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Chronology

2003

10/01
November
11/13

December

12/08

2004
January

1/5

01/06

01/14

Umatilla County Hazard Mitigation Plan
Planning Process Chronology

J.R. Cook 20% time to HMP.
Staff solicits volunteers for HMP Steering Committee.

Steering Committee appointed by the Board of Commissioners.

)
/

Staff begins conducting research for the community hazard event profiles
of the HMP.

HPM staff meets with HMP Steering Committee for the instruction to the
HPM planning process.

Meeting Products

(1) Hazard identification

(2) Review of the draft timeline (Question raised regarding FEMA
approval of the draft timeline)

(3) Review of the planning process (e.g. OEM and FEMA requirements)
(4) Additional contacts added to steering committee/Stakeholder list

(5) General discussion regarding the next steps for the planning process

Continuing research for the community and hazard events profiles.

Umatilla County Critical Groundwater Task Force (Task Force) appointed
by the Umatilla County Board of Commissioners to address significant
ground and surface water problems in Umatilla County. J.R. assigned to
provide technical assistance to Task Force.

Information letter sent to incorporated cities to begin the multi-jurisdiction
planning process.

Public workshop and information meeting held for incorporated cities and
interested parties.

Attending Parties:
e The city of Stanfield
e The city of Milton Freewater




01/20

1/20-22

1/27

February

2/5

02/10

M 102/19

March

03/02

3/4

03/08

S

The City of Pendleton

The City of Athena

Gas Transmission Northwest Corp

The Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation

HMP Steps 2-4 information sent to HMP Steering Committee. HMP
process packet and supplemental information sent to incorporated cities
for an introduction before the City Council presentations.

Tom and J.R. attend Pre-Disaster Mitigation Workshop (Vulnerability
Assessment) at University of Oregon.

First Task Force meeting

Staff continues research for community profile and mapping critical
facilities.

Task Force meeting

JR. gives staff presentation to the City of Adams City Council. They
agree to participate, and will provide members for the Advisory
Committee when we are prepared to begin City Addendums

President Bush declares a major disaster in Oregon due t0$16 million in
estimated damages from the winter storms. Umatilla County is included
in the Presidential disaster declaration.

Community profile and vulnerability assessment research. City meetings
to discuss multi-jurisdictional capabilities of HMP.

Tom meets with Pilot Rock City Council to discuss participation in the
HMP, and solicit members for an HMP Advisory Committee once City
Addendum planning begins.

Task Force meeting

HMP staff meets with HMP Steering Committee to discuss steps 2
through 4 of the HMP evaluation process.

Meeting Products:
»  Maps received from ODF and USFS depicting fire history and
location. :
*  Map received from NOAA depicting sever storm history and
location.

= Mission Statement formulated.




03/21

03/12

03/16

03/18

April

4/1

04/21

5/6

5/12

* Questions received regarding process, action item formulation and
status of existing resources.
* Commenced discussion regarding plan goals.

Steering Committee advises staff to complete public process and draft plan
prior to next meeting.

J.R. meets with Helix City Council to discuss participation in the HMP,
and solicit members for the HMP Advisory Committee for City
Addendum.

Tom meets with FEMA and OEM to discuss a proposed Region 5
Memorandum of Understanding (5 county regional HMP) for eastern
Oregon, and November deadline for HMP submittal.

Tom meets with Athena City Council to discuss participation in the HMP,
and solicit members for the HMP Advisory Committee.

Tom meets with the Stanfield City Council to discuss participation in the
HMP, and solicit members for an HMP Advisory Committee.

J.R. meets with the Echo City Council to discuss participation in the HMP,
and solicit members for the HMP Advisory Committee.

Staff developing a revised plan to meet the HMP requirerhents, as well as
apply for funding to complete the vulnerability assessment and action item

formulation with justifiable projects that have a good chance of receiving
federal funding.

Task Force meeting

Staff meets with department heads to discuss intended direction of the

- HMP.

Task Force meeting

Work begins on development of a Community Wildfire Protection Plan
(CWPP) for the forested lands of Umatilla County. Two Umatilla County

' Emergency Management staff were appointed to the steering committee,

Ray Denny, Acting Emergency Manager is a land owner in one of the
forested areas (Weston Mountain), he represented Land Owners and Tom
Groat, Emergency Operations Supervisor represented Emergency
Management. There were 12 committee meeting, the last one in April of
2005. Decided by HMP planning staff that HMP would wait until CWPPs
are completed.



O

5/13

5/14

517

5121

5/26

6/6

6/17

6/23

6/24

6/25

7/1

7/14

9/2

10/7

11/3

11/17-30

J.R. attends flood plain management workshop and gathers information
regarding the Community Rating System.

Region 5§ MOU meeting in The Dalles to discuss HMP Region 5 grant
funding.

Steering Committee meeting. Staff receives guidance on how to pursue
Region 5 planning funds and to continue planning process but defer future
Steering Committee meetings.

OEM issues written response to the May 10 referenced memo

CWPP Steering Committee meeting

Task Force meeting

City Natural Hazard Mapping workshop held. Representatives from the
cities of Pendleton, Pilot Rock, Adams, Athena, Helix attend a mapping
workshop at the Umatilla County Emergency Operations Center.
Technical experts from the US Army Corps of Engineers-Portland
Division office and Umatilla National Forest provided assistance.

City of Umatilla Natural Hazard Mapping workshop is held at Umatilla
City Hall. Tom Groat provides HMP guidance

Cities of Echo and Stanfield hold mapping workshops at their respective
City Halls. Tom Groat gives HMP guidance

Staff completes introduction, community and hazard profile, and existing
asset and program portions of the plan. Draft submitted to Steering
Committee and Advisory Committee.

Task Force meeting

CWPP committee tours the Mill Creek Watershed. The shed provides
80% of the city of Walla Walla’s drinking water.

Task Force meeting
Task Force meeting
Task Force meeting
A series of public meetings were held on the CWPP. The community

meetings were held at the Mecham Fire Station, Meadwood Springs
Speech Camp (Weston Mountain), Ukiah Senior Center, Pilot Rock



)

12/2

12/9

2005

1/6

2/3

2/9

2/24

2/24

3/3

3/4

3/28

4/7

5/5

6/2

717

7/12

9

Community Center and Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian
Reservation Fire Station. A total of 34 citizens attended the meetings.

Task Force meeting

CWPP Steering Committee meeting

Task Force meeting

Task Force meeting

CWPP Steering Committee meeting

CWPP Steering Committee meeting

Umatilla County Board of Commissioners adopt an exempt well
resolution drafted by the Task Force. The purpose of the resolution is to
allow development of exempt domestic wells until more proof addresses
the impact to the shallow and deep aquifers.

Task Force meeting

Umatilla County joins Gilliam, Hood River, Morrow, Sherman and Wasco
counties forming Oregon Natural Hazard Region 5. The purpose of this
collaborative partnership is to support an Oregon Partners for Disaster
Resistance and Resilience application for a grant to fund Natural Hazard
Mitigation planning in the counties in Region 5. Umatilla County joins to
complete city addendums to Multi-Jurisdictional Plan

CWPP Steering Committee Meeting

Task Force meeting, J.R. promoted to lead staff/coordinator of Task Force
planning and liaison activities

Task Force meeting

Task Force meeting

Task Force meeting

Final Blue Mountain CWPP received by Umatilla County

Task Force meeting




() 9/26
10/5

10/6

10/12-13

10/18

10/27

D 11/6

12/1

2006
1/11

1/17

1/18

()
N’

Inter Governmental Agreement between Umatilla County and Oregon
Emergency Management for Pre-Disaster Natural Hazards Mitigation
Grant signed.

Task Force “2050 Plan — Statement of Goals and Principles” document
adopted by the Umatilla County Board of Commissioners. Document lays
out the framework for the goals of a long term water management plan.

Task Force meeting

Region 5 Natural Hazards Mitigation planning project kick off meeting.
The Dalles, Oregon.

IGA between Umatilla County and University of Oregon/Oregon Natural
Hazards Working Group signed. Agreed to use PDM grant funds to
complete city addendums

Dennis Olson hired as temporary employee to develop Pre-Disaster
Natural Hazard Mitigation plans for the cities in Umatilla County. Mr.
Olson begins to work with cities to complete addendums to Umatilla
County HMP.

Task Force meeting

Farm Fair discussion on water quantity and quality problems in Umatilla
County. Overview given to public by Task Force of the water planning
process

County mails out Stakeholder questionnaire

Coordination meeting between EM staff and Dennis Olson regarding the
Region 5 NHMP grant '

Umatilla County officially begins the implementation process for Oregon
Senate Bill 360. Oregon Senate Bill 360 requires landowners within areas
meeting specific wildland/urban interface criteria to complete fire free
buffering and other construction standards or face possible liability for fire
suppression efforts.

J.R. provides technical assistance to SB 360 committee with maps and
land use law guidance. Staff puts HMP on hold to be completed after
Senate Bill 360 is implemented.
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2/2

2/8

2/9

32

3/28

4/6

4/14

5/8

6/1

6/6

7/6

7/20

8/3

8/4

9/7

10/5

10/16-19

November

11/6

11/29

Task Force meeting

Final Mill Creek CWPP received by Umatilla County
SB 360 meeting |

Task Force meeting

Staff attends SB 360 tour of wildland/urban interface areas within
Umatilla County

. Task Force meeting

SB 360 meeting
SB 360 meeting
Task Force meeting
SB 360 meeting
Task Force meeting
SB 360 meeting
Task Force meeting
SB 360 meeting
Task Force meeting
Task Force meeting

Public workshops outlining SB 360 implementation areas and criteria for
compliance

SB 360 formally implemented via recording of the designated areas in the
Office of Umatilla County Records

Task Force meeting. “Four Steps to Water Sustainability” concepts
approved by Task Force, incorporated into HMP

Task Force outreach to promote water concepts strategies begins at Farm
Fair




O

\

12/21

12/28

2007

1/23

Staff completes final draft of Umatilla County Pre-Disaster Mitigation
Plan

Staff sends final draft to UCEM and ONHW for review

Staff conducts final Steering Committee meeting pﬁor to sending final
HMP to OEM and FEMA
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UMATILLA COUNTY HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN
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Steering Committee Meeting Agenda
Umatilla County Justice Center, Media Room
4700 NW Pioneer Place, Pendleton, Oregon
2:00 P.M., December 8, 2003

. Welcome from the Board of Commissioners
Introduction of Steering Committee
. Overview of Plan Requirements and Process

Hazard Identification

Hazard Mitigation Goals (Matrix to be provided)

Assign responsibilities for hazard events history and profile
BREAK

Project Schedule (timeline)
Set meeting dates and places
General Discussion
Adjourn
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3:30

UMATILLA COUNTY HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

Steering Committee Meeting Agenda
Umatilla County Justice Center, Media Room
4700 NW Pioneer Place, Pendleton, Oregon
1:30 P.M., March 8, 2004

1. Introduction of Steering Committee
2. Progress Report from Tom and J.R.
3. Grant Possibilities

4. Mission Statement Formulation

Vulnerability Assessment (Hazard Identification)

1. Hazard Events Profile and the Vulnerability Assessment
2. Mapping v :

3. Format

4. BREAK

Work Products

1. Project Schedule (timeline)

2. Set meeting dates and places for Plan Goal and Action Item
Formulation

3. General Discussion
4. Adjourn
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UMATILLA COUNTY HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN
Steering Committee Meeting Agenda
Umatilla County Justice Center, Media Room
4700 NW Pioneer Place, Pendleton, Oregon
1:30 P.M., May 17, 2004

Proposed Memorandum of Understanding

1. Overview of May 14, 2004 meeting with FEMA and OEM.

2. Delay on Vulnerability Assessment and Action Item
Formulation.

3. Revised timeline.

4. Direction from Steering Committee.

Draft Format of Umatilla County HMP

1. Distribute Draft Format
2. Comments

3. Areas to be completed.
4. BREAK

Advisory Committee Update (“Process Update™)

1. Proposed direction of work shops
2. Work shop products
3. Feedback and recommendations

General Discussion

1. Possible Postponement of Steering Committee meetings

until grant decision final.

2. Scheduling conflicts.

3. Progress the Steering Committee would like to see before
next meeting.

Adjourn
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Umatilla County

Aepartment of Resource Services and Development
-

- Director
Tamra Mabbott

Jim Beard, CTUIR< Planner
Planning & Gina Hartzheim, Milton Freewater City Planner
pevelopment Richard Ullian, Pendleton City Planner
Division: Gilberta Lieuallen, City of Adams Recorder
LAND USE Patricia Dunn, City of Athena Administrator

52 Diane Berry, City of Echo Manager @@
Vicki Muller, City of Helix Recorder

CODE . . .
enrorcemenT Clint Spencer, Hermiston City Planner

5412786300 Tacki Carey, City of Pilot Rock Administrator
Emergen Shelley Bonnet, City of Stanfield Manager
M‘;‘ﬁgggm"eym Clint Barber, City of Ukiah Mayor

Division: Larry Clucas, City of Umatilla Manager

emercency  Denise Sampson, City of Weston Clerk

MANAGEMENT
541-966-3700
January 6, 2004
CHEMICAL
STOCKPILE

EMERGENCY ~ Dyear City Officials:
PREPAREDNESS

\__Aser208s Lhe National Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 requires all jurisdictions eligible for FEMA
5410663700 mjtigation project grants to develop and implement a natural hazard mitigation plan by
1-877-367-2737 . .. .. .

November of 2004 to remain eligible for the Post Hazard Mitigation Grant program as

County,/State well as Cost/Beqeﬁt rati_o r_nit?ga}tion project grants. .Adoption.of aplan is n(?t mandatory,
.Agency Liaisorend does not obligate a jurisdiction to undertake particular actions. Rather, it

osu exTENsiona€monstrates a jurisdiction’s commitment to overall public safety.

SERVICE
541-278-5403

Umatilla County is in the preliminary stages of developing a Natural Hazard Mitigation
s Plan with multi-jurisdictional capabilities, for potential co-adoption by each participating
jurisdiction. It appears that communities have three options; they can develop their own
Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan, adopt the County’s plan and amend it to address specific

needs or, they can do nothing.

We would like to collaborate with you on the goal of developing a multi-jurisdictional
Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. We will hold an information workshop for cities on
January 14, 2004 at 13:30 (1:30) in the Media Room of the Umatilla County Justice
Center, 4700 NW Pioneer Place, Pendleton. We hope you, or a representative will be
able to attend.

TN
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Ph: 541-278-6252 o 216 S.E. 4th Street * Pendleton, OR 97801 ¢ Fax: 541-278-5480




If you have questions or comments regarding this project call either J.R. Cook, Umatilla
County Planner, 541-278-6251 Tom Groat, Emergency Operations Supervisor, 541-966-
3708. We look forward to seeing you on the 14™.

Sincerely,
Tom Groat J.R. Cook
Operations Supervisor Planner
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January 20, 2004

MEMO

To:

From:

CC:

Jack Davis, CTUIR Planner

Gina Hartzheim, Milton-Freewater City Planner
Gilberta Lieuallen, City of Adams Recorder
Patricia Dunn, City of Athena Administrator
Diane Berry, City of Echo Manager

Vicki Muller, City of Helix Recorder

Clint Spencer, Hermiston City Planner

Jacki Cary, City of Pilot Rock Administrator
Shelley Bonnet, City of Stanfield Manager
Clint Barber, City of Ukiah Mayor

Larry Clucas, City of Umatilla Manager
Denise Sampson, City of Weston Clerk

J.R. Cook, County Planner, Umatilla County

Tom Groat, Assistant Emergency Planner, Umatilla County
Tamra Mabbott, Planning Director, Umatilla County
Meg Capps, Emergency Manager, Umatilla County

Co /@)%

Hazard Mitigation Plan (Update and Information for Participating Cities)

Brief Overview

The first Hazard Mitigation Plan (HMP) Steering Committee meetings and city
workshop was a great start to what will hopefully become a very useful document in
Umatilla County. It was decided from the meetings that the following hazards

(“hazard identification”) will be the primary focus of the county plan:

Wildfire
Flood

Earthquake

Volcano
Landslide/debris flow
Drought

Severe Winter Storm (ice, wind, blizzard, etc.)
Severe Summer Storm (dust, wind, thunderstorm, etc.)

In review of minutes from the meetings, it was clear that the Steering Committee
needed a little better direction of responsibilities. Steering Committee members are not
obligated to complete an entire section of the HMP that pertains to hazards directly
related to their position. However, the Steering Committee is urged to provide the



@
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guidance and material they feel should be mentioned in the text, while guiding staff to i
stakeholders that could provide technical expertise, information on projects and 3
available resources to enable staff to complete the steps of the HMP. The three main
responsibilities of the Steering Committee are hazard identification, plan

guidance, and Goal and Action Item formulation. So, technically, the steering

committee is well under way to accomplishing its responsibilities. The unique

advantage of Umatilla County’s Steering Committee is the broad range of knowledge

that is available from only a few individuals. This will allow the HMP staff to obtain

clear direction on each hazard. This will not only save time, but also allow staff to

develop a more effective and user friendly product.

As was discussed in the first meetings, Umatilla County is basically working on this
plan with a skeleton staff compared to most of the Hazard Mitigation Plans throughout
the state. The intention of Umatilla County is not to compile mass amounts of general
information and references, but to develop an efficient, straight forward, usable
product. The main goal of the plan is to include the necessary information for state
and federal adoption, while creating a mechanism for implementation and funding of
viable projects proposed by the Steering Committee, Stakeholders, cities and general
public.

Work in Progress

Staff is currently working on steps two (involve the community), three (describe your
community) and four (identify and characterize the hazards impacting your
community) of the “Evaluation Process” manual provided at the Steering Committee
meetings. A scope of work for each step is described below (Note: areas where
Steering Committee and participating cities are urged to provide information are
included in bold):

L. Step Two (Involve the Community) A
A. Create a participation table of effected individuals and agencies who would
be willing and capable of providing insight into past and current mitigation
projects/programs, problem areas of vulnerability, hazard history, etc.

1. Include companies, agencies, non-profit organizations, etc. who
would be willing and capable to provide resources, knowledge,
technical support and, in some cases, funding.

2. Include companies that could benefit from mitigation activities
including but not limited to insurance agents, wildlife and
habitat organizations, realtors, etc.

3. Obtain at least one contact person for each stakeholder group.

4. Create a listserv for more efficient electronic correspondence.

B. Create a HMP link from the Umatilla County Emergency Management
website.
1. Include an explanation of the plan, and a questionnaire to promote
involvement.
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2. Include an electronic copy of the action item matrix for reference.

C. Work with cities to conduct a minimum of two public workshops to
develop potential action items for the plan.

D. Hold a “cities meeting” on the January 14" to provide information to
enable cities w/in the county to co-adopt the plan.

IL. Step Three (Describe Your Community and How Mitigation Is Currently
Addressed)
A. Create a community profile

1. Document and describe the major events and frequency of
each identified hazard.

a. For common hazard events (e.g. flooding, wildfire,
winter storm) a time frame (5-10 years) established by
the Steering Committee to develop a pattern could be
used to save time. It was discussed at the meetings that
the time frame and major events would be sufficient.

2. Document past and present mitigation activities (berms,
wetlands, fuel reduction, etc.), projects (Fuel load study), and
public outreach and education programs in Umatilla County.

3. Compile data from existing sources to describe climate,
topography, population, trends, economy, etc.

4. Consolidate the Comprehensive Plan, Technical Report, applicable
state codes currently used by Umatilla County to mitigate hazards.

III. Step Four (Identify and Characterize the Hazards Impacting the Community)
A. Phase 1 (Hazard Identification).
1. The hazards have already been identified.
2. Work with Umatilla County Cartographers to map the location of
areas endangered by each identified hazard. (

a. Ifthis work cannot be completed within the 1-year time
frame of the project, it can be included as a multi-hazard
action item to be completed w/in the next year. ;

b. Including projects as action items enables the County to
possibly qualify for funding of the project.

B. Phase 2 (Vulnerability Assessment). A vulnerability assessment examines
the population, land use, and the value of property that lies within hazard
areas.

1. Work with County Assessors and Emergency Management to
assess the ownership, type, value, and location of structures
and other development within impact areas of potential
hazards.

2. Research archives and disaster declarations to document loss
from past hazard events.
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3. Work with agencies to analyze protection measures
(mitigation) in effect or under construction in these hazard
areas.

4. Work with public works departments and public/private companies
to analyze location, dependence, protection and value of
infrastructure in potential hazard areas.

5. Consolidate resources to identify key hazard prone areas, and areas
most vulnerable and unprotected from natural hazards.

C. Phase 3 (Risk Analysis). “What would happen if a natural hazard event
occurred in our community.”

1. Consider key hazard prone areas, needing protection.

2. This phase will be ongoing after adoption of the HMP due to the
fact that Umatilla County does not have the resources available to
conduct risk analysis for each hazard area in one year.

3. Potential hazard areas where public workshops, and Steering
Committee and stakeholder information have identified viable and
feasible projects will be given first priority for risk analysis. Other
projects and areas will be included as action items.

References Provided

A number of references will be electronically included with this memo for Steering
Committee and participating city review. These references will also allow the
Steering Committee and participating cities to include the hazard events they feel
should be mentioned in the text of the HMP.
These references include:
e Preliminary Participation Table (For Steering Committee, staff, and City
use only).
¢ Grant Matrix
e Action Item Matrix (to document past/current action items, as well as get
the ball rolling as far as developing goals and future action items).
o Stakeholder Questionnaire

All of these documents are electronically provided to participating members to enable
them to make changes and additions electronically to submit back to staff via e-mail.

This will cut down on time, as well save us all money!

March Meeting

The March Meeting will focus on Steps five (define plan goals) and six (develop
solutions) of the “Evaluation Process” manuals provided. Staff will hopefully have
well documented information on hazard events and potential hazard prone areas for
focus on future action items.
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Please do not hesitate to call should you have questions regarding any matter. As was
discussed in the first meetings, this is the most intensive portion of the HMP because
so much information is being analyzed and submitted in a short period of time. We
understand your busy schedules, and hope that this project can generate useful
information and resources for tasks your agencies are undertaking.

As was discussed at the workshop for cities, HMP staff will begin the process of
presenting the HMP process to City Councils in February. The presentation will
provide more in depth information regarding co-adoption requirements for cities.
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MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

IL.

City Council Presentations

Introduction
A. FEMA Requirements (DMA2K)

L.

2.

All jurisdictions must have a natural hazards mitigation plan implemented
by November of 2004 to be eligible for post disaster mitigation grant
funds, as well as any pre-disaster mitigation grant funds that become
available to qualifying projects.

Many communities are utilizing pre-disaster and post disaster mitigation
grant funds to develop hazard mitigation plans.

B. OEM/DLCD Requirements (Goal 7, etc.)

Process (7 Step Process)
(Step one) Organize to Prepare the Plan:

A,

1. Select a Steering Committee
2. Identify natural hazards
3. Develop a work plan
(Step two) Involve the Community:
1. Public workshops
2. Questionnaires
(Step three) Describe Your Community:
1. Community Profile
a) Population
b) Climate
c) Industry, etc.
2. Existing Policies and Requirements

a) Building Codes
b) Comprehensive Plan, etc.
¢) Existing hazard mitigation activities

(Step four) Identify and characterize the hazards impacting your community:
1. ‘
2.

Hazard Identification

Vulnerability Assessment

a) Asset location within hazard areas (critical facilities, infrastructure,
etc.)

Risk Analysis

a) HAZUS (mathematical models)

b) Can be an action item as resources become available.

(Step five) Define Plan Goals:

L.

See example matrix

(Step six) Develop Solutions:

1.

See example matrix (action items)

2. STAPLE/E approach
(Step Seven) Set the Plan in Motion:
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IV.

VI.

VIL

Umatilla County Requirements: County Wide Hazard Mitigation Plan with
an emphasis on co-adoption by incorporated communities.

Umatilla County Tasks

A. Develop a Steering Committee with regional, state, and federal representation.
B. Develop an Advisory Committee (Jurisdictional Representation).

C. 7 step process for county wide hazard mitigation plan.

Co-Adopting Jurisdiction Tasks
A. Develop a Steering Committee
B. Delegate or elect Advisory Committee members
C. 7 step process for jurisdictional hazard mitigation plan
1. Many of the tasks for the 7 step process will be completed with the county
wide hazard mitigation plans.
2. Tasks not completed during the county wide hazard mitigation plan would
include the community profile, vulnerability assessment, additional action
items, and setting the plan in motion.

Intended Outcomes
A. Adoption by FEMA, OEM, and DLCD
1. Flood insurance premium reduction under the FEMA community rating
system.
2. Eligibility for OEM and FEMA hazard mitigation grants
3. Increased community awareness and resilience
4. Better coordination amongst public service agencies.

Contacts

A. Oregon Natural Hazards Workgroup: 541.346.3588,
http://www.darkwing.uoregon.edu/~onhw

B. Tom Groat: 541.966.3708

C. J.R. Cook: 541.278.6251




Step-By-Step Evaluation Process:

Step 6 )

Economic: Community economic development staff, civil engi-
neers, building department staff, and the assessor'’s office can
help answer these questions.

What are the costs and benefits of this action?

Do the benefits exceed the costs?

Are initial, maintenance, and administrative costs taken
into account?

Has funding been secured for the proposed action? If not,
what are the potential funding sources (public, non-profit,
and private)? :

How will this action affect the fiscal capability of the com-
munity?

What burden will this action place on the tax base or local
economy?

What are the budget and revenue effects of this activity?
Does the action contribute to other community goals, such
as capital improvements or economic development?

What benefits will the action provide? (This can include
dollar amount of damages prevented, number of homes
protected, credit under the CRS, potential for funding
under the HMGP or the FMA program, etc.)

Environmental: Watershed councils, environmental groups,
land use planners and natural resource managers can help
answer these questions.

How will the action impact the environment?

Will the action need environmental regulatory approvals?
Will it meet local and state regulatory requirements?

Are endangered or threatened species likely to be affected?

N

‘\\/l

Source: Oregon Emergency Management
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Tip 6.2: Taking the STAPLE/E approach®®

TP
(A . STAPLE/E stands for Social, Technical, Administrative,
Vs Political, Legal, Economic, and Environmental. The

STAPLE/E approach provides a series of questions to help

make planning decisions and determine benefits and costs of
various mitigation activities.

Social: Community development staff, local non-profit organiza-

tions, or a local planning board can help answer these questions.

* Is the proposed action socially acceptable to the community?

*  Are there equity issues involved that would mean that one
segment of the community is treated unfairly?

*  Will the action cause social disruption?

Technical: The city or county public works staff. and building
department staff can help answer these questions.

*  Will the proposed action work? .

*  Will it create more problems than it solves?

* Does it solve a problem or only a symptom?

* Isit the most useful action in light of other community goals?

Administrative: Elected officials or the city or county adminis-

trator, can help answer these questions.

* Can the community implement the action?

* Isthere someone to coordinate and lead the effort?

* Isthere sufficient funding, staff, and technical support
available?

*  Are there ongoing administrative requirements that need
to be met?

Political: Consult the mayor, city council or county planning
commission, city or county administrator, and local planning
comumissions to help answer these questions.

* Isthe action politically acceptable?

* Is there public support both to implement and to maintain
the project? '

Legal: Include legal counsel, Iand use planners, risk managers,
and city council or county planning commission members, among
others, in this discussion.

¢ Is the community authorized to implement the proposed
action? Is there a clear legal basis or precedent for this activity?

*  Are there legal side effects? Could the activity be construed
as a taking?

* Is the proposed action allowed by the comprehensive plan,
or must the comprehensive plan be amended to allow the
proposed action?

*  Will the community be liable for action or lack of action?

*  Will the activity be challenged?



q‘ Step-By-Step Evaluation Process:
Step 7 j

Step #7: Set the plan in motion

7.1: Is the information in the mitigation plan presented
clearly and is it easy to understand?

The hazard mitigation plan should have a logical layout, and include
the background, purpose, and methodology of the planning process.
The mitigation plan should also include a table-of-contents and defini-
tions of terms and acronyms.

Tip 7.1: Sample framework for a mitigation plan

(A { \\ I. History of the hazard(s) (insert the hazards your plan
,r‘s addresses here) and losses to the community
II. Causes and characteristics of the hazard(s) in the commu-
nity
III. The effect of community growth and development on the
hazard event(s) _
IV. Community hazard assessment
a. Hazard identification - where is the hazard located?
b.  Vulnerability assessment - how many residents, proper-
ties, businesses, etc., are residing in hazard areas?
¢. Risk Analysis - what is the probability that life and
property will be impacted by a given natural hazard
event, and what is the total amount of loss that may be
incurred? '
V. Community problems relating to the hazard event(s)
VI. Existing mitigation activities that are addressing commu-
nity problems
VII. Mitigation action items ~ activities that will assist in
solving the community problems for which no mitigation
activities exist.

a. Timeline

b. Desired outcome

c. Estimated budget

d. Coordinating and partner organizations
e. Potential resources

7.2: Does the mitigation plan include estimated costs for
mitigation activities and potential funding sources?

Local and regional mitigation plans can provide a strong foundation for
implementing plan action items by developing activity budgets and identi-
fying potential grant programs, bond measures, or other funding sources.
The State Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan specifically requires that state
designated “small and impoverished communities” must include a section
describing how funds available under this program will be used to maxi-
mize benefits to all citizens within the community. Each activity must have
one or more funding sources (or other resources) designated for its imple-
mentation or a budget explaining how the action items will be financed.

Additionally, each action item should have a timeline that is short-
term or long-term. Short-term action items are those activities that
can be implemented with existing resources or within the current
budget cycle. Long-term action items require external resources and
may take up to five years for full implementation.

For more information
on Hazard Assess-
ment, refer to Planning

for Natural Hazards: Oregon
Technical Resource Guide, or
FEMA’s Understanding Your
Risks: Identifying Hazards and
Estimating Losses. '

Page 7-1
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<N Tip 7.2: Define the implementing measures of the plan

clear procedures for monitoring implementation, reviewing
progress, and recommending revisions should be established.
A strategy to ensure plan implementation, monitoring, and

evaluation is to establish a formal hazard mitigation committee.
Members of this committee could be the coordinating organizations
of the mitigation plan and members of the planning committee that
assisted in developing the plan. The hazard mitigation committee’s
primary role is to coordinate implementation of plan action items,
work with partner organizations, meet activity timelines, and

6%\ To ensure implementation of mitigation plan action items,
$

identify and pursue funding for activities.

7.3: Does the mitigation plan include provisions for monitor-
ing, evaluating, and revising the plan?

The plan should include a section describing the established method
and schedule of monitoring, evaluating, and updating the mitigation
plan at least biennially, but preferably annually.

TN Tip 7.3: Monitoring and Evaluation
o .4 Mitigation plans should be reviewed and amended as

{ . appropriate. This can be on a defined periodic basis, when
planning laws change, or after disasters. FEMA suggests

updates for flood mitigation plans reflect:

» Changes in characteristics of the floodplain or floodway
brought about by a flood or other disaster;

» Changes in population, land use, or development;

*+ Changes in community goals or priorities;

+.  Unanticipated changes in the floodplain or floodway
due to development in the area; and

* Advances in flood mitigation knowledge, strategies, or
techniques.

Following these suggestions will assist in meeting FEMA re-
quirements for flood mitigation plans, as well as applying an
effective evaluation methodology for the rest of your plan.

7.4: Has the appropriate authority within your community

adopted the mitigation plan?

- The mitigation plan must be presented to the proper authority for

formal adoption. This may require holding public hearings and getting
the legislative body and chief executive to adopt the plan. Formal
adoption can do the following:

* Demonstrate community commitment to efforts aimed at reduc-
ing potential loss from hazard events;

* Prepare the public for what the community can be expected to
do before and after a hazard event;

* Ensure continuity of hazard loss reduction efforts over time;

*  Ensure eligibility for funding under several federal programs;
and - '

* Result in additional credit under the Community Rating System
for action items specifically related to flood mitigation.

/'A\




mitigation plan?

community plan.

mitigation planning.

Steb 7: Set the plan in motion

@

Tip 7.4: Who has the authority to adopt a community

Step-By-Step Evaluation Process:

Step 7 )

Many state and federal funding programs require formal
adoption of mitigation plans. City Councils or County Boards,
Planning Commissions, and Planning Boards can adopt a

Once a community mitigation plan has been formally adopted,
the plan can be set in motion. Implementation of action items
set forth in the plan document make way for successful hazard

State and Federal Guidelines and Requirements Met
in Step #7

7.1 Is the information in the mitigation plan
presented clearly and is it easy to understand?

Community Rating System Guideline #8, DMA2K
#13, and Local Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan
Review and Evaluation Checklist

7.2 Does the mitigation plan include estimated
costs for mitigation activities and potential
funding sources?

Commuhity Rating System Guideline #8, DMA2K
#19, and Local Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan
Review and Evaluation Checklist

7.3 Does the mitigation plan include provisions
for monitoring, evaluating, and revising the plan?

Community Rating System Guideline #10, DMA2K
#16, and Local Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan
Review and Evaluation Checklist

7.4 Has the appropriate authority within your
community adopted the mitigation plan?

(N

Community Rating System Guideline #9, DMA2K
#18, and Local Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan
Review and Evaluation Checklist

Page 7-3




The Community Rating System - o~
SOURCE: http://www.ferna.gov/nfip/crs.shtm 11/03/03 U\)\ \S

“The National Flood Insurance Pro gram’s'(NF IP) Communify Rating System (CRS) was

_implemented in 1990 as a program for recognizing and encouraging community floodplain

management activities that exceed the minimum NFIP standards. The National Flood Insurance

- Reform Act of 1994 codified the Community Rating System in the NFIP. Under the CRS, flood

insurance premium rates are adjusted to reflect.the reduced flood risk resultmg from community

activities that meet the three goals of the CRS: (1) reduce flood losses; (2) fac111tate accurate

insurance rating; and (3) promote the awareness of flood insurance.

There are ten CRS classes: class 1 requ1res the most credit points and g1ves the largest premium

. reduction; class 10 receives no premium reduction. The CRS recognizes 18 creditable activities,

TN

organized under four categories numbered 300 through 600: Public Informatlon Mapping and
Regula‘nons, Flood Damage Reductlon and Flood Preparedness :

i Credlt pomts earned claSSIﬁcatlon awarded, and
“preminm red ions given.for. communltles in the
National Flood Insurance Program Commumty Ratlng.f- :
System. . DT S
Preinium Reduction
Credit || . ol e ke :
, Class || SFHA* - | Non-SFHA**
Points n L I
14,5oo+ _ K ' 45% 115% L 1
[4,000 4,499 ]2 i[40% . 115%
3,500 -3,999 - - |[3" 1|35% I |
[3,000-3,499 - {4 .. 1[30% - 115% i
[2,500 — 2,999 II5 - — 1|25% 5% i
i2,000-2,499 - |6 1120% . i15% it
[1,500 ~ 1,999 7 " 1|15% ’ i15% . !
[1,000'— 1,499 HE ‘ 1[10% 115% |
[500 - 999 llo 115% i5% i
[0 - 499 1o {0 {0 {
*Special Flood Hazard Area
. i[**Preferred Risk Policies are available only in B, C, and X Zones for properties that are
shown to have'a minimal risk of flood damage. The Préeferred Risk Policy does not
receive premium rate credits under the CRS because it already has a lower premium
than.other palicies. Although they are in SFHAs, Zones AR and A99 are limited to a 5%
discount. Premium reductions are subject to change.
SOURCE: http://www.fema.gov/nfip/crs.shtm 11/03/03

7

[




&W\Ww\wﬁ%s_&m\

Plan Goals Addressed
s m - 21s g
o o Action [S (£ (2[5 § .m,wm.w
Natural Action Item Ooo.d_.zm@:m Partner Organizations Timeline | ltem |2 (O |8 |25 | |2 519
Hazard Organization : Notes | = “1s5|es T X e m.
gl18|3|sc|E|E2L]s
2|8 |ES|8|2%|%
2|3 o 3=z £
a. ul u
County and ARC, CERT, RVCOG, SOU, FEMA,
City SOREDI, Emergency Response
_ Emergency  |Agencies, OEM, Media, Utility & ongoing | pg.3-5
Short-Term Sustain a public awareness Management |Telecommunications Companies,
Multi-Hazard #1 [campaign about natural hazards.  |Agencies County Roads & Public Works viviv] ¥
Sustain an education and outreach v
program for local jurisdictions and
assist them in developing City Emergency Management ongoing bg. 3-6
emergency operations, public County Agencies, MCI Commiittee, ARC,
Short-Term information and hazard mitigation |Emergency Emergency Response Agencies,
Multi-Hazard #2 |plans. Management |RVCOG, OEM, FEMA R
-|County & City Emergency
Maintain a GIS inventory of all critical Management Agencies, County
facilities, large employers/public Roads, ODOT, City Public Works,
assembly areas and lifelines, and Utility & Telecommunications ongoing pg. 3-6
use GIS to evaluate their Companies, Emergency Response
Short-Term vulnerability by comparing them with Agencies, RVCOG, SQU, ODF, BLM,
Multi-Hazard #3 {hazard-prone areas. County GIS USFS i v
County & City Emergency Mgmt.,
CERT, SOU, Search & Rescue,
Emergency Response, ARC, OEM,
School LEPC, Association of Safety ongoing pg. 3-7
Districts, Engineers, REAL Corps, FEMA,
Short-Term Promote natural hazards safety Facility Safety |Utility & Telecommunications
Multi-Hazard #4 |education. Personnel Companies, Media, RVCOG v v
Jackson County Mitigation Plan: Five Year Action Plan Community Planning Workshop Page vi
VR



PN

F Examfle

Plan Goals Addressed
S m o 21e m
. L Action |3 m 2|55 .m.mn.m
Natural Action Item Ooo_d_.:m»_:m Partner Organizations Timeline Item oo m £ RS m 2| o
Hazard Organization Notes | < Bls|los || m >
HHHEHEHEE
s|lE2lr]leljolsa]|o
Sl1S|*|E° 2|8 |3
213 o =2 £
a|s «» w
Improve coordination and evaluate
technical and engineering
limitations for catastrophic event Ktamath County Emergency
\ response, and develop a long-term Management, Regional Search & 1-5years | pg. 3-11
recovery plan for Jackson County  [County Rescue, Army National Guard,
Long-Term from the effects of catastrophic Emergency hospitals, SOU, USGS, DOGAMI,
Multi-Hazard #9 |hazards. Management |ARC \ v
Continue to coordinate with
appropriate agencies, and maintain | DOGAMI,
an inventory of all aggregate County .
operations adjacent to or within the |Planning, ongoing Pg. 4-18
Short-Term floodplain to ensure operations County County GIS, Watershed Councils,
Flood #1 protect streams. Engineering |DEQ, ODFW, USACE, DSL i v
Watershed Councils, Cities,
RVCOG, OSU Extension Service, 1-2years | pg.4-18
Short-Term NWS (Medford |USGS, WRD, USACE, BOR, private )
Flood #2 Coordinate river gauge information. |Office) river gauges v
County
Emergency !
Short-Term Maintain an inventory of all Management, |Watershed Councils, USACE, BOR, 1-2years | pg. 4-18
Flood #3 permitted dams in Jackson County . |Water Master |WRD viv v
County
Conduct workshops for target Planning,
audiences on National Flood County & City .
Insurance Programs, mitigation Emergency ongeing Pg. 4-19
Short-Term activities, and potential assistance |Management |Watershed Councils, DLCD, OEM,
Flood #4 from FMA and HMGP. Agencies FEMA ViV v
Update the Flood Insurance Rate
Long-Term (FIRM) Maps for Jackson County as 3to5years| pg.4-19
Flood #1 funding becomes available. ‘|FEMA, DLCD [County Planning, County GIS v vl v
Jackson County Mitigation Plan: Five Year Action Plan Community Planning Workshop Page ix
m ) ~ -
D, @
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Evaluation Criteria Checklist for Local Natural Haz-
ards Mitigation Plan Review

In conjunction with this evaluation tool, Oregon Emergency Manage-
ment (OEM) has developed the Evaluation Criteria Checklist for
Local Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan Review. This serves as a
crosswalk between all various state guidelines and federal criteria for
natural hazard mitigation plans. This is the tool that OEM uses in
evaluating local natural hazard mitigation plans.

This crosswalk was developed using various state and federal guide-
lines and requirements. Table A-1 illustrates the sources, the acronym
used in the crosswalk, and the number of guidelines/requirements
listed in the crosswalk.

G
e

R

Community Rating System

Disaster Mitigation Act 2000

Essential State Criteria (Developed by Oregon ESC 14
)Emergency Management)

) ’ Preferred State Criteria PSC 20
American Planning Association .| APA 10
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program HMGP 1

\Flood Mitigation Assistance Program FMA 1
)

J
LPage A-2




Evaluation Criteria Checklist:

Appendix A J

This matrix is a crosswallk of the various state guidelines and federal
criteria that need to be addressed in local natural hazard mitigation
plans. This is the tool that OEM will use in evaluating local mitigation
plans from around the state.

reconstruction.

Lb Communities that have received FMA Program funds must
develop flood mitigation plans.

l.c Developing a Flood Mitigation plan increases the rating for | CRS
communities participating in the Community Rating
System program.

1d Communities that have received Hazard Mitigation Grant | HMGP
Program funding. (Mitigations plans are not a requirerment
of this typed of funding, but may be developed with
HMGP funds.

A committee that includes the organizations responsible ESC #1

for implementing plan provisions must develop the plan.
1.2.b | Form a taskforce to develop the plan. APA #2
1.2.c | A person has been identified to coordinate local hazard APA #3,
mitigation activities including plan implementation and PSC#6

monitoring.

2.1.b | Discussion on how the community will maintain public - | DMA2K #17
participation in the planning process.

2.1.c | Stakeholders include: property, land and home owners, and| CRS #2
renters exposed to the hazard, representatives of
neighborhood organizations, business owners and managers,
managers of critical facilities, farmers and other who affect
watershed conditions, land developers, real estate agents,
lenders, and others who affect the future development

\ of the community.
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The plan has been made available to all stakeholders
including the general public by means of public libraries,
websites, and other venues.

ESC#12

2.1e

Present your findings to the community and get feedback.
Develop clear, effective educational materials, and hold
public forums to discuss the problem.

APA #5

2.1.f

Build public consensus around the need to develop and
implement a plan.

2.1.g

2.2.a

The committee that developed the plan included members
of the public.

Other agencies were contacted at the begmnmg of the
planning process.

CRS 2002

Y22

Neighboring jurisdictions and appropriate regional, state,
tribal, and federal agencies participated in the development
of the plan.

PSC #2

2.2.¢c

The community demonstrates commitment to reducing
damages from natural disasters through development of
partnerships with businesses, academia, and other
private/non-profit interests able to provide financial or
technical assistance in support of mitigation goals

and priorities.

DMAZK #12

2.2d

Agencies and organizations to coordinate with include:
FEMA, state natural and water resources departments,
emergency and coastal zone management agencies, planning
or local government affairs office, regional or metropolitan
planning, water, sewer, and sanitary districts, USDA,
USACE, NWS, USGS and USFW, American Red Cross,
planning commissions, PTAs and churches, environmental
advocacy groups civic orgamzatlons and land trusts.

A sectmn on descr1b1ng any 1nteragency agreements
necessary for plan implementation.

CRS #3

DMAZK # 1 4

Description of how the plan will be implemented and
administered by the local government.

DMAZK #15
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Evaluation Criteria Checklist:

Appendix A )

“Evaluation Checklist }———

2.3.c | A discussion of how coordination with the state will occur DMA2K #15
during plan implementation.

2.3.d | Discuss individual posi.tioné and agencles/ departments with | DMA2K #15
specific responsibilities in this regard, and identification of
potential funding sources.

2.3.e | Was a draft plan sent to other agencies and other CRS 2002
organizations for comment during plan development
(prlor to acloptmn?)

3.l.a | A general descnptmn of development trends withm the DMAZK #13
community and a discussion of actions to m1t1gate disaster
losses in these areas.

3.1.b | What are the future directions of the community? (e.g., CRS #5
) population growth, economic and land development,

. redevelopment, historic preservation, recreatmn needs, and
vacant lands.)

3.1.c | The plan addresses anticipated changes in the community, | PSC #11
which will alter hazard risk such as increased percentage of
impervious surfaces, other changes in the watershed,
population or demographic changes etc..

3.2.a The plan references laws regulatlons ordmances PSC #10
administrative rules, etc. that establish the legal basis for
the mitigation measures being proposed.

3.2.b | The plan must include information on local hazard ESC #5
management policies, programs, and capabilities to mitigate
the hazards addressed by the plan.

3.3.a | The plan notes 81gn1f1cant hazard m1t1gat10n act1v1t1es PSC #7
projects, tasks, etc. which have been
implemented/accomplished in the past, including those
which were proposed in any previous version of the plan.
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Code Effectiveness Grading Report (BCEGS) pe1formed by
the Insurance Services Office, Inc., and, if so, what BCEGS
score they received.

community, and maps outlining all hazard areas within the
community.

An estimate of the type and number of structures within the

Identify the hazard areas and map the hazard CRS #4
4.1.b | The plan includes a description and evaluation (analysis) of | ESC #3
one or more natural hazards.
4.1.c | The plan includes maps and/or other graphic displays, to PSC#5
delineate hazard areas.
4.1.d | Document the hazards and risks for your community. APA #4
| 4.1.e | The plan includes a discussion of past hazard events, a DMAZK #1, #2
' description of the various hazard types threatening the & #3

42.a DMAZK #4
community at risk for each hazard type, including
residences, businesses, critical facilities (hospitals, fire
stations, and storage sites for hazardous materials), and
infrastructure (e.g., roads and utilities).

4.2.b | A map and discussion of repetitive flood loss properties and | DMA2K #5
potential mitigation activities for these properties.

4.2.c | The plan includes a summary of potential impacts on DMAZK #6 &
residents and the economy and an estimation of potential | #7
losses for each hazard type.

4.2.d | If the plan was developed in response to a Presidential ESC #4

major disaster declaration, it must minimally address the
hazard(s) that brought about the declaration.

J
kPage A-6




Evaluation Criteria Checklist:

Appendix A )

4.3.a

The plan addresses the following risks Wthh may be located
in the hazard area: people, property, and buildings, critical
facilities, roads, bridges, other transportation systems
infrastructure, water and sewage treatment plants, utilities,
and other infrastructure.

CRS #5

43b

If the plan was developed in response to a Presidential major
disaster declaration, it must include an evaluation of natural
hazards in the declared area.

The plan notes protection measures in effect or under
construction, impacts of past disasters, and undeveloped areas

and wetlands that prov1de natural and beneﬁc:lal functwns

ESC #4

which seek to reduce future vulnerability to each hazard
covered by the plan.

5.1.a | Set goals (vision and consensus). CRS #6
5.1.b | A description of local mitigation goals and objectives (should| DMA2K #9
be linked to the state plan) with proposed strategies,
programs, and actions to reduce or avoid long term
vulnerabilities to the identified hazards.
5.1.c | The plan must include hazard mitigation goals/objectives, | ESC #6

A section that identlfles, describes,- and pr10r1t1zes specific
cost effective mitigation projects and actions that will
reduce damages from future natural disasters; a discussion
of how these actions supports the mitigation goals and
priorities of the state and community.

DMAZK #10

6.1.b

The plan calls for areas that will provide natural and
beneficial functions such as parks, wetlands, riparian
corridors, natural resource areas, nature preserves, etc..

PSC#16
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6.1.c

The plan dlrects implementation or 1mprovement of warning
methods as a way of reducing future damage, injury, and
loss-of-life.

PSC #17

The plan identifies and directs mitigation actions with
regard to critical facilities such as lifeline utilities, hospitals,
fire stations, chemically hazardous areas, etc..

PSC #18

6.1.e

Preservation or creation of open space is among the
measures proposed.

PSC #15

6.1.f

The elevation, relocation, and/or acquisition of dwellings
and/or other buildings are proposed in the plan.

PSC #19 & 20

6.1.g

The plan includes public outreach projects and/or actions.

PSC #13

6.1.h

Strategies address: preventative activities, property
protection, emergency services measures, structural
projects, natural resource protection, public
information programs.

CRS #7

6.2.a

The plan must include proposed strategies, measures,
projects, actions, and/or tasks to implement stated hazard
mitigation goals/objectives for each hazard.

For each strategy, deC1s1on makers should ask: Is the
measure téchnically appropriate for the hazard? Does it
support any of the plan goals and objectives? Dg its benefits
exceed its costs? Is it affordable? Will it comply with all local,
state, and federal regulations? Is it fair to all concerned? Is
the project beneficial/neutral/harmful to the environment?
How will the hazard area look after project completion?

‘ESC #7

6.2.b

Each activity, project, or task must have one or more funding
sources (or other resources) designated for its 1mplementat1on.

comphance with the NFIP including activities designed to

reduce the number of NFIP target repetitive loss properties.

ESC #10




Evaluation Criteria Checklist:

Appendix A )

Where appropriate, bu11d1ng code and/or construction
standards are included among the measures, projects,
and/or actions proposed.

ESC #14
#14

6.4.b

Where appropriate, requirements and guidelines set forth in
State Land Use Planning Goals are included among the
measures, projects, and/or actions proposed in the m1t1gat10n
plan (e.g., Goal 2: Land Use, Goal 5: Natural Resources,
Goal 7: Natural Hazards, Goal 17: Coastal Shorelands, and
Goal 18: Beaches and Dunes).

ESC #13

6.4.c

Develop the plan; prepare plan elements as needed; link the
plan to other plans; link the plan to land use regulations.

APA #7

6.4.d

Where appropriate, the plan calls for the provision of
technical assistance to the general public, businesses, and
other organizations to assist these stakeholders in reducmg
their vulnerability to natural hazards.

" The plan identifies functions and respon31b111t1es of lead

PSC #14

mitigation actions involving the acquisition of private
property. '

PSC #9
and support organizations, including voluntary and private
organizations/groups where appropriate. -

6.5.b | Each activity, project, or task must have one or more ESC#9
organizations identified as being responsible for its #9
implementation (lead and support organizations).

6.5.c | A discussion of how officials will approach and manage DMA2K #15

py’}:'f :al ‘;g’é?

the action plan.

7.’1 a The plaﬁ mcludes a tale of—contents PSC #3 =

7.1.b | The plan includes a definition of terms and acronyms. PSC #4

7.1.c | A description of how the plan was prepared. CRS #8

7.1.d | Describe the hazard assessment, problem assessment, CRS #8
goals and objectives, possible mitigation activities and
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Recommendations for a
financing for actions.

7.2.b

State designated “small and impoverished communities”
must also include a section describing how funds available
under this program will be used to maximize benefits to all

which describe when activities, projects, or tasks are slated
for completion.

DMAZK #19

7.3.b | The plan includes procedures for monitoring CRS #10,
o implementation, reviewing progress, updating the DMAZK #16
N mitigation plan, and recommending revisions at least and PSC #12
biennially but preferably on an annual basis. '
7.3.c | Implement the plan, set pre-disaster elements in motion; APA#9
when disaster strikes, be ready to act.
7.3.d | Review and amend plan as appropriate on a periodic basis, | APA #10

when planning laws change, or after disasters.

7.4.a | One or more local governing bodies covered by the plan have
adopted it.
' 7.4.b | Formal adoption of the plan by the community. DMA#18 &
- CRS #9
7.4.c | Present the plan for adoption, hold public hearings, get fhe APA #8

legislative body and chief executive to adopt the plan.

‘//
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