
 

 
MEMO 

 
DATE:   

TO: 
FROM: 

RE: 

June 29, 2020 
Kansas Regional Advisory Committee Members  
Josh Olson 
July 8, 2020 GoTo Meeting and Conference Call 

900 SW Jackson Street, Suite 404 
Topeka, KS  66612 
Phone: (785) 296-3185   
Fax: (785) 296-0878 
www.kwo.ks.gov 

 
 
The Kansas Regional Advisory Committee (RAC) will be having a GoTo Meeting and conference call on Wednesday, 
July 8 at 1:00 pm. Call-in details are below. 
 
Join the meeting from your computer, table, or smartphone: 
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/130537781 
 
Join by phone: 
Dial: +1 (872) 240-3212 
Access Code: 130-537-781 
 
The meeting will focus on the finalization of Kansas RAC Goals and Action Plans and making regional budget 
recommendations.  
 
Enclosed are the materials for the July 8th Meeting: 

• Agenda 
• Meeting Notes from the June 12th Meeting 
• Draft RAC Goals and Action Plans 
• Regional Budget Summary 
• Press Release 

 
If you cannot participate, or have any questions or concerns regarding the meeting, please contact me by telephone at 
(715) 607-0724 or by e-mail at josh.olson@kwo.ks.gov. 
 
 
 
 
 

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/130537781
mailto:josh.olson@kwo.ks.gov


MEETING AGENDA 
 
 

 

 
AGENDA DETAILS 

I. Welcome/Introductions 
II. Review of June 12th Meeting Notes 
III. RAC Business  

a. Overview of KDWPT discussion – Marlene Bosworth 
b. Review and revision of Goals and Action Plans – Dawn Buehler 
c. Regional budget recommendations – Dawn Buehler  

 
IV.  Agency or Public Comments 
V. Upcoming Meetings 

a. Next KWA meeting (July TBD – Conference Call) 
b. Next Kansas RAC meeting (August – Doodle Poll) 

VI.  Adjourn 

 
*Public Comments are limited to 3-5 minutes and limited to issues related to regional goals, action plans or other 

water resource issues or concerns. 

 

 

DATE: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 

TIME: 1 pm  

LOCATION: 

Join the meeting:  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/130537781 
 
Join by phone: 
Dial:  +1 (872) 240-3212  
Access Code:  130-537-781 
 

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/130537781
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Kansas Regional Advisory Committee 
Meeting Notes  

9 am Friday, June 12, 2020 
GoTo Meeting and Conference Call 

Members Attendance:  
Name City Category Term Present 

Dawn Buehler, Chair Eudora, KS Recreation 2023 Yes 
Heath Horyna, V-Chair Topeka, KS Industry/Commerce (cc) 2021 Yes 
Adam Bauer Milford, KS WRAPs 2023 Yes 
Rick Bean Topeka, KS At Large Public (cc) 2023 No 
Marlene Bosworth Sabetha, KS Conservation/Environment (cc) 2023 No 
Brad Bradley Overland Park, KS Fish and Wildlife 2021 Yes 
Glenn Brunkow Westmoreland, KS Agriculture (cc) 2021 Yes 
Sarah Hill-Nelson Lawrence, KS Industry/Commerce  2023 Yes 
Leslie Holthaus  Beattie, KS Conservation/Environment 2023 Yes 
Daniel Howell Frankfort, KS Agriculture 2021 Yes 
Darci Meese Lenexa, KS Public Water Supply (cc) 2023 Yes 
William Ramsey Leawood, KS Planning, Restoration and Protection 2021 Yes 
Greg Wilson Olathe, KS Water Assurance District 2021 Yes 

 
Others in attendance:  

Name Representing Name Representing 
Josh Olson KWO Troy Munsch NRCS 
Lauren Koons KWO Allison Block Public 
Richard Rockel KWO Allyn Lockner Public 
Nate Westrup KWO Makayla Patton Public 
Connie Owen KWA   

 
I) Welcome and Introductions: The meeting was called to order at 9:02 am by Chair, Dawn Buehler. Self-

introductions were given with RAC roll call completed on the conference call line.  
 

II) Review of April 30th meeting notes: The meeting notes were reviewed and approved as written.   
 

III) RAC Business:  
 

a. Update on KWA response to RAC funding message: Dawn opened the discussion, noting that Connie 
Owen, KWA Chair, was on the call. Dawn summarized the KWA response, which stated that the KWA is 
committed to and continues to seek full restoration of statutory transfers to the State Water Plan Fund 
(SWPF). The response also stated that, in light of pandemic-induced budgetary issues, the KWA does not 
feel it is prudent to seek adoption of the sales tax measure recommended by the Blue Ribbon Task Force 
(Task Force), but encouraged the RAC to review and identify funding needs and consider alternative 
measures. Sarah thanked the KWA for reviewing and responding to the RAC message and stated that the 
Kansas RAC Funding and Governance Subcommittee agreed with the KWA that the Blue Ribbon Task 
Force recommendations are outdated. Sarah stated that the RAC wanted to get a read from the KWA 
regarding raising and spending funds for water projects, including potentially doing regional efforts to 
raise funds for regional projects, which the public might be more supportive of. Darci noted that she 
attended the KWA call where the message was discussed and didn’t feel that the KWA was necessarily 
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Kansas Regional Advisory Committee 
Meeting Notes  

saying the Task Force recommendations were bad recommendations, but rather, it is a bad time given the 
current economic situation. Connie responded that the general thought was not permanently abandoning 
the Task Force recommendations, but that they would be difficult given the current economic situation. 
Greg suggested that the situation demonstrated the need for regional funding mechanisms, noting that 
reliance on the State will come with COVID-related difficulties, as well as other issues that occur. Greg 
stated that the KWA should let the RAC know if they can pursue regional funding, similar to watershed 
districts that use such funding mechanisms. Sarah brought up the Groundwater Management District 
(GMD) statutes for western Kansas. Sarah noted that though the Kansas region does not utilize 
groundwater like western Kansas, with a change to the statutes, funds could potentially be raised 
regionally from surface water.  Will suggested that it would be difficult to come up with a silver bullet to 
the funding issue, and that it would likely require a nickel-and-dime solution without a major event that 
causes increased prioritization of water. Dan noted that, in 2019, Tuttle Creek Lake lost an estimated 8% 
of remaining storage, a major event. Brad suggested that the RAC ask Connie what the RAC should do 
next about alternate, flexible models for regional funding. Connie responded that there is so much need 
related to water issues in Kansas that, even with full statutory funding, projects would still be 
underfunded, and alternatives need to be considered. Connie mentioned Sarah’s idea of modifying the 
GMD Act to include surface water, noting that it was an interesting idea. Connie suggested that those 
kinds of ideas need to be discussed to explore what options might be feasible, suggesting that, like Will 
said, the solution will likely be a combination of tools. Connie also stated that, in her personal view, there 
is value in addressing priorities on a regional basis versus the entire state, particularly if there are ways to 
help one region without jeopardizing others. For next steps, Connie suggested the RAC keep looking at 
creative options, noting that it is always a good time, but especially now, to share thoughts with 
representatives and state officials, who care what their constituents are saying. Connie also asked that the 
RAC stay in touch with the KWA, and when there are concrete ideas, to work them up and bring them to 
the KWA for consideration. Sarah thanked Connie for her comments. Sarah noted that the GMD Act was 
written with the intention of “allowing users within a watershed to determine their destiny,” and stated 
that is what the RAC wants, to be able to advocate for themselves and their water regionally. Connie 
noted the need to get other agencies involved, such as DWR and KDHE, as they need to be onboard for 
something to move forward. Dawn wrapped up the discussion suggesting that the Funding and 
Governance Subcommittee reconvene with the full RAC after Goal setting and budget recommendations 
are complete, likely in the fall.  
 

b. KWO regional budget summary feedback: Josh (KWO) referred the group to the regional summary 
documents provided by the KWO and asked if there was any feedback or questions about the materials. 
Dawn noted the summaries were very helpful and thanked Richard (KWO) for putting them together. 
Richard explained that the idea came from the performance-based task force and a desire to break the 
budget down to a RAC level. Richard noted that the intention was to give the RAC a useful tool to 
understand the SWPF better. Richard also stated that there are some KWO staffing and COVID-related 
changes that are not yet represented in the documents. Richard mentioned the full funding need column 
and explained it was an opportunity for RACs to assess needs and suggest where additional funding is 
needed. Greg asked if there was a way to reference project prioritization within the document, using the 
KWO website as a reference of active projects. Richard responded that some categories, such as O&M, 
are fairly locked in. Richard also noted that there are transactional summaries within the KWO, but they 
are more difficult to get from other entities, basically limited to the county level. Dawn asked what 
category WID would fall under. Richard and Josh suggested that the bulk of WID would probably be 
under A&E with a smaller portion that could potentially also be considered to fall under the reservoir and 
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water quality category. Heath asked if there was information about how programs may be related or the 
impacts of one program on another. Richard said there was value in chatting with agencies to get a better 
idea, but that it can get somewhat complicated. Heath suggested the need for a collaborative approach to 
establish indirect correlations to stretch funding further and potentially have more success. Richard noted 
that was part of the benefit of the RAC having the regional budget summary information, to allow the 
RAC to ask questions. Brad asked about the overlap between the regional budget and aid to conservation 
districts. Leslie explained that aid to conservation districts is for offices, etc. and that water resources cost 
shares are for BMPs, such as the wetland/riparian program and NPS pollution. Adam agreed with Heath, 
noting the benefit in consolidating and making the dollar go further. Greg stated that the budget summary 
appeared to follow the guidelines of the KWA to determine to which regions money goes, but does not 
really address project prioritization.  

 
c. Project prioritization matrix: Dawn transitioned the discussion to Greg’s prior recommendation to 

utilize a project prioritization matrix. Greg stated that there is a need to determine criteria for how to 
evaluate prioritization of projects. Greg shared a draft prioritization matrix he created and explained that 
he made a list of projects from the KWO website. Greg asked for feedback on the criteria and weighting 
he used for the matrix, noting there are probably 20-30 projects that need to be prioritized. Will asked 
how Greg came up with the weighting criteria, and Greg responded that it was a best attempt based on 
KWA guidelines, RAC Goals, and personal thoughts on what should be prioritized. Greg suggested that, 
when under funding constraints, projects near completion should be prioritized, and projects previously 
recommended by the RAC should be prioritized. Brad commented that the first time evaluating projects 
with the prioritization matrix would help identify factors that were missed or unnecessary. Dawn 
reminded the RAC about their emphasis on science-based and watershed-based policies and the need to 
incorporate such considerations. Dawn asked the RAC to provide feedback on the evaluation criteria and 
weighting by the next RAC meeting. Greg suggested using the matrix on the Kansas Reservoir Protection 
Initiative (KRPI) as an example, so the RAC evaluated the project based on the matrix criteria. Greg 
stated that there were likely to be budget issues from COVID-19, and this would give the RAC some 
more justification for the recommendations they would be making. Brad mentioned incorporating the 
prioritization matrix into the RAC budget recommendations. Will suggested that the RAC develop the 
criteria for the prioritization matrix, have the KWO use it to make a prioritized project list, and then have 
the RAC review the results to make sure the priorities make sense. Will and Brad agreed with Greg that 
the prioritization matrix would give strength to the RAC’s arguments about what projects are priorities. 
Josh noted the need to determine evaluation criteria quickly given the RAC will be making budget 
recommendations at the July meeting. Dawn requested that RAC members provide feedback to Josh by 
the end of the week, so the KWO could complete the evaluation by the July meeting.  

 
 

d. Review of Goal 1 and Action Plan: Dawn opened the discussion about Goals and Action Plans. Josh 
noted that Nate (KWO) had reviewed Goal 1 regarding reservoir storage and reallocation, as requested by 
the RAC, and was on the call to discuss it. Nate shared several suggested revisions with the RAC. Nate 
explained that flow demand is related to water quality (WQ) targets and consumptive demand is related to 
the Water Assurance District (WAD) and water users. Nate further explained that the biggest demand is 
maintaining targets, noting that WQ requirements are approximately 1000 cfs while consumptive 
requirements are typically only 200-300 cfs. Nate commented that the current agreement states that WAD 
releases will be made in the absence of WQ storage. Nate also expressed that WQ targets are most 
appropriately met by releases from WQ storage. Nate suggested that the RAC not make goals that are too 
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definitive about what to do with remaining storage from an operational or financial standpoint.  Greg 
brought up the question of whose responsibility it is to maintain flows. Greg noted that the Corps has 
some responsibility, and the WAD does as well. Greg suggested that it will be a game-changer when all 
future use storage is called into service. Sarah asked if there should be a Goal about storage capacity and 
reallocation and asked Nate what he recommended it should be. Nate responded that it should absolutely 
be a Goal and noted the need for a pathway to more appropriate management. Josh suggested that he and 
Nate further discuss Goal 1 and its Action Plan after the meeting and offer revisions at the RAC meeting 
in July. 
 
Review of Goal 4 and Action Plan: Dawn opened discussion on Goal 4, related to water consumption 
reductions, and reminded the group that she had previously suggested it be removed. Brad commented 
that, according to WaterOne, there wasn’t currently a shortage of water, but he wondered if it was a 
problem upstream. Brad also stated that he would potentially be in favor of removing the Goal. Glenn 
agreed that there wasn’t really a shortage now, but questioned if there would be in the future. Glenn also 
agreed the Goal could probably be removed. Sarah supported getting rid of the Goal, stating that the RAC 
needed to focus on more legitimate Goals, such as Dawn’s proposed Goal. Dan and Will expressed 
support for removing the Goal. Greg noted that the conservation efforts suggested should primarily be 
done by water suppliers and that it was more of a site-by-site issue. Dawn agreed, noting that it was not 
something the RAC has a lot of control over. Heath mentioned that the KWO was in charge of municipal 
conservation plans and that it was an effective program that the RAC should support. Dawn 
recommended adding support for the program as an Action under Goal 2. Based on the comments of the 
RAC, Dawn suggested Goal 4 be unofficially eliminated and tabled for the time being. 
 
Review of proposed Goals: Dawn asked the RAC if there were any proposals for new Goals or Actions. 
Heath mentioned that the RAC had briefly discussed accounting for unaccounted water/water loss. Heath 
expressed support for programs to assess water losses. Dawn noted that the issue was an Action under 
Goal 2.  Will commented that water loss is a supplier issue/responsibility, such as metering facilities. Will 
noted that work has been done on the topic, and KDHE has developed criteria to help small water 
operators complete evaluations.  Brad expressed support for Dawn’s proposed Goal (included in the 
meeting materials), and noted that the Nature Conservancy would call it natural solutions. Sarah also 
expressed support for the proposed Goal. Greg commented that he wasn’t sure the issue of Nebraska’s 
sediment coming into reservoirs had been addressed. Dawn suggested adding an Action regarding 
working with Nebraska to reduce sedimentation into reservoirs. Sarah noted that the ultimate goal is to 
reduce sediment. Goal 3 was identified as a good fit for the proposed Action. Sarah brought up Dawn’s 
Goal regarding natural solutions and noted that it relates to the book regarding beaver impacts (Eager: 
The Surprising, Secret Life of Beavers and Why They Matter). Sarah suggested that the Goal needed to 
be more specific in the Action Plan and follow the SMART format. Sarah recommended including pilot 
projects in the Action Plan and proposed including a beaver pilot project. Dawn questioned what the RAC 
could ask the KWO and other agencies to do to meet the Goal. Sarah suggested asking for an annual 
report defining natural solutions and identifying where they might be implemented. Greg noted that the 
State of the Resource report provides some information. Dawn stated that she would like the KWO to 
provide info regarding what natural solutions are already being used and have the RAC define some 
natural solutions that need to be considered. Brad suggested talking to The Nature Conservancy about the 
Goal. Dawn recommended that Brad get suggestions for the Goal from The Nature Conservancy for the 
RAC to consider at the next meeting in July.  
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IV) Agency or Public Comments  
 
a. Allyn Lockner noted three items from the RAC meeting discussion that he wanted to address. First, 

regarding Goal 1, he asked if the Goal meant that the State would be holding off on purchasing storage 
until Goal 1 was achieved. Second, he expressed disappointment about the deletion of Goal 4, and stated 
that he believed the RAC should have conservation language and support for suppliers and dry land 
farmers in the Goals. Third, he noted that there was both a Priority Goal #1 and proposed Priority Goal #1 
and asked which was actually Goal #1. Josh explained that proposed Goal #1 will most likely become 
Goal #4 if it is approved by the RAC.  

 
V) Upcoming Meetings:  

a. Next KWA meeting (June 17th, 2:00 PM, GoTo Meeting) 
b. Next Kansas RAC meeting (July Doodle poll) 

 
VI) Meeting was adjourned by Dawn at 11:25 am 

 



 
 Kansas Regional Advisory Committee 

Priority Goal #1 Action Plan  

Priority Goal #1: Increase water storage capacity and availability in federal reservoirs to secure an 
adequate water supply and to maintain water quality in the region.  
 
Action Steps 
 Increase water storage capacity and availability in federal reservoirs to supplement instream flow needs of 

the Kansas River. Immediately initiate payment on all available storage in federal reservoirs to secure an 
adequate water supply for the region. 

 Complete necessary background work to support a request to reallocate storage from water supply to 
water quality in Milford and Perry reservoirs. Move a sufficient amount of remaining storage from 
water supply to water quality in support of Kansas River quality flow targets.  

 Determine amount of additional annual costs for calling into service the remaining water supply 
storage not needed to meet instream purposes and request full funding. When funding is secured, call 
into service storage not to be included within reallocation request. 
 

 By 2025, evaluate the ability to raise the conservation pool in each federal reservoir. 
 

 The Kansas RAC recommends the Kansas Water Office pursue Forecast Informed Reservoir Operation and, 
as articulated in the “Basin Restoration Approach: Kansas Lower Republican,” the Kansas RAC directs the 
KWO to improve coordination with the USACE on reservoir releases, management plans, and future actions 
to address water quality and quantity issues. 

 
 The Kansas Water Office shall gather data to determine steps to maintain consistent storage levels at 

specific reservoirs. As a long-term goal, KWO should incorporate existing studies and information to study 
the possibility of future dredging and other measures by the State of Kansas on a more consistent basis to 
maintain storage. 
 

 As articulated in the “Basin Restoration Approach: Kansas Lower Republican,” the Kansas RAC directs the 
KWO to improve coordination with the USACE on reservoir releases, management plans, and future actions 
to address water quality and quantity issues. 



 
 Kansas Regional Advisory Committee 

Priority Goal #2 Action Plan  

Priority Goal #2: In order to ensure water supply needs are met throughout the entire region, review 
regional demands for water and evaluate water supply options for areas of need. 
 
Action Steps 
 The KWO will compile existing information and complete additional evaluation necessary to determine 

areas of water supply need. 
 

 Explore additional storage possibilities for construction of multipurpose small lakes so that new water 
sources can be brought online to alleviate specific regional issues. 

 
 Working with KDA-DOC, NRCS and local watershed districts, identify existing watershed structures that 

are in need of restoration and have potential to be made larger and provide supplemental water supply. 
 

 Working with KDA-DOC, NRCS and local watershed districts, identify watershed dam and multipurpose 
small lake sites that were not constructed, but could be built to provide supplemental water supply. 

 
 KWO shall develop criteria to determine whether these sites should be expanded or built based on a broad 

range of issues including demonstrated need, return on investment, suitability of site for long-term use, 
taking into account potential for HABs and sedimentation, and other legal and logistical issues.  

 
 Seek partnership and funding opportunities for proposed projects that meet the established criteria. 

 
 Support the KWO and DWR in their efforts to ensure all municipalities and rural water districts have 

updated water conservation plans that meet the 2007 guidelines. 
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Priority Goal #3 Action Plan  

Priority Goal #3: Reduce the cumulative sediment rate of federal reservoirs and other water supply lakes 
in the Kansas region to ensure adequate water supply for the region for the next 40 years.  
 
Achieve individual reduction goals set by the Kansas Water Office for each lake as set forth by the nine-
element watershed plan for each within 40 years. 
 
All goals and action plans in the Kansas Regional Planning Area will follow the FIVE WATERSHED PRINCIPLES. 
 
Action Steps 
 Establish a complete list of major reservoirs and water supply lakes in the Kansas RAC Region.  This List is referred to 

as Appendix A and will be attached to Priority Goal #3.  
 The Kansas Water Office shall set individual sediment reduction goals for each major reservoir and water supply lake. 

These goals will be included in Appendix A and updated as new information becomes available. 

 The sediment reduction goals for reservoirs and lakes will be achieved using Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
implemented in the watersheds of these reservoirs and lakes in the Region. It is estimated that BMP implementation 
funding of a minimum of $5M annually will be required to achieve the targeted watershed goals within 40 years. 

 By 2024, all state and federal lands surrounding each federal reservoir and water supply lake in the Kansas RAC 
Region must implement BMPs such as no-till, soil health practices, or buffers at levels to support achievement of 
sediment reduction at each reservoir or lake. 

 The Kansas Water Office, in coordination with other state agencies, shall ensure individual WRAPS plans and 
Conservation Districts’ goals for the Kansas RAC Region include the concept of reservoir sustainability with the goal 
of maintaining storage capacity in Kansas Region reservoirs. 

 Pursue innovative sediment management alternatives, such as water injection dredging technology. 

 The Kansas RAC will have representation on the Natural Resources Conservation Services (NRCS) Kansas Technical 
Committee to help ensure that reservoir sustainability and Kansas water supply issues are addressed in NRCS goal 
setting and programs. 

 Establish programs with local universities to leverage relevant expertise and student resources that will address the 
sedimentation reduction goal. 

 Obtain technical assistance and advisors (TA) at a level sufficient to meet the BMP implementation goals in the 
Region.  It is estimated that additional TA funding of at least $350,000 annually would be necessary. 

 NRCS and local conservation districts, in coordination with other state agencies, should prioritize the completion of 
voluntary Comprehensive Conservation Plans for all land in the Kansas RAC Region and encourage landowners to 
develop such plans. These Plans will be designed to address natural resource concerns on cropland, in riparian zones, 
on pastureland, livestock feeding area and others on a whole land or farm unit basis rather than on an individual crop 
field or a single resource concern basis. Information generated from these comprehensive plans will be used to aid in 
identifying BMP needs and prioritization of sub-watersheds in the basin, as well as assist with funding and 
implementation decisions. Eligibility for BMP cost share programs should be prioritized for lands that have 
Comprehensive Conservation Plans. 

 The Kansas Water Office, in coordination with other state agencies, shall encourage the NRCS to complete a 
voluntary Comprehensive Conservation Plan for all land without sufficiently updated plans in the Kansas RAC 
Region. These Plans should address resource concerns on cropland, in riparian areas, pastureland, livestock areas and 
other land.  This information will aid in identifying BMP needs and prioritization of sub-watersheds in the basin, as 
well as assist with funding and implementation decisions. (Marlene, are you okay with this?) 
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 The KWO shall take the lead to create a partnership list of all BMP implementation programs available to the public 
from Federal and State agencies, natural resource organizations and other groups. This list will be created and shared 
via a website hosted by KWO as well as in a 1-page flyer (or multiple page booklet as needed) that will be made 
available to the public. This information will be updated in real time on the KWO website and quarterly on the flyer 
by KWO staff and distributed widely to all agencies and partners for use and distribution. This document will be a key 
means to inform the public about all available cost share and technical assistance available for BMP implementation. 

 



 
 Kansas Regional Advisory Committee 

Proposed Priority Goal #4 Action Plan  

Proposed Priority Goal #4: Improve water quality throughout the Kansas region through the utilization 
of natural solutions with a goal of sustainably meeting the needs of natural and human communities in 
the watershed. Examples of natural solutions include the restoration of native plants and animals in 
riparian areas. 
 
Improve water quality throughout the Kansas region through the utilization of natural solutions with a 
goal of sustainably meeting the needs of natural and human communities in the watershed.  
 
Action Steps 
 KWO will provide an annual report regarding natural solutions that have been implemented, which will 

include an assessment of their effectiveness to date. 
 

 Identify and request natural solutions be incorporated for all appropriate applications. Examples of natural 
solutions include: a. prescribed burns (reduces atmospheric carbon output by preventing larger fires later 
with smaller fires now, and encourages climate-adapted native vegetation); b. hardwood reforestation in 
riparian areas (reduces erosion, reduces surface runoff; lowers water temperature); c. reduced impact 
logging (leave hollow trees standing, minimize clear cutting, maintain age diversity in forest stand, preserve 
highest quality trees); d. using soil health/regenerative agriculture practices on cropland (no soil disturbance, 
diversity of species, living root in the soil at all times, keeping soil covered, allow livestock impact) and 
rangeland (short periods of intense grazing, leaving more than 50% of plant biomass ungrazed, long periods 
of rest); and e. wetlands and flood plains (pollution and erosion filtering, mitigation of pollutants, flood 
damage buffering). See Proceedings of the Natural Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 
“Natural Climate Solutions,” October 31, 2017, 114 (44) 11645-11650.  

 
 Pursue pilot projects for identified natural solutions. 

 
 Request that each funded project have stated objectives to further this goal, such as maintaining and 

restoring stream flows and water quality for healthy aquatic and riparian communities, protecting receiving 
waters from pollution, protecting the quality of water supplies to meet human needs within the watershed, 
reducing flood risk to human communities and encouraging natural flood processes, and increasing 
resilience to climate change. 
 

 KWO will provide an annual report regarding natural solutions that have already been implemented, which 
will include an assessment of their effectiveness. 

 Identify and request natural solutions to be incorporated for all appropriate applications. 
 Pursue pilot projects for identified natural solutions. 
 Maintain and restore stream flows for aquatic and riparian communities. 
 Maintain water quality for healthy aquatic communities. 
 Protect receiving waters from pollution to comply with current and future water quality regulations. 
 Maintain water quality for healthy aquatic systems. 
 Protect the quality of drinking water supplies. 
 Maintain water supplies to meet human needs within the watershed. 
 Reduce flood risk to human communities and encourage natural flood processes. 
 Encourage activities to adapt to climate change. 

 



Kansas Regional Advisory Committee 
Priority Goal #5 Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan 

Priority Goal #5: Continue to reduce the duration and frequency of Harmful Algal Blooms (HABs) in the 
watershed. 

The reduction of HABs in the Milford Lake watershed is a top priority for the Kansas Regional Planning Area. 

Action Steps 
 The Kansas RAC shall recommend to the Kansas Water Authority that a minimum of $3 million per year

shall be allocated towards HAB mitigation in the Kansas Regional Planning Area with a minimum of $1.5
million to be directed to BMP implementation in the Milford Lake Watershed.

 By 2024, all state and federal lands surrounding each federal reservoir and water supply lake in the Kansas
RAC Region must implement BMPs such as no-till, soil health practices, or buffers at levels to support
achievement of harmful algal bloom (HAB) reduction at each reservoir or lake.

 The Kansas Water Office, in coordination with other state agencies, shall ensure individual WRAPS plans
and Conservation Districts’ goals for the Kansas RAC Region include the concept of minimizing nutrient
inflow to lakes to reduce the potential for HABs with a focus on best management practices such as no-till,
soil health and nutrient management practices, or buffer.

 Encourage stakeholders to engage in collaborative efforts that result in the reduction of nutrient loading in
federal reservoirs (example, Milford RCPP).

 The Kansas RAC recommends that the Kansas Water Office include management for HABs as part of the
lake level management plan to mitigate HABs in reservoirs, as well as downstream impacts.

 Support ongoing research for identification and remediation of the causes, prevention and treatment of HABs,
including potential in-lake technologies.

 Establish programs with local universities to leverage relevant expertise and student resources that will
address the HAB reduction goal.

 NRCS and local conservation districts, in coordination with other state agencies, should prioritize the
completion of voluntary Comprehensive Conservation Plans for all land in the Kansas RAC Region and 
encourage landowners to develop such plans. These Plans will be designed to address natural resource 
concerns on cropland, in riparian zones, on pastureland, livestock feeding area and others on a whole land or 
farm unit basis rather than on an individual crop field or a single resource concern basis. Information generated 
from these comprehensive plans will be used to aid in identifying BMP needs and prioritization of sub-
watersheds in the basin, as well as assist with funding and implementation decisions. Eligibility for BMP cost 
share programs should be prioritized for lands that have Comprehensive Conservation Plans. 

 Encourage KDHE to continue providing funding to support roughfish removal.

 Obtain technical assistance and advisors (TA) at a level sufficient to meet the HAB reduction goals in the
Region.
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FY 2022 
Goal
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Share 

Funding

Full 
Funding 

Need

RAC Goals 
Supported

Water Resources Cost 
Share (KDA)

To increase implementation of best management conservation practices that 
reduce sediment, phosphorus and other specified pollutants  in high priority 
HUC 12 watersheds. Also increasing the implementation of practices that aid in 
the conservation of surface and ground water through the adoption of 
irrigation technology such as soil moisture probes.

 $   372,829  $   2,448,289  $  2,698,289 Yes
 Supports RAC 

Priority Goal 3,5 

Riparian and Wetland 
Program (KDA)

Enrollment of additional acres in new sediment & nutrient reduction program.  $   148,445  $      154,024  $     154,024 Yes
 Supports RAC 

Priority Goal 3,5 

Aid to Conservation 
Districts (KDA)

To maintain and enhance conservation district operations by addressing annual 
inflationary costs. This enhancement provides opportunities for matching by 
county governments as per K.S.A. 2-1907b.

 $   277,125  $   2,192,637  $  2,342,637 
 Supports RAC 
Priority Goal 3 

Nonpoint Source Pollution 
Asst. (KDA)

To implement additional soil health education activities in 105 county 
conservation districts as well as increasing landowner/operator scholarships to 
soil health educational seminars such as the annual No-Till on the Plains 
conference. Additional technical assistance in high priority areas through the 
use of contribution agreement conservation technician positions in partnership 
with NRCS.

 $   417,605  $   1,857,836  $  1,857,836 Yes
 Supports RAC 

Priority Goal 3,5 

Streambank Stabilization 
(KDA)

Efforts continue to be concentrated in the following priority Kansas watersheds 
above Federal reservoirs:  Big Blue/Little Blue Rivers above Tuttle Creek 
Reservoir, Delaware River above Perry Lake, and Neosho/Cottonwood Rivers 
above John Redmond Reservoir.  

405,128$   1,000,000$    $     750,000 
 Supports RAC 
Priority Goal 3 

Watershed 
Restoration/Protection 
(KDHE)

WRAPS contributes to the Kansas NPS Management Plan through the 
implementation of a voluntary targeted watershed-based program funded by 
CWA 319 and State Water Plan Funds.  This program is unique because it works 
to seek citizen and stakeholder input and participation on watershed 
management and protection issues. 

152,790$   730,884$       $     730,844 Yes
 Supports RAC 

Priority Goal 3,5 

Assessment and 
Evaluation (KWO)

Used to contract for a variety of data collection and studies. The overall 
objective of the program is to provide the water planning and vision process 
with the background information necessary to make decisions and improve 
implementation.

56,978$     700,000$       $     829,900 
 Supports RAC 
Priority Goal 

1,2,4 

Technical Assistance to 
Water Users (KWO)

Per K.S.A. 82a-2101, not less than 15% of the Clean Drinking Water Fee shall be 
used for technical assistance to water users to aid such systems in conforming 
to responsible management practices and complying with regulations of the 
U.S. EPA rules and regulations of the department of health and environment.

93,134$     423,000$       $     325,000 
 Supports RAC 
Priority Goal 4 

Watershed Dam 
Construction (KDA)

To meet unmet needs in unfunded dam construction (over a 1,000 new sites) 
and rehabilitation of existing flood control dams (there are approximately 1,500 
existing dams).

102,527$   950,000$       $     750,000 Yes
 Supports RAC 
Priority Goal 2 

Reservoir and Water 
Quality Research (KWO)

Supports study of suspended sediment monitoring gages, current and proposed 
streambank stabilization impacts, bathymetric capacity surveys, sediment 
coring for nutrients and HABs.

131,250$   350,000$       $     350,000 
 Supports RAC 
Priority Goal 3 

End Goal or 
Policy Intent:

Increased water security. Extend the usable lifetimes of public water supply and flood control reservoirs, to protect future water supply for Kansans.

Kansas Regional Advisory Committee Reservoir Water Supply & Sedimentation - State Water Plan Fund Budget
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Issue: Increasing of water supply liabilities. Reservoirs are filling with sediment, leading to increased water quality issues and reduction in water supply for Kansans.

Response

Prevention

Removal & 
Rehabilitation
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Meeting Notice:                                                                    
June 24, 2020 
 
For More Information:  
Katie Patterson-Ingels 
(785) 296-3185, katie.ingels@kwo.ks.gov                      
                                                                             
 
 

Kansas Regional Advisory Committee Virtual Meeting 
July 8, 1 p.m., by Webinar  

 
The Kansas Water Office’s (KWO) Kansas Regional Advisory Committee (RAC) will have a 
meeting to discuss current water issues affecting the region as well as the state.  
 
The virtual meeting will be Wednesday, July 8 at 1 p.m. The meeting will focus on finalizing the 
regional goals and action plans as well as making regional budget recommendations. 
 
The agenda, webinar information and meeting materials can be found when available at 
www.kwo.ks.gov or you may request copies by calling (785) 296-3185 or toll-free at (888) KAN-
WATER (526-9283).  
 
If accommodations are needed for a person with disabilities, please notify the Kansas Water Office 
at 900 SW Jackson Street, Suite 404, Topeka, KS 66611-1249 or call (785) 296-3185 at least five 
working days prior to the meeting.  
 
 
Note to Editor: The Americans with Disabilities Act, (42 U.S.C. 12101) requires the Kansas Water Office to 
print the reasonable accommodations messages.  
 

# # # 
 

As the state’s water office, KWO conducts water planning, policy coordination and water marketing as well as 
facilitates public input throughout the state.  
 
The agency prepares the KANSAS WATER PLAN, a plan for water resources development, management and 
conservation.  
 

http://www.kwo.ks.gov/
mailto:katie.ingels@kwo.ks.gov
http://www.kwo.ks.gov/



