Research Project

OBJECTIVE

~To determine which cities, along the Kansas River, chose to incorporate recreation use of their
levee systems while others discouraged it.

~To answer this, we focused on three major concepts:
(1) identifying the public's interest in using levees a3 8 source of recrestion
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Public Interests

» All 3 had similar public interests and concerns

Topeka

n parts constructed underneath concrete
“Moodwalls in 50's and 60 beginning 1o fot, causing
concern for flooding

- Differing opinions from property owners, local businesses, and
residents
» Several meetings and public hearings held »Major construction and maintenance repairs needed

~ Majority of people in favor of building while property owners
nearby strongly opposed.

~Topeka Flood Risk Management Plan Develoj
modify levees, reducing flood damage by 67% and having
15,427,600 economic benefit.
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Financial Involvement

~ Several grants were utilized in Lawrence
- Recreational Trail Fund Grant $40,000, KDOWPT Non game funding grant)
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Lawrence, Kansas Conclusion

and Lawrence recreation areas on their leves

sﬂtrms

Lawrence can be used as models

~ Various financing options are available

- Benefits exceed
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