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Dear Dana:

Thank you for contacting me to express your concern about proposals to
create a Flint Hills Prairie National Monument on the Z-Bar Ranch near Strong
City, Kansas. As you know, at the request of the entire Kansas congressional
delegation, the National Park Service studied the historic and natural
resource significance of the Z-Bar Ranch, as well as the suitability and
feasibility of adding the site to the National Park System. Based on the Park
Service's highly positive review, I, along with Reps. Slattery and Meyers have
introduced legislation to establish the Flint Hills Prairie National Monument.

I would like to address your specific comments. 1) I am advocating a
tallgrass prairie park in the 5th District of Kansas because I am proud of
what our state has to offer. I believe it is important to preserve a part of
the tallgrass prairie in the Flint Hills of Kansas, protect the area's unique
environmental features, and interpret the historic ranching activities
characteristic of that area for the enjoyment of generations to come.

2) As you can see in the enclosed copy of my bill, this legislation calls
for no condemnation of property or eminent domain of any kind. In fact, I
opposed legislation in the late 1970's which would have created a enormous
tallgrass prairie park through the use of property condemnation. Just last
week, I voted for an amendment to the Niobrara River legislation which
absolutely prohibited condemnation of property.

3) You state that the Park Service study indicates the 10,894 acres is of
the minimum size for a Park Service property. I would like to clarify that
the study said the "Z-Bar appears to be below the minimum size acceptable to
maintain reintroduced, free-ranging herbivores, such as bison and elk" (as I
had originally envisioned), however, " reintroduced herbivores would require
intensive management such (i.e., herd culling, fencing, and additional
reintroductions to maintain genetic diversity)." According to the
accompanying table, bison would need around 11,000 acres to be reintroduced.
This is an issue which would be addressed through a management study at a
later date.

4) Regarding the number of tourists projected per year, the econamic
benefit analysis was conducted using a low-range projection of 19,500 tourists
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per year. I believe the figures projected in the visitation study are very
conservative. Other parks depicting wildlife and natural landscapes such as
prairie badlands include Theodore Roosevelt, Badlands, and Wind Cave National
Parks in the Dakotas. They attract 500,000 to 1.5 million visitors per year,
respectively.

5) There is no question that the Z-Bar ranch has been properly preserved
by private ownership of the ranch. I have not introduced this project because
I fear the Flint Hills is threatened by degradation or extinction. I proposed
this legislation because I want to preserve the tallgrass prairie as an
educational, cultural and historic resource our state can offer families,
campers, boy and girl scout troops, student groups, and indeed all citizens.

The Kansas Flint Hills stand out as one of the few unaltered expanses of
the once vast tallgrass prairie, representing a true and unspoiled example of
North American natural history. I am extremely proud of what our state has to
offer and I believe a National Monument would be a significant source of pride
for Kansas. While the tallgrass prairie is considered of prime national
significance, this ecosystem is not represented in the National Park System.
Given that the tallgrass prairie is the most distinctively American landform,
this could be one of the most important preservation projects in this country.

I have also been talking to many ranchers, Dana, and the level of support
is higher than I would have thought. Many ranchers believe the cattle
industry which is the largest part of Kansas agriculture, would be
dramatically enhanced by a national monument which illustrates the history of
cattle ranching in the Flint Hills. I believe that thousands of youngsters
wouldget a much more accurate and positive picture of the cattle industry.

Keeping in mind controversial proposals in the past, this legislation
will protect adjacent landowners by prohibiting condemnation of property or
forced sales of any kind. Because I am aware of the controversy surrounding
this issue, I have designed my bill to be compatible with the ranching
operations of adjacent landowners and their established interests. My goal is
to find an acceptable solution for all parties involved.

I understand your concerns about the cost of this project and its impact
on the federal budget deficit, however, I feel that the $6 to $8 million this
Monument will cost is a valuable investment in our state and will yield many
times that amount in positive dividends to our state, both economically and
culturally. An economist at Kansas State University estimates that the region
would reap economic benefits ranging from $2.7 million to $4.6 million over a
five year period. After the initial period, he estimates a direct regional
impact of $467,000 per year, using a low-range estimate of 19,500 visitors to
Chase County. In the long run, I believe a Flint Hills Monument could
increase the stature of our state and become one of the greatest assets Kansas
has to offer the rest of the country.

Public, political, and media interest surrounding this project has been
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intense. I appreciate having your input and I will be sure to stay in touch.

With best reganrds,

Dan Glickman
MEMBER OF CONGRESS
DG:sam
Enclosure



