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Section 11 Introduction, Assurances)ncorporation, and Adoption

1.1 Introduction

Hazard nitigation is commonly defined as sustained action taken to reduce or eliminatiedongsk to people and

their property from hazards and their effects. Hazard mitigation planning provides communities with a roadmap to ¢
in the creation and revision pblicies and procedures, and the use of available resources, to providgertontangible
benefits to the community. A wetlesignechazard mitigation plan provides communities with realistic actions that can
be taken to reduce potential vulngitily and exposure to identified hazards.

This Local Hazard Mitigation PlanLHMP) was prepared to provide sustained actions to eliminate or reduce risk to
people and property from the effects of natural and-made hazards. This plan documetémsasRegion Band its
participating jurisdictions planning process and identifies applicable hazards, vulnerabilities, and hazard mitigati
strategies. This plan will serve to direct available community and regional resources towards creating policies &
actions thaprovide longterm benefits to the comunity. Local and regional officials can refer to the plan when making
decisions regarding regulations and ordinances, granting permits, and in funding capital improvements and ot
community initiatives.

Specifically, this hazard mitigation plan was developed to:

Update the2020 LHMP

Build for a safer future for all citizens

Foster cooperation for planning and resiliency

Identify, prioritize and mitigate hazards

Assist with sensible and effective planning and budgeting
Educate citizens about hazards, mitigateomd preparedness
Comply withrelevantfederal requirements

= =4 =8 -8 -8 -89

This plan has been designed to be a living document, a document that will evolve to reflect changes, correct
omissions, and constantly strive to ensure the safetl} atizens.

12 Assurances

In an effort to reduce natural disaster losses, the United States Congress passed the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2
(DMA 2000) in order to amend the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (Stafford Act
DMA 2000 amended the Stard Act by repealing the previous Mitigation Planning section (409) and replacing it with
a new Mitigation Planning section (322). Section 322 of the DMA makes the development of a hazard mitigation pl
a specific eligibility requirement for any loc&overnmentapplying for Federal mitigation grant funds. ThidMP

was prepared to meet the requirements of the DMA 2000, as defined in regulations set forth by the Interim Final R
(44 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part @01.

All adopting jurisdictionscertify thattheywill comply with all applicable Federal statutes and regulations during the
periods for whichtheyreceivegrant funding, in compliance with 44 CFR 13.11(c), and will anteigplan whenever
necessary to reflect changes in State or Federal laws and statutes as required in 44 CFR 13.11(d).

This hazard mitigation plan was prepared to comply with all relevant requirements of the Robert T. Stafford Disas
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act of 1988, as amended by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000. This plan compl
with all the relevant iguirements of:

1 Code of Federal Regulatis(d4 CFR) pertaining to hazard mitigation planning
1 FederalEmergencyManagemenfigency (FEMA)planning directives and guidelines
1 Interim final, and final rules pertaining to hazard mitigation planning and grant funding
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1 Relevant presidential directives
1 Office of Management and Budget circulars
1 Any additional and relevant fede@bvernmentocuments, guidelines, and rules.

Additionally, this LHMP has been completed &mldressall State ofKansasrecommendationsind requirements
concerning hazard mitigation planniagdt h e r e g ui r e milooatMitigatoh Pldnking Rdicy Guide that
wentinto effect April 19 2023.

13 Authorities

The LHMP relies on the authorities given participating jurisdictiondy its citizens and encoded liocal andstate
law. This plan is intended to be consistent with all policies and procedurdkedst activities related to the mitigation
programing and planning. In all cases of primé&tate ofKansasand locallaws, statutes, and policies will supersede
the provisions of the plan.

14 Adopting Jurisdictions

In order to have an approved hazard mitigation plan, DMA 2000 and 44 CFR § 201.6 require that each jurisdicti
choosing to participate must demonstrate meaningful participation in the planning process. For thisgiargful
participation benchmarkacluded

1 Participation in planning meetings when able, or through alternate engagement such as phone calls, emails
review of materials.

Provision of local data, maps, and other information to support plan development.
Identification of jurisdictiorspecific mitigation actions.

Review and comment on draft plan sections.

Contribution to fostering the public input process.

Formal adoption of the plan following FEMA approval.

=A =4 =4 -4 =4

As FEMAOGs Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide notes,
be demonstrated through a variety of activities such as reviewing and commenting on drafts, providing local ds
identifying actions, andrgaging in coordination. Accordingly, each jurisdiction, both those that could attend formal
meetings and those that relied on alternate engagem

Based on the above criteria, the following jurisdictions participated in the planning process, and will adopt the approv
hazard mitigation plan:

Table 1. Kansas Region B Adopting Jurisdictions

Jurisdiction Flannlig RepresentativeName RepresentativeTitle
Engagement
Ellis County X Lyle Pantle Emergency Manager
City of Ellis X Ashley Scheibler City Clerk
Hays X Toby Dougherty City Manager
City of Schoenchen X Kevin Biker City Mayor
City of Victoria X John Schulte City Mayor
Fort Hays State University X Terry Pierce Chief of Police
USD #388- Ellis X Janice Wilson Superintendent
USD #432- Victoria X Kimberly Woolf Superintendent
USD #489 Hays X Ron Wilson Superintendent
All Rural Water Districts (RWDs) X Multiple Chairman
Midwest Energy COOP X Chuck Staab Safety Manager

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 2



Table 1. Kansas Region B Adopting Jurisdictions

Planning

Jurisdiction RepresentativeName RepresentativeTitle
Engagement
Western Cooperative Electric X Jay Scott Safety Manager
Graham County X Mickie Helberg Emergency Manager
City of Bogue X Jana Irby City Treasurer
Hill City X Aphton Griffey City Clerk
City of Morland X Casey Bainter City Clerk
USD #2811 Graham County X Lisa Gehring Superintendent
. . . Operations Constructiol
Midwest Energy X Craig Augustine and Project Manager
Prairie Land Electric COOP X Cody Pounds Director of Operations
Western Cooperative Electrical Jay Scott Safety Manager
Ness County X Travis Rothe Emergency Manager
City of Bazine X Patricia Showalter Mayor
City of Brownell X Jeremy Ryan Mayor
City of Ness City X Gary Gantz Mayor
City of Ransom X Gregory Lutters Mayor
City of Utica X Doug Hagans Mayor
USD #106i Western Plains X Jeff Jones Superintendent
USD #303' Ness City X Derek Reinhardt Superintendent
Grisell Memorial Hospital District #1 X Frank Safrit CEO
LaneScott Electric COOP X Richard McLeon General Manager
. . . Operations Constructiol
Midwest Energy COOP X Craig Augustine and Project Manager
Ness County Hospital District #2 X Brent Whitley Chairman
Sacred Heart School of Ness City X Trina Delgado Superintendent
Western Cooperative Electric X Jay Scott Safety Manager
Norton County X Jeff Burmaster Emergency Manager
City of Almena X Kathy Rivera City Clerk
City of Clayton X Barbara Brooks City Clerk
City of Edmond X Amber Nuttycomb City Clerk
City of Lenora X Gladys Flores City Clerk
City of Norton X Alex McKenna City Clerk
USD #2111 Norton Community Schoolg X Corey Roy Superintendent
USD #2121 Northern Valley X Ken Tharman Superintendent
All RWDs X Beverly Otter Secretary
. . . Operations Constructiol
Midwest Energy COOP X Craig Augustine and Project Manager
Prairie Land Electric COOP X Cody Pounds Director of Operations
Norton Methodist Church X Karen Griffith Administrator
Phillips County X Jenny Dix County Clerk
City of Agra X Scott Bretton City Mayor
City of Kirwin X Vernon Roth City Mayor
City of Logan X Deb Grammon City Mayor
City of Long Island X Time Hammon City Mayor
City of Phillipsburg X Bret Miles City Mayor
City of Prairie View X Mark Graham City Mayor
City of Speed X Denise Lyon City Mayor
USD #110i Thunder Ridge Schools X Jeff Yoxall Superintendent
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Table 1. Kansas Region B Adopting Jurisdictions

Planning

Jurisdiction RepresentativeName RepresentativeTitle
Engagement
USD #325- Phillipsburg X Michael Gower Superintendent
USD #326- Logan X Michael Gower Superintendent
All RWDs X Multiple Chairman
. . . Operations Constructiol
Midwest Energy X Craig Augustine and Project Manager
Prairie Land Electric COOP X Cody Pounds Director of Operations
Rolling Hills Electric COOP X Angie Behymer MSR Manager
Rooks County X Adam Bryant Emergency Manager
City of Damar X Debbie Pfannenstiel City Clerk
City of Palco X Larissa Wilson City Clerk
City of Plainville X Jim Mesecher City Clerk
City of Stockton X Kayla Hilbrink City Manager/Clerk
City of Woodston X Shari Reichard City Clerk
City of Zurich X Shane Maddox City Clerk
USD #269 Palco X Dr. Brian Pekarek Superintendent
USD #270- Plainville X Lisa Gehring Superintendent
USD #271- Stockton X Dr. Angela McCollum Superintendent
. . . Operations Constructiol
Midwest Energy COOP X Craig Augustine and Project Manager
Prairie Land Electric COOP X Cody Pounds Director of Operations
Rooks County Health Center X Stephanie Bjornstad CEO
Rolling Hills Electrical COOP X Angie Behymer MSR Manager
Western Cooperative Electric X Jay Scott Safety Manager
Rush County X Dotti Shuckman County Clerk
City of Bison X Dennis Elder Mayor
City of La Crosse X Lyle Hammerschmidt City Manager
City of McCracken X Brian Walker Mayor
City of Otis X Jenny Landers Mayor
City of Rush Center X Jeff Keener Mayor
USD #395 LaCrosse X Bill Keeley Superintendent
USD #403i Otis-Bison X Karen Maier Superintendent
Lane Scott Electric COOP X Richard McLeon General Manager
. . . Operations Constructiol
Midwest Energy COOP X Craig Augustine and Project Manager
Western Cooperative Electric X Jay Scott Safety Manager
Russell County X David Elliott Emergency Manager
City of Bunker Hill X Alecia Woods City Clerk
City of Dorrance X Raina Tomlinson City Clerk
City of Gorham X Amber Washburn City Clerk
City of Lucas X Kay Mettlen City Clerk
City of Luray X Krysta Cash City Clerk
City of Paradise X Brynae Thompson City Clerk
City of Russell X Ashley Mai City Clerk
City of Waldo X Barbara Robertson City Clerk
USD #299 Sylvan Grove X Jeff Starkey Superintendent
USD #399 Paradise X Bill Bagshaw Superintendent
USD #407 Russell County X Jordan Perez Superintendent
All RWDs X Tad Krug Chairman
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Table 1. Kansas Region B Adopting Jurisdictions

Jurisdiction Planning RepresentativeName RepresentativeTitle
Engagement
Tony Driscoll
Jamie Tomlinson
Virginia Rohleder
. . . Operations Constructiol
Midwest Energy COOP X Craig Augustine Snd Project Manager
Rolling Hills Electrical COOP X Angie Behymer MSR Manager
Russell Regional Hospital X David Caudill CEO
Western Cooperative Electric X Jay Scott Safety Manager
Trego County X Kathleen Fabrizius Emergency Manager
City of Collyer X Angie Walt Clerk
City of WaKeeney X Hardy Howard Administrator
USD #208 WaKeeney X Matt Smith Superintendent
Kelley Nuttle: RWD #1
AR X John)I/DougIas: RWD #2 MEERERS
. . . Operations Constructiol
Midwest Energy X Craig Augustine and Project Manager
Western Cooperative Electric X Jay Scott Safety Manager

15 Hazard Mitigation Plan Incorporation and Integration
This hazard mitigation plan is an overarching document that both consists of and contributes to various county :
local codes, plans, reports, and studies. The integration of these can provide the following community benefits:

1 Align community goals, objectives, and prime concerns
1 Avoid lost opportunities
1 Eliminate duplication of effort

KansasRegion Band participating jurisdictiawill continue to actively workn incorporating elements of this hazard
mitigation planinto any relevant plan, code or ordinance revision or creafihrenever possiblé&ansaskegion Band
participating jurisdictiorwill use existing plans, policies, procedures, and programs to aid in the implementation of
identified hazard mitigation actions.

On a local level, hazard mitigation plans can be integrated into varbougy and municipalityplanning documents
and initiatives to ensure a comprehensive and coordinated approach to reducing the impact ok bazhbleiziplans
where hazard mitigation strategieanbe integratedclude

1 General Plans:Helps guide long term community development to ensure future resilience against identifiec
hazards.

M Threat and Hazard Identification and Risk AssessmentUtilizes information from th& HMP to understand
the specific threats and hazards that may impact the community. This informs the development of strateg
and resource allocation for emergency management capabilities, ensuring that the communifyrépareit
to respond effectively.

1 Comprehensive LandUse PlansHelps guide the development and zoning decisions in a way that minimizes
vulnerability to hazards. This includes avoiding construction in-hgi areas and encouraging resilient
building practices.

1 Emergency Operations PlansContributes to detailing specific actions to be taken before, during, and after
disasters to reduce vulnerability and enhance community resilience.

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 5



1 Climate Action Plans: Can help address both shtetm hazards and lorgrm climaterelated risks. This
includes considerations for extreme temperatures and changes in precipitation patterns.

1 Transportation Plans: Helps ensure the resilience of transportation infrastructure to hazards such as flood:
and earthquakes. This may involve designing infrastructure to withstand extreme weather events.

1 Infrastructure Master Plans: Contributes to the design, construction, and maintenance of critical
infrastructure, such as water supply systems, roads, bridges, and utility networks.

1 Community Development Plans:Helps ensure that new development projects align with hazard resilience
goals. This may involve establishing building codes that prioritize haarstant construction.

1 Open Space and Recreation Plan®rovides for the consideration of green infrastructure and open spaces for
flood control, wildfire buffers, and other hazard mitigation purposes.

1 Public Health Preparedness PlansAddresses potential health risks associated with hazards. This includes
planning for medical surge capacity, disease prevention, and healthcare facility resilience.

Consultation with jurisdictionalepresentativdnas indicatedhe previous HMP was not fully integrated into other
county and city plans largely due to capacity constraints and a slow plaamihgode revisiortadence. Most
participating jurisdictions operate with limited staff, volunteer boards, and infrequent amendment/budget window
limiting the capability of plan integratioithis update acknowledgesefe continuedconstraintsalong with thefact

that he plan was used mainly for grant eligibiligther than as a standing input to comprehensive.plans

One bright spot of plan integration was notedtba county levelParticipating countiesave hadgood successn
integrating the previoukHMP into county level emergency operations plans. The following list details which
participating counties completed this successful integration:

El Cosn€Coyunty Emergency Operations Pl an
Grah@omun€Cgunty Emergency Operations Pl an
NeLoun€Cyunty Emergency Operations Pl an
Nor tConun€@yunty Emergency Operations Pl an
Phi lQoiunm€gyunty Emergency Operations Pl an
Rooksun€Cgunty Emergency Operations Pl an
RusCoun€Cgunty Emergency Operations Pl an
Rus Laolun€Cyunty Emergency Operations Pl an
TreQoun€Cyunty Emergency Operations Pl an

= =4 =4 4 -4 -4 -8 -8 -4

Another bright spot of plan integration was noted on the school districtollegdevel. Districtsand collegesised
the previous LHMB hazard informatioto help informEmergency Planpdateswhich tightened decision points for
closures, relocations, and reunificatidinese plans enhantiee safety and resilience of educational faciljtmsdmay
involve retrofitting buildings, establishing evacuation routes, and conducting regular drills.

Special districts, including rural water districts and hospital districts, also have seen limited success in integrating
previous LHMP into their planning efforts. Similar to counties and municipalities, integration lagged because speci
districts opeate with small teams, volunteer or pime boards, and infrequent plan/budget cycles.-Bajay
operations and regulatory compliance took precedence, leaving limited bandwidth to translate HMP concepts i
planning documents. However, good success been noted in using the previous LHMP to inform drought
management plans and Hospital Emergency Operations Plans.

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 6



Electric cooperatives have had limited success integrating the previous LHMP into their planning, largely because
ops run with small staffs, membelected boards on infrequent cycles, and heavytatapy operational/compliance
demands (outage responsegetation management, safety, and reliability). Those realities left little bandwidth to
translate the LHMP into formal documents. Even so, electrical cooperatives did use the prior LHMP to sharpen sto
response and mutuald staging, target vegetationanagement and grasslamilidfire exposure along rightsf-way,

and prioritize hardening.

Integrating hazard mitigation with FEMA programs and initiatipesvides many benefits tfkansasRegion B
participating jurisdictions. These benefits includeraanlinedplanning andfunding process for hazard mitigation
projects, ehancedcommunity resiliencefrom the leveraging of federal programs to create a holistic approach to
resilience, broad basedtdsharing allowing for an improved understating of community risk, andrcedunding
opportunitieswhere jurisdictions cateverage multiple sources of federal funding to implement hazard mitigation
actions. Programs currently being integrated into the LHMP include:

National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP):

1 NFIP: The NFIP is a federal program, managed by FEMA, which exists to provide flood insurance for propert
owners in participating communities, to improve floodplain management practices, and to develop maps
flood hazard areas.

T Community Rating System (CRS): NFI P6s CRS incen:
management standards to reduce flood risk. Communities earn CRS points for implementing flood hazs
mitigation activities, which can result in lower floodsurance premiums for residents. Hazard mitigation
planning can guide communities in adopting flemécific measures that qualify f6RS points.

9 Building Standards: NFIP policies encourage communities to adopt and enforce building standards to minimi
flood damage. By integrating hazard mitigation planning, communities can identify and prioritize infrastructur
improvements that meet or exceed RBtandards, especially in areas vulnerable to flooding.

1 Floodplain Management Plans: Developing comprehensive floodplain management plans as part of haz
mitigation planning can support NFIP compliance while addressing risks specific to community needs.

Hazard Mitigation Assistance (HMA) Grants

T Planning Support: FEMAGs HMA grant programs- (in
Disaster Mitigation (PDM), and Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities (BRIC) grants) provide
funding for hazard mitigation plans. These plans @&p identify, prioritize, and implement mitigation projects
that reduce risk and align with FEMAGs overall

9 Eligible Project Types: HMA grants fund a variety of projects (e.g., retrofitting infrastructure, elevating
buildings, property acquisitions) that can align with commusiggcific hazard mitigation goals. By aligning
local hazard mitigation strategies WitHMA-eligible project types, communities can maximize available
funding to address critical risks.

1 Funding Integration with Local Mitigation Projects: Communities can leverage HMA grants to implement local
mitigation projects that align with broader hazard mitigation goals. For example, using FMA funds to reduc
flood risk in NFIRinsured properties deveraging BRIC funds for innovative infrastructure resilience projects.

Threat and Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment (THIRA)

1 Comprehensive Risk Identification: THIRA provides a structured approach for communities to identify anc
prioritize their risks based on a full spectrum of hazards, including natural and-caosed events. Integrating
hazard mitigation planning with THIR&nables communities to address mhdizard risks with targeted
mitigation strategies.

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 7



1 Capability Targets Alignment: THIRA also helps communities identify capability gaps and set targets fol
resilience. Hazard mitigation plans can use these targets to outline mitigation actions that align with eapabilit
building priorities, such as improwgremergency response infrastructure or fortifying lifeline systems.

1 Unified Risk and Capability Assessments: By integrating hazard mitigation planning with the THIRA process
communities can develop a more cohesive picture of their risk and capability needs, allowing for more focus
and impactful use of FEMA resources@ss initiatives.

Integration of hazard mitigation into these various plans ensures that resilience efforts are embedded in the bro:
fabric of community development. Coordination and collaboration among different sectors and stakeholders ¢
essential for the successioiplementation of hazard mitigation strategies on the local.|l®leh incorporatiomnd
integrationis crucial for creating a cohesive and coordinated approach to address various aspectsiohitigation.

All participating jurisdictions utilize simdlr internal procedures f@lanincorporation and integration. The following
represent commonly utilized methods:

1 CrossReferencing:ldentify and crosseference relevant sections of different plans and policies. This involves
explicitly noting connections between the goals, strategies, and actions outlined in one plan with those in othe

1 Consistency ChecksConduct consistency checks to ensure that the language, objectives, and strategies
different plans and policies align with each other.

1 Joint Planning Committees: Establish joint planning committees or task forces that involve representatives
from different departments or agencies responsible for various(fdaexample, the MPChese committees
facilitate communication, collaboration, and the coordination of planning efforts across sectors.

1 Collaborative Workshops and Meetings:Organize collaborative workshops and meetings to bring together
stakeholders involved in different planning procegassseen in the planning meetings for the LHMMPjese
forums provide an opportunity for stakeholders to share informatiddiscuss common goals.

1 Alignment with State and Regional PlansEnsure that local plans align with broader regional and state plans.
This involves considering regional and state priorities and incorporating them into local planning efforts t
create a harmonized approach to development.

9 Data Sharing and Analysis:Share relevant data among planning efforts and conduct joint data analysis. This
helps in creating a common understanding of the challenges and opportunities, facilitating éxadedce
decisionmaking across different plans.

1 Unified Implementation Strategies:This involves identifying common actions and initiatives that contribute
to the achievement of multiple goals outlined in various plans.

16 LHMP Review and Approval

This plan was submitted tihe KansaDivision of Emergency Managemefi{ DEM) and FEMA RegiorVI1 prior to
adoption(approval pending adoptigorotoco). This methodology allows for a single plan adoption by participating
jurisdictions in the event of plan revisions during the review and approval process.

17 Plan Adoption

Upon review andpproval pending adoptistatus byFEMA Region VI, adoption resolutions will be signed aly
participating jurisdictionsinder current existing adoption protocd®th approval documentation and jurisdictional
adoption resolutions may be found in Appendix A.

Administration and oversight of the hazard mitigation program is the responsibiipielM and Kansas Region B

Emergency Managerg§he plan will be reviewed annually and will be updated every five years, or as required by
changing hazard mitigation regulations or guidelines.

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 8



Section 2i Documentation of the Planning Process

2.1

Guiding Principle

The guiding principle for the creation and utilization of this LHMP is as follows:

T

22

Through partnerships amoumd local jurisdictions, identify and reduce thglnerability to natural hazarde
protect the health, safety, quality of livironmentand economy of the diverse communities witkansas
Region B

Planning Process

The process established for this planning effort is based on the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 planning and upd
requirements and the FEMA associated guidancéal hazard mitigation plan@.ocal Mitigation Planning Policy
Guide (FP 20€1-0002), effective April 19, 2093To accomplish this, the following planning process methodology
was followed:

T

=A =

= =4 =4 =4

Inform, invite, and involve other mitigation plan stakeholders throughout the state, including federal agencie
state agencies, regional groups, businessesprufits, underserved communities, and local emergency
management organizations.

Creation of a Mitigation Planning Committ@dPC) tocodify and guide the planning process.

Develop the planning and project management process, including methodology, review procedures, dete
about plan development changes, interagency coordination, planning integration, and the organization &
contribution of stakeholders.

Creation of a multpronged outreach strategy to engage stakeholders.

Conduct a thorough review of all relevant current and historic planning efforts.

Conduct a review of all related and relevant state and local plans for integration and incorporation.

Coll ect data on all related state plans and init
and actionsgritical facilities and community lifelingsflood plains, Repetitive Loss/Severe Repetitive Loss
properties, hazard events,-gaing and completed mitigation actions, and mitigation program changes since
the development of the previous plan.

Complete a risk and vulnerability assessment using data from the FEMA and other federal and state agenc)
resources. Analyses were conducted at the state level, county by county -oivsiadefacilities, and county

by county drawing on local assessments.

Develop and update tloapability assessmeof KansasRegion Band all participating jurisdictions

Develop a comprehensive mitigation strategy effectively addreksingasRegion B) bazards and

mitigation program objectives. This included reviewing pre and post disaster policies and programs,
identifying objectives and goals, identifying mitigation actions and projects, and assessing mitigation actions
and projects.

Determination and implementation of a plan maintenance cycle, including a timeline for plan upgrades and
improvements.

The following figure summarizes these steps:

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 9



Figure 1: Planning Process

Step 1.

Organize the Step 2. Assess

Risks

Planning
Process and
Resources

Task 1. Determine
the Planning Area
and Resources

Task 4: Conduct a
Risk Assessment

Task 2: Build the
Planning Team

Task 3: Create an
Outreach Strategy

Step 3. Develop
a Mitigation
Strategy

Task 5: Review
Community
Capabilities

Step 4. Adopt

and Implement
the Plan

Task 7: Review
and Adopt the
Plan

Task 6: Develop a
Mitigation
Strategy

Task 8: Keep the
Plan Current

Task 9: Create a
Safe and
Resilient
Community

Source: FEMA

23 Project Timeline

The KansasRegion BLHMP review and revision process begabiecembel024, with the first public meeting held
in January 2025The following chart indicates the planning stages completed as part of this process:

Chart 1: Project Planning Stages

July -
October 2025

Plan drafting
and section
review with

stakeholders

Continued
solicitation of
information
Mitigation
action review
and revision
planning
meeting

July 2025

Kickoff
meeting

Solicitation of
information

June 2025

Project
initiation

October 2025

Draft plan
completion

Draft plan
public review

Final planning
meeting

2.4 Plan Organization

February
2026

Plan
adoption

This LHMP is both a reference document and an action plan. It has information and resources to educate readers
decisionmakers about hazard events and related issues and a comprehensive strapagyctpating jurisdictions,
stakeholders, andommunity members can follow to improve resilienthis LHMP is composed of the following

sections:

9 Section 1- Introduction, Assurances, Incorporation, and Adoption: Details the regulatory framework for
plan development, participating jurisdictions, how the plan will be incorporated into other planning

mechanisms, and adoption requirements.

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan
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Section 21 Planning Process:Outlines the steps taken to complete this LHMP, consideration of planning
equity, the people involved in its creation, strategies to invite public participation, and technical and plannin
resources utilized in completing this plan.

Section 3- Regional Profile and Development Trends:Details demographic information, vulnerable
populations, critical facility and community lifeline information, agricultural data, and a discussion of climate
change parameters.

Section4 i Capability Assessment:Providesa comprehensive evaluation of existing abilities to effectively
mitigate hazards and manage disaster risks. This assessment involves analyzing the community's curi
resources, policies, programs, and systems to determine how well it can implemenbmiigategies

Section5 - Hazard Identification and Risk AssessmentDescribes the hazards tltan impact the planning
area, including extent, previous occurrences, changing conditions, and vulnerabilities.

Section 6- Mitigation Strategy: Outlines the specific actions, policies, and projects designed to reduce or
eliminate the risks and impacts of hazards on a community. These strategies are developed based on the finc
from the hazard identification and risk assessment phases andareglten address the unique vulnerabilities
and capabilities of the community.

Section 7 - Plan Maintenance Summarizesplan maintenance responsibilitiesionitoring and update
requirementsand opportunities for continued public involvement.

Appendices:Providessupplementary detailed information and supporting documents. The appendices serve |
enhance the main content by offering further clarification, data, and documentation that support the planni
process and implementation.

2026 Plan Update

In undertaking this planning effofansasRegion Bdetermined that wide variancesplanning format and data do

not allow for effective continuous planning. To provide planning continuity every effort was made during this plat
update to adhere as closely as possible to elements of the previous LHMP. As sleskel thieanalysis and detail
included in this risk assessmentisnulative, allowing participating jurisdictions to have a robust baietteer mold

and improveheir mitigation strategsover the next five years.

As part of this planning effort, each section of the previous mitigation plan was reviession current and available
data Theplan wageviewed against the following elements:

= =4 =8 -8 =9

Compliance with the current regulatory environment
Completeness of data

Correctness of data

Capability differentials

Currentregionalenvironment

Based on the above criteria, each section optheiousLHMP was reviseds required. In addition to data revisions,
the format and sequencing of the previous plan was updated for ease of use and plafesianigated elements from
the previous LHMP include:

= =4 =4 =8 -4 =9

Expanded definition and discussion of underserved communities and vulnerable populations.
Updated goals and objectives, includangew goal and objectives

Updated critical facilities and community lifelines list.

Expanded detailing of historltazardoccurrences.

Updated mapping using newly available data.

Updated county and jurisdictional capabilities assessment

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 11



1 Integration of relevant revised plans.
1 Updated mitigation actions, including progress on previous actions

26 Mitigation Planning Committee

Project initiation began with the selectiohaMitigation Planning Committe@MPC), consishg of theKansasRegion
B emergency manageand representative staff froneach participating jurisdiction From project inception to
completion, theMPC was notified at each major plan development milestone thrawgimbination omeetings and

electronic communicatiomn general, aIMPC members were asked to participate in the following ways:

= =4 =4 =4 -4 A

Attend and participate in meetings
Assist with the collection of data
Assure the accuracy and completeness of data

Assist with the revision and development of mitigation actions

Review planning elements and drafts
Integrate hazard mitigation planning elements with other planning mechanisms

As an additional responsibilitf/PC members helped establish project operating procedures and timafidessisted
with the establishment of project milestones.

The following table represents members ofl\feC:

Table 2: MPC Members

Jurisdiction

Name

Title

Ellis County

Lyle Pantle

Emergency Manager

Graham County

Mickie Helberg

Emergency Manager

Ness County

Travis Rothe

Emergency Manager

Norton County

Jeff Burmaster

Emergency Manager

Phillips County

Jenny Dix

Emergency Manager

Rooks County

Adam Bryant

Emergency Manager

Rush County

Dotti Shuckman

Emergency Manager

Russell County

David Elliot

Emergency Manager

Trego County

Kathleen Fabrizius

Emergency Manager

KDEM Stephanie Goodman State Hazard Mitigation Officer
KDEM Mike Ahlf Mitigation Planner
KDEM Darby "Tobyh KDEM Regional Coordinator

27

LHMP Stakeholders

Kansas Region B acknowledges that effective hazard mitigation planning should involve a diverse group of
stakeholdes, including Governmentagencies, private sector entitieprivate norprofit organizations, quasi
Governmerdl authorities, and special districlthe coordination and cooperation of these stakeholders assists with all
aspects of plan development, including:

Data collection

Hazard andisk analysis

Capability assessment

Mitigation action review, revisigrand development
Plan implementatio

=A =4 =4 -8 =9
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Local and regionastakeholdersvere contacted directly dfPC membersia phone and email during the entirety of
the planning processoncerning plan progress and meeting information (inclugdngpte meeting login information
and in person meeting address and time when appljcabié included:

Local and regional agencies involved in hazard mitigation activities

Agencies that have the authority to regulate development

National Flood Insurance Program coordinators

Neighboring communities

Representatives of business, academia, and other private organizations

Non-profit and communitypased organizations who work to provide support to socially vulnerable and
underserved communities.

= =4 =4 =4 -4 =9

Emphasis was placed on inviting local building departments, who played a critical role in creating and reviewing tr
LHMP. Their expertise was used to help identify local vulnerabilities and develop buriddatgd mitigation measures.
Additionally, jurisdictional NFIP coordinators played a key role in mitigation planning at the community level. These
coordinators were actively engaged and for their expertise on flood risk, mitigation strategies, and NFIP complian
Information concerning building codelFIP participation, and building and NFIP representatives may be found in
Section 4. While not all of these organizations attended meetings, each was actively courted to provide informati
data, and feedback as necessary and as related to their arepsrise.

Additionally, the KansasRegion BMPC provided the opportunitipr a wide variety of coordinating stakeholders to
assist in the preparatiasf this. Coordinating stakeholdetsave information and resources that are important to the
planningprocess but do not participate fully in the planning process. While not all of these organizations attende
meetings, each was actively courted to provide information, data, and feedback as necessary and as related to their
of expertiseThe following provides &st of all coordinating stakeholders involved in the development of this LHMP:

KansasDepartment oAgriculture
KansasDepartment oAging and Disability Services
Kansadepartment of Healtand Environment
KansasDepartment of Transportation

Kansas Deartment of Wildlife and Parks
KansadDivision of Emergency Management
Kansas Fire Marshal

Kansas Historical Society

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
National Weather Service (NWS)

United State#&\rmy Corps of Engineers

United States Census Bureau

United State®epartment of Agriculture (USDA)
United State$seological Survey (USGS)
University of Wisconsin SILVIS Labs

=4 =8 =4 =8 4 -8 -8 -8 a9 -89 99

Taking a regional approacMPC memberkept adjacentregionalemergency managetg to date concerning the
completion of this LHMP. The MPC recognizes that many of the hazards that could impact Kansas Region B do 1
respeciurisdictional boundariesand often affect multiple countieCoordination is essential for effective response
and longterm risk reductionand through collaboration witteighboring counties, emergency managers can:

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 13



Identify shared risks and develop regional strategies.

Coordinate resources and response plans.

Avoid duplication of efforts and ensure consistency across borders.
Strengthen mutual aid agreements and communication channels.
Build a more resilient region.

= =4 =4 -8 4

28 Community Outreach

As part of the overall planning process, members of the community (the public) were provided with numerot
opportunities to contribute and comment on the creation and adoption of the plan. For participating jurisdictions, t
public was defined as any perswith an interest in the resilience and welfar&afisasRegion B These opportunities
included:

KansasRegion BEmergency Managemerfacebook anevebpagaipdatesoncerning all hazard mitigation
activities, survey links, aneheeting information.

Flyers to post to@vertisedmeeting locations and details

Onlineand papesurves.

Comment periodalong with an online surveyypon completion of draft plan

=A =4 =4 =

All open public meetings were held at easily accessible community locations. As many participating jurisdictions al
citizens have limited communications capabilities, meeting notices were placed in high visibility locations and our MP
was asked to condua wordof-mouth campaign concerning the planning process to include as many paisiaga
possible The following shows the flyer for the kickoff meeting:

Figure 2: KansasRegion BHazard Mitigation Plan Kickoff Flyer
Kansas Region B Hazard Mitigation

Plan Afternoon Kickoff Meeting

Wednesday, July 9. 2025
1:00PM — 2:00PM

EMS Building
1105 East 22" Street, Hays, Kansas

Please join us to learn about the Kansas Region B Hazard Mitigation Plan, and the process
we will undertake to update the plan for 2026. At this meeting you can provide feedback
on possible hazards, projects to mitgate hazards, and community concerns. Please don’t
hesitate to let us know if you have any questions, and we look forward to seeing you there!

Kansas

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 14




Along with public meetings, ana thelp generate community interest and participation, a parallel online outreach
strategy was undertakeBecause KansaRegion Bencompasses many rural communities, an online strategy was
enacted. This allowed remote and underserved communities to participate fully in the process without having to tra
long distances. Information concerning the hazard mitigation planning pratasgwith links to public surveys were
provided through county emergency management vestagii Facebook pages

Figure 3: KansasRegion BEmergency Management WebsiteNorton County) LHMP Information

§°ﬁ q Welcome To
% E Norton County
= AS'

KANSAS
B
OUR GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CIVIC ORGANIZATIONS CITIES JOBS
Emergency Management Menu Emergency Management
Emergency Planning and Community Home > D >

Right-to-Know Act

Kansas Davision of Emergency

Management

Kansas Forest Service -

NWS Goodland Kansas

Ready.gov Function of Department
Environmental Spills Reporting/KDHE

Local Emergency Planning Committee Norton County Emer
minutes coordination

wide emergenc
General Information

STAFF DIRECTORY

cy Management is responsible for the planning,
nd mitigation acti
ng as the primary

peration plans for
n plans; conducting training and e

» emergency preparedness; and sponsoring et

Hazard Mitigation Plan

The Kansas Homeland Security Region B Hazard Mitigation Plan was developed as a guide for Norton
County jurisdictions and citizens to prepare for possible natural disaster events by taking actions to

mitigate the
Plan is valid

f potential hazards. The
ars from the date it was adop!
esolution 2020-01 on Januar

Homeland Security Region B Hazard Mitigation
y the Norton County Board of County

Commissioners, 2020.

Anyone with questions on the Mitigation Plan are e
Management Office.

couraged to stop by the Norton County Emergency

Additionally, throughout the planning process numerous public surveys were releaed tommunity memberto
providefeedback and input on tHeHMP updateusing a series of guided questions and open comment. figids
surveysuselGo o gl e 6 s afeature to proviaa hodt af tlareguages to complete the farms

Figure 4: KansasRegion BHazard Mitigation Plan Kickoff Survey
Language to translate into x
Kansas Region B Local Hazard Mitigation (= )
Plan Update Kickoff Survey

Hazard Mitigation Survey

& Saving disabled

What is your name and title (if applicable)?

Who are you representing (if applicable)? Bangla

Your answer

What County and Gity do you live in (or nearest city)?

Have you read, reviewed, or used the previous Kansas Region B Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan?
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Input from the general public provided the MPC with a clearer understanding of local concerns, helped confir
identified hazards, helped shape proposed mitigation actions, and provided elected officials with a guide and tool to
local, regional, and ordinances and regulations. This public outreach effort was also at
opportunity for adjacent jurisdictions and entities to be involved in the planning process.
. Additionally, as citizens were made more aware of potential hazards dadahgrocess
COMT2TE @1 the plars to mitigae against their impacts, it was believed that they would take a stronger role in
Important. making their homes, neighborhoods, schools, and businesses safer from the potenti
effects of natural hazard€omments and feedbadkom the surveysre both incorporated in this LHMP and are
included in Appendix B.

Public Comment:Giving
the public a chance to

29 Planning Meetings

Numerousin-person meetings were conducted for 2086 LHMP update all heldin a publidy accessible locatian
and adverted as open to the public. These meeting were conductkstcigss the mitigation planning process as well
as gain public support and input for the plan update. The following is a brief synopsis of those meetings.

1 LHMP Update Kick-Off and Public Information Meeting i June 8, 2025 KansasRegion Bhostedonein
person (with a virtual optionkick-off meeting forthe MPC, stakeholders, and the publitis meeting
presented the general structure and timeline for the LHMP process, discussed jurisdictional participatic
requirements, presented data concerning changing demographics, reviewed and discussed identified haz:
and presented next steps. Attendeereinvited to voice any concerns, ask questions, and provide input on the
planning proces#dditionally, MPC members were tasked waihilecing championcontad informationfrom
participating jurisdictions, informed of their planning roles and respiities, and advised of future data
collection requirements and participation requirements

1 LHMP Capability Review, and Mitigation Strategy Review Meetingi August 27, 2025 KansasRegion B
heldonein person (with a virtual optiompeeting for the MPCstakeholdes; and the publicAttendeeseviewed
and revisd the hazards list and vulnerability assessmdiC memberslso reviewedhe mitigation strategy
and previously identified and current mitigation actitmgnsurehey were irtline with the current planning
environment.

1 LHMP Update Final Review Meetingi TBD: KansasRegion Bhosted gublic final plan reviewmeeting
(with a virtual optionfor theMPC, stakeholders, and the publd the meetingttendees weliavited to voice
anyfinal concerns, ask questions, and provide input on the mitigation plan updaitonally, mrembers of
the public were invited to review a draft copy of th#MP update posted farisdictional and countwebsites
for two weekgprior tothe final meeting, angrior to its submission teEMA Region VII.

Some of our participating jurisdictions were unablaltattend inperson meetings due to myriad reasons including
staff size, staff duties, travel restrictions, or funding restrictions. When a jurisdiction could not attend a forma) meetin
they were contacted via phone or email dbyVIPC memberand provided with the meeting slides for review and
discussion. Additionally, formal meetings were supplemented with informal discussions,irtivadls, and frequent
email communications.

210 Planning Document Resources

The hazard mitigation plan is an overarching document that is both comprised of, and contributes to, various ot
jurisdictional plans. In creating this plan, all the planning documents identified below were consulted and reviewe
often extensively. Inurn, when each of these other plans is updated, they will be measured against the contents of
hazard mitigation plan.

Below is a list of the various planning efforts, sole or jointly administered programs, and documents reviewed al

included in this hazard mitigation plan. While each plan can stand alone, their review and functional understanding v
pivotal in the develpment of this plan and further strengthens and impraveg u r i sedilierce to disasbess.
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2021 KansasRegion BHazard Mitigation Plan: The previous LHMP has been reviewed and is incorporated
throughout this plan per FEMA requirements.

2023 Kansas State Hazard Mitigation PlanCompleted by the KDEM, this plan was utilized to provide the
framework for hazard mitigation. This plan set a baseline for standards and practices for hazard mitigati
planning and was used as a resource for information and data.

Jurisdictional Comprehensive Plais: These plans, as available, set policies that help the jurisdiction address
critical issues facing the community, achieve goals based on priority, and coordinate public and private effol
for mutual success. They also provide the historical context, baokdy and current data necessary to
understand issues and choose solutions as well as seek various forms of funding.

Jurisdictional Emergency Operations PlansThese plans are used by jurisdictions to develop procedures for
the protection of personnel, equipment, and critical records to help determine existing established policies tl
ensure the continuity ddovernmentind essential services during and after disasters.

Community Wildfire Protection Plans Created in collaboration with loc&lovernmersd, fire departments,

and stakeholders to address the risk of wildfire. The primary goals are to enhance wildfire preparedness, red
the risk of wildfire to life, property, and critical infrastructure, and improve community resilience.
Participating Jurisdiction Planning and Zoning Documents and OrdinancesThese documents were

revi ewed, assessed, and cataloged to compile eac
NFIP/CRS program documentation

Dam Emergency Action Plans (as available)

Technical Resources

A variety of technical resourcesgere utilizedduringplan development. These technical resources were instrumental in
completing an accuratailnerability and risk assessnmeand include:

T

T
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FEMA Digital Flood Insurance Rate Maps FEMAG6s Nati onal FIl ood Hazar
mapping floodplain locations and estimating potential flood impacts and loss estimates.

FEMA National Risk Index (NRI): An online mapping application that identifies communities most at risk
to natural hazards. The mapping service visualizes natural hazard risk metrics and includes data about expe
annual losses from natural hazards, social vulnerability, and commesilignce. The NRI's interactive web
maps are at the county and Census tract level and made availaBI& girvices for custom analyses.

FEMA Resilience Analysis and Planning Tool (RAPT)FEMA and Argonne National Laboratory created
RAPT to support state, local, tribal, territorial analysis in identifying focus areas for building resilience,
response, and recovery capabilities. RAPT is a geographic information system web map toolkatileclic
layers of community resilience indicators, infrastructure locations, and hazard data.

Homeland Infrastructure Foundation-Level Data (HIFLD): A program managed by the U.S. Department

of Homeland Security that provides authoritative geospatial data for U Gevgrnmentgencies, emergency
responders, and other authorized users involved in homeland security, emergency management, and crit
infrastructure protection. The primary goal of HIFLD is to support homeland defense, security, and emergen:
preparedness missiohg offering highquality, reliable geospatial information.

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA)/National Centers for Environmental
Information (NCEI): Provided veather data and historical eveatsurrence data

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)Provided danand flood control data.

U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA): Provided drought and agricultural data.

U.S. Geological SurveyProvided gologic hazara@ccurrence and probabilitiata

National Weather Service(NWS): Provided meteorological antbsm event occurrence and probability data.
U.S. Drought Monitor: Provided drought occurrence and intensity data.

Kansas Office of State GeologistProvided data aboitansasRegionBs geol ogy and sei
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1 FEMA Map Service Center: The official public source for flood hazard information produced in support of
the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP)

United States Census BureauData concerning populations, socially vulnerable populations, and housing.
1 KDEM: LHMP planning guidance and technical support.

=
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Section31 Regional Profile and Development Trends

3.1 Introduction

Data concerning development trends and conditions is of great importance in deteregiongl and localisk and
vulnerability to identified hazards, especially in locations which are susceptible to identified hazards. In general, a
increase in population or development in hazard susceptible areas tends to increase both the risk and the vulnera
to that hazard. As such, the information presented in this chapter details relevant population and building statistics
each participating jurisdiction ikansasRegion B This data will then be used to determine and refine potential hazard
vulnerability insucceeding sections.

3.2 Jurisdictional Maps
The following map details the locatiaf KansasRegion Band participatingounties:

Map 1. KansasRegion BRegion

Norton | Phillips

Graham | Rooks

Trego Ellis Russell

Ness Rush

Source: State of Kansas

Thefollowing maps fom the Kansas Departmeoit Transportation detail each participating KanRagion Bcounty
along with participating jurisdictions:
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Map 2: Ellis County
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Map 3: Graham County
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Map 4. NessCounty
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Map 5: Norton County
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Map 6: Phillips County
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Map 7: Rooks County
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Map 8: Rush County
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Map 9: RussellCounty
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Map 10 Trego County
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3.3 Population Data
KansasRegion Bhas seen population growi¥ithin the over the 26year period from 2000 to 2020, as indicated by

data collected from the United State Census Bureau. The following #aloleassociategraph presents population
data forkansasRegion B
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Table 3: KansasRegion BPopulation Data

Population

Percentage

Total Land

L X Population
Jurisdiction Population Change Area -
2000 2010 2020 D 0002020 Sa. M) Density
Ellis County 27,507 28,452 28,934 5.2% 900.0 32
City of Ellis 1,873 2,062 1,958 4.5% 1.6 1,209
City of Hays 20,031 20,510 21,116 5.4% 8.4 2,629
City of Schoenchen 201 207 170 -15.4% 0.2 773
City of Victoria 1,214 1,214 1,129 -7.0% 0.6 1,914
Graham County 2,946 2,597 2,415 -18.0% 899.0 3
City of Bogue 174 143 155 -10.9% 0.3 596
Hill City 1,601 1,474 1,403 -12.4% 1.0 1,389
City of Morland 149 154 115 -22.8% 0.3 460
Ness County 3,454 3,107 2,687 -22.2% 1,075.0 2
City of Bazine 316 334 282 -10.8% 0.3 1,085
City of Brownell 26 29 23 -11.5% 0.2 135
City of Ness City 1,527 1,449 1,329 -13.0% 15 904
City of Ransom 287 294 260 -9.4% 0.5 542
City of Utica 233 158 99 -57.5% 0.3 396
Norton County 5,953 5,671 5,459 -8.3% 987.0 6
City of Almena 509 408 363 -28.7% 0.4 931
City of Clayton 50 59 44 -12.0% 0.2 220
City of Edmond 30 49 28 -6.7% 0.2 156
City of Lenora 343 250 207 -39.7% 0.4 493
City of Norton 3,012 2,928 2,747 -8.8% 1.9 1,423
Phillips County 6,001 5,642 4,981 -17.0% 886.0 6
City of Agra 284 267 208 -26.8% 0.3 800
City of Kirwin 209 171 139 -33.5% 0.3 409
City of Logan 585 589 460 -21.4% 0.6 754
City of Long Island 152 134 137 -9.9% 0.3 442
City of Phillipsburg 2,668 2,681 2,337 -12.4% 1.9 1,243
City of Prairie View 124 134 106 -14.5% 0.2 530
City of Speed 37 37 37 0.0% 0.1 285
Rooks County 5,685 5,181 4,919 -13.5% 895.0 5
City of Damar 168 132 112 -33.3% 0.2 560
City of Palco 229 277 208 -9.2% 0.3 770
City of Plainville 2,065 1,903 1,746 -15.4% 1.2 1,455
City of Stockton 1,581 1,329 1,480 -6.4% 2.0 740
City of Woodston 116 136 94 -19.0% 0.3 362
City of Zurich 129 99 89 -31.0% 0.2 524
Rush County 3,551 3,307 2,956 -16.8% 718.0 4
City of Bison 209 255 179 -14.4% 0.3 688
City of La Crosse 1,403 1,342 1,266 -9.8% 1.0 1,241
City of McCracken 256 190 152 -40.6% 0.3 461
City of Otis 339 282 296 -12.7% 0.3 987
City of Rush Center 162 170 141 -13.0% 0.4 362
Russell County 7,370 6,970 6,691 -9.2% 886.3 8
City of Bunker Hill 101 95 103 2.0% 1.4 75
City of Dorrance 206 185 146 -29.1% 0.3 429
City of Gorham 374 334 376 0.5% 0.2 1,567
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Table 3: KansasRegion BPopulation Data

Population Percentage Total Land Population
Jurisdiction Population Change Area .
2000 2010 2020 2000-2020 (Sq. Mi.) Density
City of Lucas 424 393 332 -21.7% 0.6 553
City of Luray 205 194 166 -19.0% 0.3 519
City of Paradise 40 49 35 -12.5% 0.3 140
City of Russell 4,580 4,506 4,401 -3.9% 4.9 904
City of Waldo 30 30 30 0.0% 0.4 83
Trego County 3,280 3,001 2,808 -14.4% 889.0 3
City of Collyer 134 109 97 -27.6% 0.3 388
City of WaKeeney 1,881 1,862 1,799 -4.4% 1.8 999
Source: US Census Bureau
Graph 1. KansasRegion BCounty Population Data
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34 Socially Vulnerable and At-Risk Populations

As a subset of the population dat@nsasRegion Bhas socially vulnerable and-ask populations, populations that
may have difficulty with medical issues, poverty, extremes in age, and communications due to language barriers. Sev
principles may be considered when discussing potentiatiglapopdations, including:

1 Not all people who are considered at risk are at risk
9 Outward appearance does not necessarily mark a person as at risk
1 The hazard event will, in many cases, affect at risk population in differing ways

The National Response Framework defines at risk populations as "populations whose members may have additi
needs before, during, and after an incident in functional areas, including but not limited to: maintaining independen
communication, transpottan, supervision, and medical care."
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Identifying socially vulnerable populations is a cornerstone of effective hazard mitigation planning because it hel|
ensure that all community members are protected. Socially vulnerable gveipsace heightened challenges in
preparing for, responding to, and recovering from disasters. By recognizing these poptlaticnsjitigation efforts

can design targeted interventions, such as accessible evacuation routes, culturally appropriate communication strate
and prioritized resource distributiotg reduce risks and improve outcomes. Addressing social vulnerabilities also
fosters equity, ensuring that no group bears a disp

The following tabls presents information on potential at risk populations wikamsasRegion Band participating
jurisdictionsusing 2020 census data

Table 4. KansasRegion BVulnerable Population Databy County

Jurisdiction Population | Population | Language O_ther Living Below Disability, Under
Under 5 65+ Than English Poverty Level the Age of 65
Ellis County 1,727 4,466 1,729 3,915 3,327
GrahamCounty 113 681 28 33 336
NessCounty 194 688 275 315 368
NortonCounty 316 1,129 173 392 1,010
Phillips County 311 1,240 100 678 941
RooksCounty 344 1,121 65 273 817
RushCounty 185 734 83 250 423
RussellCounty 453 1,653 174 891 1,258
TregoCounty 117 730 19 181 323

Source: US Census Bureau

Graph 2: KansasRegion B Population Under Fiveas Compared to Total Population
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Graph 3: KansasRegion BPopulation Over 65as Compared to Total Population
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Graph 4: KansasRegion BPopulation Speaking Language Other Than Englislas Compared to Total Population
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Graph 5: KansasRegion BPopulation Living Below the Poverty Level as Compared to Total Population
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Graph 6: KansasRegion BPopulation Under 65 with a Disability as Compared to Total Population
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The Centers for Disease Control's Social Vulnerability Index Map shows the relative social vulnerability of communitie
based on factors such as socioeconomic status, household composition, disability, minority status, language, hou
type, and transpation access. This map highlights areas where populations may have increased difficulty preparir
for, responding to, and recovering from the impacts of hazard events. The following map helps identify vulnerak
populations that may require additional nes®s and targeted support during mitigation planning and response efforts.
By integrating this data, participating jurisdictions can prioritize investments, tailor outreach strategies, and enst
equitable distribution of resources to reduce disasterdtama those most at risBocial Vulnerability Index values
range from O (least vulnerable) to 1 (most vulnerable). The Social Vulnerability Index can also be categorized as follo
Very Low (0.00.19), Low (0.2€0.39); Moderate (0.40.59); High (0.6€0.79); Very High (0.86L.0).
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Map 11. FEMA CDC KansasRegion BSocial Vulnerability Index Map
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A Community Disaster Resilience Zone is a designated area that has been identified as particularly vulnerable to nat
disasters and other hazards. The goal of establishing such zones is to focus resources, planning efforts, and mitig
strategies oareas that need the most support to improve their resilience to disasters. These zones are typically sele
based on factors such as the frequency and severity of past disasters, the level of community vulnerability, and
potential impact of future ents. Communities designated as Community Disaster Resilience Zone can receive
increased financial and technical assistance to plan and implement resilience projects. For tneyrapdeeligible for
Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities grant funds at an increased federal cost share of ypetatB@o

to the baseline of up to 75%s of this planandas of April 2025, FEMA appears to have removed Community Disaster
Resilience Zone information from their website
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Regional Population Migration

KansasRegion Bis experiencingonsistenpopulationdeclineas people increasingly migrate from rural areas to urban
centers. This transformation reflects broader demographic trends witnessed across the UnitddeStaggaphic
research indicates that this migration is occurring due to the following factors:

T

Economic Opportunity: A primary driver of the population movement from rural to urban areas is the quest
for better economic prospectsarge regional uban centers offer a diverse range of employment opportunities
in sectors like manufacturing, healthcare, finance, and techndlbgge opportunities often come with higher
wages and better access to educational and healthcare facilities comparedateasral

Access to Education and Training:Urban centers areften home to educational institutions, including
colleges, universities, and vocational schools. Young people from rural areas often migrate to these urk
settings to pursue higher education and vocational training. This educational mobility is a key fewor in
rurakto-urban population shift.

The following graph using data from th&Vichita State University Barton School of Business Center for Economic
Development and Business Research Population Foraudisates population projections (potentiallyeda ruratto-
urban migration) foKansasRegion B As indicated in the report, all countiase indicated to have either a generally
static or decreasing population over the next 40 years.

Graph 7. KansasRegion BPopulation Projection, 2(24-2064
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Closely

Housing Data
tracking population data, but tending to lag population changes, housing data is a good indicator of chang

demographics and growtfihe following tableand associategraphs using datdrom the U.S. Censugresentotal
andoccupiedhousing uniinformationfor KansasRegion Band all participating jurisdictions:
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Table 5: KansasRegion BHousing Data

2000 2010 2020 2000- 2020
Numeric Percent
Jurisdiction . . : Change Change
Total | Occupied | Total | Occupied| Total Occupied (Total (Total
Units) Units)
Ellis County 12,078 11,193 12,872 12,872 13,166 11,853 1,088 9.0%
City of Ellis 858 790 959 868 935 845 77 9.0%
City of Hays 8,808 8,249 9,311 8,698 9,541 8,610 733 8.3%
City of Schoenchen 90 78 86 76 79 78 -11 -12.2%
City of Victoria 516 494 530 522 532 479 16 3.1%
Graham County 1,553 1,263 1,484 1,196 1,422 1,103 -131 -8.4%
City of Bogue 85 75 89 75 91 71 6 7.1%
Hill City 789 695 783 669 760 625 -29 -3.7%
City of Morland 100 70 89 77 81 73 -19 -19.0%
Ness County 1,835 1,516 1,740 1,365 1,548 1,216 -287 -15.6%
City of Bazine 180 155 179 135 164 116 -16 -8.9%
City of Brownell 23 9 38 16 27 18 4 17.4%
City of Ness City 808 682 739 635 710 595 -98 -12.1%
City of Ransom 180 132 178 129 160 117 -20 -11.1%
City of Utica 101 91 102 78 96 65 -5 -5.0%
Norton County 2,673 2,266 2,542 2,163 2,461 1,991 -212 -7.9%
City of Almena 236 204 217 180 198 152 -38 -16.1%
City of Clayton 18 14 34 23 32 22 14 77.8%
City of Edmond 17 9 31 23 24 12 7 41.2%
City of Lenora 207 149 182 126 173 100 -34 -16.4%
City of Norton 1,516 1,336 1,465 1,290 1,457 1,213 -59 -3.9%
Phillips County 3,088 2,496 3,049 2,337 2,794 2,200 -294 -9.5%
City of Agra 171 125 162 116 146 101 -25 -14.6%
City of Kirwin 180 91 163 87 123 65 -57 -31.7%
City of Logan 290 249 311 261 285 223 -5 -1.7%
City of Long Island 68 64 77 60 67 52 -1 -1.5%
City of Phillipsburg 1,383 1,140 1,307 1,116 1,269 1,040 -114 -8.2%
City of Prairie View 74 63 72 51 65 47 -9 -12.2%
City of Speed 13 10 27 16 20 17 7 53.8%
Rooks County 2,758 2,362 2,768 2,238 2,638 2,109 -120 -4.4%
City of Damar 88 69 91 58 79 53 -9 -10.2%
City of Palco 140 121 153 112 134 96 -6 -4.3%
City of Plainville 964 875 949 819 921 784 -43 -4.5%
City of Stockton 752 644 743 606 733 598 -19 -2.5%
City of Woodston 41 26 82 53 65 36 24 58.5%
City of Zurich 56 47 67 46 60 46 4 7.1%
Rush County 1,928 1,548 1,869 1,511 1,663 1,322 -265 -13.7%
City of Bison 130 96 118 104 109 85 -21 -16.2%
City of La Crosse 710 587 722 606 642 547 -68 -9.6%
City of McCracken 147 116 130 96 125 85 -22 -15.0%
City of Otis 168 147 169 146 162 118 -6 -3.6%
City of Rush Center 100 84 103 103 84 71 -16 -16.0%
Russell County 3,871 3,207 3,910 3,173 3,675 2,956 -196 -5.1%
City of Bunker Hill 30 23 66 47 59 44 29 96.7%
City of Dorrance 121 95 113 85 97 75 -24 -19.8%
City of Gorham 171 149 171 150 169 147 -2 -1.2%
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Table 5: KansasRegion BHousing Data

2000 2010 2020 2000- 2020
Numeric Percent
Jurisdiction . . . Change Change
Total | Occupied | Total | Occupied| Total Occupied (Total (Total
Units) Units)
City of Lucas 229 179 257 192 239 171 10 4.4%
City of Luray 132 106 134 94 112 71 -20 -15.2%
City of Paradise 16 12 27 20 26 15 10 62.5%
City of Russell 2,405 2,017 2,393 2,041 2,301 1,930 -104 -4.3%
City of Waldo 13 11 44 15 36 18 23 176.9%
Trego County 1,723 1,412 1,682 1,358 1,611 1,283 -112 -6.5%
City of Collyer 63 57 77 49 60 45 -3 -4.8%
City of WaKeeney 1,030 885 988 864 1,004 837 -26 -2.5%
Source: US Census Bureau
Graph 8: KansasRegion BTotal Housing Units, County Level
14,000
12,000
10,000
8,000
6,000
4,000
2,000
O ame e 1D D BDD “ T
Ellis County Graham Ness County Norton Phillips  Rooks CountyRush County Russell Trego County
County County County County
m 2000 = 2010 = 2020
Source: US Census Bureau
Graph 9: KansasRegion BOccupied Housing Units County Level
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Of particular concerwhen considering housing datangbile home residences. Data from the NOAA National Severe
Storms Laboratory reports that people living in mobile homes are especially at risk for injury and death as even anchc
mobile homes can be seriously damaged when winds gust over 80 milesupeAdhditionally, study data from
Michigan State University reported that the two biggest factors related to wind event fatalities were housing quali
(measured by mobile homes as a proportion of mgusits) and income level. When a tornadic wind strikes, a county
with double the number of mobile homes as a proportion of all homes will experience 62% more fatalities than a coul
with fewer mobile homes, according to the study data. The followinggeitas$ the percentage of mobile homes for each
KansasRegion B

Table 6: Kansas Region BMobile Home Data

2000 2010 2020 2000- 2020
A Fac Percentage of . Percentage of .
ISElE Total | Total Housing | Total I\(I:lan;ﬁgg Total | Total Housing l\cl:uhngﬁglg
Units Units
Ellis County 680 5.6% 633 4.9% 475 3.6% -205
City of Ellis 20 2.3% 10 1.0% 10 1.1% -10
City of Hays 360 4.1% 350 3.8% 184 1.9% -176
City of Schoenchen 9 10.0% 5 5.8% 4 5.1% -5
City of Victoria 4 0.8% 4 0.8% 0 0.0% -4
Graham County 77 5.0% 43 2.9% 71 5.0% -6
City of Bogue 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 6 6.6% 6
Hill City 36 4.6% 39 5.0% 32 4.2% -4
City of Morland 5 5.0% 3 3.4% 9 11.1% 4
Ness County 96 5.2% 67 3.9% 42 2.7% -54
City of Bazine 2 1.1% 7 3.9% 10 6.1% 8
City of Brownell 0 0.0% 4 10.5% 0 0.0% 0
City of Ness City 45 5.6% 38 5.1% 8 1.1% -37
City of Ransom 13 7.2% 2 1.1% 5 3.1% -8
City of Utica 7 6.9% 3 2.9% 2 2.1% -5
Norton County 114 4.3% 80 3.1% 82 3.3% -32
City of Almena 16 6.8% 7 3.2% 16 8.1% 0
City of Clayton 5 27.8% 0 0.0% 6 18.8% 1
City of Edmond 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0
City of Lenora 10 4.8% 3 1.6% 2 1.2% -8
City of Norton 60 4.0% 71 4.8% 4 0.3% -56
Phillips County 146 4.7% 194 6.4% 116 4.2% -30
City of Agra 12 7.0% 15 9.3% 4 2.7% -8
City of Kirwin 7 3.9% 14 8.6% 5 4.1% -2
City of Logan 26 9.0% 12 3.9% 14 4.9% -12
City of Long Island 6 8.8% 16 20.8% 1 1.5% -5
City of Phillipsburg 32 2.3% 36 2.8% 32 2.5% 0
City of Prairie View 5 6.8% 1 1.4% 2 3.1% -3
City of Speed 8 61.5% 0 0.0% 6 30.0% -2
Rooks County 117 4.2% 108 3.9% 67 2.5% -50
City of Damar 5 5.7% 17 18.7% 1 1.3% -4
City of Palco 8 5.7% 10 6.5% 0 0.0% -8
City of Plainville 35 3.6% 37 3.9% 11 1.2% -24
City of Stockton 37 4.9% 17 2.3% 37 5.0% 0
City of Woodston 0 0.0% 1 1.2% 0 0.0% 0
City of Zurich 2 3.6% 4 6.0% 1 1.7% -1
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Table 6: Kansas Region BMobile Home Data

2000 2010 2020 2000- 2020
ARt Percentage of . Percentage of .
Uil Total | Total Hou%ing Total '\CI:L;]me“C Total | Total Hou%ing OIIEE
) ange ; Change
Units Units

Rush County 139 7.2% 84 4.5% 84 5.1% -55
City of Bison 2 1.5% 5 4.2% 0 0.0% -2
City of La Crosse 21 3.0% 14 1.9% 9 1.4% -12
City of McCracken 8 5.4% 7 5.4% 9 7.2% 1
City of Otis 6 3.6% 6 3.6% 1 0.6% -5
City of Rush Center 14 14.0% 0.0% 7 8.3% -7
City of Bison 154 4.0% 110 2.8% 61 1.7% -93
Russell County 12 40.0% 7 10.6% 4 6.8% -8
City of Bunker Hill 18 14.9% 7 6.2% 7 7.2% -11
City of Dorrance 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0
City of Gorham 8 3.5% 19 7.4% 21 8.8% 13
City of Lucas 2 1.5% 19 14.2% 0 0.0% -2
City of Luray 2 12.5% 3 11.1% 0 0.0% -2
City of Paradise 75 3.1% 43 1.8% 24 1.0% -51
City of Russell 2 15.4% 3 6.8% 0 0.0% -2
City of Waldo 54 3.1% 34 2.0% 16 1.0% -38
Trego County 6 9.5% 3 3.9% 1 1.7% -5
City of Collyer 35 3.4% 0 0.0% 15 1.5% -20

City of WaKeeney 680 5.6% 633 4.9% 475 3.6% -205

Source: US Census Bureau
- No data

The following graphprovides a comparison of mobile home stock to the total housing stock for each participatin
county:

Graph 10: KansasRegion BMobile Homes Compared to Total Housing Stock, County Level
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The followinggraphprovidestrend data fomobile home stock for each participating county:
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Graph 11: KansasRegion B Mobile Homes Trends, County Level
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3.7 Valuation Data

To quantify exposure of the built environment, the planning team first consulted participating county assessors
jurisdictiontlevel totals. Because parcel schemas, reporting extents, and boundary alignments could not be reconc
cleanly across citieand counties, assessor data did not yield consistent, auditable valuations at the jurisdiction sca
Accordingly, the plan adopts FEMAOGs NRI as the prin

The NRI provides a standardized Building Value metric derived from Hazus 6.0 replacastenaluations and is
published at the county and censtect levels. These values represent replacement cost (not market value) and, lik
any national dataset, mdgg very recent development. Using this FEMéated dataset supplies consistent,
engineerineggrade values without jurisdictidny-jurisdiction differences in assessment practices.

In KansasRegion B some census tracts encompass more than one jurisdiction. Because consistacit data (e.g.,
parcel valuations, address/structure inventories) are not available to credibly apportion tract totals among |
overlapping communitiesand simple proxies (land area or population) would likely misstate where value is
concentratedthe plan does not split tratdvel NRI building value by jurisdiction. Instead, we report valuation at the
tract scale and reference that value for each quarig jurisdiction without dividing or summing it by jurisdiction.

This approach provides a defensibl e, repeatabl e ba
standard and supports fair prioritization and bereefdit screening. Jurisdictiespecific project scoping and any
requiredbenefitcost analysewill rely on sitespecific sources (assessor records, facility inventories, address points) as
they become available, and the method will be revisited in future plan cycles if improved local data support fin
allocation.

Table 7. Kansas Region BBuilding Valuations

Jurisdiction Census Tracts) Building Valuation

Ellis All $7,653,713,177

Victoria 72600 $1,160,725,812
Hays 72701 $975,291,587
Hays 72702 $965,223,108
Hays 72801 $651,069,554
Hays 72802 $819,502,419
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Table 7. Kansas Region BBuilding Valuations

Jurisdiction Census Trac(s) Building Valuation
Hays 72901 $502,485,594
Hays 72902 $1,547,958,474
City of Ellis, Schoenchen 73000 $1,031,456,629
Graham All $695,655,195
Bougue, Hill City, Moreland 952300 $695,655,195
Ness All $1,750,249,820
Bazine Brownell, Ness City, Ransom, Utica 956300 $1,750,249,820
Norton All $1,283,687,381
Almena, Clayton, Edmond, Lenora, Norton 951700 $1,283,687,381
Phillips All $2,665,726,143
Agra, Kirwin 475100 $646,523,516
Logan, Long Island, Prairie View, Speed 475200 $874,851,363
Phillipsburg 475300 $1,144,351,264
Rooks All $1,915,706,210
Damar, Stockton, Woodston 974600 $900,885,163
Palco, Plainville, Zurich 974700 $1,014,821,047
Rush All $1,656,550,173
Bison, La Crosse, McCracken, Otis, Rush Center 972300 $1,656,550,173
Russell All $1,815,531,873
City of Russell 973800 $977,841,786
Bunker Hill, Dorrance, Gorham, Lucas, Luray, Paradise, W. 973900 $837,690,087
Trego All $1,592,996,127
Collyer, WaKeeney 955800 $1,592,996,127

Source: FEMA NRI

38 School District Data

Children are among the most vulnerable populations during disasters, requiring special consideration in preparedr
and response efforts. A community with high school enroliment typically has a significant portion of its populatiol
dependent on schools feafety, education, and emergency support during crises. Additionally, disruptions to educatio
during disasters can have lehge r m i mpact s deing and iddvaelopneent.6CGomnwiitied with higher
school enrollment may face increased challengesnguring the safety and continuity of education during hazard
events, making it essential to prioritize schools in mitigation planning and resource allocation.

The following table presentgchoolenrollment informatiorfirom theKansasDepartment oEducatiorfor school years

2013, 2018, and 202:

Table 8: Kansas Region B School Enrollment Information

District 2013 2018 2024 Enrollment Change
Enrollment | Enrollment | Enrollment (20132024)
USD #388- Ellis 502 459 343 -159
USD #432- Victoria 280 290 273 -7
USD #489- Hays 3,013 3,186 3,152 139
USD #2811 Graham County 407 392 368 -39
USD #106/ Western Plains 136 110 120 -16
USD #303i Ness City 326 292 294 -32
USD #2117 Norton Comm. Schools 721 680 698 -23
USD #2121 Northern Valley 179 146 132 -47

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan
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Table 8: Kansas Region B School Enrollment Information

District 2013 2018 2024 Enroliment Change
Enrollment | Enrollment | Enrollment (20132024)
USD #110i Thunder Ridge Schools 239 198 177 -62
USD #325- Phillipsburg 614 605 605 -9
USD #326- Logan 176 141 132 -44
USD #269 Palco 126 96 97 -29
USD #270- Plainville 394 344 389 -5
USD #271- Stockton 308 343 302 -6
USD #395- LaCrosse 289 263 290 1
USD #403 Otis-Bison 224 260 193 -31
USD #299 Sylvan Grove 249 241 294 45
USD #399- Paradise 137 118 113 -24
USD #407i Russell County 820 858 1,100 280
USD #208 WaKeeney 391 379 401 10

SourceKansas Public Education Department

Graph 12: KansasRegion BSchool Enroliment Trends
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Over the long term, sustained enrollment decline reshapes communitaigkne exposure at schools drops, but
large, aging facilities remain with shrinking revenues and staff, increasing deferred maintenance and vulnerabil
(roofs, generators, HVAC). A smaller tax/fee base also constrains mitigation investments.

39 Critical Infrastructure

Certaincritical infrastructurehas a net positive value on the community as they contribute to the public good by
facilitating the basic functions of society. These locations help maintain order, public health, education, and help 1
economy function. Additionally, components are intetpadisaster response and recovery operations. The following
is a list of consideredritical infrastructure

 Communicationnfrastructure

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 42



1 Response infrastructurdaréf and health cartacilities)
9 Transportation infrastructure (airports, highways and bridges)

i Schools

The followingcommunications infrastructure mapows where cell towers, publisafety radio sites/repeaters, 911
PSAPs, and hub facilities are, highlight coverage gappataahtialsingle points of failure

Map 12: KansasRegion BCommunications Infrastructure
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The followingfire and healthinfrastructure mapsmake the plan easy to act on. The maps show where fire stations,
EMS bases, hospitals, clinics, and ldegm care facilities are located, highlight coverage areas, service gaps, anc
overlaps, and reveal access routes and chokepoints that affect respbpatemnt transport.

Map 13: KansasRegion BFire Response Infrastructure
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Map 14: KansasRegion BHealth Care Infrastructure
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The following airport, highway infrastructureand bridge maps show where key routes and crossings are, highlight
chokepoints, and reveal where detours would be needed if a link is out. Paired with condition tables, they help priorit
repairs and upgrades, guide staging of crews and equipment, ardepaalear, defensible basis for project selection
and funding requests
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Map 15: Kansas Region B Airgorts
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Map 16: KansasRegion BHighway Infrastructure

Norcatur Nortorg Prairie View & 3

' Bal,,
Norton Phillips
= l:)Phillinsbura LEF

s y

&
| B

\

\ifﬁﬁ

Stacktan

Hill Civ:

= AR ogue
" §===1 Graham K

nte @23

Solyer 1 VaKeeney

Gorham ‘ Rus>th

Bunker Hill

1C0 ) Darrancel

"‘\ Catharine

| n

Ellis Russell
'ﬁxs

Munjor
7
¢ choenchen
; Liebenthal o
Utica Reasom rownel S Kansas State Highway System
McCrack
@3 SRACEn Interstate
Rush Pt e Turnpike
Timken
~\ Ness.; ciry - — dhlenter State Highway
-
w3

L3 |

SourceKansas EOPmapper

High road mileageand aging assetsancreate a maintenance burdem rural counties. 18all road crews and tight
budgetanay causeninor defectdo becomesubstantial repairs over timdpgrading is hard because projects compete
for scarce match dollaesnd must meet modern design standards that raise Thstfollowing table detail®tal road
mileagefor each Kana&egion BCounty:
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Table 9: KansasRegion BRoad Mileage

County Road Miles

Ellis County 1,555
GrahamCounty 1,266
NessCounty 1,422
Norton County 1,407
Phillips County 1,535
RooksCounty 1,470
RushCounty 1,339
RussellCounty 1,466
TregoCounty 1,249

SourceKDOT, 2022 data

Map 17: KansasRegion BBridge Infrastructure
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The following table from the FHWA National Bridge Inventory detail the condition assessment of bridges within Kanse
Region B
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Table 10: Kansas Region B Bridge Condition Assessment

County All Good Fair Poor % Poor

Ellis 275 140 121 14 5.1%
Graham 142 73 59 10 7.0%

Ness 167 106 46 15 9.0%
Norton 242 130 107 5 2.1%
Phillips 249 76 135 38 15.3%
Rooks 170 73 94 3 1.8%

Rush 169 85 80 4 2.4%
Russell 261 113 144 4 1.5%

Trego 165 77 82 6 3.6%

Source: FHWA National Bridge Inventory, "Bridge Condition by County 2025 (Kansas)", updated June 15, 2025

There is not a single, official dataset that reports the average age/conditidri2agitkiool buildings for Kansas Region
B. However, district sourcetdicatethat manyschool facilitiesn the region date to the 1950sough1970sBuildings

501 70+ years oldvill have with typical midcentury systems (roofs, HVAC, windows, electrical) in fair condition but
needing modernizatiofexamplesn region B include:

1 Russell (USD 407)The high schoak 62-yeass old.
1 Ness City (USD 303)The high school is 6§ears old.
1 Norton (USD 211):The high school is 49ears old

The following amp details the locationsexfucationafacilities throughout Kansas Region B.
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Map 18: KansasRegion BEducational Infrastructure
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310 Hi storic Pl aces

Historic buildings are generally more vulnerable to natural hazards due to their age, materials, and construction meth
These structures were often built before modern building codes and may lack the structural reinforcements require
withstand hazals. Additionally, the materials used in historic buildings, like old brick, wood, or mortar, may have
deteriorated over time, further reducing their resilience.
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Preserving historic buildings poses unique challenges in hazard mitigation because retrofitting or upgrading them
meet modern safety standards must balance maintaining their historical integrity. This vulnerability underscores
importance of integratg historic preservation with hazard mitigation planning, ensuring that these culturally significant
structures are protected while minimizing risks to public safety. For cultural and historic locationKatbasRegion

Bthef ol | owi ng rconncwrlded:wer e

T National Register Tole KHif$ti ciiat Piaceswf the Unite:q
of preservation for their significance in Amer.i
Admini stered by the National &athkt&eroicei unidec
buil dings, structures, and objects. Established
seeks to recognize and prodecnotcuil mposade mhest itiagte
it provides eligibility for preservation incent.i

The following table details properties and locationKamsasRegion Blisted on tle nationalegister

Table 11: KansasRegion BHistoric Places

Location County Jurisdiction
BrungardiDreiling Farmstead Ellis Victoria
Chestnut Street Historic District (Additional Documentation) Ellis Hays
Chestnut Street Historic District (Boundary Increase 1) Ellis Hays
Chestnut Street Historic District (Boundary Increase) Ellis Hays
Chrysler, Walter P., House Ellis Ellis
Drees House Ellis Hays
Ellis Congregational Church Ellis Ellis
First Presbyterian Church Ellis Hays
Fort Fletcher Stone Arch Bridge Ellis Walker
Fort Hays Ellis Hays
Gallagher House Ellis Hays
Grant, George, Villa Ellis Victoria
Justus Bissing, Jr. Historic District Ellis Hays
Memorial City Hall Ellis Ellis
Merchants Bank of Ellis Ellis Ellis
Mermis, J.A., House Ellis Hays
Papes Barn Ellis Ellis
Pawnee Tipi Ring Site and Golden Spring Beach Ellis Hays
Phillip Hardware Store Ellis Hays
St. Fidelis Catholic Church Ellis Victoria
St. Joseph's Church and Parochial School Ellis Hays
Washington Grade School Ellis Hays
Antelope Lake Park Graham Morland
Keith, Harry, Barn Graham Penokee
Nicodemus Historic District; Nicodemus National Historic Site Graham Nicodemus
Penokee Stone Figure Graham Penokee
Carver, George Washington, Homestead Site Ness Beeler
Indian Village on Pawnee Fork Ness Bazine
Lion Block Ness Ness City
Ness County Bank Ness Ness City
Ness County Bridge F850 Ness Bazine
Pawnee River Tributary Bridge Ness Bazine
Thornburg Barn Ness Utica
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Table 11: KansasRegion BHistoric Places

Location County Jurisdiction
Tilley, Henry, House Ness Ransom
Barbeau House Norton Lenora
North Fork Solomon River Lattice Truss Bridge Norton Lenora
Norton Downtown Historic District Norton Norton
Sand Creek Truss Leg Bedstead Bridge Norton Lenora
West Sappa Creek Lattice Norton Norton
Agra Consolidated School Phillips Agra
Agra Lake and Park Phillips Agra
Battle Creek King Post Truss Bridge Phillips Long Island
Hoff School District No. 42 Phillips Kirwin
Jack Creek Kingpost Phillips Long Island
Kirwin City Hall Phillips Kirwin
Long Island School Phillips Long Island
Phillipsburg Community Building Phillips Phillipsburg
Pleasant Ridge Church Phillips Phillipsburg
Rooks County Courthouse Rooks Stockton
St. Joseph Catholic Church Rooks Damar
Lone Star School, District 64 Rush Bison
Miller Farmstead Rush La Crosse
Rush County Courthouse Rush La Crosse
Sand Creek Tributary Stone Arch Bridge Rush La Crosse
Walnut Creek Tributary Bridge Rush Nekoma
Archeological Site Number 14RU10 Russell Dorrance
Archeological Site Number 14RU313 Russell Russell
Archeological Site Number 14RU314 Russell Paradise
Archeological Site Number 14RU315 Russell Bunker Hill
Archeological Site Number 14RU316 Russell Dorrance
Archeological Site Number 14RU324 Russell Russell
Archeological Site Number 14RU5 Russell Russell
BanksWaudby Building Russell Russell
Deeble Rock Garden Russell Lucas
Dorrance State Bank Russell Dorrance
Dream Theater Russell Russell
First National BankWaudby Building Russell Russell
Garden of Eden Russell Lucas
Gernon, Nicholas, House Russell Russell
House at 202 West 3rd Street Russell Luray
Kennedy Hotel Russell Paradise
Lucas School Gymnasium Russell Lucas
Mann House Russell Russell
Paradise Water Tower Russell Paradise
Reiff Building Russell Dorrance
Russell County Jail and Sheriff's Residence Russell Russell
US Post OfficeRussell Russell Russell
Woelk House Russell Russell
Collyer Downtown Historic District Trego Collyer
Keraus Hardware Store Trego WaKeeney
Lipp Barn Trego Collyer
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Table 11: KansasRegion BHistoric Places

Location County Jurisdiction
St. Michael School & Convent Trego Collyer
Stradal House Trego Wa Keeney
Trego County Fairgrounds Exhibit Building Trego Wa Keeney
Walsh Archeological District Trego Collyer
Wilcox SchoolDistrict 29 & District 14 (Additional Documentation) Trego Ransom

Source: National Register of Historic Places

311 EconomicConditions

U.S. Census data provides key insights into the woraggpopulation actively participating in the economy. This data
helps measure the labor force participation rate, a critical economic indicator reflecting the proportion of the eligib
population cotributing to the workforce. It excludes certain groups, such as retirees, students, or those not seeki
employment, giving a clearer picture of economic engagement and workforce trends.

Table 12: Population in Labor Force

Jurisdiction Population over 16 In Labor Force Employed Unemployed
Ellis County 23,508 17,053 16,511 539
Graham County 1,939 1,235 1,183 52
Ness County 2,228 1,465 1,450 15
Norton County 4,435 2,041 2,028 13
Phillips County 3,937 2,331 2,257 74
Rooks County 3,976 2,471 2,419 52
Rush County 2,392 1,527 1,449 78
Russell County 5,469 3,500 3,435 65
Trego County 2,303 1,491 1,475 16

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2022 American Community Survey¥ear Estimates

3.12 Physical Setting and Land Cover

Land use in a region has a profound and lasting impact on future development. The way land is allocated and utili
can shape the economic, social, and environmental aspects of a region for desradlese affectthat can impact
future developmerihclude

1 Economic Developmentiand use decisions influence the location and type of economic activities in a region.
Zoning regulations that encourage the development of industrial zones can attract manufacturing busines:
while zoning for commercial and residential areas can promote retail and housing development. These decisi
can have longerm implications for jolzreation, revenue generation, and overall economic health.

9 Transportation and Infrastructure: Land use planning is closely tied to transportation infrastructure. The
location of roadsnd other transportation facilities is determined in part by land use decisiongl&viekd
land use can lead to efficient transportation networks, reducing congestion, and improving mobility. Poorl
planned land use, on the other hand, can resultffictcangestion and increased infrastructure costs.

1 Housing and Urbanization: Land use policies influence the availability and affordability of housing in a
region. Zoning regulations, for example, can determine the density of residential areas and the types of hous
permitted. Inadequate or restrictive land use policies canddazlising shortages and higher costs, while-well
planned policies can support diverse housing options and affordability.

1 Resilience to Climate ChangeLand use planning plays a critical role in a region's ability to adapt to climate
change. Smart land use decisions can reduce vulnerability to natural disasters, such as flooding and wildfir
by avoiding highrisk areas and implementing resilient builglicodes and infrastructure.
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1 Long-Term Costs: Land use decisions can affect the ldegn costs of development. Efficient land use
planning can reduce the need for costly infrastructure extensions and maintenance, while inefficient |
sprawling development can strain municipal budgets.

Kansas Region Bpans the High Plains and Smoky Hills physiographic regions, with broadly flat to gently rolling
uplands dissected by creek and river valleys. Elevations generally rise westward from roughly 1,900 to over 3,300 fe
Wind and water erosion over loess aahdstone/shale formations create open, largely treeless vistas with localizec
breaks and draws. The climate is semid to drysubhumid, marked by high winds, large temperature swings, and
episodic, highintensity storms.

Surface water is limited and concentrated in the Republican/Sol@abng Smoky Hill basins, with notable
reservoirs such as Kirwin (Phillips County), Webster (Rooks County), and Cedar Bluff (Trego County). Numerou
smaller creeks are intermittent/epheateproducing flastlooding in confined valleys after cloudbursts. The region
relies heavily on the High Plains (Ogallala) Aquifer and local alluvials for irrigation and municipal supply; groundwate
level declines in parts of the area make lergn wate availability and drought resilience central mitigation concerns.

Land cover is dominated by cropland and rangeland. Dryland wheat and sorghum are widespread; corn and alfalfa o
where irrigation remains viable. Native shaa mixedgrass prairie persists on grazing lands and in areas not converted
to cultivation, with riparian corridors along creeks. Energy and infrastructure featimelsiding wind farms,
transmission corridors, oil/gas fields, grain handling, rail, a@@/US36 hubs are prominentThe following map
details regioal land cover patterndargelycropland and grasslands
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Map 19: Kansas Region B_and Cover
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The regional ppulation is dispersed, with activity centered in county seats and corridor towns (e.g., Hays, Russe
WakKeeney, Norton, Phillipsburg, Stockton, Hill City, La Crosse, Ness City). Development trends include:

1 Corridorfocused growth near10 and US36 (light industrial, logistics, agribusiness).

1 Infill/maintenance rather than large greenfield expansion in most communities.

9 Agricultural consolidation and gradual rural depopulation, affecting service delivery, staffing, and facility
upkeep.

Rural areasend toretain theirrural nature over timgbut there are several factors that can influence the evolution of
these areasncluding

1 Economic Conditions: The economic viability of agriculture can vary significantly over time due to factors
like crop prices, weather patterns, and changes in agricultural technology. Economic challenges may lead sc
farmers to sell their land for neagricultural uses or toonsolidate their operations, potentially affecting the
rural landscape.

1 Urbanization and Development:In some cases, rural areas may experience suburbanization or the expansio
of nearby urban centers. This can result in residential and commercial development encroaching on agricultt
land. However, the extent of this development depends on local zamingnd use regulations.

1 Infrastructure Development: The construction of new transportation infrastructure, such as highways or
railroads, can influence land use patterns. Improved infrastructure may make it easier to transport agricultu
products to markets or to access rural areas for development.

1 Government Policies: Governmentpolicies, including agricultural subsidies, land use regulations, and
conservation programs, can impact the way rural and agricultural land is used. For example, conservati
programs may encourage farmers to preserve land for wildlife habitat ratheetreopment.

1 Local Planning and Zoning: Local Governmerg play a key role in land use planning and zoning regulations.
These policies can determine whether agricultural land can be converted-agrivattural uses, such as
residential or commercial development. Some areas may have strict zoning that peegewisral character,
while others may allow more flexibility.

1 Population Trends: Demographic trends, including population growth or decline, can influence the demand
for land in rural areas. If there is an influx of new residents seeking a rural lifestyle, it can drive demand fc
residential development in formerly agricultural areas.

Based on the available datiais likely thatKansasRegion Bwill retain its mostly rural character during the life of this
plan.

3.13 Infrastructure Development

Infrastructure repair can have a significant impact on regional development, both positive and negative. The spec
effects depend on the scale of the repair projects, the quality of the infrastructure, and the overall economic and sc
context of theegion and may include

1 Improved Connectivity: Repairing and upgrading infrastructure, such as roads, bridges, and ports, can enhan
connectivity within and between regions. This improved connectivity can reduce transportation costs, facilita
the movement of goods and people, and attract busiresdesvestments to the region.

1 Economic Growth: Functional infrastructure supports economic activities. When infrastructure is repaired, it
can create jobs directly in the construction and maintenance sectors. Additionally, it can indirectly stimula
economic growth by providing a reliable foundatfonbusinesses to operate and expand, leadimgteased
production and trade.
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1 Enhanced Productivity: Well-maintained infrastructure can increase productivity by reducing downtime and
transportation delays. This, in turn, can make regional industries more competitive and efficient.

1 Attracting Investment: Regions with modern and waethaintained infrastructure are often more attractive to
investors. Businesses are more likely to invest in regions with reliable transportation, utilities, ant
communication networks, as it reduces operational risks and costs.

1 Quality of Life: Infrastructure repair can enhance the quality of life for residents by providing access tc
essential services such as clean water, sanitation, healthcare, and education. This can contribute to imprc
human development indicators and overall vaeling.

1 Resilience and Disaster Mitigation:Infrastructure repair can include upgrades to make infrastructure more
resilient to natural disasters and climate change impacts. This can help protect communities and assets
reduce the longerm costs of recovery and reconstruction.

1 Social Equity: Infrastructure repair can address disparities in access to essential services. It can bene
marginalized communities by providing them with equal access to transportation, utilities, and public facilities

However, itis important to note that there can be negative impacts as well, including:

9 Disruption During Construction: Repair projects can disrupt communities and businesses during the
construction phase, leading to shiemm challenges.

9 Costs and Budget ConstraintslLargescale infrastructure repair projects can be costly, and they may strain
regional budgets or lead to increased taxes or debt.

1 Environmental Concerns: If not done carefully, infrastructure repair projects can have adverse environmen
impacts, such as habitat disruption or water pollution.

MPC members have indicated that there are no 4dscgle development project that would result in an influx of
populations or an increase in residential or commercial building.fétaye development is potentially vulnerable to
the hazards identified in this plan. Howesnmeof the participating jurisdictions ¢fansadRegion Bhave taken steps

to reduce the potential impacts through the utilization of building codes and comprehensive plans. A comprehens
plan outlines the longerm vision and goalof the development of a city or municipality. It serves as a strategic guide
for future growth, land use, infrastructure, and community development. Comprehensive plans are typically crea
through a collaborative process involving loGalvernmenbfficials, city planners, residents, and various stakeholders.
A key component of a comprehensive plan is land use planning, which defines how land will be used, includir
residential, commercial, industrial, recreational, and green spaces.

There have been no major changes in existing jurisdictional facilities, either through construction or renovatio
Additionally, a review of jurisdictional budgets, as possible, does not indicate any future projects related to increasi
the resilience of my existing facilities or of construction facilities. As such, it is expected that the vulnerability of
jurisdictional facilities is generally the same as during the life of the previous plan and will remain generally the san
during the life of this plan.

The Eisenhower Legacy Transportation Program is‘gedd program that addresses highways, bridges, public transit,
aviation, shoHine rail and bike/pedestrian needs across Kansas. The program and associated projects are focuse
making roads safer, pporting economic growth and creating more options and resources for Kansans and the
communities.

The following map represesiEisenhower Legacy Transportation Programoject in Kansas Region B:
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Map 20: Kansas Reglon BEisenhower Legacy Transportation Program Projects
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Based on available informatioand on ground observatiornthie majority of undevelopeth the regionremained
undeveloped since the completion of the previous LHMP il 20@ will likely remainso over the life of life of this

LHMP.

3.14  Agricultural Data

Agriculture forms dargepart of both the economic and social fabritahsasRegion B USDA National Agricultural
Statistics Service dateom 2007, 2012, 201And 202Zthe latest available datajas used to develgm understanding

of theagriculturalfootprint within the countyas detailed in the following table:

Table 13: KansasRegion BRegional Agricultural Data Summary

Year 2007 2012 2017 2022
Number of Farms 4,380 4,297 4,041 4,049
Total Farm Acreage 4,527,504 4,541,519 4,647,678 4,397,924
Market Value of Products Sold | $624,309,000 | $735,288,000| $678,228,000| $787,317,000
Value ofLands and Buildings* $6,256,137 $12,258,005 | $13,621,860 | $16,537,076
Value ofMachinery and Equipment|  $1,035,352 $1,478,229 $1,645,051 $1,781,201

Source: USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service

*. Average per farm

The following tables andrapts detail county specific agricultural data:
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Table 14: KansasRegion BNumber of Farms, 20072022

County 2007 2012 2017 2022
Ellis County 687 645 603 653
GrahamCounty 475 431 429 347
NessCounty 521 557 523 525
Norton County 388 367 328 314
Phillips County 507 441 415 378
RooksCounty 419 440 412 466
RushCounty 481 528 488 469
RussellCounty 522 504 500 510
Trego County 380 384 343 387

Source: USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service

Graph 13: KansasRegion BNumber of Farms, 20072022
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Table 15: KansasRegion BFarm Acreage 20072022

County 2007 2012 2017 2022

Ellis County 526,202 496,526 501,699 573,649
GrahamCounty 514,815 482,836 470,466 400,161
NessCounty 619,948 678,149 668,404 685,153
Norton County 531,248 502,195 494,960 450,829
Phillips County 494,990 495,030 497,363 460,080
RooksCounty 561,251 551,421 558,649 567,973
RushCounty 405,912 453,137 448,229 337,199
RussellCounty 443,550 435,529 492,456 432,200
Trego County 429,588 446,696 515,452 490,680

Source: USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service
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Graph 14. KansasRegion BFarm Acreage,2007#2022
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Table 16: KansasRegion BMarket Value of Products Sold 20072022

County 2007 2012 2017 2022
Ellis County $107,787,000 $99,628,000 $65,011,000 $93,501,000
GrahamCounty $57,653,000 $57,869,000 $58,205,000 $55,219,000
NessCounty $55,790,000 $63,541,000 $60,781,000 $84,667,000
Norton County $105,455,000 $146,057,000 $143,252,000 $103,716,000
Phillips County $75,772,000 $100,386,000 $107,607,000 $117,166,000
RooksCounty $86,839,000 $85,290,000 $76,605,000 $112,959,000
RushCounty $53,667,000 $66,827,000 $59,533,000 $84,862,000
RussellCounty $36,945,000 $56,775,000 $50,054,000 $66,812,000
Trego County $44,401,000 $58,915,000 $57,180,000 $68,415,000

Source: USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service

Graph 15: KansasRegion BMarket Value of Products Sold, 2007-2022
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Table 17: KansasRegion BMarket Value of Land and Buildings (Average per Farm), 20072022

County 2007 2012 2017 2022

Ellis County $592,976 $1,025,119 $1,122,301 $1,505,100
GrahamCounty $669,871 $1,478,046 $1,409,160 $1,606,818
NessCounty $642,817 $1,267,796 $1,385,852 $1,858,800
Norton County $938,997 $1,812,495 $2,053,567 $2,563,002
Phillips County $681,303 $1,404,334 $1,728,534 $2,327,594
RooksCounty $880,231 $1,644,650 $1,696,528 $1,854,019
RushCounty $590,408 $1,112,679 $1,193,377 $1,220,252
RussellCounty $560,332 $986,890 $1,318,319 $1,572,866
Trego County $699,202 $1,525,996 $1,714,222 $2,028,625

Source: USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service

Graph 16: KansasRegion BMarket Value of Land and Buildings (Average per Farm), 20072022
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Table 18 KansasRegion BMarket Value of Machinery and Equipment (Average per Farm) 20072022

County 2007 2012 2017 2022

Ellis County $92,726 $130,080 $133,106 $144,993
GrahamCounty $106,291 $183,213 $160,299 $141,322
NessCounty $102,326 $143,087 $159,980 $237,681
Norton County $159,964 $210,428 $299,003 $301,642
Phillips County $110,605 $170,677 $208,663 $284,118
RooksCounty $145,996 $187,097 $189,770 $194,957
RushCounty $113,270 $166,716 $146,600 $147,094
RussellCounty $96,309 $129,329 $125,089 $140,517
Trego County $107,865 $157,602 $222,541 $188,877

Source: USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan

61




Graph 17: KansasRegion BMarket Value of Machinery and Equipment (Average per Farm) 20072022
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3.15 RegionalClimate

KansasRegion Bsits on the Great Plains and has a sanad to drysubhumid climate: hot, dry summers; cold, dry
winters; low annual precipitation; and frequent strong winds. Large temperature swings and periodic drought &
common.

Summers are typically hot with July average highs arouhd®D'F and episodic heat waves >105°F. Winters are cold,
with January temperatures ofteni 48°F and occasional Arctic outbreaks dropping below 0°F. Snowfall is generally
15 25 inches/year, and wdncan create dangerous wind chills and blowing/drifting snow.

Annual precipitation runs roughly 180 inches, heaviest in Majuly with thunderstorm downpours that can cause
localized flash flooding. Despite spring rains, the overall dryness and high evaporation make the areprdmeight
stressing dryland crops fwat, sorghum) and irrigated fields where they rely on the High Plains (Ogallala) Aquifer,
which faces declining water levels in parts of the region.

Persistent strong winds (ofteniD mph in spring) contribute to dust events during dry spells and elevate grasslanc

wildfire potential. The area lies within Tornado Alley and regularly experiences severe thunderstorms with large ha
damaging straigHtine winds, and occasional tornadoes, along with flash flooding ifyimg/channeled drainages.
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Section4 1 Capability Assessment

41 Introduction

This capability overview foKansasRegion Band participating jurisdictiordocuments programs, policies, and funding
mechanisms fgparticipating jurisdictionsAll listed capabilities documented in the previatEVP were reviewed for
relevance and updated to reflect the current environment, as necessary. Additionally, any programs, policies, or func
mechanisms that are no longer applicable, are outdated, or are no longer in existence have been removed. As p:
this process, updatgdrisdictionalcgpability profiles were sent for review and, if necessary, further revision.

This section of the plan discusses the current capacity of regional communities to mitigate the effects of identifi
hazards. A capability assessment is conducted to determine the ability of a jurisdiction to execute a comprehen:
mitigation strategy, r&d to identify potential opportunities for establishing or enhancing specific mitigation policies,
programs or projects.

A capability assessment hel ps to determine which n
staffing and political resourceandconsists of:

1 Aninventory of relevant plans, ordinances, or programs already in place
1 An analysis capacity to carry them out.

A thoughtful review of jurisdictional capabilities will assist in determining gaps that could limit current or proposec
mitigation activities, or potentially aggravate a
capability assesnent can detail current successful mitigation actions that should continue to receive support.

4.2 Granted Authority
In implementing a mitigation plan or specific action, a local jurisdiction may utilize any or all of the four broad type:
of Governmenauthority granted by the State of Kansas. The four types of authority are defined as:

1 Regulation

1 Acquisition

I Taxation

1 Spending
The scope of regulation is subject to constraints,
proper del egation from the State. Under a principle

only be exercied by localGovernmert to the extent it is delegated.

The power of acquisition can be a useful tool for pursuing local mitigation goals.&oeatnmerg may find the most
effective met hod -pfrooro fcionmgpdl eat eplayr thihcauzlaarrd pi ece of pr
removing the property from the private market and eliminating or reducing the possibility of inappropriatendentlop
occurring. Kansas legislation empowers cities, towns, counties to acquire property for public purpose by gift, gra
devise, bequest, exchange, purehasase, or eminent domain (County Home Rule Powers, K.S:A01,919101a,
19-212).

The power to levy taxes and special assessments is an important tool delegatedoviecahersg by Kansas law.

The power of taxation extends beyond merely the collection of revenue and can have a profound impact on the pat
of development in the community. Communities have the power to set preferential tax rates for areas which are m
suitablefor development in order to discourage development in otherwise hazardous areas. LocaGonigsrohent

also have the authority to levy special assestsnen property owners for all or part of the costs of acquiring,
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constructing, reconstructing, extending or otherwise building or improving flood control within a designated area. Th
can serve to increase the cost of building in such areas, thereby discouraging development. Because the usual me
of apportionmenseem mechanical and arbitrary, and because the tax burden on a particular piece of property is of
guite large, the major constraint in using special assessments is political. Special assessments seem to offer litt
terms of control over land use dieveloping areas. They can, however, be used to finance the provision of necessal
services within municipal or county boundaries. In addition, they are useful in distributing to the new property owne
the costs of the infrastructure required by new dgrakent.

The Kansas General Assembly allocated the ability to [Goakernmerg to make expenditures in the public interest.
Hazard mitigation principles can be made a routine part of all spending decisions made by tG@Jecaient
including the adoption of annual budgets and a Capital Improvement Plan. A Capital Improvement Plan is a schec
for the provision of municipal or county services over a specified period of time. Capital programming, by itself, ca
be used as a growthanagement technique, with gew to hazard mitigation. By tentatively committing itself to a
timetable for the provision of capital to extend services, a community can control growth to some extent. In additi
to formulating a timetable for the provision of services, a local contsnoan regulate the extension of and access to
services. A Capital Improvement Plan that is coordinated with extension and access policies can provide a signific
degree of control over the location and timing of growth. These tools can also influenosttbf growth. If the Capital
Improvement Plan is effective in directing growth away from environmentally sensitive or high hazard areas.

43 Administrative and Technical Capabilities

The administrative and technical functiong KansasRegion Bare critical in the effective implementation of hazard
mitigation strategies. These functions ensure tthatcountyis prepared to reduce risks associated with natural and
humanmade hazards and can efficierittgntify, integrate, and manage mitigation projects

KansasRegion Bhas asmall, butdedicated staff across multiple departments for hazard mitigation roles including
planning, engineering, and mappingdditionally, the county has numerous communication channels available,
including websites and social media platforms, and a variety of trained Public Information Officers and general staff
disseminate hazard mitigation information to all stakeholdedsthe public.

The following table detail&ansasRegion Band participating jurisdictiodepartments and their roles in supporting
hazard mitigation planning:

Table 19 Participating Jurisdictions Department Supporting Mitigation Planning
Department or
Position

Hazard Mitigation Roles

GoverningBoard or 1 Provides adoption resolution for LHMP.
Chief Executive 1 Approves ordinances and bylaws and facilitates capital improvements budg
- 1 Enforces building codes that enhance structural resilience to hazards.
Building Department . . . . . .
1 Conducts inspections and issues permits ensuring compliance.
1 Develops, implements, and updates the LHMP.
i coordinates between various departments, agencies, and external stakeholg
ensure a cohesive approach to hazard mitigation.
I&::;g’:;%t 1 Provid.es public education on mattgrs concerning hazard mitigation.
Department 1 Coordinates hazard grant application process.

1 Involving local businesses, ngumofits, and residents in the planning process t
foster a collaborative approach to mitigation.

1 Supports the planning and implementation of mitigation projects.

Allocates funding for hazard mitigation projects.

I Manages grants and other financial resources to support mitigation efforts.

=

Finance Department
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Table 19: Participating Jurisdictions Department Supporting Mitigation Planning

Departm_ent or Hazard Mitigation Roles
Position
1 Wildfire mitigation through controlled burns and fuel management.
Fire Departmenr 1 (hDutrea_ch programs to edl_Jcate the public on fire safe_ty, such as how to prey
District ome fires, create defensible spaces around properties.
T Community planning to create defensible spaces and ensure buildings are 1
fire-resistant
9 Provides critical data and mapping services for hazard identification and rish
Geographic assessments.
Information System 1 Utilizes advanced modeling techniques to predict the impact of various hazg
(GIS) on the community.
1 Supports the planning and implementation of mitigation projects.
1 Addresses public health risks associated with identified hazards.
Health Department 1 Plans for emergency medical response and disease control measures.
1 Monitors environmental hazards (e.g., water contamination, hazardous matt
: 1 Enforces zoning and langse policies to minimize hazard risks.
Planning Department e . o
9 Integrates hazard mitigation into comprehensive and capital improvement p
Public Works I Manages infrastructure resilience projects (e.g., road improvements, draina
Department systems).

The following table indicates if a participatiegunty ormunicipaljurisdiction ha the above noted departments:

Table 20: Participating Municipal Jurisdiction Departments

Jurisdiction ?Eigi Building I\/Ilzgzrggeerggt Financial | Fire* [ GIS | Health | Planning \Ilavl:)?:('g
Ellis County X X X X X X
City of Ellis X X X X X
City of Hays X X X X X X
City of Schoenchen X X X X
City of Victoria X X X X
Graham County X X X X X X
City of Bogue X X X X
Hill City X X X X X
City of Morland X X X X
Ness County X X X X X X
City of Bazine X X X X
City of Brownell X X X X
City of Ness City X X X X
City of Ransom X X X X
City of Utica X X X X
Norton County X X X X X X X
City of Almena X X X X X
City of Clayton X X X X
City of Edmond X X X X
City of Lenora X X X X
City of Norton X X X X X
Phillips County X X X X X X
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Table 20: Participating Municipal Jurisdiction Departments

o Board - Emergency . . L . Public
Jurisdiction /Exec | Building Management Financial | Fire* | GIS | Health | Planning |\, - &
X

City of Agra X
City of Kirwin
City of Logan

City of Long Island
City of Phillipsburg
City of Prairie View

City of Speed
Rooks County
City of Damar
City of Palco

City of Plainville
City of Stockton
City of Woodston
City of Zurich

Rush County
City of Bison

City of La Crosse
City of McCracken
City of Otis
City of Rush Center
Russell County
City of Bunker Hill
City of Dorrance
City of Gorham

City of Lucas

City of Luray
City of Paradise
City of Russell
City of Waldo
Trego County
City of Collyer

City of WaKeeney
*: May be fire district coverage

X
x

XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XX [X[X
XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX [X XXX XXX XXX XX [X[X]X[X[X
XXX XX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XX XX XXX [X[X
XX XXX XX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XX XXX |X[X[X[X

44 Regulation of Development
The regulation of development plays a crucial role in helping a community become more resilient in the face of varic
hazards. Effective regulation of development contributes to community resiffencgh

1 Risk Reduction: Regulations guide land use and construction practices, ensuring thairtivéde strong
protection againdtazards.

1 Public Safety: Building codes and landse regulations establish minimum safety standards for construction,
including structural integrity, fire resistance, and the use of resilient materials.

1 Infrastructure Resilience: Regulations may require infrastructure improvements, such as the construction of
resilient roads, bridges, utility systems, and drainage systems. This strengthens a community's ability
withstand hazards, ensures the continued operation of criticadesgrand aids in recovery.
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1

Floodplain Management: Regulations in floogorone areas can mandate elevation requirements for new
construction, ensuring that structures are built above the base flood elevation. This minimizes flood damag
reduces the need for costly passaster repairs, and protects prndpealues.

Land Use Planning:Effective landuse planning helps communities avoid inappropriate development in areas
at high risk of hazards.

Community Awareness: Public education and outreach can be incorporated into regulations, requiring
communities to inform residents about local hazards, evacuation routes, and preparedness. Informed resid
are more likely to take protective measures and respond effectveigaisters.

The following sections provide further detail on building codes, zoning ordinances, and floodplain management.

Building Codes

In Kansas, the authority for enacting and enforcing building codes lies withGasernmerd, such as cities and
counties. Each jurisdiction can adopt its own building code, which can be based on national or international buildi
codes like the International Building Code or the International Residential Hotleever,Kansas mandates the 2006
International Building Code&s the minimum code for any jurisdiction that does not have a code adéjited.
participating jurisdictions in Kansa®egion Bultilize the 200Gnternational Building Coddn general, jurisdictions
implementing building codes require building permits for the following activities:

= =4 =4 =8 -4 -4 -8 -8 9

Construction

Manufactured home placement

New Utility service/meter relocation/service upgrade
GradingSolar panels

Accessory structures

Additions

Roofs

Wells

Demolition

Building codes establish general minimum construction standards and are enforced through authorized local build
inspection agencies and inspectors. Building codes provide for:

T

T

Life Safety: Building codes include provisions for fire safety, emergency egress, and the useasisrant
materials.

Accessibility and Life Support: Building codes incorporate accessibility standards, ensuring that buildings are
designed to accommodate all individuals. This is crucial during and after disasters when people with mobili
issues may require assistance. Accessible features also bemsfifeacy responders and support recovery
efforts.

Retrofitting Existing Buildings: Building codes may require the retrofitting of older structures to meet modern
safety standards.

Public Awareness: Building codes promote public awareness of hazards and the importance of resilien
construction. This can lead to informed decismaking by property owners, builders, and developers, resulting
in safer structures

Key hazard resistant building code provisions found in current building codes include:
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1 Structural Design Requirements:Provides requirements for the structural design of buildings to ensure their
resistance to various hazards, including earthquakes, high winds, and snow loads. These requirements are a
at enhancing the overall structural integrity and safety of bgitdin

1 Wind Design Requirements:Provides specific provisions for wind design, considering the geographical
location of the structure. Wind loads are calculated based on factors such as wind speed, exposure, and buil
height.

1 Seismic Design Requirementstncorporates seismic design provisions to address earthquake hazards. Thi
code includes seismic design categories and requirements for the design and construction of buildings
seismieprone regions.

1 Flood-Resistant Design Requirementstncludes provisions related to flogdsistant design, particularly in
areas prone to flooding. It may specify elevation requirements, construction materials, and other consideratic
to reduce the risk of flood damage. The vast majority of the regudatemquired by the NFIP are included
within the International Building Code and the International Residential Code.

9 Fire-Resistant Construction Requirements: Requirements fargigtant construction are included to mitigate
the risk of fire hazards. This includes specifications for-riggistant materials, assemblies, and building
features.

9 Material and Construction Standard Requirements: Establishes standards for building materials and
construction methods to ensure the durability and safety of structures, considering various hazards.

The Building Code Effectiveness Grading Schedule assesses the building codes in effect in a particular community
how the community enforces its building codes, with special emphasis on mitigation of losses from natural hazar
The program assigns eaghrticipating municipality a Building Code Effectiveness Grading Schedule grade of 1
(exemplary commitment to building code enforcement) to 10 (lowest possible score). The following graph illustrate
the rating for each rated State of Kansas participatingicipalities.

Chart 2: Building Code Effectiveness Grading Schedule for Kansas
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Source: Building Code Effectiveness Grading Schedule

The average score for the State of Kansas was 26 (Class 8) rating for commercial, and a 25 (Class 8) for residentic
As part of this planning effort, bothounty and participating jurisdiction personnel charged with regulating or
overseeing development were given the opportunity to review and comment of the elements of this plan. Please 1
that not all countieor jurisdictionshave building department3.he following personnel involved in regulating
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development weraotified of the planning process and indit® provide inputalong with the current version of the
Internation Building Code they enforce

Table 21: Participating Jurisdiction Building Department Representatives

Jurisdiction Name Title
City of Ellis John Leiker Public Works Director
City of Hays Curtis Deines Superintenderit Planning & Development
Hill City Dennis Mersch City Administrator
City of Almena Catherine Rivera City Clerk
City of Norton Jeff Wolf Code Inspector
City of Plainville Jim Mesecher City Clerk/Administrator
City of Stockton Kayla Hilbrink City Manager/City Clerk
City of Russell Garrett Berry Building Official

Floodplain ManagementOrdinances

Floodplain ordinances and management are one of the most effective hazard mitigation tools available against flood
Local floodplain ordinances, required for NFIP participants, are often used to prevent inappropriate development
floodplains and to reduce flood hazards. In general, they allow the jurisdiction to:

1 Minimize the extent of floods by preventing obstructions that inhibit water flow and increase flood height ant
damage.

Prevent and minimize loss of life, injuries, and property damage in flood hazard areas.

Promote the public health, safety and welfare of citizens in flood hazard areas.

Manage planned growth

Grant permits for use in development within special flood hazard areas that are consistent with the commun
ordinance and the NFIP under 44 CFR 60.3

= =4 =4 =4

The NFIP floodplain management regulations work alongside local building codes by providing specifieltted
requirements that must be met in addition to general building code standards. In NFIP communities, when construc
or substantially improwvig a structure in a Special Flood Hazard Area, the structure must be elevated to or above t
Base Flood Elevation, which is a requirement imposed by the NFIP's reguldtienfollowing detai the relevant
municipal code sections for floodplain managatrfer KansasRegion Band patrticipating jurisdiction$lease note

that not all participating jurisdictions have floodplain management codes or ordinances

Zoning Ordinances

Zoning ordinances iKansasRegion BNessn land use, development, and building requiremantsare overseen by
participatingKansasRegion Bjurisdictions, as applicabl@oningordinances work by dividing the land into different
zoning districts and establishing rules and guidelines for land use, building placement, density, and setback within
zoning districts. In general, zoning ordinances establish:

9 Zoning districts: Areas designated for specific types of land use, such as residential, commercial, industria
agricultural, mixeeuse, or special districts.

1 Land usage within a zoning district: Specifications as to which activities, buildings, and operations are
permitted in each zoning district.

1 Enforcement: Zoning ordinances are enforced by the local building department or zoning enforcement officers

Zoning is the traditional, and most common, tool available to local jurisdictions to control the use of land. Zoning

used to promote health, safety, and the general welfare of the community. Zoning is used to dictate the type of land
and to set mimum specifications for use such as lot size, building height and setbacks, and density of population.

2025 KansasRegion BLocal Hazard Mitigation Plan 69



Legal authority folKansasRegion Blocal Governmerd to adopt and implement zoning regulations is found at K.S.A.
12-741, which provides for the enactment of planning and zoning laws and regulations by cities and counties. T
components of local zoning ordinances are detailed at K.S:A53@). and incide the provision for the adoption or
amendment of zoning regulations and the provision for restricting and regulating the height, number of stories and ¢
of buildings

Zoning ordinances play a significant role in enhancing hazard resilience for commanitiesanhelp reduce
vulnerability to various natural and mamade hazards by regulating land asel development practicds. Kansas
Region B locally instituted and enforced zoning ordinances provide for:

1 Land Use Planning: Zoning ordinances designate land use zones within a community, ensuring that certail
areas are reserved for particular uses. This can prevent the construction of critical infrastructure, homes,
businesses in highisk zones, such as floodplaioswildfire-prone areas.

1 Setback Requirements:Zoning ordinances often mandate specific setbacks, which are distances betwee
structures and property lines or natural features. These setbacks can help prevent buildings from being too ¢
to potential hazardgotentiallyreducing the risk of damage.

9 Building Height and Design StandardsZoning codes can establish building height limits to reduce exposure
to certain hazards. Design standards, including materials and construction methods, can be specified to m
structures more resilient.

1 Floodplain Management: Many zoning ordinances incorporate floodplain regulations, which dictate where
and how buildings can be constructed within flggdne areas. These regulations may require buildings to be
elevated, use floetesistant materials, or include openings towalfloodwaters to pass through.

1 Wildfire Mitigation Zones: In regions susceptible to wildfires, zoning ordinances can establish wildfire
mitigation zones with specific requirements for defensible spacetefiistant landscaping, and building
materials to reduce the risk of wildfires spreading to structures.

In addition to zoning ordinances, historic preservation is an important consideration for all jurisdiction&avitas
Region B Historic preservation is enacted under K.S.A.758(a)(3), and provides loc&8lovernmerd the authority
they need to adopt zoning regulations to preserve structures listed on local, state, or national historic registers.

Properly applied, zoning restriction and historic preservation are some of the most effective hazard mitigation to
available against a wide variety of hazards.

Code and Ordinance Summary
The following table indicates the status of the above enumerated codes and ordinapeeticiipatingcounty or
municipal jurisdictionsalong with a note of the building code enforced if more stringentthigastate minimum

Table 22: Participating Jurisdiction Codes and Ordinances

Jurisdiction Building Code* Floodplain Ordinance Zoning Ordinance
Ellis County X X X
City of Ellis X (2015 IBC) X X
City of Hays X (2024 1BC) X X
City of Schoenchen X X
City of Victoria X X
Graham County X
City of Bogue X
Hill City X
City of Morland X X
Ness County X
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Table 22: Participating Jurisdiction Codes and Ordinances

Jurisdiction

Building Code*

Floodplain Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

City of Bazine

X

X

City of Brownell

City of Ness City

City of Ransom

City of Utica

Norton County

City of Almena

City of Clayton

City of Edmond

City of Lenora

x

City of Norton

Phillips County

City of Agra

City of Kirwin

City of Logan

City of Long Island

City of Phillipsburg

City of Prairie View

City of Speed

Rooks County

City of Damar

City of Palco

XX XXX XXX XXX PX XX XXX XXX [X

City of Plainville

X

City of Stockton

X (2009 IBC)

City of Woodston

X

City of Zurich

Rush County

City of Bison

City of La Crosse

City of McCracken

City of Otis

City of Rush Center

Russell County

City of Bunker Hill

City of Dorrance

City of Gorham

City of Lucas

City of Luray

XXX XXX PX XX XXX | X

City of Paradise

X

City of Russell

X (2018 IBC)

City of Waldo

X

Trego County

XX [X XXX [X[X][X

City of Collyer

City of WaKeeney

X
X
X

x

Note: Blank indicates noode or ordinance

*: May be state mandated 2006 IBC
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45

Jurisdictional Plans

Planning plays a critical role in hazard mitigation by helping communities identify, assess, and reduce risks associe
with natural and mamade hazards. Effective planning involves a proactive, strategic, and comprehensive approach
minimize the impatof disasters and enhance community resiliehegsdictions were asked if they had completed the
following plans:

1

1

Capital Improvement Plan: Allocates funding for infrastructure projects, including those that enhance
resilience, such as stormwater management systems and seismic retrofits.

Community Wildfire Protection Plan: Focused on reducing wildfire risks, this plan involves community input
and includes strategies for fuel reduction, public education, and emergency response improvements.
Comprehensive Plan:A comprehensive plan establishes the overall vision for a jurisdiction and serves as «
guide to decision making, and generally contains information on demographics, land use, transportation, a
facilities. As a comprehensive plan is broad in scope tegriation of hazard mitigation measures can enhance
the likelihood of achieving risk reduction goals.

Emergency Operations Plan:An emergency operations plan outlines the responsibility and means and
methods by which resources are deployed during and following an emergency or disKstesaRegion B

the overarching county provides emergency operation planning for jurisdictions within its borders.
Floodplain Management Plan: This plan aims to manage flood risks through zoning, building codes, and
public education, often in coordination with FEN
Land Use and Zoning Plan:These plans regulate development to minimize exposure to hazards, such a
restricting construction in floegrone or wildfireprone areas.

The following table indicates the status of the above enumerated plamarfaipating county or municipal

jurisdictions but gease note that some of these are umbrella planstir@rountyproviding coverage tparticipating
jurisdictions

Table 23: Participating Jurisdiction Plans

. Communit .
Jurisdiction Ceypel Wildfire ¢ Comprehensive EEEEE) Aozl _— e
Improve Protection® Operations* Management | and Zoning
Ellis County X X X X
City of Ellis X X X X
City of Hays X X X X
City of Schoenchen X X
City of Victoria X X
Graham County X
City of Bogue X
Hill City X X
City of Morland X X
Ness County X
City of Bazine X X
City of Brownell X
City of Ness City X X
City of Ransom X X
City of Utica X
Norton County X
City of Almena X X X
City of Clayton X
City of Edmond X X
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Table 23: Participating Jurisdiction Plans

. Communit .
Jurisdiction Cepl Wildfire ¢ Comprehensive Emerg.ency Floodplain Land U;e
Improve Protection® Operations* Management | and Zoning
City of Lenora X X
City of Norton X X X
Phillips County X
City of Agra X
City of Kirwin X X
City of Logan X X
City of Long Island X
City of Phillipsburg X X
City of Prairie View X
City of Speed X
Rooks County X X
City of Damar X X
City of Palco X X
City of Plainville X
City of Stockton X X X
City of Woodston X X
City of Zurich X
Rush County X X
City of Bison X
City of La Crosse X X
City of McCracken X X
City of Otis X
City of Rush Center X X
Russell County X
City of Bunker Hill X X X
City of Dorrance X X X
City of Gorham X X
City of Lucas X X
City of Luray X X
City of Paradise X X
City of Russell X X X
City of Waldo X X
Trego County X X
City of Collyer X
City of WaKeeney X X X

Note: Blank indicates nplan
*: May beundercountyplan

46 Financial Capabilities

KansasRegion Band all participating jurisdictionsan raise revenue through the application of a tax, an assessment, ol
a fee, each approved by a distinct constitutional and statutory authority. The differences between a tax, assessment
fee are primarily related to their purpose and how they aresatp

1 Tax: A mandatory financial charge imposed b$avernmenbn individuals or entities to generate revenue for
public services, such as schools, roads, and public safety. Taxes are broad and general in nature.

1 Assessment:A charge levied on property owners to fund specific local improvements that benefit their
property, like road paving or sewer systems. It is usually proportional to the benefit received.
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1

Fee: A charge for a specific service provided by thevernmentsuch as a building permit, park entry, or
utility connection. Fees are usually voluntary and paid directly by the user of the service.

Additionally, KansasRegion Band all participating jurisdictions can borrow money in a number of different ways,
generally used as a means of financing large projects such as infrastructure and buildings. Major methods include:

1

General Obligation Bonds: General obligation bonds have been the traditional form of financing for capital
projects such as land acquisition, park development, and transportation projects that are owned and operate
the county. In general, repayment is guaranteed by bothwemue and operating revenue.

Revenue BondsGenerally used to finance water and wastewater projects, airports, and stormwater systen
Payment for debt service on revenue bonds comes from user fees generated by the capital facility that is be
built.

Local Improvement District Bonds: When a capital project is going to primarily benefit a subset of the
population, a Local Improvement District can be formed. Local Improvement Districts are commonly used fo
projects such as street improvements, water and sewer systems, and the bpgivey ines. Bond payment

is through an assessment to property owners in the improvement district.

Concerning hazard mitigatioiansasRegion Band all participating jurisdictions have numerous avenues to fund
potential projects, including:

T

T

Grants: KansasRegion Bcan apply for state and federal grants for hazard mitigation projects through myriad
programs.

Bond Issuance: KansasRegion Bcan issue bonds to finance laigmale mitigation projects, such as
infrastructure upgrades.

Public-Private Partnerships: KansasRegion Bcan collaborate with private entities to fund and implement
mitigation measures.

Reserves and General FundKansasRegion Bmay allocate funds from their general budget or reserves for
mitigation activities.

Participating Stakeholder Financial Capability Summary
The following table indicates the status of the above enumerated financial capabilifpesticipating county or

municipaljurisdictions:
Table 24: Participating Jurisdiction Financial Capabilities
Jurisdiction Tax | Assessment| Fee | Bond G_rant_ PUbI'C'Pr'V‘?‘te Reserves and
Application Partnership General Funds
Ellis County X X X X X X X
City of Ellis X X X X X X X
City of Hays X X X X X X X
City of Schoenchen| x X X X X X X
City of Victoria X X X X X X X
Graham County X X X X X X X
City of Bogue X X X X X X X
Hill City X X X X X X X
City of Morland X X X X X X X
Ness County X X X X X X X
City of Bazine X X X X X X X
City of Brownell X X X X X X X
City of Ness City X X X X X X X
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Table 24: Participating Jurisdiction Financial Capabilities

o Grant Public-Private Reserves and
Jurisdiction Tax | Assessment| Fee Bond . :
Application Partnership General Funds
City of Ransom X X X

Trego County
City of Collyer
City of WaKeeney

X X X X
City of Utica X X X X X X X
Norton County X X X X X X X
City of Almena X X X X X X X
City of Clayton X X X X X X X
City of Edmond X X X X X X X
City of Lenora X X X X X X X
City of Norton X X X X X X X
Phillips County X X X X X X X
City of Agra X X X X X X X
City of Kirwin X X X X X X X
City of Logan X X X X X X X
City of Long Island X X X X X X X
City of Phillipsburg X X X X X X X
City of Prairie View | X X X X X X X
City of Speed X X X X X X X
Rooks County X X X X X X X
City of Damar X X X X X X X
City of Palco X X X X X X X
City of Plainville X X X X X X X
City of Stockton X X X X X X X
City of Woodston X X X X X X X
City of Zurich X X X X X X X
Rush County X X X X X X X
City of Bison X X X X X X X
City of La Crosse X X X X X X X
City of McCracken X X X X X X X
City of Otis X X X X X X X
City of Rush Center| x X X X X X X
Russell County X X X X X X X
City of Bunker Hill X X X X X X X
City of Dorrance X X X X X X X
City of Gorham X X X X X X X
City of Lucas X X X X X X X
City of Luray X X X X X X X
City of Paradise X X X X X X X
City of Russell X X X X X X X
City of Waldo X X X X X X X

X X X X X X X

X X X X X X X

X X X X X X X

Please note that a discussion of the financial capabilities of participating special districts may be found below.
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47 Community-Based Classifications

KansasRegion Bcurrently participates in the followingmmunitybasectlassifications, whiclttest tahe continued
investment in communityesilience The following detail relevant communityased programs that Kansas Region B
jurisdictionsmay participate in:

Public Protection Classification

An Insurance Services Office (ISO) fire rating, officially known as the Public Protection Classification rating, is a scor
given to evaluate the fire protection capabilities of a community. This rating assesses heguipglied a local fire
department igo respond to fires, which can impact insurance premiums for homeowners and businesses within tf
community. Key Components of the ISO Fire Rating include:

1 Emergency Communications:This evaluates the community's emergency call center and dispatch system
The speed and efficiency of handling emergency calls are critical factors.

9 Fire Department: The number, training, and equipment of the firefighters are assessed. This includes th
department's ability to handle fires, the number of engines, and the availability of water supply.

1 Water Supply: The availability and reliability of water sources, such as hydrants and water mains, are
evaluated. This also includes the volume of water available for firefighting.

1 Community Risk Reduction: This includes fire prevention efforts, public fire safety education, and building
code enforcement. Effective risk reduction programs can positively impact the ISO rating.

The ISO rating is given on a scale from 1 to 10, with a Class 1 rating representing the best public protection and supe
fire protection services and a Class 10 rating i nd
minimum standardsA better (lower) ISO rating can lead to lower insurance premiums for property owners because
indicates a lower risk of fire damagéd.he following table details ISO ratings (if available) or participation in the
program (X):

Table 25: Participating Jurisdiction ISO Ratings

Jurisdiction ISO Rating
Ellis County Yes
City of Ellis Yes
City of Hays Yes
City of Schoenchen Yes
City of Victoria Yes
Graham County Yes
City of Bogue Yes
Hill City Yes
City of Morland Yes

Ness County -
City of Bazine -
City of Brownell -
City of Ness City -
City of Ransom -

City of Utica Yes
Norton County Yes
City of Almena -
City of Clayton -
City of Edmond -
City of Lenora Yes
City of Norton Yes
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Table 25: Participating Jurisdiction ISO Ratings

Jurisdiction ISO Rating
Phillips County Yes
City of Agra Yes
City of Kirwin Yes
City of Logan Yes
City of Long Island -
City of Phillipsburg Yes
City of Prairie View Yes
City of Speed Yes
Rooks County Yes
City of Damar Yes
City of Palco Yes
City of Plainville Yes
City of Stockton Yes
City of Woodston Yes
City of Zurich Yes
Rush County Yes
City of Bison Yes
City of La Crosse Yes
City of McCracken Yes
City of Otis -
City of Rush Center Yes
Russell County Yes
City of Bunker Hill Yes
City of Dorrance Yes
City of Gorham Yes
City of Lucas Yes
City of Luray Yes
City of Paradise Yes
City of Russell Yes
City of Waldo Yes
Trego County -
City of Collyer -
City of WaKeeney -
Source: Insurance Services Office

- Not rated

StormReady Community

The StormReady program is a community preparedness initiative developed by the NWS to enhance the ability
prepare for and respond to severe weather events. The goal of StormReady is to help communities deve
comprehensive weather safety plans thae diaes and protect property. Key Components of the program include:

1 Establishing Warning Systems:Communities must have multiple ways to receive severe weather warnings
and alert the public. This can include NOAA Weather Radios, emergency alert systems, and local broadc
media.

1 Emergency Operations Center:A designated location where emergency managers and public officials can
monitor weather conditions and coordinate responses.
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Public Education Programs: Communities in this program must promote weather safety and preparednes:s
through public outreach, including safety fairs, school programs, and distributing weather informatior
materials.

Training: Community leaders and emergency managers undergo training on how to prepare for, respond
and recover from severe weather.

Advanced Monitoring Systems:Communities are required to monitor local weather conditions irtirea]

often using local spotters, weather stations, and other technology to keep track of changing weather pattern
Formal Emergency Plans:Communities must develop and maintain formal plans for responding to various
types of severe weather, including hurricanes, tornadoes, floods, and winter storms. These plans should de
evacuation routes, shelter locations, and-pasister recovery isttegies.

Collaboration with the NWS: Communities work closely with their local NWS office to ensure they have the
latest information and resources for weather preparedness and response.

Potential Insurance Benefits:Some insurance providers may offer benefits or discounts to communities that
are StormReady certified, reflecting the reduced risk of weadtated damage.

As of this plan,GrahamCountyis in the StormReady program.

48 Special Districts Mitigation Capabilities
Special districts, which are independeuvernmentunits created for specific purposes, have several mitigation
capabilities:
1 Infrastructure Development and Maintenance: They can build and maintain infrastructure like levees,
drainage systems, or firebreaks to reduce the impact of natural hazards.
1 Emergency ServicesSome districts manage fire protection, flood control, or emergency medical services,
which are critical in disaster response and mitigation.
1 Land Use and Zoning:They can enforce zoning regulations that limit development intisghareas.
9 Public Education and Outreach: Special districts often provide information and resources to help
communities prepare for and respond to hazards.
9 Collaboration: They often work with local, state, and federal agencies to coordinate mitigation efforts and

share resources.

Hospitaldistrict mitigation capabilities include:

1

= =4 =4 =9

Emergency Plan: Maintain an alhazards plan with sheltém-place, evacuation, surge, and continuity steps
andalign with county plans.

Risk check: Regularly review top hazards (power loss, severe weather, smoke, isolation) to set priorities.
Drills: Practice evacuations, surge, comms outages, andaassalty; fix gaps after each exercise.

Public information: Share clear alerts and service updates with patients, staff, and the community.
Funding: Use local property taxes/bonds where alloyeed! seek grants for hardening projects.

School districtnot includingprivateschools)mitigation capabilities include:

1

1

Building Safety: They enforce building codes and design schools to withstand hazards like earthquakes, flood
and tornadoes.

Emergency Preparedness PlansSchool districts develop and regularly update emergency response plans.
including evacuation routes, shelarplace procedures, and communication strategies.
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Drills and Training: They conduct regular safety drills and provide training for students, teachers, and staf

Community Coordination: School districts collaborate with local emergency services, law enforcement, and
public health agencies to ensure a coordinated response to hazards.
Resilience EducationThey integrate disaster preparedness into the curriculum, teaching students about haza

Taxation: School districts in Kansas may levy property taxes (ad valorem taxes) to fund operations, subject
stateset limits.Districts can also levy additional Local Option Budget (LOB) taxes, up to a percentage of their
general fund budget, with school board approval and sometimes subject to voter approval if exceeding cert

1
on how to respond during emergencies.
1
1
awareness and safety practices.
1
thresholds.
1

Bonds: School districts may issue general obligation bonds to finance capital projects (new schools
renovations, infrastructure). These bonds require approval by a majority of local voters in a bond electic
(K.S.A. 10101 et seq.; K.S.A. 73457).

Water districtmitigation capabilitiesnclude

Flood Control: They manage reservoirs, levees, and drainage systems to prevent or reduce flooding.
Water Supply Management: Water districts ensure the stability and reliability of water supplies during
droughts or emergencies by implementing conservation measures and diversifying water sources.
Infrastructure Resilience: They maintain and upgrade water infrastructure to withstand hazards like

Emergency ResponseWater districts develop and implement emergency response plans to quickly addres

Public Education: They educate the community on water conservation, hazard preparedness, and respor

1
1
1
earthquakes, storms, and wildfires.
1
disruptions in water services due to natural hazards.
1
strategies.
I Taxation: No taxing authority.
1

Bonds: Under K.S.A. 82613 et seq., rural water districts may issue revenue bonds or obtain loans (ofter
through the State Revolving Fund, USDA Rural Development, or other state/federal financing programs)

The above enumerated capabilities allow special districts to play a crucial role in reducing risks and enhanci

community resilience against natural hazaffise following table list relevant special districtsalong with their

representativayithin KansasRegion B

Table 26: Kansas Region B Special District Representatives

Special District Name District Type Representative Title
USD #388- Ellis School Janice Wilson Superintendent
USD #432- Victoria School Kimberly Woolf Superintendent
USD #489 Hays School Ron Wilson Superintendent
USD #2811 Graham County School Lisa Gehring Superintendent
USD #106i Western Plains School Jeff Jones Superintendent
USD #303i Ness City School Derek Reinhardt Superintendent
USD #2111 Norton Community Schools School Corey Roy Superintendent
USD #2121 Northern Valley School Ken Tharman Superintendent
USD #110i Thunder Ridge Schools School Jeff Yoxall Superintendent
USD #325- Phillipsburg School Michael Gower Superintendent
USD #326- Logan School Michael Gower Superintendent
USD #269 Palco School Dr. Brian Pekarek Superintendent
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Table 26: Kansas Region B Special District Representatives

Special District Name District Type Representative Title
USD #270- Plainville School Lisa Gehring Superintendent
USD #271- Stockton School Dr. Angela McCollum Superintendent
USD #395 LaCrosse School Bill Keeley Superintendent
USD #403i Otis-Bison School Karen Maier Superintendent
USD #2991 Sylvan Grove School Jeff Starkey Superintendent
USD #399 Paradise School Bill Bagshaw Superintendent
USD #4071 Russell County School Jordan Perez Superintendent
USD #208 WaKeeney School Matt Smith Superintendent
Ellis County RWDs Water District Multiple Chairman
Norton County RWDs Water District Multiple Chairman
Phillips County RWDs Water District Multiple Chairman
RussellCounty RWDs Water District Multiple Chairman
TregoCounty RWDs Water District Multiple Chairman
Grisell Memorial Hospital District #1 Hospital District Frank Safrit CEO

49 Jurisdictional Compliance with NFIP
KansasRegion BNFIP participating communitieare committed to continued involvement and compliance. To help
facilitate compliance, NFIP participatimpmmunities

Meet the minimum standards set forth in the program.

Adopted floodplain regulations through local ordinance

Enforce floodplain ordinances through building restrictions

Regulate new construction in Special Flood Hazard Areas as outlined in their floodplain ordinance
Utilize FEMA DFIRMs, where available

Monitor floodplain activities

=A =4 =4 -4 -4 -4

A community's NFIP coordinatgplays a crucial role in managing and implementing floodplain management activities
to reduce flood riskRules governingning theKansasNat ur al Resource Commi ssi on
Accreditation Program Title 18 (amended June 1, 2018) Subtitle I. General provisions Section 1801.1 Purpose.
purpose of this program is to provide a procedure for accrediting floodplain adndmgstEzach county, city, or town
shall designate a person to serve as the floodplairnngirator to administer and implement the community Flood
Damage Prevention Ordinance or Code pursuant to Ark. Code Am2681404 and any local codes and regulations
relating to the management of flepdone areas. This program will assure that perseggonsible for important
economic decisions affecting health, safety, and welfare of the State receive annual training to assist them in mana
development in floodplains.

Responsibilitieof a floodplain administrator/NFIP coordinatgpically include:

1 Administering Floodplain Regulations: Ensuring the community complies with NFIP standards by enforcing
local ordinances and building codes in designated {ffmode areas.

1 Assisting Property Owners: Providing guidance on flood insurance requirements, helping residents
understand their flood risk, and facilitating access to NFIP insurance.

1 Maintaining Flood Maps: Keeping and updating FIRMs to reflect current flood risks and communicating
changes to stakeholders.

1 Coordinating Flood Risk Reduction Efforts: Collaborating with federal, state, and local agencies to
implement flood mitigation strategies and projects.

1 Community Outreach: Educating the public about flood hazards, mitigation measures, and the importance o
flood insurance coverage.
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By fulfilling these duties, NFIP coordinators help reduce flood damage and promote community resilience.

following represent NFIP coordinators for each participalirg® community withinkansasRegion B

Table 27: Kansas Region B Jurisdictional NFIP Coordinators

Jurisdiction Name Title
Ellis County Justin Craig Floodplain Administrator
City of Ellis Steve Homburg Floodplain Administrator
City of Hays Curtis Deines Planning, Inspection, Enforcement Sug
City of Schoenchen Kevin Bieker Floodplain Administrator
City of Victoria Mary Pfeifer City Clerk
Hill City Dennis Mersch City Administrator
City of Morland Lance Post City Manager
City of Bazine Bob Black Floodplain Administrator
City of Ness City Earl Crosswhite Building Inspector
City of Ransom Denise Flax Floodplain Administrator
City of Almena Catherine Rivera City Clerk
City of Norton Jeff Wolf Code Enforcement Officer
Kirwin Brenda Loyd Floodplain Administrator
City of Logan Darlene Becker Floodplain Administrator

City of Phillipsburg

Tim Driggs

Floodplain Administrator

Rooks County

Laura Montgomery

County Clerk

City of Palco Marvin Keller Public Works Supervisor
City of Stockton Courtney Flower Floodplain Administrator
City of Woodston Terry Dumlap Floodplain Administrator

City of La Crosse

Duane Moeder

Floodplain Administrator

City of McCracken

Position Vacant

Floodplain Administrator

City of Rush Center

Robin Missgadis

City Clerk

City of Bunker Hill

Donna Hidde

Floodplain Administrator

City of Dorrance

Justin Mermis

Floodplain Administrator

City of Russell

Garrett Berry

Floodplain Administrator

City of WaKeeney

Hardy Howard

Floodplain Administrator

Participation in the NFIP is based on an agreement betwe@aiti@pating communityand the federabovernment

If a communityagrees to adopt and enforce a floodplain ordinance designed to reduce future flood risks, all citizens
the participatingcommunitycan purchase flood insurance.dansasRegion B as part of NFIP participatiotNFIP
communities must:

Use current NFIP flood maps in adopting floodplain management regulations.

Require permitaind regulate developmentSFHAS

Ensure that development does not increase the flood hazard on other properties.

Meet current elevation standards. Ensuring the lowest occupied floor is elevated to or above the base flood
elevation indicated on the NFIP flood map.

=A =4 =4 =4

Communities that do not have a FEMA FIRM can still participate in the NFIP. These communities can enter the NF
through the Emergency Program, which provides limited flood insurance coverage while FEMA conducts flood ris
assessments and develops a FIRBbmmunities can voluntarily participate by adopting minimum floodplain
management regulations even if no detailed flood hazard data Existswithout a FIRM, communities must establish
basic floodplain management practices to reduce flood ri8ks.includes restricting construction in known fleod
prone areas and requiring elevation standards for new buildings.
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Once a community joins NFIP, FEMA may conduct flood studies to create an official PARMN the FIRM is
completed, the community can transition from the Emergency Program to the Regular Program, allowing access
higher flood insurance coverage and disaster assistaragerty owners and renters in participating communities can
purchase NFItbacked flood insurance, even if there is no official FIRMis provides financial protection against
flood damage, which is not covered under standard homeowmgrsamnce policies.

A jurisdictionmight choose not to participate in tNEIP for several reasons, despite the program's benefits in managing
flood risks and providing insurance optioonNhile eligible for participation, the City dfenora,The City of Long
Island, the City of Lucas, and the City of Lurdy not participate in thBIFIP as itrequires adopting and enforcing
floodplain management regulations, maintaining records, and updating flood Asapmallerjurisdictiors, with
limited resourceghesecitiesfind the administrative effort overwhelming.

As of this plan,Rooks Countythe City of Dorranceandthe City ofBunker Hill have joined the Emergency Program,
but have yet to be mapped.hese jurisdictions finthis administrative effostdifficult and note that engaging FEMA
to conduct mapping is a currently a challenging process.

While most floodplain requirements have been incorporated into the current Building Codes, some additional provisic
and regulations may be required by a community. Communities participating in the NFIP are required to adopt, enfo
and maintain a locdlloodplain ordinance as a stipulation of compliance with the program. The purpose of this ordinanc
is to ensure public safety, minimize impact to people and property from flooding, protect watercourses frol
encroachment, and maintain the capability obdlplains to retain and carry off floodwaters. The local floodplain

coordinatotis typically the municipal official responsible for overseeing the enforcement and update of the documen

KansasRegion Bjurisdictional foodplain ordinances are typically enforced by law enforcement departaraiis
code enforcement officeBor all KansasRegion BNFIP participating communitighe enforcement process works as
follows:

1 Identification of Violations: Violations are often identified through various means, such as citizen complaints,
routine inspections, or observations by enforcement officers.

1 Notification: Once a violation is identified, the responsible party is typically notified of the violation. This
notification may come in the form of a written citation, warning letter, or verbal communication depending or
the severity of the violation and local procees.

9 Correction Notice: In many cases, the responsible party is given a certain amount of time to correct the
violation. They may be required to remedy the situation, obtain necessary permits, or comply with specif
regulations.

1 Follow-up Inspections: After the designated correction period, enforcement officers may conduct-ighiow
inspections to ensure that the violation has been addressed satisfactorily.

1 Penalties and Fineslif the responsible party fails to comply with the ordinance or correct the violation within
the specified timeframe, they may face penalties or fines. These penalties can vary depending on the nature
severity of the violation and may escalate for edpé offenses.

1 Legal Action: In cases of persistent n@mompliance or serious violations, local authorities may initiate legal
proceedings against the responsible party. This can involve court appearances, injunctions, or other le
measures to compel compliance.

Additionally, FEMA has specific requirement¢FIP communities must follow both before (ptésaster) and after
(postdisaster) a flood event. These requirements are designed to mitigate flood risks, promote sustainable developrr
and ensure eligibility for federal disaster assistance and flood ingubanefitsThe following figure represents both

pre- and postdisasteNFIP community requirements:
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Figure 5: Pre- and PostDisaster Community NFIP requirements

Post-Disaster Community NFIP Requirements
\ 4 A4 \ 4 \ 4

Inventory Make
Damages Determination

Source: FEMA

When structures located in the SFHAs are substantially modified (more than 50% damaged or improved) they |
required to be brought into compliance with current NFIP standards and local building codes. In cases of repairs be
conducted as a result of dage, jurisdictional NFIPcoordinators are responsible for substantial damage and
improvement determinations. These determinations are required for compliance in the NFIP and must be comple
before residents begin repairs or permits are issued.

All NFIP-participating jurisdictions irKansas Regin Bmplement the substantial improvement/substantial damage
provisions of their floodplain management ordinances after a disaddter.a damaging event, local Floodplain
Admini strators and building officials inspect affe
definitions ( O5 0damagé marketealud),they ddtérminge dvisether repairs or iepents qualify

as substantial damage or substantial improvement.

{ If substantial improvement/substantial damagé s met Th®%roctée must be brought into full
compliance with current floodplain regulatiomsost often elevation of the lowest floor above the Base Flood
Elevation, floodproofing (nomesidential), and utility protection.

1 If substantial improvement/substantial damagés not met (<50%):Repairs can proceed, but must still meet
all regular floodplain and building code requirements.

1 For NFIP-insured buildings: An official substantial improvement/substantial damksgeer allows property
owners to access Increased Cost of Compliance funds to help pay for elevation, demolition/rebuild, relocatic
or floodproofing.

Jurisdictions typically wuse FEMAG6s Substanti a7b8, Da
Substantial Improvement/Substantial Damage Desk Reference to document decisions.

However, the May 2020 Report to Congressional Committees on the National Flood Insurance Program by the Uni
StatesGovernmentAc count abi l ity indicates AFEMA generally
assessments, limiting its ability to ensure the process operates as intended. Furthermore, FEMA has not clarified
communities can access NFIP claims data. Saté would help communities target substantial damage assessments
after a flood. 0 Thi sKarsaRegidni, with subroittec idfornhation &énd data undeyutilizewl
and some FEMA available data unshared and/or unadvertised.

Section 1206 of the Disaster Recovery Reform Act of 2018 authorizes the FEMA to provide communities with tf
resources to administer and enforce building code and floodplain management ordinances following a major disa
decl arati on t hrAssistaice FrdgrisiA dcsbe @igildtelfor reimbursement under the Public Assistance
Program, including for the Disaster Recovery Reform Act of 2018 Section 1206, communities must be designated
Public Assistance permanent work under a major disasterraataand be legally responsible to administer and
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enforce building codes or floodplain management regulations. Communities must also be in good standing with
NFIP. Available assistance includes:

Figure 6: Disaster Recovery Reform Act of 2018 Available Assistance

Building Code Administration (review and process building permit
applications; collect fees; hire, train, supervise staff; etc.)

A Code Enforcement (inspect structures; review elevation certificates;
v conductand process condemnation determinations; etc.)

Floodplain Management Regulation, Administration, and Enforcement
(hire, train, supervise staff; provide training; process permits; etc.)

e Substantial Damage Operations (conductfield surveys; prepare cost
‘ ! ‘ information; perform inspections; etc.)

Source: FEMA
It is worth noting that this assistance is available for a variety of hazards occurrence types, not just flooding.

Key to achieving across the board reduction in flood damages is a robust community assistance, education,
awareness program. As suttansasRegion Band all NFIP participating jurisdictionill continue to develop both
electronic (including social media) and in person outreach activities.

410 Challenges and Opportunities for Capability Improvement

As always, challenges exist due to the-ttagay demands of the working environment, including staffing issues,
budget restrictions, and staffing turnover. These issues can, and do, impact the utilization and incorporation of
LHMP and the completionfadentified hazard mitigation projects.

As part of this planning process, the MPC worked to identify gaps and deficiencies identified in the completion of th
LHMP. Resulting from this assessment is a series of problem statements, concise descriptions of issues or challel
that need to be adessed. These problem statements were determined to be applicable to all participating jurisdictior

1 Continued climate change is driving an increased incidence of major hazard occurrences, stressing the respa
recovery, and mitigation capabilities of even the most prepared jurisdiction.

1 Available funding for the completion of hazard mitigation projects is at a premium, with only occasional
room in available budgets for required project mataa yearly basis, many counties and jurisdictions
throughout KansaRegion Bfully allocate their tax revenue to basic services and programs. Because of this,
funding for mitigation projects is often unavailable or severely limited. While the capability to assess special
taxes or issue bonds does exist, historically it has bemwmnsthat passing tlse measures is extremely
difficult. As a result, many needed mitigation projects throughout Kddsg®n Bare not completed due to
lack of funding. All Kansa&egion Bjurisdictions should, as possible, prioritize budgeting for mitigation
projects.

1 The difficulties in applying for and managing hazard mitigation grants can be a challenge.

9 Staffing at all levels is stretched thin, with many personnel wearing multiple hats, compromising mitigation
capabilities.
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Improving capabilities can lead to enhanced performance, increased efficiency, and better outcomes in hazard mitiga
planning and implementation. The following identify recommended improvements:

1

1

Continued instruction should be solicited from KDEM and FEMA Region VII on grant application and grant
management strategies to reflect changing requirements.

All participating jurisdictions should conduct more extensive educational outreach to all communities
especially vulnerable and underserved communities, on mitigation actions and methodologies

Participating NFIP communities should apply for membership in the CRS to allow citizens to receive discoun
off their federally backed flood insurance policies.

Eligible participating jurisdictions without an ISO Fire Suppression Rating should apply for a rating.

Eligible participating jurisdictions who are not current participants should apply for membership in the Firewis
USA program or support Firewise application and participation.

Eligible participating jurisdictions that do not participate in the StormReady or StormReady supporter progral
should join.

All participating jurisdictions should institute a more robust system to track the occurrence and impact of haza
occurrences.

All participating jurisdictions should continue to explore and engage in poitiliate emergency planning
partnerships to further increase hazard resiliency through the infusion of additional funding and expertise
help complete mitigation projects.

The following table summarizes potential capability improvement opportunities for each participating jurisdiction:

Table 28 Participating Jurisdiction Opportunities for Capability Improvement

e Grant Community L Impact
Jurisdiction Education | Outreach NFIP CRS Firewise ISO StormReady Tracking
Ellis County X X X X X X
City of Ellis X X X X X

Hays X X X X X

City of Schoenchen X X X X X X
City of Victoria X X X X X X
Fort Hays State

. . X X X X X
University
USD #388- Ellis X X X X X
USD #432- Victoria X X X X X
USD #489- Hays X X X X X
All RWDs X X X X X
Midwest Energy X X X x x
COOP
Western Cooperative
. X X X X X
Electric
Graham County X X X X X X
City of Bogue X X X X X X
Hill City X X X X X X
City of Morland X X X X X X
USD #2811 Graham
X X X X X
County
Midwest Energy X X X X X

Prairie Land Electric X x X x X

COOP

Western Cooperative
: X X X X X
Electrical
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Table 28: Participating Jurisdiction Opportunities for Capability Improvement

o Grant Communit N Impact
Jurisdiction Education Outreachy NFIP CRS Firewise ISO StormReady Trac[:)king
Ness County X X X X X X X X
City of Bazine X X X X X X X

City of Brownell X X X X X X X X
City of Ness City X X X X X X X
City of Ransom X X X X X X X
City of Utica X X X X X X X
USD #1061 Western
Plains X X X X X
USD #3031 Ness City X X X X X
Grisell Memorial
Hospital District #1 X X X X X
Lane Scott Electric X X " . x
COOP
Midwest Energy X x x " x
COOP
Ness County Hospital X % « N «
District #2
Sacred Heart_SchooI q X X X x X
Ness City
Western Cooperative
Electric X X X % X
Norton County X X X X X X X
City of Almena X X X X X X X
City of Clayton X X X X X X X X
City of Edmond X X X X X X X X
City of Lenora X X X X X X X
City of Norton X X X X X X
USD #211i Norton
Community Schools X X X X X
USD #2121 Northern
Valley X X X X X
All RWDs X X X X X
Midwest Energy X X " . X
COOP
Prairie Land Electric X X x « «
COOP
Norton Methodist % x " « «
Church
Phillips County X X X X X X X
City of Agra X X X X X X X
City of Kirwin X X X X X X X
City of Logan X X X X X X
City of Long Island X X X X X X X X
City of Phillipsburg X X X X X X
City of Prairie View X X X X X X X
City of Speed X X X X X X X
USD #1100 Thunder
Ridge Schools X X X X X
USD #325 x « « « «
Phillipsburg
USD #326- Logan X X X X X
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