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Mission:   
 
To represent Great Lakes conservation districts, as an advocate for 
Great Lakes natural resources, by facilitating activities and 
strengthening the abilities of conservation districts to conserve, 
enhance, and restore these resources and use them in a sustainable 
manner. 
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Tom Middleton Chair middletont@co.oakland.mi.us 

Donald Lloyd IL dlloyd@clcillinois.edu 

Edgar Corns IN edcorns@netnitco.net 

Randy Thompson MI rockfinder2000@yahoo.com 

Jerry Flaschberger MN jmflasch@msn.com 

Bradley Rogers NY bfrogers@usadatanet.net 

Maureen Leupold NY Alternate maleupold@genesee.suny.edu 

Kurt Heyman OH kurt@accsandusky.com 

Bill Lund OH Alternate wlund@neo.rr.com 

LeRoy Gross PA eriecons@adelphia.net 
 

Kay McKenzie WI  kamck@chartermi.net 

Ron Shelito National Association of State 
Conservation Agencies 

ron.shelito@bwsr.state.mn.us 
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Natural Resource Focus:  Too much sediment enters the Great Lakes. 
 
 
 
Statement of Intent: By 2013, sedimentation to the Great Lakes will be reduced by 40% of the 
2003 baseline. 
 
 
 
Strategy:  Lead a sediment reduction project to separately convene Great Lakes technical 
experts and policy makers.  Technical experts will review/revise sediment reduction goal and 
recommend method to measure the success of sediment reduction efforts.  Policy experts will 
recommend appropriate policy improvements to support goal achievement.   
 
 

Progress:  Committee obtained a grant 
from the Great Lakes Commission’s Great 
Lakes Basin Program for Soil Erosion and 
Sediment Control.  With these funds the 
Committee contracted with the Michigan 
Association of Conservation Districts to 
provide program management. 
 
The technical task force continues to meet 
and will present recommendations to the 
Great Lakes Committee in March 2006. 
 
The committee has developed a draft list of 
policy task force members. 
 
Committee supported funding and policy 
improvements for the following programs: 
 
 

·  Great Lakes Observing System and Great Lakes Sediment Management Program 
·  National Streamflow Information Program and Road Runoff Protection program 
·  Participated in efforts to fund the Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act. 

 

Source:  Assessing Sediment Loading from Agricultural Croplands in the Great 
Lakes Basin.  Da Ouyang, Jon Bartholic, Institute of Water Research, Michigan 
State UniversityI; James Selegean, US Army Corps of Engineers, Detroit 
District 
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Critical Issue #1:  Lack of district involvement in Great Lakes restoration activities/programs. 
  
Statement of Intent:  Strengthen the relationship between affected conservation districts and 
agencies responsible for implementing Great Lakes restoration strategies. 
  
Strategy:  Encourage congressional approval of comprehensive Great Lakes environmental 
restoration legislation. 
 
Monitored developments for potential actions on any Great Lakes Basin Restoration 
legislation introduced. 
 
Strategy:  Target conservation districts in Areas of Concern, to encourage increased 
involvement in Remedial Action Plan development and implementation. 
 
Progress:  Identified successful District-Remedial Action Plan (Areas Of Concern) 
partnerships.   
 
Publicized a successful Ohio partnership on North Central Region website. 
 
Suggested inviting Remedial Action Plan presenter to North Central Region meeting 2006. 
  
Participated in efforts to fund the Great Lakes Legacy Act and support remedial action plan 
implementation. 
 
Recruited Remedial Action Plan advisor to broaden committee’s understanding of related 
issues.  

 
Strategy:  Increase percentage of districts receiving funding from the Great Lakes Basin 
Program for Soil Erosion and Sediment Control.  
 
Initiated efforts to increase funding for the Great Lakes Basin Program for Soil Erosion and 
Sediment Control.  Highlighted program opportunities for conservation districts during 
presentations in WI, MN, and MI. 
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Critical Issue #2:  Land use changes promote soil erosion, rapid run-off, decreased 
groundwater recharge.  Increase in impermeable surfaces degrades water quality. 
 
Statement of Intent:  Strengthen conservation districts’ ability to provide technical assistance 
and information to municipalities as they manage growth.  Land use decision-makers contact 
conservation districts for assistance/information on issues such as stormwater management, 
wetlands, forestland, etc. 
 
Strategy:  Publicize conservation district successes in this area. 
 

National Association of Conservation Districts 
Great Lakes Committee 
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A conference for Great Lakes basin conservation districts 
 

 
Committee collaborated with interested agencies/organizations, to seek funding for a meeting 
of Great Lakes Urban Conservation Districts.  Conference will showcase successful urban 
conservation district programs.  
 
Progress:  Planning for Urban and Community conference underway.  (March 8, 2006 in 
Detroit). 
 

Strategy:  Participate in efforts to support 
Urban and Community Conservation with 
special attention to increase technical 
assistance to urban districts.  
 
Progress:  The Great Lakes Regional 
Collaboration strategy includes a call for 
additional urban technical assistance. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Who:  Conservation 
districts of the Great 
Lakes basin 
 
What:  Urban and 
community conservation 
programs and practices 
that work  
 
When:  March 8, 2006 
 
Where:  Detroit, MI   
 
Our Vision for Great 
Lakes conservation 
districts:  Land use 
decision-makers contact 
conservation districts for 
assistance/information 
on issues such as 
stormwater 
management, wetlands, 
forestland, etc. 
 

Background:  
Conservation districts 
(209 in the Great Lakes 
Basin) lead a variety of 
local, voluntary 
conservation programs.  
In small towns and urban 
and urbanizing areas, 
many implement MS4 
regulations and many 
partner with 
municipalities to develop 
and enact specialized 

erosion control 
ordinances.  Districts 
increasingly demonstrate 
innovative urban 
conservation practices, 
such as rain gardens, 
curb cuts,  downspout 
disconnects, green 
rooftops, pervious 
surfaces, alternative 
building materials, and 
more. 
 
Next Step:  A second 
conference, in 2007, will 
invite appropriate 
partners to discuss policy 
to encourage technology 
transfer of those 
practices and programs 
that work. 
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Sharing Programs that Work 
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Critical Issue #3:  Great Lakes Basin conservation districts may not 
be aware of possible funding opportunities. 
 
Statement of Intent:  Increase dissemination of funding opportunity 
information to Great Lakes Basin conservation districts. 
 
Strategy:  Send funding opportunity information directly to 
conservation district offices.  
 
Progress:  List serves are functioning and up to date. 
 
 

 
 
Critical Issue #4:  Lack of buffers 
along creeks, streams, and rivers 
contributes to decrease water 
quality.  In many cases, buffers are 
the sole conservation treatment, and 
may not be effective without 
complementary practices.   
 
Statement of Intent:  Optimize the 
availability of conservation 
treatments to reduce sediment 
loadings to the Great Lakes.  
 
Strategy:  Advocate for more 
flexibility in and continued funding of 
federal conservation programs 
(including CRP, CREP, continuous 
CRP, and CSP) to maximize 
conservation treatment 
opportunities.   
 
Progress:  2007 Farm Bill policy 
recommendations are being 
developed.    

 
Committee Chair Tom 
Middleton led discussion 
during the committee’s July 
2005 meeting in Ft. Wayne, IN. 

 
James Little 
USDA Farm Services Agency 
Room 3086-S-STOP 0501 
1400 Independence Ave., SW 
Washington, D.C.  20250 
 
July 27, 2005 
 
Dear Mr. Little: 
The NACD Great Lakes Committee represents the 209 Great Lakes conservation 
districts, as an advocate for Great Lakes natural resources, by facilitating activities and 
strengthening the abilities of conservation districts. 
Our strategic plan includes actions to address the lack of buffers along creeks, streams, 
and rivers which contributes to decreased water quality.   We intend to encourage 
policy that will optimize the availability of conservation treatments to reduce sediment 
loadings to the Great Lakes.  
 
To this end, we advocate for flexibility and continued funding of successful federal 
conservation programs (including CRP, CREP and CSP) to maximize conservation 
treatment opportunities.  Practices funded by these programs continue to provide 
effective sediment control at low cost. 
Our committee’s recent discussions concerned the environmental benefits index that 
ranks CRP applicants. We propose changes to the EBI that would reflect an 
increase in the percentage of offered Great Lakes basin acreages being accepted 
into the Conservation Reserve Program.  This could be accomplished through the 
addition of a water quality sub factor (N2d) that provides additional EBI points for 
Great Lakes basin offers.   
 
We understand that the Great Lakes basin is currently designated as a National CRP 
Conservation Priority Area, but recent General CRP sign-up results would indicate that 
this designation is not enough to ensure acceptance into the program even at the 
National average level. Will you support us in elevating the status of Great Lakes basin 
CRP offers? Together, we can build a solid case for special treatment of the Great 
Lakes basin land resources, and weight the EBI to benefit the world©s largest freshwater 
supply.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Tom Middleton, Chair  
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Critical Issue #5:  Forestry fragmentation and mismanagement increases soil erosion, 
decreases water quality, and decreases biodiversity. 
 
Statement of Intent:  Improve conservation district services available to forest and 
woodland managers/owners. 
 
 
Forestry subcommittee explored opportunities for conservation districts through federal 

programs.  Subcommittee found little financial assistance for 
conservation districts to improve services to private wood lot owners. 
 
 
Subcommittee identified several district programs that are fee-based.  
Subcommittee will develop strategies to share these successful 
programs with all basin districts.   
 
Committee participated in efforts to support restoration of forest land 
enhancement program funding. 
 
Recommendations to improve 2007 Farm Bill forestry programs are 

being developed. 
 
 
 
 
Statement of Intent:  Ensure stable funding source. 
 
Strategy:  Inform NACD leadership, Great Lakes Commission leadership, and state 
association leadership of committee’s value to conservation districts. 
 
Prepared annual budget.  
 
Initiated relationships with Remedial Action Plan Coordinators, Great Lakes Forest Alliance, 
National Wildlife Federation Great Lakes office.   
 
Prepared and distributed written annual report.  
 
Improved format of Great Lakes Committee website:  www.gl.nacdnet.org 
 
 

 
Jerry Stensing, Beltrami 
SWCD, and Minnesota 
Conservation Corps workers 
conduct Firewise assessment.� 
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Christa Jones, National Association of Conservation Districts 
Gary Overmier, Great Lakes Commission 

Kenneth Algozin, Ph.D. The Nature Conservancy, Great Lakes Region kalgozin@tnc.org 

Dale Allen Farm Services Agency dale.allen@mi.usda.gov 

Brian Brandt American Farmland Trust bbrandt@farmland.org 

Jack Bricker Natural Resources Conservation Service Jack.bricker@mi.usda.gov 

David Cowgill Environmental Protection Agency cowgill.david@epa.gov 

Tom Crane Great Lakes Commission tcrane@glc.org 

Norman R. Fausey Agricultural Research Service fausey.1@osu.edu 

Norman Granneman US Geological Survey nggranne@usgs.gov 

John Hassell Conservation Technology Information Center hassell@ctic.purdue.edu 

Dr. Chi Hua Huang Agricultural Research Service chihua@purdue.edu 

Jeffrey Kiefer US Fish and Wildlife Service Jeffrey_Kiefer@fws.gov 

John King National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration john.king@noaa.gov 

Mike Majeski USDA Forest Service mmajeski@fs.fed.us 

Jan Miller US Army Corps of Engineers jan.a.miller@usace.army.mil 

Ruth Shaffer Natural Resources Conservation Service ruth.shaffer@mi.usda.gov 

Gerald  "Dean" Winn  US Environmental Protection Agency winn.gerald@epa.gov 


