314 1.5 On. Cit,ekmul Sed,Iwick

Upper Ve,dtgris 24 Rock CfeekLyon and Cieenwood 1972
Silve, Creek

32.037
23

8,915
Chse

40.952
1967

110 1.2.5
2.514 2.817Whae Clay. Bic-ry 26

0 1 Mill C,eckAtchi,an 1965
Muddy Creek

1.941 6,53927 0 1
Butter '965 5.135 1.032Rock Creek 6,167 0 1
Butler ind Cowley 1976 14.231 2.851 17,082 0 1

Doyle Creek
Peun Creek 29 Nroiho Ja,n Daw
Cle- Creek 30 Sed.wick
Big Caney 3I Chutauqi:., Cowle, 1972 .,42: 0 1 Allen Creekand El-
Turkey Creek 32 Pon,watomie CreekDi,kinwn wd M/on 1973 12,407 2.403
Upper Watnul River 14.810 0 133 Butle, and :4,c 1978 26.721 4,6211 31,349Twin Cancy Chautiuvua. Elk Ind 1973

Crous/Sil.. Cneks
35,677 16,019 51,696

Mo:,Igornriy 645 1.2,5
Wakana. 33 Douilai. 0,age,.Shawnee 1977 29.227 10.872

1£)ng-Scon Cteeki
40.099 110 1.15 Jacob,·Phenis '-,ceksand W,b•unser

Upper Black Verminion 37 Upper Little A,kin-*W and Nemahi 1976 31,996 14,573 46,571 78 1,15 RiverTimber Creek 38 Butter ind awlcy 975
Coxne Creek

19.324 23.832 43.156
Kingmin and Reno

NO[} 1.2.3 1.abette and //Elkq . ·;,;1
Lyons Creek 41 Deck.

Dirkin.0.1. Cealy. Maion 1978 17.655 9,094 26,749 1,2,3ind Morrii
Cedar Creek

Crol Creek MIll Creek
..... .tlawN.mle 1977 14.797 3,139 17.956 0 1

ind Shawnee
Spl]Iman Creek 43 • O./nized unde: K. S.LLincoln. Mitchell. 0,. 1975 13,700 4.700 18,490 0 1

:orne and Rus,ell b. Nebo Cieek, a „bdi/rt

Lo:! Creek IMIn 1960 Ill 180
c. lania• portion.

Rock Creek 45
0 1

Pon.w.tomie
I Pilot ....hed.

1980
Salt Cr-k 1

46 Lincoln, Mitchell 1976 25.490 7,448 32.938 0 1
1-Flond Conliol

Elk River 47 Buller, Ch.ui.u™, Green·
indott.w.

1976 30,233 12.912 63.193 0 1
wood. Eli, and
Wilion History: L. 191%*fb

Big Creek 48 9.y. Greenwood. 1977 1 ch. 516,§ 2, L. 14*2
Lyon and Wood,on

Lakin 49 Ke•iny 1970 2,598 455 ch. 334, § 2, L. 1 Ii*r:.3.053 0Middle Creek 50 Linn and MUmi 1977
Mission Creek 5] Minhall 1973 2.054'
Mi. Hope 2.851' 0 1

Renoind Sedgwick 1978
Deer Creek

3.291 352 3,643 1 82a·940. Sa*€€4 2,1 ?;2·*4:4855 Allen Ind A.*rion 1980
Call· Creek and pro rams. It

35 Neosho and Wilson
Dry Creek Cliy. Cloud, Repi,ble 1976 policy c the stat

1
and Waihingtor

Wet W,Inut 58
sion of the pro:.

Barton, LIne. Ness. 1980 1.2.3.5
Piwnce. Ruih and Scott herein as apart CY

Duck Creek 59 Elk, Montgomery 1977 4.497 5.103 1 not be deemed tok
ind WIt.on

Middle Wilnut planning, develoff60 Butte. Cowley. Sed:* 1980

wlck ind Sumner or management €
Dimond 61 Chle inJ Mom, 1980 t not listed: Pro:469Middle Creek 62 Chm. Mulon /980 1

and Mon' program is not 8
Switzter

1960 2 851 545 3.396 O 1 water plan.Ark Tribut'ries COwle, History: L. 15. ; f....79WolF River 66 Brown, Alchison 1980

•nd Donlphan
Fhher and Criss Cloud

1.3
82.·941. Sal

Creek,

Sand Creek 68 research related. l, €Muion Ind Harvey 1976 1,5
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TABLE-WATERSHED PROJECTS-Concluded
j

Actull or

eltimated01

compietion Flood Con=ron $- Purpo.
of

I
.Inum) Project

Nime No. County Control Sediment Tolal annum) prolect
1

Snip. Cnk 69• M.hall
1956

89' 0 1vemIllion Creek 70 Mar,hall0 1
. Chase 1980

I

Mon Creek
1

Witnul·West 72 Greenwood 19800
Rey'• Creek 75 Brown

19800 1
South Foik 76 Outter, Chate Ind '980

Creenw/,d1
E•gle Cieek 77 Lyont

0 1
poly Creek 78 Brown. Nemah•. Kanias 1980

1ind Richardion. Neliki0 1
Sprm: C..k M0 1

Edward,. Flnney,pawn- River 81
1

Ford. Gray. Hodleman.0 1

Lane, Nest, Fawnce and0 1
Rush1.090 1.2

buy Creek 82 D@uglas and FranWinf4
1.5

Otter Creek 83 C,eenwood and E:.
Rock Creek 84 Mo-, Lion,nd110 1.9.5

Wah'uniee7 0 1
Wibaun,ee. Riley.0 1

Midi Crcik 85

0
I D<Ole Cieek

Geary and Il.rii,
86 'ancy and Marlen0 1

jame, Drill 87 CH», Wich" /tam·1

Illon. Ke,iny and
FImey0 1

Ailin Creek 89 Lyon
Pottawatomie Creek 90 Caey, Franklin, Li,in,0

Miami *id Andef.un
Crouic·Sihe, Creeks 92 Elk, Biltler Ind645 1.2.5

COW.
93 Coi[€9110 1.15 Jacobs.phed Cirek, Lyon and /42

Upper Linte Aikaniat 95 Elli•·oih, Ric/. Ate·78 1.2.5 Ri•er Phrnon ud Rcm,3,7. '. 20·5
labette and //kberry 96 Lime and Xmho

Creeki
1.2,5 Ce¢tai emk 97 Wot,on wd Gn:rnwood

Mill Criek .,IrIMin0 1

L Ornized :inder K. S. A,. Chapter 24. A/ide 12.0 1

b. Nebo Creek. a #ul,di.trict of I}elaware Wilenhed joint Disfi// 10
c. Kans. pnnlin'0 2
• pil,/w/*enhed.

!Iption use Recrealion. Sih ind wildlife
0

2-Municiplanit In,1,15/rial 4.-SlreamROW fegul,hon Navigalion0

History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 13; L. 1967, Kansas that atI agencies of the state havingch, 516, § 2; L, 1969, ch. 482, § 2; L. 1971, responsibilities affecting the water resourcesr

ch. 334, § 2. L, 1974, ch. 453, § 2; L. 1977, of the state shall, insofar as circumstancesch. 357, § 2, July 1. permit, carry on basic data collection, re-0

820•940. Same; additional projects search, and analyses conc:erning climate,
and programs. It is hereby declared to be a streaunflow, water quality. groundwater
policy of the state of Kansas that the inclu- levels, character and geographical extent of
sion of the projects and programs listed groundwater reservoirs and their relation to
herein as a part of the state water plan shall both surface and underground waters, inter-

relation of surface and groundwaters,not be deemed to preclude the investigation,
methods and techniques br rechargingplanning, development, control, operation,
roundwater reservoirs, probable yieldsor management of any project or program ron, surface and groundwater reservoirs,not listed: Prouided, That such project of

program is „ot inconsiste,it with the state seepage and evapotranspiration losses, and
such other matters that relate to the water

' €6 · ,6

0 1 water plan.
History: L. 1965, ch. 558, § 14; May 12. resources of the state, and those agencies

shall direct their attention to the problems o f82a•941. Same; agencies to perform water distribution, quality, pollution. sup-1, S

research related to water resources. It is ply variability, floods, and supply in relation1.5

hereby declared to be a policy of the state of to demand.
rely

603
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History: L. 1965, ch. 53
82,1.942. Some; Unite

not affected. Nothing in t
deemed as an addition to, c
of, any rights, powers, or ju
United States, or those actir
authority, with respect ti
sources of the state.

History: L. 1965, ch. 55
82a•943. Same; libera

ad. This act shall be const
eff€·cllate the purposes her

History: L. 1965, ch. 55

82a•9.1-1. Same; seve,
clause, sentence, paragraph
of this act shall be adjudge€
competent jurisdiction to 1
judgi:,ent sliall not affect, i
date the remainder thereo
confined in its operation to
fence. paragraph, section oi
realy involved in the contr
such judgnient shall have b
it shall he presumed that
would have enacted this lai
sion of the section, subse
held to lie invalid.

History: L. 1965, ch. 55
8219·13. Same; defini

lowing words when used i
have the meaning arcribed
except where the context el,
different meaning:

(a) "Person" means and
ral person, partnership, orp
ciation, private corporation,
tion, any taxing distric
subdivision of the state, and
or agency of the state or fed,

(b) "Federal governme
United States of America or
or agency thereof.

History: L. 1965, ch. 55

82:,·946. Same; title. 1

known and may be cited as
plan."

History: L. 1965, ch. 55,

Article 10.-CROUNDWAl
MENT DISTRI

82a•!001 ¢0 820·1019
History: L. 1968, ch. 4{

Repealed, L. 1972, ch. 386,

82/·1020. Legislative,
hereby recognized that a ne

e

a] districts for the proper
he groundwater resources
ie conservation of ground-
for the prevention of eco-
on; for associated endeav-
ate of Kansas through the
,riculture; and to secure for
fit of its fertile soils and
n with respect to iational
s. It is the policy of this act
water use doctrine and to

ht of local water users to

lestiny with respect to the
water insofar as it does not
basic laws and policies of
is. It is, therefore, declared
interest it is necessary and
mit the establishment of
Iagement districts.
972, ch. 386, § 1, july 1.
Journal References:

im the water depiction deduction
L 453, 460 (1977).

lefinitions. The following
in this act shall have the
meanings respectively

in this section:

means any geological for-
4 yielding water in suffi-
hat it can be extracted for
es.

ieans the board of directors
, governing body of a
Iagement district.
gineer" means the chief
ivision of water resources
te board of agriculture.
means a contiguous area

ine or more iquifers, to-
area in betwen, which is
troundwater management
iii act and acts amendatory
mental thereto.
voter" means any person
ner or a water user as de-
(cept as hereafter qualified.
mon of the age of eighteen
ward shall be an eligible
under this act if (1) he or

r who owns, of record, any
erest in land, comprisinf
e contiguous acres iocatea
aries of the district and not
rate limits of any munici-
or she withdraws or uses
n within the boundaries of
amount of one acre-foot or

WATERS AND WATERCOURSES

,8, § 15; May 12. creation of speci
d States powers management of I
his act shall be of the state; for tl

iran impairment water resources;

irisdictien of the nomie deteriorati

ig by ortinder its ors within the st

) the water re- stabilization of aL
Kansas the 'bene

8, § 16; May 12. favorable locatio
and world market

I construction of to preserve basic
med Iii)erally to establish the rigl
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'4; MAPC Will Support Corbin Reservoir PlanningThe proposedforbin reservoir remains a possible where a federal government environmental impact mean ending studies of other potential wateri solution to Wichita's future water needs, members report is to be discussed.
sources.

I of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission said
Corbin is ··certainly the most significant project

1 Thursday.
No decision to go ahead with the $246 million that wehave studied and have availableto us at the

1 8. a ....trn.,ic unt' 1+,Al ..rar.0,1 r.ntini,1 projecthasbeenmade, andotheralternativeshave n,r--1 " 1 .bilt c.•2;,1
! s,4,4 -of-tt£-coAA reservoir plan. which calls-fol

been suggested to neet Wichita's future water Gerald Holman of tlie Wichita Area Chamber of

1 bmiding a dam ontheehikaskia Rivernear Corbin.
ne€ds.

Commerce also urged that planning commissioners

I in south·central Sumner County.
Planning Department Director Bob Lakin said endorse the Corbin project as a "viable alterna·1 The endorsement will be submitted at public the endorsement meant ··This is still a viable proj· live." Holman said a number of questions must be1 hearings next month in Wichita and Caldwell. ect as far as we're concerned," but said it didn't answered about other potential water sources.
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MAPC Will Support Corbin Reservoir Planning
, The proposed Corbin reservoir remains a possible where a federal government environmental impact mean ending studies of other potential watersolution to Wichita's future water needs, members report is to be discussed.

sources.( of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission said
No decision to go ahead with the $246 million Corbin ks "certainly the most signmeant project &; Thursday.

that we have studied and have available to us at the 71On a unanimous vote, they endorsed continued project has been made, and other alternatives have
moment," Lakin said.study of the Corbin reservoir plan, which calls for been suggested to meet ,Wichita's future water

Gerald Holman of the Wichita Area Chamber ofbunding adam on the Ch'ikaskia River near Corbin, needs.

Commercealso urged that Planning commissionersin southfentral Sumner County.
Planning Department Director Bob Lakln said endorse the Corbin project as a '•viable alterna-The endorsement will be submitted at public the endorsement meant ··Thisisstilla viable proj- tive."Holman said a number of questions must behearings next month in Wichita and Caldwell, ect as [ar as we·re concerned," but said it didn't answered about other potential water sources.
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By MICHAEL GINSBERG
Staff Writer

Construction of a dam on the Chi.
kaskia River near Corbin, despite a
$246 million price tag and extensive
environmental side effects. is still
under consideration as an answer to

Wichita·s future water needs. says
city<ounty Planning Director Robett
A. Lakin.

•+Corbin reservoir remains a pre-
eminent option for meeting the future
water neals of the Wichita area.·'

Lakin said in a memorandum last
week to tile Metropolitan Area Plan
ning Commission.

theptanning commission today will
consider approving a letter from
chairman James Gardner II to U.S.
Department of interior off!.iets el·
dorsinglhe Corbinresen·oirplan. The
meeting will be at 1:30 p.m. at City
Hall.
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ROBERT LAKIN '
. . . Looks at water needs i

ground water from the Equus Beds.
By the mid 19903. city studies indi·
cate, those supplies may not be
enough to meet the city·s growing
water needs.

The city has taken preliminary '
steps toward organizing a wh!sale
vater district w:th · other central
Kansas cities to share Lhe cosls and

benefits of building a pipeline from        -
either reservoir neac Junction City or

Kanopolis reservoir near Salina. ft/-

43/

l'HE NEGATTVE environmental.
economic and social imoacts if the
WichiL, area were unable to secure a
third water source outweigh the en-
vironmental impacts of the proposed
project.·' said a draft copy of
Gardner's letler distributed among
planners this week.

Thecommision·scommintswilibe
submitted at public hemn:5 sched-
uted for 7.31 pm. Dec. 8 at Wrtita·s
City Hall and 7-30 p.m. Dk. 9 at
Caldwell High School, to discuss tb.
federal government's report of the
environmental tmpact of the Corbin
reservoir project.

No decisions have been mide about
the project. pir,dIng a r]ew of the
cost and environmental impact.

City Water Director John Wynkoop
considers the Chikaskia prollt teo
expensive for the city, and has slid
that preliminary estimates indrate
that pipelines from reservoirs it Mil·
ford or Kampolls would cost le,5 than
half the cost of building the Corbm
reservoir.

BUTWYNKOOP agreed with Lakin
that the Chikastua project 5houId be
kept alive as an attermtive.

Lakia said the proposed dam on the
Chikaskia River offers an i,nror.:int

advantage over the construction of a
pipeline fri m the Kanopolis or Mil·
ford reservoirs because its costs and

benehts are kncwn.
··1 want to keep the Clukaskia asa

Lakin said the.water district p!an
needs more study trfore the 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 another and the

willingness of Congress to reallocate
water from Kanopolls. which has been
designated only as a some 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
doesn·t keep it alive until it decides
which option to pursue.
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viable alternative.·· L.kin 53:j. ··1
want to be u, a po;ition to t.ike the
most viable economic alternative '

wh,n we have the answers ready on
all three.

··It may be the only option len open
to us by the tune we·re ready to go. I
den·t know.··

Lakln·s memo and a summiry of a
U.SInterior Department study on the ,·
Chikaskia project were repom·3 to a
rcquest from tlie plina.g col=s· ,.
sic·n. The Interior Depart"rn: di in'l i
M-.ider the Kinomhs or NiA,erd 02 i
lir· s. arl 1'.3 :,t·in,·r u.:.m. :., n

did.•'t r··que:t rrt..its M al:ernatiws
to Cha:·,skia. Lakia said.

m [CHITA Now recrivet ils water 1
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK «pUNTY DATE 11/9/81

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

7O Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

92il*SUBJECT MAPC REVIEW OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT--CHIKASKIA PROJECT

·13€33
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 melropolitan 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 proposed 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.

' Thi 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.

· Corbin Reservoir remains a preeminent option for meeting
the fixture water needs of the Wichita area.

Details of the Draft Environmental Statement were reviewed at a
meeting of the Aclvatice Plans Committee on October 29, 1981.

The Bureau of Reclamation will hold public hearings: on the Draft
Enviror.mcneal 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. Cald·,·eli, Kansas, beginning at: 7:30 P.m·

ACTION: Authorize the :[APC Chairmati to forward the attached writle.n comments
and also to appear and present these comments at the public henri.ng.

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Platining
81& J 3.:rh
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WICHITA - SEDGWICK COTY

November 19, 198I
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

COMMISSION
'14€ 7*

CIT¥ HALL - TENTH FLOOR

55 NORTH MAIN STAEET

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202
(3161 26/.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

n

on November 19, 1981. The Commission authorized its Chairman to forward the
following comments.

The Wichita metropolitan area will need a third maj,or 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

JG:CEL:rh
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Summary of
Draft Environmental Statement

Chikaskia Project, Kansas-Oklahoma

I. 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 futureor 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 cause damages (structural
and nonstructural) of about $1 million annually.
II. Alternatives considered

The environmental consequences for each of the alternatives are comparatively

· 2€i

listed in the table at the end of this summary.

A. Recommended Alternative (Corbin 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 contrete-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 Wellington). The city of Wichita would
provide a water treatment plant to be located immediately downstream from th'edam,

a
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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.

b.12

.021 --7-r
90*

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 no 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 fect 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; swi=ling; boating; sightseeing; a golf course; tennis
facilities; and trails for hiking, cycling, etc. The city of Wichita has indi
cated its inter[ to participate in recreation enhancement under provisions of
Public Law 89-72. A downstream fishing area would be provided, and fishing
would bc permitted from the upstream fae:e of the dam.

' About 70 farmsteads md building foundations including some where families aret!-I'/2
now living would be removed or relocated. Telephone lines and about 37 miles
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 4:"11] d

'm=/mill.6/ be constructed around the downstream si.die of the dam.
wz
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43
1. Environmen 1 impacts of Recommended Alter'MNive

a, Dam, reservoir, and aqueduct--Fourteen mi.les 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 frequdncy flood peak flows to the
channel capacity of 3,000 cubic feet per second (ftlls) so that flooding

i downstream of the reservoir would reduce. Decreased danger of flooding below
40-7 the dam may encourage development of the riverbank and flood plain unless flood

MIMPiB/bil##11 plain zoning is adopted. Further agricultural encroachment on the river is
 1 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.

2 ,1 Actual construction of the dam should contribute only slightly to the turbidity
of the stream; however, depending on location, erosion from borrow areas and

I 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
r& be constructed and anchored in place for fish habitat. Clearing, which would

require about 3 months, would contribute to downstream turbidity until the dam

1 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.

..ta
mE t - U.

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 State
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 no as to blend with the existing environment
as nearly as possible.

L

A total of 17,429 acres of cropland 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

1 remaining 8,929 acres of cropland would be taken out of production.

4

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

A 5,690-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 disp lace or destroy ground dwelling or nesting
wildlife. The smaller, less mobile species (euch as rodents) would be most
affected. The existing riverine aquatic com.unities 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.
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Wildlife species designated as endangered in the Federal listing (memorandum
dated December 17, ]979) which may utilize the project area are the bald eagle,
American peregrine falcon, and whooping crane. The bald eagle is a transient
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. Wliooping cranes often stop over at the Quivira National Wildlife
Refuge (about 100 rmiles 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 jeopardize the continued
existence of the American peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus anatum), whooping
crane (Crus americana), and bald eagle (Haliaectus leucocephalus).

4

c. Vegetation--The 8,500-acre wildlife management area would be
 maintained to support a wide variety of plant communities and wildlife

d
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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.

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

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.

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.

1.21
3il
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f. Social--Relocating families and their possessions would have

some adverse effects. The disp lacement 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. 3 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.
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Fear of flooding would be reduced below the reservoir.

e'3•I

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
A-

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 .rovided for in the Recommended 11 ternativr..

D. Alternate Plan

F.=LE-= 7.
.- This plan is identical to the Recommended alternative except as described below.

The Services in coordination with NS and KFGC carried out instream flow studies
using a system developed by NS. These studies indicated that 11,750 acre-feet
per year would be required to maintain downstream aquatic habitat. Except when
the reservoir spills, releases of 23 ft]/s in April, May, and June and 14 ft]/s
during all other months ·would be made. The F..S and KFGC recommend these
releases be made for the life of the proiect.

The entire firm yield of the reservoir (56,400 acre-feet a year) would be
available for ?M,I use for tile 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 MLI 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 fi rm yield, thereby reducing the amount of water for H&I to
44,650 acre-feet a year. Because this plan reduces the amount of water
available for M!,I uses, staff members of the plan formulation group re pre sailing
the city of Wichita aid the Kansas Water Resources Board oppose the plan.
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£ With this plan, ect features would accommodiat8,045 man-days of stream-
related fishing and 50,500 man-days of reservoir-related fishing.

III. Alternatives Eliminated from Detailed Study 
A. No-Action Alternative

Under this alternative an additional water supply to accommodate future growth
of Wichita would not be provided. Investigation of the Equils 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 vith associated social problems.

'G .11 1 B. Nonstructural Alternative

4 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

i to discourage waste. An intensive, but voluntary, water use reduction programin Wichita would save only about 5 percent. Because the existing local govern-' 4* El 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.

% .. 4...
0: I. 3
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L 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.

*66* 43 4tt-i--Il-
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C. Other surface reservoirs
1-39**44{C

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 i
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01 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 thewater supply would not meet projected needs. Norwich 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 optimu
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,E

x is located 5-1/2 miles upstream from the Braman damsite. This site would be
f. 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.
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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 Research, 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.
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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 benefitwould be expected under this alternative.

Current management practices of the Equus Beds Groundwater Management District
prohibit extensive development that could endanger the long-term productivity of ,the aquifer. i
IV. Maior Conclusions

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. Tlie surface water of the Chikaskia basin .
is the best source of water to meet these MWI needs.
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< The Equus Beds aquif€itts a source of supply for sever* municipalities and isalso needed for existing irrigation. The impacts of 24*ge additional with-
drawals by Wichita from this aquifer would be considerable.

j The Corbin dam and reservoir site is the best of all reservoir alternative sitesconsidered. 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 Serv, ce plan would be
whether the lands would be for mitigation or enhancement.

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 31 directs the KWRB to identify a minimum desirable
streamflow as part of the State water plan, with final approval of the plan

13
resting with the Kansas Legislature. Minimum streamflows for the Chikaskia River
and other streams are yet to be developed.

*/ KSA82a-703 as amended in 1980.
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2!ff/RISON OF ALTERNATIVES

Reco=ended m Alternate

Land to be acquired (acre)
Dam and reservoir - fee title 24,620 24,620 24,620
Strein cor/tdors - fee title

24.620
3,970 380 10,780 3,970

(inclwles ]80 •cres for mitigation) (20 miles) (2 miles) 131 miles) (20 elle.1Total project lands 28,590 25,000 35,400 28,590

Aquedu•:t

Fee title (2 pinping plants) 20 20 2o 20
Pemanent ,·asenent 480 480 480 480
Temporary easement 240 240 240 240

Create reiervair (acree of surface
water) +12,600 +12.600 +12,600 +12,600

1-9 of scre·19 (/les) -14.7 -14.7 -14.7 -14.7

Loss of Ntrem (acre) -183 -183 -183 -183

Loss of wildlife habitat (acre) -12,417 -12,417 -12,417 -12,417

N&[ witer stipply 56,400 annually 56,400 annually 56,400 annually 44,650 annualty(acr feet) up co 100 years up to 100 years up to 100 years at 100 years

Flood protectt,in (acre/) 25,600 25,600 25,600 23,600

EnerRy required (ke per year) 41,360,000 41,360,000 41,360,000 41,360,000

Anmi·,1 yteld available fro,n 14,]00 (year 0) 14,300 (year 0) 14,300 (,car 0)the rcier•01/ for d.,wn·,tr,·am
It,750

12,000 (year 20) 12,000 (year 20) U,000 (year 20)
fishery man.li:•'ment releaseq 9,300 (year 40) 9,300 (year 40) 9,300 (year 40)
C..re-f') 6,400 (year 60) 6,400 (year 60) 6,400 (year 60)

3,200 (y ear 80) 3.200 (ye,r 80) 3,200 iyear 80)
0 (year 100) 0 (year 100) 0 (year 100)

MittgatIon are·i co be aide
available to }'GC to be

man,ip,ed for wltdtif. (acie) 1/ 4,500 +8,500 +8,500 +8,500

Low-level terr.2,1,1,1 (feet) +5,000 +5,000 +5,000 +5,000

Rock Jity (dike) (rect) 0 0 +6,600 0

Construct brush pites (nwher) 15 15 1/ 15
(350 feet long by 50 feet wide)

Ret'val or t['ber within m,[n body 535 335 535 535

of reservit. for bo.iting and
recreatill (·.:re)

Part of re·iervolr al lowed to remain one-hatf one-}ilf one-half one-h. lf
in *.in/Ing timber for fish and
wildlife purp

Lind removed from tax rot15 (acre) 28,590 25.000 33,400 28,590
(Change from private to public
ownership)

Workers employed during construction
(beneftt locat economy):
Covrienl 40 60 60 6o
Contracual 600 600 600 600

Relocation.:

Farngtrads, tanilltie„ etc. 7u 7o 7o 70
Ceeteries 2 2 2 2
Highways (M{1·:) 25 15 25
Electrical trans=nt„ton lines (miles) 37 31 31 37

6.Atle in place r:.Intly developed
/11 Wells

2 2 2

1/ 21 w..ter ,„rplv WO•,1/ d··err.le gr.,lu,14 :ifter l.1. fir.c 25 ye.ari of operi.rion.

1/ To 4 fence.1 w th 4-·irr i.,! b.ir!.ed wire.
j/ Anchered In bi•tr:ted .ire.,s.
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COMPARISON OF At.TERNATIVES (con.)

kine/Ell NED m Alternate

Im archeolnglent and htstorical
sizes in.indatcd 4/ 26 26 26 26

Re,rration:

4 re ,630 a.1 reds 00 1

of land ( inicial anni,al visitor

days) F 550.000 550,000 550,000 550,000

L/ke f l/hinT d.1,/ annually 50,500 50,500 63,300 50.500

Fishing N (wn-days) 80,673 64,175 121,554 80,675

Ilunting and r.rapping (man-day) 37,200 25,800 56,343 37,200

»unter parking lots 8 8 8 8

Fl sherman access points 2 2 2 2

Remove land from crip 8,500 1, 500 8,500 £/ 8,500

produ-tion (a,re) (About 95% is

price farnland)

Totl,1 project intinditton-/al:Ned -45,900 -45.900 -45,900 -45,900

los/,s of terre/trtat wildlife

habital units 7/

New t.·rn·/crtal h..hitar. units 7/ +58,300 +58,300 +58,300 +58,300

:re.'red by intenlve manage-

ment of the 8,500 acrei by KFCC

Intensive m.inagement of stre.,0 +18,100 +1,860 +48,870 +18,too
.orridors /0.114 provide addl-
tional r.•rrestrial /ildlfe

habitat units 7/

1.os, of stre"-oriented fish -4,958 -4,958 -4,958 -4,958
in inundated riv,·r (pounds)

Gain of take-oriented fish +1,875*000 +I,875,000 +1,875,000 +1,875,000

(pounds)

Inrensive managernent of stream +21,100 8/ +1,762 +49,300 21,100

eorridors muld produce addl-
tional st.ream-ortent.ed ft,h'

and would replace the 4,958
pounds of /tream-oriented

fish lost to inundation
(pounds)

4/ Based on 20% survey of the proposed Corbtn reservoir operation lands.
9 Int.reasing to 6%0,000 in 10 years.
6/ Does not ini.lude ,ropland wirhtn 6,800 acres of strea= corridors.
7/ lised on NS assigned wildlik habitat units
/ The figures for the Recommended, NED, and EQ alternatives apply only to the first years of op,·ration when there ts suffictent

water In the sediment storage to matntain downstream habitat, Af t,•r this time the /•.anding crop of fish below tiw da would

decline until ar year !00 when it would be significantly less th,in these Imbers indicate.
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WATER SERVICE ALTERNATIVES

Kanopolis Milford Corbin

Water Quantity Adequate Adequate Adequate

Water Quality Poor Good Excellent

Total Construction Costs Unknown Unknown $246,010,000

Intercity Cooperation South Central Kansas South Central Kansas Wellinaton

,· «ve·=

Water District Water District

Construction Time 5 to 10 years 5 to 10 years 10 to 20 years
Estimated Distance 80 miles 150 miles 40 miles

Estimated Pumping Elevation +200 ft. +500 ft. +350 ft.

Agricultural Land Taken Unknown Unknown 17,429 acres
Loss of Streamside No · No Yes

Environment

Displacement of Unknown Unknown 70
Farm Homes

Congressional Action Yes No No
Required (Irrigation to
M&I)

Legal Issues Associated Yes Yes No
with Basin Transfer
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j . PROPOSED RESERVOIR NEAR CORBIN   
... Cost to users $19.8 million a year, study says .. . i.

€hikaskia Dam Urged :7
For City Water Needs ;

By'MICHAEL GINSBERG .reservoirs, for less costly sourced of
Staft Writer : .. water.

5 The U.S. Interior Department this ··I think Corbin is a good reservoir i
week recommended that Wichita site,"Wynkoop said. "The thing that
build a dam on the Chikaskia River prevents us from considering it at this ,
near Corbin to meet the city's future time is the cost of the project an! the i

twateineed€2.1._,1.-1. 1. 1 -_ cost ofborrowing money.".·
THE CITY would have to repay

But the city's top water official said
Friday that Wichita isn't likely to buy ,
the $246 million project. ·

Because the city would have to ap-
proveandpay forthe dam and 40-mile
pipeline. city Water Director John
Wynkoop said Friday he's looking

Inorth. to the Kanopolis and Milford
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more than $240 million of the $246 .....m»29
million cost of the project. which .I-'1.1-'

would be built by private contractors
and initially financed by the federal
government, under a plan proposed ...IN-"A

(See COSTS, IOA. Col. 1)
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build a dam on Ihe Chikaskii River prevents us froniconsidering it al this ,
near Corbin to meet the city's future :ime is Uie cost of the project and the ,

' water needs. cost of borrowing money."
But the city's top water official said ·

Friday thal Wichita im't likely to buy. THE CITY would have to repay .
the 1246 million project.

more than $240 million of the $246
million cost of the project, which

Because the city would have to ap· , would be built by private contractors
prove and pay torthe damand 40·mile · and initially financed by the federal
pipeline, city Water Director John
Wynkoop said Friday he's looking

government, under a plan proposed

north. to the Kanopolis and Milford - (See COSTS, loA, Col. 1 1

4 -.. . . .0

Costs May Doom Corbin Reservoir Plan - +
I From Page IA
by a Interior Department study re
leased this week.

The paymentsover a 50-year period
at a 7.21 percent interest rate would
cost city water users about ;19.8 mil·
lion per year, according to the federal
study.
··With that in view, Corbin is ob·

viously not as attractive as it once
was," Wynkoop said.

The report, completed by the Inte·
Mor Department's water and power
resources service, recommends con·
struction of a 91·foot-high dam that

, would transform 14 miles of the Chi-
kaskia River into a 12,600 acre reser-
voir in south central Kansas. Under
the proposal, a 40-mile pipeline would
pump enough water to Wichita to
double the city's daily water use ca·

i Pacity.
 WICHITA WATER users consume
 about 50 million gallons of water per
! day, the same amount projected for

theproposed Chikaskia reservoir. But
Wynkoop said he's confident either

 the Milford or Kanopolis reservoirs
I -

would provide enough water to meet
the rhy's water needs into the 21st
century.

Tlke Chikaskia study assumed the
city would need more water in 10
years. But Wynkoop said the city-
doesn't betieve it needs new water
sources before 2000.

By the year 2000. Wynkoop said, the
city could be getting water from Mil·
tord - which could provide the city 54
million gallons per day, or Kanopolis
- which could provide the city about
45 million gallons per day.

1 Wynkoop said punlping water from
Milford, near Junction City. or Kano·
polis, near Salina, would satisty the
city's water needs through 2030.

TZIE COST OF building a 40-mile
pipeline from Kanopolis or a 100-mile
pipeline from Milford would be $130
million to $170 million, Wynkoop said.

. And Wichita is moving to join several
other Kansas cities in sharing the
costs and the water of the reservoirs,
he said.

Among the other ckies interested in
sharing the costs and wate are
McPherson,Salina, Abilene, Hhston,
Newton. Hutchinson and Haysville.

Wynkoop said he wouldn't eliminate
the Chikasya project as a potential
water source, but said he doubts the
city would finance such a costly proi-
ect. He s3id the state could consider
paying for the project..

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

The project has floated in and out of
consideration since the 1930s. The
federal government shelved the pro-
posat in 1967, re-funded a study in 1974
and shelved the proposal again in the

late 19705. But work on the study con· M
, tinued. and after three years was fin·
ished with a push from the Reagan , -
administration.

,· The reservoir would force 70 farmfamilies to leave their land and would j
dam one of Kansas' few remaining · i

I free-flowing rivers. But the federal '
government has said the project milm.
would provide a valuable supply of Ff¢28*¥
good water and recreational oppor-, P.jf:*@*..

r tunities and solve the area's periodic ' 43424#F
flooding problem. ,

' · Neither Milford nor.Kanopolis'(  j
was studied as an option..

1%

-J

.  .,EM

- ..il

1 - -7 9 a,6 7 3 8 32'y- 1-7--7-w•-----·r-·r-1-·--1---·------------292Cf?31d i 35?5/ 1---7- 7-=* ///
1

41 <44'

-1
pr./. > 42,&.:t ..·; 'i ·,4 - 1 . .¥ w.



. ·u:"'-4447·2*53*97850592.4»5 kai.61'3*
lie

1<4«i-

';/'fa/&AL<?94€.In:- r
·+4.'.
7.3 u93:K:,-tlI''.11'' ', ' ,' " l

hed

. . Al G„22/:laiwild/'/#*./.*.*....1,/#/// 1//
I likely with the hot-water suppiy. he , rsaid.

Thu„day, 04061,15, 1981 ,

3.11 We See It:
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'· f *veral things are clear from the feasibilityrepbrt and draft.environmental statement is-
stied last week on the proposed Corbin Dam on
the Chikaskia River in Sumner County. The
project, intended to meet Wichita water needs
by,1991, a decade hence, would be:
4 Economically unsound. It would require
Wichita water users to come up with $19.8 mil-
lion a year over a 50-year period in order to
repay the federal government for its initial
cost - a cost that likely would multiply many
times before actual construction.
4.EAvironmentally unacceptable. It would
destroya free-flowing prairie stream of great

· scenic beauty and recreational potential, per-
liaps the best-quality such stream still existing
itt Kansas. _
• Socially unjustified. It would force 70 farm
families off their land, for the sole benefit of

.·. Wichita residents, thus intensifying the hostili-
tylelt by many rural residents toward urbandwellers.

• Agriculturally counterproductive. It would
A displace 17,000 acres of some of the best

wheat-growing country anywhere in the world,
r6ducing Kansas' annual wheat yield by
700,000 bushels.

.: 34...M.:':7%.trfik:O:.**2©*-ijAO.4
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I Politically unrealistic. It would require
Congress and the administration, in a time of
fiscal austerity, to seek federal funding for the
initialcostofaproject whoseneedhasnotbeen
proven and whose feasibility, for the reasons
stated above, is in serious 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.
JohnWynkoop, city waterdirector, sayseither
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 10 years..

Not only could water be piped to Wichita
either from Milford or Kanopolis at about half
thecostof the Corbinproject-wilhusercities
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
Milford alternative is especially appealing,
because the pipeline could be laid along exist-
ingrights,f-way, minimizingdisruptionof 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
case.

The Case Against Corbin Dam
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
4305

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 Envi ronmental Statement --
Chikaskia Project

Attached is a copy of a draft Environmental Statement - Chikaskia Projects
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
Attachments
cc: .Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

L

L
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Office of the City Moi,Ker I

United States Department of the Interio 2 RI - 6 MEC -
OCT 6 1981

SOUTHWEST REGION

€ COMMERCE BUILDING, 714 S. TYLER, SUITE 201 O Copies To -
IN REPLY AMARILLO, TEXAS 79101

REFER TO:
O Send To

730

4

OCT 2 1981 TS OFFICEi RECEIVED

 0CT5 1981 1
Honorable Robert Brown

Mayor of Wichita

City Hall
455 North Main

Wichita, KS 67202

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
.'·frILFbt

Sincerely yours,

ACTING FOR
Robert H. Weimer

Regional Director
Fr.t

2 Enclosures
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United States Department of the Interior ./. 8/7/81
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COMMERCE BUILDING, 714 S. TYLER, SUITE 201
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AMARILLO, TEXAS 79101
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AUG 10 1981

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
Mr. Gerald Hollman ROUTE [3_ .-/
350 West Douglas Avenue 0-1
Wichita Chamber of Commerce

Wichita, KS 67202

&4.

-=41...... I ll

44.0 h r

Dear Mr. Hollman3322

364·1 .3This is in response to your telephone conversation with Mr. Dan Rubenthaler of
24.&91/#"//-:"iq 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 tevising the report and DES as necessary to
accommodate the comments, the DES will be officially filed with the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The report and DES will then be released -Illia/li
for the formal 90-day review period by other interested Federal agencies, the 4%/ime"&'llill

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, testimony orl the adequacy of the DES is received and traditional
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 trtle cross section of views can be obtained. It appears
that the earliest that these hearings could take place is about the first part
of October 1981.

EA.lf.

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).

Pr'Prl-

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 Management and Budget (OMB), for his consideration and views from the
standpoint of the administration's program. Upon aiD's concurrence, the report
and Environmental Impact- Statement would be forwarded to the President of tile
Senate and Speaker of tile 1!ouse for consideration by the Congress. However,
this does not preclude any member of Congress from introducing authorizing
legislation at any time.

4.Ld : I'
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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,

4

Robert H. Weimer

Regional Director

484
cc: Commissioner, Attention: 737

Oklahoma Representative, Oklahoma City, OK

Kansas Representative, Topeka, KS

f
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August 5, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: Corbin Reservoir File

FROM: Gerald H. Holman

@

RE: Conversation with Dan Rubenthaler and Hayden I.Re regarding status -of the project

27%

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 monthswas 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. Lie regarding resolving the differences between k -

the Bureau of Reclamation and the Fish and Wildlife Commission. Key elements
of both conversations are summarized below. --

I. Conversation with Mr. Dan Rubenthaler -LI-

IMB

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 iiI
this regard. Printing of the reports and their distribution will

be accomplished with or without the items being resolved.

2'./.*.0,/1

8%24*:.,

24*4*&.;=

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.

mae

09*i•&*

-m N

D. 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 guidelines have been distributed, one of

which is streamlining projects and their planning and construction

to reduce the amount of time required,
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DirMemo - Corbin Reservi

August 5, 1981
Page 2

°25

23*19#426,1
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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. Le

f,4%Ek . Staff Assistant
Planning - Policy Staff
Bureau of Reclamation

19th & C Streets NW

..1 ./. Washington, D.C. 20240

(202) 343-3125

e
n. Conversation with Mr. Hayden LBe 24=

114,

A. I asked Hayden to receive directly copies of the report upon its
%2.- 2 release. He indicated that it would be all right if Dan Rubenthaler€5243/79

mailed them to me directly.

B. 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.

Kill........../. .
C. 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 resou rce development in the western
states. Both of these projects are within Colorado.

D. It would be, at minimum, six months before Secretary Watt could
:r d get his approval on the project and send it to the President. It
- a 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.

01.'' 1, J,99
- .47-17

6 . - 1/

.: i,©'MI

4 '*Phful

4442
·?)64-N ,  4,<4

21

11*3
E. 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-

ment Mvesting considerable planning dollars when local commit-
ments are not really existing.
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F. In an optimistic schedule, about three years would be required m... fili¢49
to complete all the necessary reports and design plans on the mal *52:t
Corbin followed by approximately five years of construction. If mili/& 1//IWEA

..2201 this schedule could be held with a fiscal '84 authorization, then 11-/ 9

the project would be completed about 1992. I would note, this is M../ -I

opUmistic.
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Memo - Corbin Reser€SA
August 5, 1981
Page 3

23(4 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 +..,lz.4

project.

1: is also important to begin discussing the merits of the Corbin project with
the City and County Commissions. Representative Glickman, other state officials,
as well as area Chambers and area governments. This will be necessary in order
to gather much support for the project for the public hearing. Art Woodman and
I are to meet to discuss this effort.
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