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SECTION 7
CAPABILITY AND HAZARD MITIGATION STRATEGY

7.1 JURISDICTION CAPABILITIES

This section of the Plan discusses the capability oftSCounty and the participating local
jurisdictions to implement hazard mitigation actions.

7.1.1  Capability Assessment Overview

The purpose of conducting a capability assessment is tonulete the ability of a local
jurisdiction to implement a comprehensive mitigationatglgy, and to identify potential
opportunities for establishing or enhancing specific miigapolicies, programs, or projects. It
is important to establish goals, objectives and actiseisare feasible, based on an understanding
of the organizational capacity of those agencies or depats tasked with their implementation.
A capability assessment helps determine which mitigatitiorecare practical and likely to be
implemented given a local government’s regulatory fraork, level of administrative and
technical support, and fiscal resources.

A capability assessment has two primary componemsinventory of a local jurisdiction’s
relevant plans, ordinances, or programs already ireptd an analysis of its capacity to carry
them out. A capability assessment also highlights thé@iy®snitigation measures already in
place or being implemented at the local level, whibbutd continue to be supported and
enhanced through future mitigation efforts. The capabilitsessmment completed for Scott
County and its jurisdictions serves as a critical planstggp and is an integral part of the
foundation for designing an effective multi-jurisdictibrieazard mitigation strategy. Coupled
with the Risk Assessment, the Capability Assessmeigshidentify and target meaningful
mitigation actions for incorporation in the Mitigation Ségy section of the Hazard Mitigation
Plan. It not only helps establish the goals and objecfameScott County, but also ensures that
those goals and objectives are realistically achievatder given local conditions.

7.1.2  Conducting the Capability Assessment

In order to facilitate the inventory and analysis oalogovernment capabilities throughout Scott
County, a Capability Assessment Survey was distributegtadt County and its municipalities.
The survey was completed by appropriate local governnféciats and requested information
on a variety of “capability indicators” such as existiggal plans, policies, programs, or
ordinances that contribute to the community’s abildayirhplement hazard mitigation actions.
Other indicators requested included information related eech jurisdiction’s fiscal,
administrative, and technical capabilities, such as acteslocal budgetary and personnel
resources for mitigation purposes. At a minimum, surveyltieprovide an extensive inventory
of existing local plans, ordinances, programs, and ressuncplace or under development. The
survey instrument not only helps to accurately assesh pmisdiction’s degree of local
capability, but also serves as a good source of intragpeittr those jurisdictions wishing to
improve their capability as identified gaps, weaknessescamflicts can be viewed as
opportunities for specific actions to be proposed asgbdne community’s mitigation strategy.
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7.1.3  Capability Assessment

On the following pages are three worksheets for eachicipating jurisdiction hazard

mitigation-planning representative to complete. This rimfition is necessary in order to
evaluate proposed mitigation actions versus what igbleas terms of jurisdictional legal,

administrative, fiscal, and technical capabilities. Wurksheet for Scott County is included in
this section. The worksheets for each municipality inoduded in the individual Mitigation

Action Plans for each municipality.

Worksheet 1: Legal and Regqulatory Capability

This worksheet documents authorities available to thedjatisn and/or enabling legislation at
the state level affecting planning and land managemelst tioat support local hazard mitigation
planning efforts. The following planning and land managenwenis are typically used by states
and local and tribal jurisdictions to implement hazantigation activities. If the jurisdiction
does not have this capability or authority, does anotheykumtisdiction have this authority at a
higher level of government (county, parish, or regiquditical entity), or does the state prohibit
the local jurisdictions from having this authority?

Building codesregulate construction standards. In many communitiespifgeand inspections
are required for new construction. Decisions regardingatt@ption of building codes (that
account for hazard risk), the type of permitting procegsired both before and after a disaster,
and the enforcement of inspections all affect the lef/ehzard risk faced by a community.

Capital Improvements Plans (CI§)ides the scheduling of spending on public improvements. A
CIP can serve as an important mechanism to guide futwedogpenent away from identified
hazard areas. Limiting public spending in hazardous areag isfadhe most effective long-term
mitigation actions available to local governments.

Comprehensive Planacorporates all aspects of the various tactical péamsprograms into a
strategic county plan that guides the county and itsdjstiens to successfully improve and
enhance the quality of life for all citizens.

COOP/COG Plan#\re Continuity of Operations Plans/ Continuity ob¥&@rnment Plans that
define jurisdiction succession and recovery from disasfBhe plan identifies alternate sites,
critical processes, records, personnel, tools etc.atteatequired to re-establish critical services
to the community within 12 hours and be sustained fomanmim of 30 days

Economic Development Plapsovides for development of existing business in the coamtya
strategy to attract new business to locate in the codnsuccessful Economic Development
Plan provides long-term, attractive employment opportuitgommunities and increases the
tax base.

EMAP Certificationis certification by the Emergency Management AccraditaProgram that
certifies that the jurisdiction meets all the NIM&IaNFPA-1600 requirements.

Emergency Response Plaase part of an Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) thdines
responsibilities and the means by which resources ateygepfollowing an emergency incident
or disaster.

Flood Management Plarier a flood mitigation plan) provides a framework &mtion regarding
the corrective and preventative measures in placediceeflood-related impacts. Typical flood
control activities include: structural flood control wotilssich as bank stabilization, levees, and
drainage channels), acquisition of flood-prone land, flomdiriance programs and studies, river
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and basin management plans, public education programs, amut ilarning and emergency
preparedness activities.

National Flood Insurance Program (NFIEQntains specific regulatory measures that enable
government officials to determine where and how growtbucs relative to flood hazards.
Participation in the NFIP is voluntary for local gowerents. The program is promoted by
FEMA as a basic first step for implementing and sustgi an effective hazard mitigation
program. It is used as a key indicator for measuring lagadbility as part of this assessment. In
order for a county or municipality to join the NFIP, ntust adopt a local flood damage
prevention ordinance that requires jurisdictions to Wll@stablished minimum building
standards in the floodplain.

Community Rating System (CR$ an incentive-based program that encourages coumties a
municipalities to undertake defined flood mitigation actigitilat go beyond the minimum
requirements of the NFIP, by adding extra measures toder@votection from flooding. All of
the 18 creditable CRS mitigation activities are assignexhge of point values. This rating can
reduce the cost of flood insurance for the community.

Growth Control Ordinanceare primarily used by local governments to encourage griomah
orderly manner in the areas covered by the ordinance.plinpose of most growth control
ordinances is to preserve residential housing valuessqrbistoric areas, and insure that local
governments can provide appropriate services to citizens.

Hazard Setback and Hillside Ordinances or Regulaaoasisually part of a comprehensive land
use plan. Typically a comprehensive plan is compriseteofographics, land use, transportation
elements, and community facilities. Given the naturthefplan and its regulatory standing, the
integration of hazard mitigation measures into the cetrgmsive plan enhances the likelihood of
achieving risk reduction goals, objectives, and actions.

Historic Ordinanceddentify and protect historic assets, structures or dteasigh the use of
zoning and building regulations

Post Disaster Ordinancgsovides for the protection of lives and property and enlsatioe
recovery from disasters. The ordinance is used traoprice gouging, and allows local
governments to facilitate the purchase and deploymemigoipment and resources to speed
disaster recovery.

A Post Disaster Recovery Plarovides the framework to establish assistance to \sctim
disaster, assess the long-term economic effectssast@r on the community, facilitate post-
disaster recovery, and assist the community with rddprent plans.

Real Estate Disclosurfacilitates real estate transactions and ensurédohia buyers and sellers
fully understand any mitigating circumstances associatédproperties.

Site Plans/Subdivision Ordinancs intended to regulate the development of residential,
commercial, industrial, or other uses, including public sticture, as land is subdivided into
lots for future development. Subdivision design that adsoudor natural hazards can
dramatically reduce the exposure of future development.

Wildfire Ordinancesare a means to control the potential of wildfire ooece by requiring burn
permits and the reduction of fuel for wildfires in bothambnterfaces and forests in general.

Zoning Ordinancesare the means to control land use by local governmésdspart of a
community’s police power, zoning ordinances are used to girtte public health, safety and

7-3



......

Scott County, Minnesota
Multi-jurisdictional, All Hazards

2009 Mitigation Plan

welfare of its citizens. Since zoning regulations enatdall jurisdictions to limit the type and

density of development, it can serve as a powerfuMtein applied in identified hazard areas.

The Legal and Regulatory Capability table documents atig®m@vailable to the jurisdiction
and/or enabling legislation at the state level affgcptanning and land management tools that
support local hazard mitigation planning efforts. The idedtifplanning and land management
tools are typically used by states and local and trnibvadictions to implement hazard mitigation
activities. If the jurisdiction does not have this cap@bor authority, another entity/jurisdiction
may have this authority at a higher level of governmeaurfty, parish, or regional political

entity), or the state may prohibit the local jurisdias from having this authority.

Table 7.1 Scott County Legal And Regulatory Capability

Z 8 £ &

£22 %3

5 5|35 2T

&S| 53

Regulatory Type: Date ‘_§ 2 g 8=
Regulatory Tools/Plans Ordinance, Resolution, Codes, Plans Etc. | Adopted | | & | £ | Wl
Building Codes International Building Codes 2007 Y/N|Y]| N
Capital Improvements Plan Annual Budget Annually | Y| N|N]| Y
Comprehensive Plan County Comprehensive Plan 2008 Y/ N|N| N
Continuity of Operations Plan No NIN|Y| N
Community Rating System (Flood) |NO NIN|Y| N
Economic Development Plan County Comprehensive Plan 2008 YIN|N| Y
Emergency Management Accredited INO N{N|Y| N
Emergency Response Plan County Emergency Operations Plan 2005 YIN|Y| Y
Flood Management, Plan County Flood Management Plan 2002 YIN|Y| N
Growth Control Ordinance County Comprehensive Plan 2008 Y[N[N| Y
Hazard Mitigation Plan County All Hazards Mitigation Plan 2010 YIN|Y| Y
Hazard Setback Regulations County Ordinance 208 Y[N|N| N
Hillside Ordinance Erosion Control  |County Ordinance 2008 Y[N|IN| N
Historic Ordinance NO NIN|N| N
NFIP Participant County Flood Management Plan 2002 YIN|Y| N
Post-disaster Ordinance NO NIN|N| N
Post-disaster Recovery Plan County Emergency Operations Plan 2005 Y[N[N| Y
Real Estate Disclosure State Real Estate Commission 1999 NIN|Y| N
Site Plan Requirements County Ordinance 2008 Y[N|N| N
Subdivision Regulations County Ordinance 2008 Y[N|N| N
Wildfire Ordinance None 2008 N{N|N| N
Zoning Ordinances County Ordinance 2008 Y[N|IN| N
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The Administrative and Technical Capacity table documemersonnel employed by a

jurisdiction and the public and private sector resourcasnthy be accessed to mitigate hazards
in the community. For smaller jurisdictions with lindteapacities, no local staff resources may
be available for many of the categories. If so resmsiat the next higher level of government are

identified that may be able to provide technical asstgtd@o the community.

For some hazard mitigation actions, consider federal@ge that provide technical assistance,
such as the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Coaiper Extension Service, which has
offices in most counties. The planning team in rural comtiasnmust be creative in identifying
outside resources to augment limited local capabilitiéss Thformation will be used when

evaluating alternative mitigation actions and when pregamur mitigation.

Table 7.2 Scott County Administrative And Technical Capabilities

[])
C=County Provides #, S=State |5 o5 §_ £
Staff/Personnel | Provides #, F=Federal Provides | & =2 E>2 = 2
Position Resources Department/Agency SEEEEg B
Agriculture Resource Agent County Extension Svc. 2 2 2
Building Inspector Professional Zoning and Inspections 1 1 1
Emergency Communications |911 specialists E-911 18 18 18
Emergency Manager Certified Professional |Emergency Management 1 1 1
Emergency Staff Professional(s) Emergency Management 1 1 1
EMT First Responders Certified Fire/Rescue Service 0 0 0
Fire Personnel Professional(s) Fire Department 0 0 0
Floodplain Manager Engineer(s) Engineering/Public Works 1 1 1
GIS Specialist Professional(s) Info Technology 3 3 3
Sheriff/County
Government Elected Elected Officials Attorney/Commissioners 7 7 7
Government Administration |Employees Jurisdiction Total 7 7 7
Grant writer Professional(s) Jurisdiction 0 0 0
Hazards Analysis Mgr. Certified Emergency Management 0 0 0
Hazmat Team Certified Fire/Sheriff Department 25 25 25
Information Systems Professional Information Technology 12 12 12
Land Use/Management Engineer(s)/Planners  |State/Local Planning 5 5 5
Law Enforcement Sheriff Deputies Sheriff Office 35 35 35
Doctor-Medical
Medical Practioners Consultant Medical Facilities 1 1 1
Public Health Professionals Public Health 19 19 19
Public Works Engineers/Staff Public Works 2 2 2
Public Utilities Professionals Public Utilities 0 0 0
Surveyor Professional Employed/Contracted 1 1 1
Total Jurisdiction Employees 141
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The Fiscal Capability survey identifies whether the glicBon has access to or is eligible to use
certain financial resources for hazard mitigation.

Table 7.3 Scott County Fiscal Capabilities
Status
» ol
Financial Resources Description EEE
Community Grants  |Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) X Y
Hazard Mitigation Planning Grants (HMPG) - disaster related X Y
PDM for Disaster Resistant Universities X N
PDM Grants for communities X Y
Department of Health Grants X N
Department of Justice Grants X Y
Department of Agriculture Grants X Y
Department of Energy Grants X N
Department of Education Grants X N
Fire Department Grants X N
Flood Management Grants (FMA) X N
Homeland Security Grant Program (HSGP) X Y
Repetitive Flood Claims Grants (RFC) X N
Severe Repetitive Loss Grants (SRL) X N
Private foundation grants X N
Private business/industry grants X N
Debt Procurement Incur debt based on special tax/revenue bonds X N
Dept Procurement Incur debt through private activity bonds (private/jurisdiction bonds) N
Impact Fees Charge developer fees for new developments (impact fees) X N
Jurisdiction Bonds Incur debt via general obligation bonds (no guaranteed repayment source) X N
Project Funding Capital improvement budget Y
Spending Restrictions [Able to withhold spending in hazard-prone areas (permits) N
Special Taxes Authority to levy taxes for specific purposes (i.e. sales tax) Y
Utility Fees Collect fees for water, sewer, gas, cable or electric service N
Annual Revenue |Annua| Budget Sales Tax Revenue
Public Structures Number | Total Value Total Sq. Ft.
Private Facilities Number of Business Number of Industries

7.1.4  Participating Jurisdictions Capability Assessment Findings

The findings of the capability assessment are summainzeds section to provide insight into
relevant capability of Scott County’s jurisdictionsitgplement hazard mitigation activities. The
summary is based upon the responses provided by local goverofiigrals to the Capability
Assessment Survey and during meetings throughout the plannicespro

The information provided by participating jurisdictions wssored using a simple scoring
methodology to rank each jurisdiction’s overall capabil&ytotal score and general capability
rating of “High,” “Medium” or “Low” was then determimkefor each jurisdiction according to the
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total number of points. The result of this multi-jurdebnal capability assessment provides
critical information for developing an effective and misgful mitigation strategy.

Planning and Regulatory Capability

Planning and regulatory capability is based on the implaatientof existing plans, ordinances,
and programs by a local government. These measures can malpsiieate a local jurisdiction’s
commitment to guiding and managing growth, development, al@/e®pment in a responsible
manner while maintaining the general welfare of the camity. Such measures include
emergency response and mitigation planning, comprehensive uged planning, and
transportation planning, in addition to the enforcemertooniing or subdivision ordinances and
building codes that regulate how land is developed andigtascare built. This information will
help identify opportunities to address existing gaps, weaksessr conflicts with other
initiatives, in addition to integrating this Plan witkigting planning mechanisms.

Table 7.4 Planning and Regulatory Capability Summary

g c
Regulatory Control in place = Sl S 38 o o
o || = alcslc|l e 8 [ n| 2
Yes=1 o 28 NI |52 |6
—=| = 0| o= = c| @ ==
No=0 Sls | E Cle|T|O c 3 2 32w »
a| (88 (85585885 8els 535 8s
0-7=Low £ | £l o o©|O o2 P 8 s 2 Bele
. w20 g HEI% B ESES OIS O clE
8-14=Medium G R R EEEERREEEEEE
15-21=High 3lgslelz2E z 8588 8 % aleo LS5 2D E
mg < |O|'e Ol g c|O $ OO | ®|®| ® ="' o o ]
2=(2Q 3 EC g = c|lvleellll b 8352 o @
:a_go_n.Egn.Q-c'ghE‘aoomen.zaz.::m<
R A E R IEEEEERBEEEEE
Jurisdiction a3 38|38 SESEEELLESH5 8208
Scott County 111000011 [1][1]1]OJO|1 |1 |1[1]1]0]1]14M
Belle Plaine T11]1]0]0]0[0| 1|11 [1|1]0][0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
Belle Plaine Township T11]1{0]0[0[0|1{ 1|1 [1|1]0[0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
Blakeley Township T11]1]0]0]0[0| 1|11 [1|1]0]0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
Cedar Lake Township T11]1{0]0[0[0|1{ 1|1 [1|1]0][0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
Credit River Township 1T 110000111 ][1T|1]0[O[1[1|1|1][1]0]1][14]M
Elko-New Market T11]1{0]0[0[0|1{ 1|1 [1|1]0][0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
Helena Township T11]1]0]0]0[0| 1|11 [1|1]0]0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
Jackson Township T11]1]0]0]0[0| 1|11 [1|1]0][0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
Jordan T[1[1]0]0[0[0O[1{1[1]|1]|1]0]O|1|1|1[1[1]0]1]14M
Louisville Township T 110000111 ][1T|1]0[O[1[1|1|1][1]0]1][14]M
M Sioux Tribal Area T11]1{0]0]0[0| 111 [1|1]0]0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
New Market Township T11]1]0]0]0[0| 1|11 [1|1]0]0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
New Prague T[1[1]0]0[0[0O[1{1[1]|1]|1]0]O|1|1|1[1[1]0]1]14M
Prior Lake T 110000111 ][1T|1]0[O[1[1|1|1][1]0]1][14]M
St Lawrence Township 111{1]0]0{0 O[T |1 |1]|1]0{0O|1|1|[1]|1[1[0|1]|14]M
Sand Creek Township T11]1]0]0]0[0| 1|11 [1|1]0]0[1[1T|1|1]1]0]1[14]M
Savage T[1[1]0]0[0[0O[1{1[1]|1]|1]0]O|1|1|1[1[1]0]1]14M
Shakopee 1T(1[1]0]0[0[0O[1{1[1]|1]|1]0]O|1|1|1[1[1]0]1]14M
Spring Lake Township 111{1]0]0(0]|O (1|1 |1 |1]1]0]0O |1 ]|1|[1]1[1|0|1]|14M
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7.1.4.1  Administrative and Technical Capability

The ability of a local government to develop and implenreiigation projects, policies, and
programs is directly tied to its ability to direct $taime and resources for that purpose.
Administrative capability is evaluated by determining howigation activities are assigned to
local departments and the personnel resources availablmpiement the activities. Key
Resources to respond to and mitigate disaster includelibeihg:

Table 7.5 Administrative and Technical Capability Summary

(4]

Resources in place 5 = ”

Other Authority=1 @, |8 s |28 |2 |ElE|l_|s| IR

<o g % €| o ) Q| D= | @ o

No=0 =8| |5 <l |S|2| |22/ & & g |E
30-42=High 82|58 |2 2B, |25 25 E 8 e ES .
17-29=Medium e 223 E8 sl |55 2~ S5 =Es 5 EE =
> Slolsl sl oS ElEIS|E-S|8 82 = 8 5 s =
0-17=Low s 2l glglolga clc|=|sl<|®|3|E|w 4 m
35|22 w0 slole 5= Elc|HUe2 L oo
=_=°E>°E>§9_;gw33«,~§e=;g.o.o.oa.o&
Jurisdiction L @lu|uulic | c|o|e|s| s ETESSZEEER 80
Scott County 1121222122222 (1|1]|2|2|2|2|2|2]|2|1|37|H
Belle Plaine 1121112222222 (1|2]|2|2|2(2]|2|1]2|1]|36|H
Belle Plaine Township TPyttt 2(2 1111111211 11(111(24|M
Blakeley Township Tyttt 2y2 11117111211 11(111(24|M
Cedar Lake Township Tyttt 2y2 111111011 1(11(23|M
Credit River Township Tyttt 2y2 11111111 1(11(23|M
Elko-New Market 121112212221 (1}1]212|2(2|2|1]2|1]|33|H
Helena Township TPyttt 2(2 1111111211 11(111(24|M
Jackson Township Tyttt 2y2 11117111211 11(111(24|M
Jordan 1121112222222 (1}|2]|2|2|2(2|2|1]|2|1|36|H
Louisville Township Tyttt 2y2 11117111211 11(111(24|M
M Sioux Tribal Area 11212222222 |2|2(1|2|2|2|2|2|2|1]|2|1]|38|H
New Market Township Tyttt 2y2 11111111 1(11(23|M
New Prague 121112212221 (1}1]212|2(2|2|1]2|1]|33|H
Prior Lake 1121112222222 (1}|2]|2|2|2(2|2|1]2|1]|36|H
St Lawrence Township LA e e T W 2 e e e O A I A O A KRR Y/
Sand Creek Township Tyttt 2y2 111111011 1(11(23|M
Savage 1121112222222 (1}|2]|2|2|2(2|2|1]|2|1]|36|H
Shakopee 1121112222222 (1}|2]|2|2|2(2|2|1]2|1]|36|H
Spring Lake Township LA e e e W 2 e e e O A I A O A KRR Y/

7.1.4.2 Fiscal Capability

The ability of a local government to take action issely associated with the amount of money
available to implement policies and projects. This nae tthe form of outside grants or local-
based revenue and financing. The costs associated witlganaiti policy and project
implementation vary widely. In some cases, policiesteed primarily to staff or administrative
costs. In other cases, direct expenses are linked #xtaal project such as the acquisition of
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flood prone homes, which can require a substantial coment from local, state, and federal
funding sources. The Capability Assessment Survey wastaseapture information on each

jurisdiction’s fiscal capability through the identificat of locally available financial resources.

The survey identifies whether the jurisdiction doesloes not have the capability and scores

overall fiscal capability.

Table 7.6 Fiscal Capability Summary

Fiscal Capability
Yes=1

Louisville Township

M Sioux Tribal Area

—|=|=|al=w]=] 2|22 =|=]=|=|=]|=|=|=|=|=]~|CDBG Grants

o|=|=|o|o|=|~|o| o+ |o|o|o|o|o|o|o|—| <o Education PDM Grant

o|lo|lo|oo|o|o|jo|~+|o|loloo|o|o|o|o|o|<|— DOH Grants
o|=|n|olo|n|—|lo|n|lo|n|olo|—|o|lo|o|o|—=|—|D0J Grants
—|olo|=|~|o|o|-|o|lo|o|o|~|o|=|~|c|o|o|—|DOA Grants
| a|a|=lala|=]a|=2]=|=|=|=|=]=]|=|=]|=|=|—=|DOE Grants
o|=|=|o|o|=|=|o|=|o|+|o|o|=+|o|o|o|o|—~|<|DOED Grants
o|=|=|olo|=|=|o|=|o|=|o|o|~|o|o|o|o|—|oFire Dept Grant

o|—|=|oo|n|n|lo|n|lo|~|loo|~|oloolo|—=|=FMA
o|l=|—w|o|lo|—w|w|lo|=w|lo|~|oo|—|oloo|o|—=|—=HSGP

o|—|=|o|o|n|2|lo|n|lo|~|lolo|~|olojo|o|—=|—=|RPL

o|l=|—w|o|lo—a|w|lo|=s|lo|~|oo|~|o|loo|o|—=|—|SRL
—|a|a|a|a|a|a|al=|a|=2|=|=2|=|=2|=|=|=|—=|—=|Private Grants

ol olo|n|—|looo|—m|oo|—|ojo|lo|o|—=|—=Tax Bonds

o|=|=|olo|=|=|o|=|o|=|c|o|=|c|o|o|o| =]~ |Private Bonds

o|=|=|o|o|=|=|o|=|o|+|o|o|—+|o|o|o|—~|—~|oDeveloper Fees

o|—|=|lo|lo|+|—|o|+|o|+|o|o|+|o|o|o|o|—|—|General Bonds
_;_;_._._;_;_;_;_._._;_;_;_;_._._;_;_;_;Caprta'Budget

o= olo» o~ ol»|oo|»|o|o|o|o|—|—Tax Levies

No=0 = 2
0-7=Low o o
8-14=Medium g‘ ;3)_
15-21=High 2 ° o

= N S
Jurisdiction S o A
Scott County 1 0 17
Belle Plaine 1 0 20
Belle Plaine Township 0 0 5
Blakeley Township 0 0 4
Cedar Lake Township 0 0 5
Credit River Township 0 0 5
Elko-New Market 1 0 19
Helena Township 0 0 5
Jackson Township 0 0 4
Jordan 1 0 20

0 0 4

1 0 20

0 0 5

1 0

1 0

0 0

0 0

1 0

1 0

0 0

New Market Township

New Prague 20
Prior Lake 20
St Lawrence Township 5
Sand Creek Township 5
Savage 20
Shakopee 20
Spring Lake Township 5

—T|T|— ||| || ||| |||~ |—|—|T| T |CAPABILITY
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7.1.43 External Resources Capabilities

The table below lists the resources available to Stmainty and its municipalities.

Table 7.7 Scott County Mitigation Capability Assessment

Agency/Department Name Contact | Effect on Loss Reduction
and Function Contact Name and email Telephone |Support | Facilitate |Hinder
Scott County Emergency
Management Chris Weldon 952-496-8381 X X
Scott County Sheriff's
Communications Jeff Swedin 952-496-8300 X X
Scott County Fire Chiefs
Association Rick Colman 952-445-6921 |X X
Property Tax Revenue &
Records Manager Cynthia Geis 952-496-8167 X X
Scott County Highway
Department Lezlie Vermillion 952-496-8346 |X X
Scott County Parks Department|Mark Themig 952-496-8783 |X X
Scott County Emergency
Medical Service Providers Jeff Lanenberg 952-894-5492 X X
Twin Cities Chapter American
Red Cross Gretchen Hurr 612-460-3699 X X
Scott County Police Chiefs
Association Kevin Studnicka 952-496-8300 X X
Scott County Public Health Jennifer Deschaine 952-496-8270| X X
FEDERAL AND STATE MITIGATION CAPABILITY ASSESSMENT
Agency/Department Name Contact | Effect on Loss Reduction
and Function Contact Name and email Telephone |Support| Facilitate |Hinder
Federal Emergency
Management Agency Nancy Ward 800-621-3362 X X
U .S. Department of Homeland
Security Janet Napolitano 202-282-8000 [X X
National Flood Insurance
Program Rich Slevin 708-326-3072 X X
Assistance to Firefighters Grant
Program Vikki Hanson 312-480-5327 |X X
Minnesota Department of
Homeland Security and
Emergency Management Gary Peterson 612-384-5219 |X X
Minnesota Department of
Public Safety Michael Campion 651-201-7000 [X X
National Weather Service-
Chanhassen Todd Krause 952-361-6670 |X X
Minnesota Department of
Human Services Cal Ludeman 651-431-2709 |X X
Minnesota Department of Dr. Sanne Magnan 651-201-5000 |X X
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Table 7.7 Scott County Mitigation Capability Assessment

Agency/Department Name Contact | Effect on Loss Reduction
and Function Contact Name and email Telephone |Support| Facilitate |Hinder

Health

Minnesota State Fire
Marshal/Office of Pipeline

Safety Jerry Rosendahl 651-201-7201 [X X
Minnesota Department of

Natural Resources Mark Holsten 651-259-5555 |X X
Minnesota Department of

Transportation Thomas Sorel 651-366-4800| X X

7.1.4.4  Shelter Capability

Scott County and its participating jurisdictions have svehelters. There are designated Red
Cross shelters and other facilities that are desighat shelters by municipalities and Scott
County. Below is a table that identifies the sheltews their characteristics.

Table 7.8 Scott County Shelters
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This information available upon request
At your Emergency Management
Agency.

7.2 LINKING CAPABILITY, RISK ASSESSMENT AND MITIGATION

The findings of the Capability Assessment and Riskesssent serve as the foundation for a
meaningful hazard mitigation strategy. During the processlasitifying the goals, objectives
and mitigation actions, each jurisdiction must consiuw®ronly its level of hazard risk but also
its existing capability to minimize or eliminate thakris

In jurisdictions where the overall hazard risk is coesd to be HIGH, and local capability is

considered LOW, specific mitigation actions that accofaont these conditions should be

considered. This may include less costly actions such asr mndinance revisions or public

awareness activities. Also, specific capabilities magdn® be improved in order to address
recurring threats.

In cases where the hazard vulnerability is LOW and diveapability is HIGH, more emphasis

can be placed on actions that may impact future vulrgyadich as guiding development away
from known hazard areas.

7-11



......

Scott County, Minnesota
Multi-jurisdictional, All Hazards

2009 Mitigation Plan

7.2.1

Repetitive Flooding Mitigation
This section describes the source of repetitive floodindplpms and identifies the number and
type (residential, commercial or governmental) of tiéipe loss properties in the jurisdiction.

Additional information on repetitive loss properties ¢ found in Section 6

The table below identifies the repetitive flooding soursgsctures and mitigation measures

taken to reduce future incidents.

Table 7.9 Repetitive Flooding Mitigation
Structure Type
Residential Flood Type Mitigation Action

s @| Commercial | Storm Water = Structure Buy Out
g S| Government | Out Of Banks 5 o Levee Built
£ § Critical Facility | Low Lying £ £ Drainage Improvement
245 Etc. Maintenance Location 23 Etc.

1 |Residential Out of Banks  |Scott County 2 |Drainage Improvement

3 |Commercial Out of Banks  |Shakopee 7 |Drainage Improvement

2 |Residential Out of Banks  |Prior Lake 4 |Drainage Improvement

7.3 MITIGATION STRATEGY

The intent of the Mitigation Strategy is to provide $c@bunty and its municipal jurisdictions
with goals that will guide future mitigation policy and grcj administration, along with a list of
proposed actions deemed necessary to meet those gdateduce the impact of natural and
manmade hazards. It is designed to be comprehensive aredjstin nature.

Development of the comprehensive strategy include(Mitigation Strategy §201.6(c)(3): The
thorough review of all natural and selected manmiplan shallinclude a mitigation strategy
hazards, and identification of policies and projectsthuce [that provides the jurisdiction’s blueprint
the future impacts of hazards and assist the county|for reducing the potential losses identified
municipalities to  achieve compatible  econom" me f;?‘k ass<|a_s§ment, based O”SX'S“”Q
environmental, and social goals. The strategy ensurealth?/NoM€s, POICIES, programs an

- . ; . ... lresources, and its ability to expand on
policies and projects are linked to established priordied | . ot

. o e and improve these existing tools.
assigned to specific departments or individuals resplensm
for their implementation with target implementatweadlines. When applicable, funding sources
are identified that can be used to assist in projecieimgntation.

The first step in designing the Mitigation Strategy includeseview of existing mitigation
measures and the identification of countywide Mitigatf®oals. Mitigation Goals represent
broad statements that are achieved through the implatieenbf more specific, action-oriented
objectives listed in the county’s Mitigation Action Plahhese actions include both hazard
mitigation policies (such as the regulation of land irown hazard areas through a local
ordinance), and hazard mitigation projects that seekldoeas specifically targeted hazard risks
(such as the mitigation of an area prone to repetinaziing).

The second step involves the identification and anatfsivailable mitigation measures to help
achieve the identified mitigation goals. This is a longatezontinuous process sustained through
the development and maintenance of this Plan. Altemanitigation measures will continue to
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be considered as future mitigation opportunities become ifideintas data and technology
improve, as mitigation funding becomes available, antdiagtan is maintained.

The third and last step in designing the Mitigation Straiedlge creation of the local Mitigation
Action Plans (MAPs); The MAPs represent unambiguous garaction, and are considered to
be the most essential outcome of the mitigation planniogegss. They include a prioritized
listing of proposed hazard mitigation actions (policies prajects) for each of Scott County’s
jurisdictions, along with accompanying information regardihgse agencies or individuals
assigned responsibility for their implementation, potentiunding sources and an estimated
target date for implementation. The MAPs provide thodesiduals or agencies responsible for
implementing mitigation actions with a clear roadmiagt talso serves as an important tool for
monitoring progress over time.

7.3.1  Mitigation Goals and Objectives

The hazard mitigation planning process has bro(Requirement §201.6(c)(3)(i): The hazard
together a group of dedicated representatives frommitigation strategy shall include a] description
jurisdictions comprising Scott County. An earof mitigation goals to reduce or avoid long-
suggestion from several members of the p|anrterm vulnerabilities to the identified hazards.
committee that the group continue to meet on a regdA: qu? the ?evyt.ortquatedlpltan mdcludea
schedule after Plan approval speaks for the cooper aszi%”ﬁ) LothrnTUSIié?Qb?l(i)t?ez tg ;ﬁeuce or
and sense of community each jurisdiction brings to identifiedghazards?

_plqnn_lng effqrt, _anq |r_1§t|IIs_ confidence  that tcrs Step 6: Set Goals: Credit is based on a
jurisdictions will unite in mitigation and other effsrt statement of goals to reduce or avoid long-

It is the vision of Scott County and its municipalities term vulnerability to the identified hazards.
promote citizen and governmental responsibility for

hazard awareness and preparedness, and to foster co@pplatining among the jurisdictions
to reduce the impact of natural and manmade hazards on po8lirizate assets, and on the
safety and welfare of all citizens.

The goals and objectives of the Scott County Multi-Jigigzhal Hazard Mitigation Plan were
crafted early in the planning process through a facilitdisdussion and brainstorming session
with the Mitigation Steering Committee. Both State &udl risk assessment findings were used
as the bases of goal and objective setting. At eacho$tdpe planning process the goals and
objectives were reviewed and modified, if necessary,doaseany new information that was
gathered and assimilated into the Plan. The goals and igbgeastablished address each
profiled hazard. The Mitigation Committee believes #lbof the following goals and objectives
are necessary to begin to address hazard issues irCocwity. The following goal and objective
statements represent a broad target for Scott Countysamainicipalities to achieve through the
implementation of their own specific Mitigation Aatid®lans before the next Plan update.
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Table 7.10 Countywide Community Goals and Objectives

Goals

Objectives

Goal 1: Improve Scott County
and participating jurisdiction
capability to minimize or
eliminate loss of life and
property from profiled hazard
events

Objective 1.1: Improve Scott county’s and participating jurisdictions information
distribution and alert and warning capabilities for minimize or eliminate citizens loss
of life and property from all profiled hazards

Objective 1.2: Improve Scott County’s and participating jurisdictions 1t responder
capabilities to prepare for and respond to all profiled hazards to reduce or eliminate
citizens loss of life and property from all profiled hazards

Goal 2: Improve Scott County
and participating jurisdiction
capability to minimize or
eliminate loss of Public
property from profiled hazards

Objective 2.1: Improve Scott County’s and participating jurisdictions 1t responder
capabilities to prepare for and respond to all profiled hazards to reduce or eliminate
damage to public property from profiled hazards

Objective 2.2: Improve Scott County’s and participating jurisdictions capability to
prepare for and respond to all profiled hazards to reduce or eliminate public property
loss from profiled hazards

Goal 3: Improve Scott County
and participating jurisdiction
capability to recover from loss
of life and all property damage
caused by profiled hazards

Objective 3.1: Improve Scott County’s and participating jurisdictions  citizen’s to
recover from profiled hazards impact to life and property from profiled hazards
Objective 3.2: Improve Scott County’s and participating jurisdictions businesses to
recover from the impact of all profiled hazards

Objective 3.3 Improve Scott County’s and participating jurisdictions public
infrastructure to recover from the impact of profiled hazards

Improve Scott County’s capability to handle debris management
Improve Scott County’s ability to minimize the impact of drought on water supplies
Improve groundwater quality in Scott County

Specific Jurisdiction Develop an education and awareness program on the hazards of the river and

Objectives boating safety.
Address issues with Commercial and Recreational Navigation on Minnesota River
Improve Scott County’s ability to response to non-native invasive agriculture species
Mitigate the impact of all hazards on Scott County by using volunteers

7.3.2 Local and State Goal Continuity

The State of Minnesota Hazard Mitigation Plan estaldisbiegoals:

» GOAL 1. Maintain and enhance the Minnesota Division of Hiamd Security and
Emergency Management’s capacity to continuously make Minadsss vulnerable to

all hazards

* GOAL 2. Build and support local capacity and commitmentdntinuously become less

vulnerable to natural hazards.
* GOAL 3. Improve coordination and communication with ottedevant entities.
* GOAL 4. Increase public understanding, support, and demand#archmitigation.

The mitigation goals, objectives and actions of thetiS€ounty Multi-jurisdictional, All
Hazards Mitigation Plan are congruent with the Statdsgy
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7.3.3 Identification of Mitigation Actions

In formulating Scott County’'s Mitigation Strategy, ade range of actions were considered in
order to help achieve countywide and jurisdiction goalsadmelctives. All actions considered by
the Mitigation Steering Committee can be classified urmee of the following six broad
categories of mitigation techniques:

Preventionactivities are intended to keep hazard problems from ge#torse, and are typically
administered through government programs or regulatorgracthat influence the way land is
developed and buildings are constructed. They are particuédfective in reducing a

community’s vulnerability, in areas where developmeritméted or capital improvements have
not been substantial. Examples of preventative &esvinclude:

* Planning and zoning

o Requirement §201.6(c)(3)(ii): The

* Building codes mitigation strategy shall include a]

« Hazard mapping section that identifies and analyzes a
comprehensive range of specific

*Open space preservation mitigation actions and projects being

* Floodplain regulations considered to reduce the effects of each
- Storm water management regulations JEPECE i) P 2 NS Er ey
_ _ and existing buildings and infrastructure.
 Drainage system maintenance A. Does the new or updated plan identify
. Capita| improvements programming and analyze a comprehensive range of
. L specific mitigation actions and projects
» Shoreline/riverine/fault zone setbacks

for each hazard?
» Site planning and landscape design CRS Step 7. Review Possible

Property Protectiormeasures involve the modification (Activities: Creditis based on a
existing buildings and structures to help them belfomPrehensive evaluation of hazard
withstand the forces of a hazard, or removal of theckires “}'t'ga}'ﬁ” Mmeasures rf.‘"elwgd inthe
from hazardous locations. Examples include: pian. The review mus’ Include a

o description of why certain activities were
* Acquisition recommended and why others were not.
* Relocation

» Building elevation

» Critical facilities protection

* Retrofitting (e.g., wind proofing, flood proofing, seismic id@stechniques, etc.)

» Safe rooms, shutters, shatter-resistant glass

* Insurance

Natural Resource Protectiaeduces the impact of natural hazards by preserving oringsto
natural areas and their protective functions. Such aredisde floodplains, wetlands, steep
slopes, and sand dunes. Parks, recreation, or coneereaganizations often implement these
protective measures. Examples include:

* Floodplain protection

* Watershed management

* Riparian buffers

* Forest and vegetation management (e.g., fire resistagécaping, fuel breaks, etc.)
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» Erosion and sediment control

* Wetland preservation and restoration
* Habitat preservation

* Slope stabilization

Structural Mitigation Projectsare intended to lessen the impact of a hazard byfynaglithe
environmental natural progression of the hazard eventighr@onstruction. They are usually
designed by engineers and managed or maintained by public waifk&gamples include:

* Reservoirs

» Dams/levees/dikes/floodwalls
» Diversions/detention/retention
* Channel modification

* Storm sewers

Emergency Servicesmergency service measures minimize the impact ofzardhaevent on
people and property. These commonly are actions takendmataly prior to, during, or in
response to a hazard event. Examples include:

* Warning systems

» Evacuation planning and management

» Emergency response training and exercises
» Sandbagging for flood protection

Public Education and Awarenease used to alert residents, elected officials, busioes®rs,
property buyers, and visitors about hazards, hazardous, arghmitigation techniques they can
use to protect themselves and their property. Exampl@seabures to educate and inform the
public include:

» Outreach projects

» Speaker series/demonstration events

» Hazard map information

* Real estate disclosure

* Library materials

* Education programs for school children

7.3.4  Selection of Mitigation Actions

In order to determine the most appropriate mitigatiohnggies for Scott County and its
municipal jurisdictions, local government officials reved and considered the findings of the
Capability Assessment and Risk Assessment. Other ewatwhs included each mitigation
action’s effect on overall risk to life and propertys #ase of implementation, its degree of
political and community support, its general cost-effesctess, and funding availability (if
necessary). The following table of alternative miiaactions was the basis for developing the
mitigation actions.
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Table 7.11 Alternative Mitigation Actions

3 2
HAZARDS> 3 2|8 5
% - o § = 3 g o % L e g
o Eg|1gls |=|8|15|3|E |8 8|S E|EE
Alternative Mitigation Actionsthat | 3'|£ | S | 8 |- c|8 |2 |2 |E|S E| S22 |8
can affect the adjacenthazards | 5 |S |X 2|18 | 8ISIS|ZIE|E|12|&|°|5
Building codes X XX X[ X|X|X]|X]X]|X X | X
Density regulations XX X X X]|X|X X X
Easements X XX X | X X | X
Development regulations X X X|X|X|X|X|X]|X X
Wildfire fuel reduction X X X
Hillside regulations X XX
Performance standards XXX X]|X|X|X]|X|X[X]|X|X]|X]|X|X]X
Setback regulations X X X | X X | X
Special use permits X X | X X
Storm water controls X
Rights transfer controls X X | X X|X]|X|X X
Zoning X X X X | X X
Acquire in-hazard assets X X
Facility hazard barriers X X
Structure elevation X
Acquisition & Buyouts/Relocation of X | X
structures X
Structure retrofits X X X|IX|X|X|X|X]|X X | X
Dams monitoring X X X| X | X X
Levee mgt X X X[ X | X]|X
Real estate disclosure X X XX X | X
Forest management X X X X| X X
Erosion controls X
Waterway management X X XX
Landscape management X XX | X]|X|X X| X
Wetlands regulations X X
Vital facilities protection X XXX | X[ X|X]|X]|X]|X X | X
COOP/COG Plan X X X | X X | X X|X|X
Emergency Ops. Plan XXX X|X|X[X]|X|X[X]|X|X]|X]|X|X]X
Hazard/threat recognition XXX X]|X[X[X]|X|X|X]|X|X|X|X]|X]|X
Hazard warning systems X|IX|X]|X]|X]X]|X X X]| X | X XXX
Health/safety information XIX|[X|X]|X|X|X]|X]|X[X]|X|X]|X]|X]|X
Pre-disaster mitigation XXX X[|X|X|X]|X|X[X]|X|X]|X]|X|X]X
Post disaster mitigation XX | X]|X X[ X[ X[ X[ X|X|X|X|X|X]|X
Safe rooms and shelters XXX ]| X X| X | X X
Public education X XXX X[X[X[X|X|X]|X|X|X|X]|X]|X
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7.3.5 Reducing Hazard Impact on New Buildings and Infrastructure
Some of the mitigation actions and projects includedisglan include:
» Adopting and/or enforcing comprehensive building codes
* Requiring emergency generator pigtails on new government ao@lspeeds structures
» Providing builders information on hazard areas and adedaiastrictions
* Restrictions on building structures in hazard areas
» Developing and or enforcing a comprehensive land use plan.
» Encouraging new power lines to be buried to reduce power sutage
» Extend water lines and hydrants to combat fires.

7.3.6  Reducing Hazards Impact on Existing Buildings and
Infrastructure

Some of the mitigation actions in this plan that reducpath on existing buildings and
infrastructure include:

* Potential buyout of structures in hazard areas.

» Elevating structures to reduce flood loss

* Retrofitting structures to reduce high wind loss

* Improving drainage capacity of canals and ditches

» Installing emergency generators on critical governmentspadial needs structures
» Clearing “right of ways” of pubic utility power lines

7.3.7  National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) Compliance

Participation in the NFIP is based on an agreer Reqﬁirement: §201.6(c)(3)(ii): The mitigation

basic aspects: participation in the National Flood Insurance
« Floodplain identification and mapping Program (NFIP), and continued compliance with

| lai NFIP requirements, as appropriate.
* Floodplain management A. Does the new or updated plan describe each

* Flood insurance jurisdiction’s participation in the NFIP?

First, NFIP participation requires community adopti®: Des the mitigation strategy identify, analyze
of flood maps. Mapping flood hazards creates brciggnplzfr:g';ivﬁﬁt'tﬁgsl\;g@sd DEUTTE:
based awareness of the flood hazards and provid CRSpStep 8: Action PIan; CRS credits

data needed to administer floodplain Managensqiations that go above and beyond the
programs and to actuarially rate new construction|qinimum of the NFIP.

flood insurance. Second, to be a participant, the NFIP

requires communities to adopt and enforce minimum fleadpmanagement regulations that
help mitigate the effects of flooding on new and imptbhwaructures. Third, community
participation in the NFIP enables property owners to puechesirance as a protection against
flood losses in exchange for State and community fleodpmhanagement regulations that
reduce future flood damages.
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Scott County and its municipalities have fully complieithvihe above NFIP requirements with
the exception of Elko-New Market. In addition to thewaball jurisdictions have comprehensive
plans that identify flood management issues, goals arectdlgs. The comprehensive plans
address wetlands and storm water management activitiest BFf the jurisdictions have
implemented ordinances that apply to wetlands and Staenvwanoff.

The table below identifies Scott County and its munidiesalNFIP Status

Table 7.12 NFIP Status
Initial Firm | Current Effective
NFIP # Community Identified Map Date Reg-Emer Date Initial FHBM
270429#  |BELLE Plaine City of 3/8/1974 12/18/1986 12/18/1986 12/18/1986
Elko-New Market Not Mapped
270430# |JORDAN City Of 3/8/1974 1/6/1982 1/6/1982 1/6/1982
270249#  INEW Prague City Of 5/10/1974 11/1/1978 7/21/1999 11/1/1978
270432#  |PRIOR Lake City of 7/26/1974 9/29/1978 11/19/1997 9/29/1978
270433# |SAVAGE City Of 3/29/1974 6/18/1980 5/16/1994 6/18/1980
270428# |SCOTT County 12/20/1974 4/11/1980 2/19/1987 4/3/1978
270434# |SHAKOPEE City Of 6/7/1974 9/29/1978 9/29/1978 9/29/1978

7.3.8  Analyzing and Prioritizing NFIP Compliance Actions

All Local Mitigation Plans approved by FEMA after Octobgr 2008 must describe each
jurisdiction’s participation in the NFIP and must id@ntanalyze and prioritize actions related to
continued compliance with the NFIP. Simply stating atioacsuch as, “The community will
continue to comply with NFIP,” will not meet this regement. Basic compliance NFIP actions
could include, but are not limited to:

1 - Adoption and enforcement of floodplain management regeings, including regulating all
and substantially improved construction in Special Floadddd Areas (SFHAS)

2 - Floodplain identification and mapping, including any loeuests for map updates, if
needed

3 - Description of community assistance and monitoriniyiges.

The table below identifies NFIP related actions thatiacluded in the jurisdictions Mitigation
Action Plans

7-19



— Scott County, Minnesota
Multi-jurisdictional, All Hazards

.'r-. - . .
/ Smtt 2009 Mitigation Plan

Table 7.13 NFIP Mitigation Action ltems

Action
ltem

Jurisdictions participating

Action Description

Elko-

FL3c

Adopt/enforce an NFIP flood plain Mgnt plan

FL3d

Adopt/enforce floodplain legislation requiring new structures be
elevated above the BSE

FL3e

Obtain and maintain NFIP FIRMS to identify community flood plains

FL3f

Obtain funding to retrofit, elevate or relocate repetitive flooding
structures in flood plains

FL3g

Adopt/enforce flood plain wetlands and watershed land use zoning

FL3I

Update Land Use Plans to identify areas where development should
be restrictive

FL3m

Perform a study of the feasibility of community waterways flood control

FL3n

Obtain equipment to build water flow and water retention areas to
mitigate flooding

>< |><| > |x| > [x<]| > |>|Belle Plaine
> |>| > [>| > [>[| > [><|New Prague
> [>| > [>| > |>| > |>|Prior Lake
> X[ > [X| > [>| > [><Savage

XX X |IX[ X [X]| X [X

> X[ > [X]| > [>| > [><|Shakopee

FL4b

Complete flood damage study for downtown Jordan

FL4c

Complete updated floodplain maps for staff and public use

FL4e

Assist each local government to Adopt Elevation standards legislation
for new structures

> [><|>| > |><| > [><| > [><]| > [><|Scott County

> >x<[><| > [><] > |><]| > |>=<| > [><[Jordan

FL4h

Require floodplain and shoreline ordinances to comply with MN DNR
requirements

FL40

Work with local units of government to insure completion of local
flooding risk projects.

FL4y

Use digital terrain modeling to identify potential flooding areas.

FL4a

Require city engineer to inspect and make recommendations
regarding flood control measures on an annual basis.

FL4b

Develop a drainage master plan for the entire community

x| X |IX| X

FL4a

Improve dike along Sand Creek

>

FL4b

Install floodwall along First Street

>

FL4a

Construct elevated drainage pipes in order to divert flood water out of
a residential area

FL4a

Work with engineering and public works department to ensure parks
and city land is properly drained and graded.

FL4b

Regularly check water levels on river.

FL4c

Mitigate with planning/engineering on future projects developing flood

plains

7-20




— Scott County, Minnesota
ey Multi-jurisdictional, All Hazards
i " .
/ S(:Oi ! 2009 Mitigation Plan
7.3.9  Analyzing and Prioritizing Mitigation Actions

FEMA guidance for meeting plannin
requirements of the Disaster Mitigation Act

2002 (DMAK?2) specifies that governmen
prioritize their mitigation actions based on t
level of risk a hazard poses to the lives &
property of a given jurisdiction. In response
this requirement, the Scott County Mitigatic
Steering Committee completed a Mitigatig
Technique Matrix to make certain the
addressed, at a minimum, those hazards po
the greatest threat. The matrix provides

committee with the opportunity to cros
reference each of the priority hazards with {
comprehensive range of available mitigati
techniques, including prevention; propet
protection; natural resource protectio
structural projects; emergency services; @
public education and awareness.

Despite the diligence of the Mitigatio
Committee in completing the STAPLE

Requirement: §201.6(c)(3)(iii): The mitigation strategy
section shall include] an action plan describing how the
actions identified in section (c)(3)(ii) will be prioritized,
implemented, and administered by the local jurisdiction.
Prioritization shall include a special emphasis on the
extent to which benefits are maximized according to a
cost benefit review of the proposed projects and their
associated costs.

Does the new or updated mitigation strategy include how
the actions are prioritized? (For example, is there a
discussion of the process and criteria used?

Does the new or updated mitigation strategy address how
the actions will be implemented and administered? (For
example, does the action plan identify the responsible
department, existing and potential resources, and
timeframe?

Does the new or updated prioritization process include an

Jemphasis on the use of a cost-benefit review to maximize

benefits?

D. Does the updated plan identify the completed, deleted
or deferred actions from the previously approved
mitigation plan?

Criteria form, scores for many goal actio
were identical, and provided little help

assigning priority. This form did allow th
committee a thorough dissection of each go

CRS Step 8: Action Plan: Credit is based on an action
plan that identifies who does what, when it will be done,
and how it will be financed. The actions must benefits of
the proposed projects and their associated costs.

action, and prompted the elimination of some goals. Régss of numerical priority ranking,
thosenactieeded to serve as a foundation upon
arly imp@atation dates are those actions leading
to maintaining eligibility for current grant funding, agell as those which will promote

early implementation dates are assigned to
which to build other actions. Also assigned e

acquisition of new funding sources.

Each participating jurisdiction prioritized its selectedtigation items individually. The
“STAPLEE” evaluation and prioritization is included in gaadividual MAP in the Annex. A

weighting factor of 3 is used for loss of life and agieing factor of 2 is used for Property Loss

and Economic impact of the hazard event.

Table 7.14 STAPLEE Mitigation Action Priority Process

Issue 1 2 3
g?)ﬁlwerlllwunity Potential objection from publiclUnknown if objectionable, or costs  [Not objectionable and low/no
Acceptance and/or very expensive may be significant costs
Effect on saving  [Life saving impact is . I . Life saving impact is
ives negligible Life saving impact is moderate Significant
Effect on reducing [Effect on reducing property  [Effect on reducing property loss is  [Effect on reducing property
property loss loss is negligible moderate loss is significant
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Table 7.14 STAPLEE Mitigation Action Priority Process

Issue

1

2

3

Effect on reducing
leconomic loss

Effect on reducing economic
loss is negligible

Effect on reducing economic loss is
moderate

Effect on reducing economic
loss is significant

Technical
Technical
Feasibility

Technology not currently
existing

Emerging or untested technology or
unknown

Technology readily available

Long-Term Solution

No, is not effective in helping
reduce losses in the long term

Potentially or unknown

Yes, is effective in helping
reduce losses in the long term

Secondary Impacts

Yes, likely to create
secondary problems

Potentially or unknown

No, unlikely to create
secondary problems

Administrative
Staffing

Need to hire a permanent
employee(s)

Potentially need to hire a temporary
employee(s) or unknown.

Do not have to hire

Funding Potential

No obvious source of funding
available and action has
significant cost impact

Limited or unknown funding
available

Little or no funding required or
funding can be readily
obtained

Maintenance/Opera
tions

The action is likely to require
high level of ongoing
maintenance

Unknown or action has the potential
for moderate ongoing maintenance

Action requires limited or no
ongoing maintenance

Political
Political Support

Local Elected Official likely to
be contentious

Local Elected Official may be
controversial

Local Elected Official likely to
be supportive

Local Champion

Unlikely there is a Local
Elected Official to support

Uncertain if there is a Local Elected
Official to champion

A Local Elected Official is
likely to support and champion

Public Support

Public Political support is
unlikely

Public Political support is uncertain

Public Political support is likely

Legal
State Authority
Exists

No legal state authority exists

Legal state authority is unclear,
uncertain or adoption is in progress

Legal state authority exists

Local Authority
Exists

No legal authority exists

Legal authority is unclear, uncertain
or adoption is in progress

Legal authority exists

Potential Legal

High likelihood of legal

Moderate likelihood of legal

Low likelihood of legal

Challenge challenge by stakeholders |challenge by stakeholders challenge by stakeholders
Economic Low benefit to the jurisdiction [Moderate benefit to the jurisdiction [High benefit to the jurisdiction
Action Benefit from the action from the action from the action
Action Cost High cost to implement action [Moderate cost to implement action |Low cost to implement action
Economic Low contribution to other Moderate contribution to other High contribution to other
Contribution community economic goals  [community economic goals community economic goals

. . Likely for action to be delayed . . Unlikely for action to be
Outside Funding . . Possible for action to be delayed . ;
Required Euenn dc::]ngg outside sources of pending outside sources of funding 2(?5%22 E?Pudr:ggngms'de
Environmental High likelihood of negative ~ [Moderate likelihood of negative Low likelihood of negative
Land/Water Effect |consequences to land/water consequences to land/water consequences to land/water
Endangered High [ikelihood of potential  [Moderate likelihood of negative Low likelihood of negative
Species Effect negative consequencesto  consequences to endangered consequences to endangered

endangered species

species

species

Hazmat Waste Site
affect

High likelihood of potential
affect on hazardous materials

land waste sites

Moderate likelihood of affect on
hazardous materials and waste

sites

Low likelihood of affect on
hazardous materials and

waste sites
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Table 7.14 STAPLEE Mitigation Action Priority Process

Issue 1 2 3
Envionmenial L o antonmeniaf 2590, paects consisentwi |25 FEEE SEEEELE VT
Effect ] jurisdiction environmental goals

goals goals
Federe}l Law No Uncertain Yes
Compliant

Prioritizing mitigation actions for each jurisdiction was based on the “STAPLEE” process. “STAPLEE” uses multiple
factors under the categories of Social, Technical, Administration, Legal, Economic and Environment

The Table prioritizing Scott County mitigation actionsaisthe end of this section and the
prioritization of Individual jurisdictions mitigation céions is included in the Individual
Mitigation Action Plans (IMAP) in the IMAP Annex.

7.3.10 Mitigation Actions Implementation
The success of this Plan hinges on two major actiorsjtem

1. Emergency Management staff must pursue all grant opportutatiassist with funding
of mitigation actions. Staff must receive necessgant writing training and evaluation
of grant criteria. Without grant funding, Scott Coungnnot afford to begin many of the
more expensive mitigation actions described in this.plan

2. Scott County Emergency Management is tasked with Plarsigi to include project
tracking, progress reports, and reconvening the Steering @@®ras needed for Plan
review and revision

It was the intent of the committee to establish s#ali attainable actions that can be
implemented within the present fiscal capabilities ofgheticipating jurisdictions and accepted
by the citizens of the county. All members of the Plagritommittee agreed that starting with
small steps, accomplishing the stated goals, and publicitingsuccess of the county’s
mitigation efforts will open the community to accepglar, more costly, projects in the future.
Specific mitigation actions were identified to prevérure losses; however, current funding is
not identified for all of these actions at presente Tounty has limited resources to take on new
responsibilities or projects. The implementationtedse mitigation actions is dependent on the
approval of the local elected governing body and the wlaifithe community to obtain funding
from local or outside sources. Where such actions afe gmiorities, the community will work
with MEMA, FEMA and other Federal, State and County agento secure funds.

In addition to the assignment of a local lead departroertgency, an implementation time
period or a specific implementation date has beenrassim order to assess whether actions are
being implemented in a timely fashion.

Many of the actions are interrelated (e.g. providingiover categories of preparedness and
awareness information to citizens at community evemk®se will be accomplished under a
single, ongoing project. Many of the actions can be aptished within existing department
budgets, costing only the time of employees alreadytaih $Vhile “time is money” and hours
have been estimated in dollars for each action iteme thvél be no requirement for additional
funds to be budgeted to accomplish many of the action .témgeneral, mitigation actions
ranked as high priorities will be addressed first. Howewveedium or even low priority
mitigation actions will be considered for concurremplementation. Therefore, the ranking
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levels should be considered as a first-cut, preliminanking and will evolve based on input
from the County departments and representatives, the pM#iMA, and FEMA as the Plan is
implemented.

7.3.11 Mitigation Action Benefit/Cost Review

Section 201.6.c.3iii of 44CFR requires the prioritizationtled action plan to emphasize the
extent to which benefits are maximized according to st/loenefit review of the proposed
projects and their associated costs. The County wtilike economic criteria in the following
“STAPLEE” evaluation. This benefit/cost review is guatiite; that is, it does not include the
level of detail required by FEMA for project grant eligiityi under the Hazard Mitigation Grant
Program (HMGP) and Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM) grardgram. This qualitative approach
was used because projects may not be implemented for 1 years, and the associated costs
and benefits could change dramatically in that timrechEproject was assessed by assigning the
subjective ratings (high, medium, and low) to its coats described in the Economic
“STAPLEE” section.

7.3.12 Previously Implemented Mitigation Measures

The success of future mitigation efforts in a community ba gauged to some extent by its
ongoing or past efforts. Previously implemented mitigatieasures indicate that there is, or has
been, a desire to reduce the effects of natural hazamdsthe success of these projects can be
influential in building local government support for newtigation efforts. Scott County’s
previous mitigation efforts and programs include the following:

» Each jurisdiction in Scott County supports a public works depart and many provide
water and wastewater treatment facilities.

» All Fire Departments provide EMT’s emergency medicaviserthroughout the county.

 Law enforcement is provided for each municipality, eithsyr the municipal law
enforcement agencies, or by the Scott County Sherifis€ff

» Fire Protection and fire medical / rescue servicepereided for each municipality by
fire departments, with either all paid, a combinationpaid and volunteer, or all
volunteer firefighters.

» Scott County and the municipalities within, participateha National Flood Insurance
Program.

* Minnesota health officials helped to develop a mass giilain.

* Scott County is responsible for planning a mass vaccingfoness should this be
necessary due to contagious disease outbreak. Locationsmés dispensing sites have
been identified, and a process for administering medi¢iiesing refined and tested.

» Practice exercises are conducted between HSEM, NWS, S&8tt County Emergency
Medical Services, city first responders and Scott Colergency Management to
assure preparedness.

» All facilities involved with hazardous materials provide aalnTIER Il reports.

» Cities throughout Scott County continue to add outdoor wgrisirens to improve
warning effectiveness, and to maintain existing sirens toengroper operation.
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* The American Red Cross has multiple designated emergtedters.

* Scott County is part of the North Metro Drug Task Forcdyictv is active in
Methamphetamine and other drug enforcement, effectivetiuaing the number of
clandestine labs in the county.

* Multiple Scott County communities have been activeha Firewise program, which
works with the state Department of Natural Resourcegnmve potential fuel sources
that may be involved in wild land fires. This mitigationoetflimits the spread of wild
land fires, and helps to protect homes.

» Scott County participates in the Joint Terrorism Taslk&or
State mitigation efforts and programs that are sigamti¢co Scott County include the following:

State of Minnesota Pipeline Safety Plaihe state of Minnesota, along with gas and oil pigeli
providers, maintains a pipeline safety plan. Pipeline gdeysiare required to schedule meetings
with local officials to facilitate discussions abauitigation and response to pipeline disasters.

The State Emergency Response Commissioasponsible for implementing federal Emergency
Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA) provisiamdVinnesota and serving as
a technical advisor and information clearinghouse forestend federal hazardous materials
programs. The Minnesota Homeland Security and Emergencyadéanent Agency is the lead
agency responsible for implementing EPCRA.

Minnesota Emergency Operations Plan (MEOH)e Minnesota Emergency Operations Plan
(MEOP) is the document that provides the foundationafbdisaster and emergency response
operations conducted within the state of Minnesota. Minaestdte law requires HSEM to
develop this plan and update it on a periodic basis.

Each county in Minnesota has its own Local Emergencgagament Director that serve at the
direction of the respective County Boards. Becausssthiss occur at the local government level,
the Local Director is the key to comprehensive commuemnitgrgency management. Some local
Emergency Management programs receive federal fundingtaag= through HSEM. Such
programs must meet minimum mutually agreed upon criterffeesd counties are called
Emergency Management Performance Grant (EMPG) couiitiesHSEM Regional Offices are
responsible for ensuring EMPG counties meet or exceednthenum EMPG criteria. Scott
County is an EMPG county.

The Domestic Preparedness Progiama partnership of federal, state and local agendatéstie
goal of insuring that, as a nation, we are prepared fwonelsto a terrorist attack involving
nuclear, biological or chemical weapons - weapons osrmastruction (WMD). Today, the term
"Homeland Security" is used to denote the concept of preptmirthese kinds of events.
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7.3.13 Multi-Jurisdictional Mitigation Actions

The Mitigation Actions proposed by each of Scott Counity¢sll governing bodies participating
under this Plan are in the Individual Mitigation Actiorai® (MAP’s) Annex. Each MAP has
been designed to address the jurisdiction descriptiggabd#ies and the multi-jurisdictional

goals, objectives and actions of the overall Hazardghiion Plan. Some Action items in the
below table and the Individual Mitigation Action Plans addrepecific hazards, others are
general action items that address multiple hazardsorgtidentified are general community
wide actions and specific jurisdiction actions (highieghin green). The action items detailed in
the mitigation actions table’s address;

1. Both current and future buildings (i.¢Requirement §201.6(c)(3)(iv): For multi-
building codes, zoning) jurisdictional plans, there must be identifiable

2. Current and future infrastructure action items specific to the jurisdiction

, .. requesting FEMA approval or credit of the plan.
3. Each profiled hazard (minimum of 2) A. Does the new or updated plan include

4. Each participating jurisdiction (minimum didentifiable action items for each jurisdiction
2) requesting FEMA approval of the plan?

The cohesive collection of actions listed in egCRS Step 8: Draft an Action Plan: For CRS
jurisdiction’s Mitigation Action Plan also can seras C:zdg’r&h9}{‘rsun;t”:;{g':gt'fg:?R:Irﬁﬁ?o'; "
an _easily understooq menu of mitigation policies_ Eﬁaast two’of the six categories that directly
projects for local decision-makers who want to quiClanefit each community seeking CRS credit.
review their jurisdiction’s respective element of tne

countywide Plan. In preparing the individual MAP’s, eaghsgiction considered their overall
hazard risk and capability to mitigate identified hazardsrecorded through the risk and
capability assessment process and to meet the countyvitigation goals and the unique needs
of their community.

Each jurisdiction participating in this Plan is responsibleimplementing specific mitigation
actions as prescribed in the adopted Mitigation Action .Pllareach Mitigation Action Plan,
every proposed action is assigned to a specific localrolepat or agency in order to assign
responsibility and accountability and increase the likelthof subsequent implementation. This
approach enables individual jurisdictions to update their unmitigation strategy as needed
without altering the broader focus of the countywide PTEme separate adoption of locally
specific actions also ensures that each jurisdicBonot held responsible for monitoring and
implementing the actions of other jurisdictions invalme the planning process. The cost/benefit
estimates are based on previous and/or expected expendiharestimated cost avoidance or
reduction in the loss of life or property damage. Theregbgd completion dates is an estimate of
the completion year and crosses two budget years. hy weses the action item is completed
annually or is on going.
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The following Table identifies the hazard and action itdemtifier.

Table 7.15 Action Identifier Table
(%) o | © = | = 3, = S| 5
HEE HEREBEE ERHEEEHEHE
B2 E5|5| |2|&lS12|E|£|8|2 =8]8 s|2=
Igt:°=g\cc£gc’\'mt%8§§
=58 |d|2|E|F|8|S|S|F|=|f|F|2]2|=|5|5|5
AH[DR|EX|ET|FL |HA[HW| IS [LM|LS |LG [WF|PD [HM]| IL |TR|TN|UF [UP |UW
Action |dentifier and 1 2 3 4 a-z
FloplEEten Jurisdiction Jurisdiction Sequence
i i t
Public Populations| 15t Responder General Specific Character
Table 7.16 Scott County Mitigation Actions
>
Hazard Estimated =
& Funding Cost/ |Completion g
Action Action/Project Description Responsibility Source Benefit Date
AH1a Obtain and/or expand audible warning units [EMA, Cnty Cnty/City/Twp | 260,0000 2012 69
to all uncovered community areas Commission Budget, Grants | 1,000,000, 2013
Distribute safe room/shelter in place 1st Responder ,
AH1b  [information to schools, special Fr)1eeds and all Agencigs, EMA, gnty/Clty/'I'wp 2,000 Annually |67
) . udget 20,000
community populations BOE, Red Cross
AH1G Assist citizens to develop emergency EMA, Fire Depts [Cnty/City/Twp 2,000 Ongoing |85
preparedness, response and recovery plans.|Sheriffs office Budget 20,000
AH1d Obtain/install an automated community wide [EMA, Cnty IT Cnty/City/Twp 150,0000 2014 79
rapid notification system. Cnty Commission [Budget, Grants | 1,000,000 2015
AH1e Develop a media warning program to warn i’}ﬂéégf;i'ge’\rlws Cnty Budget 4,000 2010 180
the community of a potential hazard event Agencies Grants 120,000
Add hazard preparedness and response  [EMA, Cnty IT 2,000
AH1N Information t% apcommunity web si?e Cnty Com}t,'nission Cnty Budget 20,000 2010 182
o , EMA, 1t ,
Obtain/distribute interoperable radios for all ’ Cnty/City/Twp 82,0000 2012
AH2a s responders gﬁfypggine:nnggz Budget, Grants |  200,000f 2013 70
AH2b Train and equip 1%t responders for search  [Police/Fire Depts, [Cnty/City/Twp 50,000, 2011 |60
and rescue missions EMA Budget, Grants | 150,000
Train and equip 1%t responders to respond to[1st Responder  [Cnty/City/Twp 50000
AH2c  [Mass causality events and exercise Agencies, EMA  [Public Health 150’000 2010 |62
response Public Health Budget, Grants ’
AHe Recruit/train and equip volunteers for CERT, |15 Responder  [Cnty/City/Twp 5,000, 2010 |71
a Medical Reserve Corps, SAFCOM, etc  [Agencies, EMA  [Budget, Grants | 100,000
AHD Train 15t responders and community officials [1 st responder  |Cnty/City/Twp 2,000 Ongoing |73
on the National Incident Mgnt System Agencies, EMA,  [Budget 20,000
AH2g Train 15t responders and community officials (15t Responder  |Cnty/City/Twp 2,000 Annually |73
on EOC Operations and the EOP Agencies, EMA  [Budget 20,000
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Table 7.16 Scott County Mitigation Actions

Hazard Estimated %
& Funding Cost/ |Completion =
Action Action/Project Description Responsibility Source Benefit Date
Obtai inuall 11, Fire/Police, [CMYCIYTWO 1400000 2013
AH3b btain and continua y.ypdate 911 911, Fire olice, o4 'By dget 00,00 77
technology and capabilities Cnty Commission Grants ’ 1,000,0000 2014
AH3C Obtain Crisis Mgnt Software and Equipment [EMA, Cnty Cnty/City/Twp 150,0000 2013 65
for primary and secondary EOC'’s Commission Budget, Grants | 1,000,000 2014
Obtain/install emergency generators or .
e ” o EMA, Cnty Cnty/City/Twp | 500,0000 2012
AH3d fﬁ;gltgg: O{gr critical government facilities and Commission Budget, Grants | 2,000,000 2014 54
AH3e Assist non-governmental critical facilities to  [EMA, Cnty Cnty/City/Twp 500,000f 2013 53
obtain emergency generators and/or pigtails [Commission Budget, Grants | 2,000,000 2015
AH3 Develop EOP ESF’s/annexes for all hazards [EMA, Cnty Cnty/Dept 1,000 2011 20
that may impact the community Commission Budget 10,000
Review/revise the Emergency Operations  [EMA, Cnty Cnty Budget, 2,000
AH3g Plan annually and after each disaster Commission Grants 20,000 Annually 70
AH3h Obtain funding to add disaster shelters as  [EMA, Red Cross  [Cnty/City/Twp 400,000f 2010 58
necessary Cnty Commission Budget, Grants | 2,000,0000 2015
. . Cnty Red
. [Coordinate a shelter program with the Red [EMA, Red Cross 2,000 .
AHSI Cross and volunteers Volunteer Groups gigi?SBudget, 20,000 Ongoing 166
AH3 Assist schools to implement a disaster EMA Board of  [Cnty/Education 2,000 2010 |84
) phone line Education Budget, Grants 20,000
Assist utilities in developing restoration and | ,...... Cnty Utility 2,000
AHS! mitigation plans Utiities EMA Budget, Grants | 200,000 2011 166
. . . Law Enforcement
Assist businesses, schools, special needs . Cnty Budget, 2,000 .
AHIM and public facilities to post evacuation routes \Evl\gﬁ(,sPubhc Grants 20,000 Ongoing |66
AH3N Obtain signage to direct the public EMA, Public Cnty Budget, 12,000 2012 63
evacuation during hazard events Works Grants 50,000
Develop/implement/maintain the 1t responder Cnty Budget, 20,000
AHo community’s Mitigation Action Plan agencies, EMA  |Grants 2,000,000 Annually |81
Develop a process to ensure that all
) . . [1Responder  |Cnty NWS 2,000
AH3p  |damages resulting from a disaster event is . ’ 2010 |62
reported to the National Weather Service f\gencies, EMA  [Budget, Grants 20,000
Obtain funds for critical government
o EMA, Cnty Cnty Budget, 52,0000 2011
AH3q departments to develop Continuity of Commission Grants 2000000 2012 69
Operations Plans
Assist businesses to develop Business EMA, Cnty Cnty/Business 2,000 .
AHSr Continuity Plans Commission Budget, Grants 20,000 Ongoing |67
Assist communities in developing strategies [EMA, Cnty Cnty/City/Twp 12,000 .
AHs to prevent loss of public records Commission Budget 200,000 Ongoing |65
Annually review and update hazard related [EMA, Cnty Cnty/City/Twp 2,000
AHSt legislation Commission Budget 20,000 Annually 65
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Table 7.16 Scott County Mitigation Actions

Hazard Estimated -‘g
& Funding Cost/ |Completion =
Action Action/Project Description Responsibility Source Benefit Date
, 1st Responder ,
e s g s D | 200 vy |72
y yag Cnty Commission 9 ’
Assist critical sites to develop and provide to Cnty/City 12,000 ,
AH3Y EMA an emergency plan EMA, Budget, Grants | 200,000 Ongoing |74
Insure building code compliance Inspections |Cnty Commission [Cnty/City/Twp 12,000 ,
AHSW are conducted on construction projects Inspections Budget 200,000 Ongoing |64
Identify/deliver CPR, First Aid, Search and .
> o 1st Responder  [Cnty/City/Twp 15,000
AH4a  [Rescue, NIMS, etc. disaster training to Agencies, EMA  [Budget, Grants 50,000 2011 71
volunteers
AHb Improve/upgrade facilities & equip. atthe ~ |[EMA, Police/Fire (Cnty/City/Twp | 2,000,000f 2011 66
Scott County Regional Training Facility Cnty Commission [Budget, Grants | 3,000,000 2012
. . EMA Public
Develop plan to trim and clear trees in . [Cnty Budget, 50,000
AH4c Works Community 2010 |56
county owned parkland. Development Grants 500,000
. . EMA Public
Identify/reserve county land as a staging . [Cnty Budget, 2,000
AH4d . Works Community 2011 |43
area to store and process storm debris. Development Grants 100,000
. . EMA Public
Identify/obtain resources needed to process . [Cnty Budget, 2,000
AH4e o . Works Community 2011 |48
storm debris. (i.e., chippers, backhoes, etc.) Development Grants 500,000
. . . . EMA Public
Modify zoning ordinances allowing . [Cnty Budget, 5,000
AHAf . . Works Community 2010 |51
temporary debris staging areas Development Grants 500,000
Distribute drought awareness and response |, . Cnty/City/Twp 2,000,
DR1a to the public Agriculture, EMA Budget 20,000 Annually {65
Support the DNR'’s rules for water use .
. ” ) Community Cnty Budget, 5,000 .
DR4a cpnservahqn for al! 9|t|es applying for new Development i 2,000,000 Ongoing (58
high-capacity municipal wells.
Distribute earthquake preparedness and .
. ; ) 1stResponder  (Cnty/City/Twp 2,000
EQ1a [response information to slpeC|aI needs, Agencies, EMA  [Budget 200,000 Annually {70
schools and the community
Distribute Extreme Temperature
) . . EMA, Red Cross |[Cnty/Dept 2,000,
ET1a prepgratlon/response mformatpn to school, BOE. Business [Budget 20,000 Annually |64
special needs and the community
ET3a Identify citizens subject to suffering from 1t Responder  [Cnty/Dept 2,000 2010 |65
extreme temperatures Agencies, EMA  [Budget 50,000
Distribute flood preparedness and response
. . : 1stResponder  [Cnty/Dept 2,000
FL1a mformatpn to schopls, special needs and all Agencies, EMA  [Budget 200000 Annually |82
community populations
FLog Train and equip 1 responders to respond to (15t Responder  [Cnty/City 22,000 Onaoing 175
flood events and exercise response Agencies, EMA  [Budget Grants | 200,000 going
, , , 1stResponder  (Cnty/City 200,0000 2012
FL2b [Train and equip a swift water rescue team Agencies, EMA  [Budget Grants | 500,000 2013 55
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Table 7.16 Scott County Mitigation Actions

Hazard
&
Action

Action/Project Description

Responsibility

Funding
Source

Estimated
Cost/
Benefit

Completion |-

Date

Priority

FL3c

Adopt/enforce an NFIP flood plain Mgnt plan
by reviewing all building permits to ensure

compliance.

EMA, Scott Cnty,
Belle Plaine, Elko-
New Market,
Jordan, New
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee

Cnty/Dept
Budget

2,000
2,000,000

Ongoing

FL3d

Adopt/enforce floodplain legislation requiring
new structures be elevated above the BSE

EMA, EMA, Scott
Cnty, Belle Plaine,
Elko-New Market,
Jordan, New
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee

Cnty Budget

2,000
2,000,000

Ongoing

70

FL3e

Obtain and maintain NFIP FIRMS to identify
community flood plains

EMA, EMA, Scott
Cnty, Belle Plaine,
Elko-New Market,
Jordan, New
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee

Cnty/Dept
Budget

2,000
20,000

Annually

FL3f

Obtain funding to retrofit, elevate or relocate
repetitive flooding structures in flood plains

EMA, EMA, Scott
Cnty, Belle Plaine,
Elko-New Market,
Jordan, New
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee

Cnty/City
Budget Grants

2,000,000
5,000,000

2011
2015

FL3g

Adopt/enforce flood plain wetlands and
watershed land use zoning

EMA, EMA, Scott
Cnty, Belle Plaine,
Elko-New Market,
Jordan, New
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee

Cnty Budget

2,000
200,000

Ongoing

FL3h

Assist in developing storm water Mgnt plans
for the communities

EMA, EMA, Scott
Cnty, Belle Plaine,
Elko-New Market,
Jordan, New
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee

Cnty/Dept
Budget

22,000
200,000

Ongoing

66

FL3i

Install/replace/maintain culverts and bridges

to reduce flooding

Public Works Cnty
Commission

Cnty/City

Budget Grants

502,000

1,200,000

2011
2014
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Table 7.16 Scott County Mitigation Actions

Hazard Estimated ‘E
& Funding Cost/ |Completion g
Action Action/Project Description Responsibility Source Benefit Date
FL3] Obtain equipment to mitigate street bridge, [Public Works Cnty|Cnty/City 200,0000 2011 62
culverts, and road flooding Commission Budget Grants | 500,000 2014
EMA, EMA, Scott
Cnty, Belle Plaine,
Update Land Use Plans to identify areas Elko-New Market, Cnty/Dept 12,000
FLI where development should be restrictive Jordan, New Budget 50,000 2010163
Prague, Prior ’
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee
EMA, EMA, Scott
Cnty, Belle Plaine,
Flay  |Perform a study of the feasibily of JE(')krga’:'fV,\Vle'\cvarket Cnty Budget 5000 o011 |67
community waterways flood control Prague, Prior Grants 200,000
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee
EMA, Public
Works EMA, Scott
Cnty, Belle Plaine,
FL3n Obtain equipment to build water flow and  [Elko-New Market, |Cnty/City 500,000f 2012 63
water retention areas to mitigate flooding  {Jordan, New Budget Grants | 2,000,000, 2013
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee
Develop a Dam/Levee hazard identification Cnty/City/State 12,000
FL3o and inspection program with DNR EMA, DNR Budget Grants | 200,000 2011174
Identify the communities vulnerability to a Cnty/Dept 2,000
FL3  DamiLevee failure EMA,DNR I et 20000 201 |78
Coordinate between Scott Watershed Mgnt
Flda Organization and Local Governments storm [Scott Watershed |[Cnty Budget, $10,000 2012 |66
water discharges to ensure sufficient Mgnt Organization|Grants 100,000
downstream capacity
FLdb Complete flood damage study for downtown [Community Cnty, City 500,000 2010 |73
Jordan Development Budget, Grants | 2,000,000
IT Department
Community
Development,
EMA, Scott Cnty,
Fldc Complete updated floodplain maps for staff [Belle Plaine, Elko-(Cnty Budget, $25,000 2010 |64
and public use New Market, Grants 2,000,000
Jordan, New

Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,

Shakopee
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Table 7.16 Scott County Mitigation Actions

Hazard Estimated ‘E
& Funding Cost/ |Completion g
Action Action/Project Description Responsibility Source Benefit Date
FL4d Conduct a study to identify hillside erosion  [Scott County Cnty Budget, 75,000, 2010 |63
cost/benefit on Scott Cnty Rd 51 and 6. Public Works Grants 50,000,
Scott Watershed
Mgnt
Organization,
. EMA, Scott Cnty,
Flde éﬁes\:ztniicsht;ﬁgjrgg\igg;?srrai:gr:?oﬁﬁ Belle Plaine, Elko-(Cnty Budget, | $5.000 5444 g3
structures New Market, Grants 100,000
Jordan, New
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee
FLaf Obtain grant funding to study for Markley  [Community Cnty Budget, | $200,000 2012 |61
Lake and O’'Dowd Lake outlet improvements |[Development Grants 2,000,000
Fldg Promote disconnected storm water Mgnt  [Scott Watershed |Cnty Budget, $10,000 Ongoing |62
and low impact development. Mgnt Organization|Grants 100,000
Scott Watershed
Mgnt Organization
EMA, Scott Cnty,
Require floodplain and shoreline ordinances ESIS FETS 2] - Cnty Budget, $5,000
FLAN ko comply with MN DNR requirements | o Markel oot 50000 2010 |61
Jordan, New ’
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee
FL4i Require peak runoff rate control standards [Scott Watershed (Cnty Budget, $5,000 2011 |61
for new developments. Mgnt Organization|Grants 100,000,
FL4i Require analysis for major drainage Scott Watershed [Cnty Budget, $50,000 2012 |61
alterations. Mgnt Organization|Grants 100,000,
FLak Acquire/prepare property to increase storm |Prior Lake Soil  [Cnty Budget, | 2,000,000, 2013 |58
water storage capacity for Spring Lake TWP jand Water District |Grants 5,000,000
FL4l Require an analysis of landlocked areas ~ [Scott Watershed (Cnty Budget, $25,000 2012 |58
prior to the installation of outlets Mgnt Organization|Grants 100,000
ELdm Conduct a feasibility study on the need for a [Scott Watershed (Cnty Budget, $25,000 2010 |58
new outlet on O’Dowd/Thole lake. Mgnt Organization|Grants 100,000,
FLdn Work with the City of Jordan on flood Scott Watershed (Cnty Budget, $25,000 2012 |58
damage reduction efforts. Mgnt Organization|Grants 100,000
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Scott Watershed
Mgnt Organization
EMA, Scott Cnty,
Work with local units of government to Belle Plaine, Elko-
FL40  |insure completion of local flooding risk New Market, gr:;)rl]tliudget, ?(1)8888 Ongoing |58
projects. Jordan, New ’
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee
Obtain ad_ditior)al temporary road closure Scott Count Cntv. Cit $100,000
FL4p  |supplies (i.e. signs, cones barrels, and Public Work); Bu d{;et, érants 500,000 2011 57
concrete barriers.
FL4g Develop solutions If hillside erosion studies [Scott County Cnty Budget, 500,000 2011 |56
has a cost/benefit and achievable methods  [Public Works Grants 1,000,000
. Prior Lake Soil  [Cnty Budget, | $500,000
FL4r  [Reconstruct outlet structure on Prior Lake and Water District (Grants 3,000,000 2012 |55
Flds Work with Scott County Public Works to plan(Scott Watershed [Cnty Budget, $5,000, 2011 |60
and discuss future public ditch operations.  [Mgnt Organization|Grants 50,000
Coordinate with other local units of
: . Scott Watershed [Cnty Budget, $10,000
FL4t  |government with maintenance of outlet Mgnt Organization|Grants 50,000 2010 |60
structures.
= Coordinate with Municipal Separate Storm  [Scott Watershed (Cnty Budget, $5,000, Ongoing |60
Sewer Systems permit requirements. Mgnt Organization|Grants 50,000
Promote and facilitate regional storm water [Scott Watershed |Cnty Budget, $5,000, .
e Mgnt. ) Mgnt Organization Gra)r,ﬁs ) 50,000, oreply e
FLdw Work on a Hwy 169 area drainage feasibility [Scott Watershed [Cnty Budget, $25,000 2011 |60
assessment in Louisville Township. Mgnt Organization|Grants 100,000,
FLdx Communicate with local governments to Scott Watershed (Cnty Budget, $10,000 Ongoing |60
understand local flooding risks. Mgnt Organization|Grants 100,000
Scott Watershed
Mgnt
Organization,
EMA, EMA, Scott
FLdy Use digital terrain modeling to identify Cnty, Belle Plaing,|Cnty Budget, $15,000 2012 |65
potential flooding areas. Elko-New Market, |Grants 150,000
Jordan, New
Prague, Prior
Lake, Savage,
Shakopee
FL4z  |Require a floodplain capacity standard. I\S/ICg%t: (\_/)Vrzt:r:iszgii%n 8?;);“I§udget, 1%8888 2011 63
Fldza Clean out drainage channel from Prior Lake [Prior Lake Soil  (Cnty, City $250,000 2011 |59
to Minnesota River. and Water District [Budget, Grants | 3,000,000
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Distribute Hazard Materials event 15t Responder
HM1a |preparedness and response information to  |Agencies, EMA, gﬂ(tjy/ Etept 20(2)888 Annually |67
schools, special needs and the community [BOE, g ’
Educate the public on common hazardous |1t Responder  [Cnty/Dept 2,000
HMTD materials in home Agencies, EMA  [Budget 120,000, Annually 66
Educate schools special needs, and the
. . ' 1stResponder  [Cnty/Dept 2,000
HMic [community on chemical hazards in the area Agencies, EMA  [Budget 200,000 Annually |70
and evacuation routes.
Train and equip 1 responders to respond to (15t Responder  [Cnty/City 52,000 .
HM2a hazmat incidents and exercise response  |Agencies, EMA  |Budget Grants | 200,000 Ongoing |59
Maintain inventories of Mark | packs to 1st Responder  [Cnty/City 20,000,
HM2b respond to chemical agents Agencies, EMA  [Budget Grants 80,000 Annually - 64
HM2d Obtain and equip a hazardous materials Fire/Hazmat Cnty/City 102,000 2011 59
response vehicle Agencies, EMA  [Budget Grants | 200,0000 2012
HM3a Develop evacuation perimeters and routes  |Police/Fire Depts [Cnty/Dept 2,000, 2011 |63
for high risk hazmat sites EMA Budget 20,000
Maintain and annually update an inventory |15t Responder  [Cnty/Dept 2,000
HM3b of hazmat sites. Agencies, EMA  [Budget 20,000 Annually - 66
Develop/maintain a countywide hazard 1st Responder  |Cnty/Dept 12,000
HM3c materials response plan Agencies, EMA  [Budget 200,000 Annually 165
HM3d Obtain monitoring equipment for high risk (15t Responder  [Cnty/City 29,0000 2012 54
hazmat sites Agencies, EMA  [Budget Grants 80,0000 2013
HM3e Obtain hazmat containment equipment for (1t Responder  [Cnty/City/Dept 20,0000 2012 56
water, roads/railroads Agencies, EMA  [Budget Grants | 200,0000 2013
Enforce SARA. Title IlI/Tier Il facility , Cnty/Dept 2,000 .
HMS hazardous materials reporting. EMA Fire Svos Budget 20,000 Ongoing 165
. |Adopt/enforce hazardous materials site - 2,000
HM3j building setback legislation Cnty Commission (Cnty Budget 20,000 2013 |57
HW1a Obtain NOAA weather radios for schools,  [EMA BOE Cnty  |Cnty/City/BOE 20,0000 2011 69
government and special needs facilities Commission Budget Grants | 200,0000 2012
Distribute High Wind preparedness and
. . . 1stResponder  (Cnty/Dept 2,000
HW1b [response information to s.peC|aI needs, Agencies, EMA  [Budget 200,000 Annually {80
schools and the community
Train/equip 1%t responders to respondto (15t Responder  [Cnty/City 12,000 .
HW2b High Wind events and exercise response  |Agencies, EMA  |Budget Grants 90,000 Ongoing |58
Adopt/enforce comprehensive Building Code . 2,000 .
HW3a legislation Cnty Commission (Cnty Budget 20,000 Ongoing |73
HW3b Develop a debris clearance program that ~ [Public Works Cnty|Cnty/Dept 8,000 2010 |59
can be utilized countywide Commission Budget 50,000
HW3c Obtain funding to build mobile home EMA Cnty Cnty/City 500,0000 2011 58
community storm shelters Commission Budget Grants | 2,000,0000 2014
Adopt/enforce mobile home tie down and - 2,000 .
HW3d skirting legislation Cnty Commission [Cnty Budget 200,000 Ongoing |68
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HWa4a Identify storm shelters in the development of EMA Community |Cnty Budget, 5,000, 2011 |58
master plans for county parks Development Grants 500,000
Research the feasibility of requiring the C . .

; L ommunity Cnty/Utility 20,000

HW4b burymg pf power lines in all new rural cluster Development Budget, Grants | 1,000,000 2010 (58
subdivisions.

IL1a Distribute Meth Lab awareness information |Law Enforcement |Cnty/Dept 2,000 Annually |68
to schools and the community Agencies, EMA  [Budget 20,000 y
Train/equip 1%t responders to respondto (15t Responder  [Cnty/City 22,000 .

128 I\ieth Lab incidents Agencies, EMA  [Budget Grants | 200,000 ©O"9°N9 |58
Join/participate in local state and federal Police/Sheri Cnty/Dept 2,000 .

IL3a drug task forces Dept Cnty Budget 20,000 Ongoing 169

Commission ’

1S13b Establish with the media and NWS an Ice  [EMA, Media NWS |Cnty/Dept 2,000, 2010 |72
land snow community alert system Cnty Commission [Budget 120,000
Distribute Ice/Snow preparedness and

. . . 1stResponder  [Cnty/Dept 2,000

IS1a  |response information to schools, special . Annually |75
needs and the community Agencies, EMA  [Budget 100,000

1524 Train and equip 1 responders to respond to [Public Works,  [Cnty/City 12,000 Onaoing 155
an Ice/Snow event and exercise response  [EMA Budget Grants 50,000, going

. . . EMA, Public .
Assist communities to establish an Ice/snow ’ Cnty/City 2,000 .

IS3b Works Cnty ’ Ongoing (63
removal program for roadways Commission Budget Grants | 200,000
Identify and purchase appropriate equipment Public Works

1S4a needed to help remove large amounts of EMA Communit Cnty Budget, 500,0000 2012 56
snow. (Large snow blowers for use on front- Y lGrants 2,000,000 2013

! Development
end loaders, or other heavy equipment.)

LM1a Distribute to the community information on  |Public Works DOT|Cnty/City 2,000 Annually 160
areas of potential landslides or mudslides  [Cnty Commission [Budget 20,000 y
Develop with the DOT and media a process [EMA, Media NWS .

LM1b  fo alert the public on landslide/mudslide  |DOT Cnty ggéy/ St'ty/ State 20T 2010 |60
locations Commission g ’

LM2a Assist in obtaining equipment to respond to  [Public Works DOT|Cnty/City 200,0000 2012 50
landslide/mudslide events Cnty Commission Budget Grants | 500,0000 2013
Develop a map of potential landslide and ~ [EMA, Cnty Cnty/City 2,000

L M3a mudslide areas Commission Budget 20,000 2010153
Adopt/enforce landslide/mudslide legislation [EMA, Cnty 2,000

L M3b to restrict development in hazard areas Commission Cnty Budget 20,000 2011158

LS1a Distribute land subsidence (sinkhole) 1st Responder  [Cnty/City 2,000, Annually 158
awareness information to the public Agencies, EMA  [Budget, DOT 20,000 y
Develop with the appropriate agencies an PUbli .

X ; ublic Works, Cnty/City 2,000
LS1b falerting process to alert the public of DOT, EMA Budget 20,000 2010 |57

sinkhole locations
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LS3a Assist in obtaining equipment to respond to \Ev'\gﬁéspgr?tl;c Cnty/City 200,0000 2014 48
Land subsidence events Commission Budget Grants | 400,000 2015
Distribute lightning awareness information to|Fire Agencies,  [Cnty/Dept 2,000
L1128 e ublic EMA Budget 20000 Annualy |62
LT1b Develop with media and the NWS a lightning[EMA, Media NWS |Cnty/City 2,000 2010 |62
alerting process for the public Cnty Commission [Budget 20,000
Distribute Pandemic awareness and . Cnty/City
PD1a [response information schools, special needs EMA Public Public Health 2,000 Annually {70
: Health 20,000
and the community Budget Grants
Develop a program to direct citizens to the  [EMA Public Cnty/City 2000
PD1b  [Department of Public Health and CDC Web- [Health Cnty Public Health ’ 2010 |70
. . 20,000
page for Pandemic Event preparedness Commission Budget Grants
Train/equip 1st responders to respondtoa  [Public Health Cnty/Cnty/City 320000 2010
PD2a  [Pandemic/Epidemic eventand exercise ~ |Commission, 15! [Public Health ’ 55
200,0000 2011
response Responders EMA [Budget Grants
L . Public Health CntyCnty/City
t
e e progan Camision, 12 punctiay | 2000 ongong. |
y prog Responders EMA |Budget Grants ’
Train/equip 15t responders on agriculture Cnty/City 32,000
PD2i and vector disease and infection response DOA, DNR, EMA Public Health 1 OOO’OOO Annually 156
P Budget Grants | "
L . , EMA Public Cnty/City
s e o ses s Lo Puscrian | 20 2010 o
urty p Enforcement Budget ’
PD3c Adopt/enforce Pandemic Flu legislationto  [EMA, Cnty Cnty/City 2,000 2010 |67
cancel large public and private events Commission Budget 20,000,
PD3d Assist in developing procedures to prevent  [EMA Dept Of Cnty/DOA/DNR 2,000 Onaoing |54
an outbreak of agriculture related hazards  |Agriculture DNR  [Budget 200,000 going
. Public Works
Identify resources to combat the Emerald . [Cnty/State 2,000
PD4a Tash Borer. EMA Community g oot Grants| 10,000 2010 |7
Development
Obtain equipment for control and removal of [Public Works
i cot . ) . [Cnty/State 500,0000 2011
PD4a |infestation (i.e. chain saws, chippers, PPE, [EMA Community Budget, Grants | 1,000000 2012 55
trucks. Development
. . Public Works
Identify and plan for other agriculture . [Cnty/State 25,000 .
PD4b | . . EMA Community Ongoing (54
infestation located in Scott County. Development Budget, Grants | 200,000
Develop a program for the hazards and Lower Minnesota
TN4a  |boating safety of river usage. (To include all |River Watershed LIz 205 2011 55
) ) . Budget, Grants 50,000
types of river flow from high to low.) District
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Develop a maintenance plan and identify .
TNb funding for maintenance of the 4 Foot ;?\xfrvv;?:;iztg Cnty/State 500,000 2011 |51
Channel from River Mile 14.7 (Savage) to District Budget, Grants | 3,000,000
River Mile 25 (Shakopee).
Develop a plan to provide for the safe Lower Minnesota
TN4c coexistzncz of Cor?wmercial and RecreationallRiver Watershed (B)nty/ Skl 25004 2011 54
o o udget, Grants | 150,000
Navigation. District
TR1a Distribute to schools and the public terrorism|Police/Sheriff Cnty/Dept/BOE 2,000 Annually |66
preparedness and awareness information  [Dept EMA BOE  [Budget 200,000
Educate government officials, special needs |1t Responder
TR1b jand scho%ls on procedures for r?andling Agencigs, EMA (E“:nty/ Dept 2,000 Annually |67
. . . udget 200,000
suspicious mail Post Office
. P EMA Education
Post terrorism and bomb identification . Cnty/Dept 2,000 .
TR1c | SR Officials Law Ongoing |67
information in buildings and schools Enforcement Budget 20,000 going
TR1d Identify/distribute to appropriate officials EMA, Police Dept [Cnty/Dept 2,000 Ongoing |66
potential terrorism targets information Cnty Commission [Budget 20,000
TR2a Train/equip all terrorism 1%t respondersin (15t Responder  [Cnty/City 22,0000 2011 59
terrorism attack techniques Agencies, EMA  [Budget Grants | 200,0000 2012
Train/equip 1st responders on CBRNE 1% Responder  lCntv/Dent 120000 2011
TR2b agents, responding to a CBRNE event and Agencigs, EMA  Bu d{;et (grants 500000 2012 61
exercise response
TR2d Fund/maintain a trained bomb dog and Law Enforcement [Cnty/City 102,000 2010 58
handler to serve the entire county Agencies, EMA  [Budget Grants | 200,0000 2015
TR3a Assist schools in developing terrorism EMA, BOE Police [Cnty/City/BOE 2,000 Ongoing |70
preparedness and response plans Dept/Sheriff Budget Grants 20,000,
Develop evacuation plans for identified Police/Sherii . [Cnty/Dept 2,000
TR3c . Dept EMA, Public ’ 2011 |65
terrorism targets Works Budget 200,000
Distribute to schools, special needs and the |.. Cnty/Dept/BOE 2,000
UF1a public fire safety and repsponse information Fire Svcs, BOE Bud{;et i 200,000 Annually 74
Educate school, special needs and citizens |-. Cnty/City/Dept 2,000
UF1b on fire extinguisheﬁ use Fire Departments Budget 200,000 Annually - 75
UF1c Assist in obtaining a fire education-training  [Fire Svcs, Cnty  [Cnty/Dept 52,000 2012 61
trailer for the jurisdiction. Commission Budget Grants | 200,000
UF2a Train/equip 15t responders to respond to fire [Fire Svcs, Cnty  (Cnty/Dept 22,000 Ongoing |71
incidents and exercise response Commission Budget Grants | 100,000
Obtain/maintain fire fighting supplies atall  |Fire Svcs, Cnty  [Cnty/Dept 25,000
UF2b fire departments Jrnesib Commission ' Bud{;et (grants 100,000 Annually 72
UF2c Obtain fire equipment to combat fires in high [Fire Agencies,  [Cnty/Dept 500,0000 2012 66
rise buildings Cnty Commission Budget Grants | 2,000,0000 2013
Train fire 15! responders to at least the , Cnty/Dept 20,000 .
UF2d "Awareness andeperations level" Fire Sves Budget 80,000 Ongoing |71
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Ensure that NFPA standards and codes are |.
UF3a [followed and that fire codes are enforced E'l\r/f ADepartments, gﬂ(tjy/g)tept 23888 Ongoing |74
with citations issued for violations. 9 ’
Develop fire plans for all major businesses |- Cnty/City/Dept 25,000 ,
UF3D | nd critical faciliies Fire Departments g, 1ot 500000 O"9ng |75
Adopt/enforce sprinkler and smoke alarm .. [Cnty/Dept 2,000 ,
UF3C  legistation for all facilies Cnty Commission g et 100,000 On9°N9 |71
UF3d Obtain fire equipment to combat fires where [Fire Agencies,  [Cnty/Dept 300,0000 2012 66
water hydrants are non-existent Cnty Commission [Budget Grants | 500,0000 2014
UF3e Acquire and install six inch water mains and IEIJEIQQV?;;?ESS’Cinty Cnty/Dept 2,000,000 2012 62
hydrants community wide Commission Budget Grants | 5,000,000, 2014
Adopt/enforce housing code legislation to o 2,000
UFat limit number of citizens in housing Cnty Commission (Cnty Budget 20,000 2010 168
Assist power utilities in implementing a - Cnty/Utility 2,000
UPla power outage public alerting program Utiities, EMA Budget 20,000 2010 65
UP2a Train 1t responders on dealing with downed ,1: S:CSiggng(I\Q/er Cnty/Utility 12,000 Annually |64
power lines during a response U?ilities : ’ |[Budget Grants | 200,000 y
UP3a Identify special needs populations that rely |15t Responder  [Cnty/Dept 2,000, 2010 |65
on electricity for medical equipment Agencies, EMA  [Budget 20,000
UW1a Develop with the water utilities a process to |Utility Agencies, [Cnty/Dept 2,000 2010 |66
alert the public of water contamination EMA Budget 20,000
UW2a Train/equip utility workers with water testing |{Utility Agencies, |Cnty/Dept 28,0000 2010 58
and monitoring processes and equipment  [Cnty Commission [Budget Grants | 200,0000 2011
UW3a Develop a wellhead protection programto  |Utility Agencies, [Cnty/Dept 12,000, 2012 60
upgrade wells in the 100-year flood plain.  |Cnty Commission [Budget 200,000
UWda Continue well decommissioning through cost|Lower Mn. River [Cnty/State $500,000 Onaoing |64
sharing incentive programs. Watershed DistrictBudget, Grants | 300,000 going
Promote conservation and wise use of ,
, . |Lower Mn. River [Cnty/State $10,000 .
UW4b groundvyater through education and public Watershed Distric{Budget, Grants 50,000 Ongoing (63
information.
Support county area planning by using the .
) Lower Mn River  (Cnty/State $100,000
UW4c  [Metro .Councns modgl to assess ground Watershed DistrictiBudget, Grants | 200,000 2011 59
water impact of continued development.
UW4d Establish Stormwater infiltration criteriato  [Lower Mn. River [Cnty/State $10,000 2011 |60
protect the quality of groundwater. Watershed DistrictBudget, Grants 50,000
Analyze data to document trends on issues [Lower Minnesota
UW4e [such as water usage, contamination, quality, [River Watershed LIz $100,000 2011 57
a L Budget, Grants | 200,000
and availability. District
UWaf Determine fen and trout stream recharge  [Lower Mn. River [Cnty/State $50,000 2012 |57
areas. Watershed DistrictBudget, Grants | 150,000
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Develop a channel lobby for funding to Lower Minnesota
UW4g |assess unregulated discharges in the MN  |River Watershed LIz 20 2012 |57
; . L Budget, Grants | 300,000
River Basin. District
Work with the State and stakeholders to
establish a Mn. River basin commission to  [Lower Minnesota

UW4h |coordinate Mgnt, implement projects and  |River Watershed (B;S(tjy/ Sttagrants ] (1)88888 Ongoing |57
programs of common benefit, and monitor  |District get, e
performance of local water Mgnt entities
Adopt infiltration standards within the Lower Minnesota

UW4i |watershed district based on Pepin Total River Watershed (B;S:jy/gtta;ants 5$: 888 2011 56
Maximum Daily Load District get, :

UWdi Improve groundwater monitoring in the Lower Mn. River [Cnty/State $200,000 2011 |52

) Watershed Mgnt Organization. Watershed DistrictBudget, Grants | 600,000

UWak Work with the Metropolitan Council to Lower Mn River  [Cnty/State $200,000 Onaoina 160
complete a model of the metro region. Watershed DistrictBudget, Grants | 400,000 going

UWal Support wellhead protection efforts by Lower Mn. River [Cnty/State $50,000 Onaoing |61
providing staff time and technical assistance.Watershed DistrictBudget, Grants | 200,000 going

UW4m Adopt minimum, consistent runoff peak Lower Mn. River [Cnty/State $5000 2011 |52
standards within the watershed district. Watershed DistrictBudget, Grants 60,000
Reduce/stop groundwater contamination of .

UW4n fens and trout streams (Eagle Creek and Ié?\x?w;?:;iztg Cnty/State $50,000 2010 5
Savage Fen) by identifying sources and District Budget, Grants | 150,00000 2012
limiting/stopping contaminant release.

Identify ways to maintain supply of Lower Minnesota
UW4o |groundwater to fens and trout streams with  |River Watershed LTz $25,000 2011 |50
N . Budget, Grants | 100,000,
the watershed district. District
Distribute Wildfire awareness, preparedness [Fire Agencies,  [Cnty/Dept 2,000

WFia information to schools and the public EMA, BOE Budget 200,000 Annually 70
Assist DNR in distributing USFS fuels Fire Svc Cnty/Dept/DNR 2,000

WFib reduction information (Firewise.) Agencies, EMA  [Budget 200,000 Annually 69
Publish outdoor burn ban info in area EMA, Cnty Cnty/Dept 2,000

WFic newspapers during Wild-land fire seasons.  |[Commission Budget 50,000 Annually |72

WF1d Develop with the media and fire responders [EMA, Media NWS [Cnty/Dept 2,000 2010 |72
a public alerting process for the public Cnty Commission [Budget 50,000
Train/equip 1st responders on techniques to |Fire Agencies,  [Cnty/Dept 92,000

WF2a respond to wild-land fire events. EMA Budget Grants 200,000 Annually |58

WE2b Obtain specialized equipment to combat  [Fire Agencies,  [Cnty/Dept 202,000 2014 |60
wildfires.(4-wheel drive brush fire truck) Cnty Commission [Budget Grants | 2,000,000
Exercise fire response regularly for Fire Agencies,  [Cnty/Dept 24,000 ,

WF2c residences, businesses and industry EMA Budget Grants | 200,000 Ongoing 163
Identify Private contractors to assist in wild- |15t Responder  [Cnty/Dept 2,000 .

WF2d land fire response Agencies, EMA  [Budget 20,000 Ongoing 166
Adopt/enforce wildfire legislation that EMA, Cnty 2,000

VF3a includes burning bans Commission Cnty Budget 120,000, 2010 166
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in and/or expan ible warning units t
Obtain and/or expand audible warning units 1o |3\ g 1515|3132 |2|3|2|3|3|3|3|3|2|3|2|3[1]2|2|3|2|369
all uncovered community areas
Distribute safe room/shelter in place
information to schools, special needs and 2 3|67
community populations
Assist citizens to develop emergency 85
preparedness, response and recovery plans.
Obtain/install an automated community wide 7

Develop a media warning program to warn the
community of a potential hazard event

80

Add hazard preparedness and response
Information to a community web site

82

Obtain/distribute interoperable radios for all 1t
responders

70

Train and equip 1%t responders for search and
rescue missions

60

Train and equip 1%t responders to respond to
Mass causality events and exercise response

62

Recruit/train and equip volunteers for CERT, a
Medical Reserve Corps, SAFCOM, etc

7

Train 1t responders and community officials on
the National Incident Management System

N

73

Train 1t responders and community officials on
EOC Operations and the EOP

73

Obtain and continually update 911 technology
and capabilities

77

Obtain Crisis Management Software and
Equipment for primary and secondary EOC’s

65

Obtain/install emergency generators or
“pigtails” for critical government facilities and
fuel depots.

54
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casualty & recovery agreements are current
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obtain emergency generators and/or pigtails
Develop EOP ESF’s/annexes for all hazards
that may impact the community 116141413|3 812123]2)3|3]3]3)2)2|1]33 3|70
Review/revise the Emergency Operations Plan
. 1 70
annually and after each disaster
Obtain funding to add disaster shelters as 58
necessary
Coordinate a shelter program with the Red 66
Cross and volunteers
Assist schools to implement a disaster phone 84
line
Assist utilities in developing restoration and 66
mitigation plans
Assist businesses, schools, special needs and 66
public facilities to post evacuation routes
Obtain signage to direct the public evacuation 63
during hazard events
Develop/implement/maintain the community’s 81
Mitigation Action Plan
Develop a process to ensure that all damages
resulting from a disaster eventis reportedto |1 62
the National Weather Service
Obtain funds for critical government
departments to develop Continuity of 69
Operations Plans
Assist businesses to develop Business 67
Continuity Plans
Assist communities in developing strategies to 65
prevent loss of public records
Annually review and update hazard related 65
legislation
Ensure mutual aid, shelter, response, mass 79
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to store and process storm debris.
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Action/Project Description o R R P o e e = W o P o o Y et
ist critical sites to develop and provide t
Assist critical sites to develop and provide to olelalals|3]3]3]2]3]2]2]2]313131313]3]2]3]3]3]3]3]74
EMA an emergency plan
ildi i Inspection
Insurebuﬂdmgcodecomphgnce Ispections |51a141413(3]2(2[3l22]2]2(3[31213]3]2(3[2|2|2]2(3] 64
are conducted on construction projects
Identify/deliver CPR, First Aid, Search and
Rescue, NIMS, etc. disaster training to 71
volunteers
Improve/upgrade training facilities & equip at 66
the Scott County Regional Training Facility
Identify/reserve county land as a staging area 43

Identify/obtain resources needed to process
storm debris. (l.e., chippers, backhoes, etc.)

48

Develop plan to trim and clear trees in county
owned parkland.

56

Modify zoning ordinances allowing temporary
debris staging areas

51

Distribute drought awareness and response to
the public

65

Support the DNR’s pending rules for water use
conservation plans for all cities applying for
new high-capacity municipal wells.

58

Distribute earthquake preparedness and
response information to special needs, schools
and the community

70

Distribute Extreme Temperature
preparation/response information to school,
special needs and the community

64

Identify citizens subject to suffering from
extreme temperatures

65

Distribute flood preparedness and response
information to schools, special needs and the
community

82
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culverts, and road flooding
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Action/Project Description e e« 0252 SEEEh e << oSS EL 2
i i st
Train and equip 1 responderstorespondto alelelslalalol2lal2l3l3]3ll3]3l21113]113]2]3]3 ]3] 75
flood events and exercise response
Train and equip a swift water rescue team 2|16/012(3[3|2|1]1]1]2|2]2]|3|3|3]|2|1|1]1]2|3]3]3|3]55
Adopt/enforce an NFIP flood plain ol3lalals|3]2 ololal2l3l3l213(3l3l3l2]2(3]3]3]67
management plan
Adopt/enforce floodplain legislation requiring 70
new structures be elevated above the BSE
Obtain and maintain NFIP FIRMS to identify 79
community flood plains
Obtain funding to retrofit, elevate or relocate 65
repetitive flooding structures in flood plains
Adopt/enforce flood plain wetlands and 68
watershed land use zoning
Assist in developing storm water management 66
plans for the communities
Install/replace/maintain culverts and bridges to 61
reduce flooding
Obtain equipment to mitigate street bridge, 62

Update Land Use Plans to identify areas where
development should be restrictive

63

Perform a study of the feasibility of community
waterways flood control

67

Obtain equipment to build water flow and water
retention areas to mitigate flooding

63

Develop a Dam/Levee hazard identification and
inspection program with DNR

74

Identify the communities vulnerability to a
Dam/Levee failure

78

Complete flood damage study for downtown
Jordan

73

Obtain grant funding to study for Markley Lake
and O’'Dowd Lake outlet improvements

61
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Action/Project Description Tt v v =52 SRR h Sa<l<Eo S STald 2
Complete updated floodplain maps for staff and
IPIEte up P P 113]2(2(3|3[3]2]3|2|2|2|2|2(3[3|3|3|2|3|3|3|3|3|3 |64
public use
Reconstruct outlet structure on Prior Lake 213121213|3(3|2(2|1]|2(2]|2(2|3|3|2|1|2|1(2]2]|3|2|3|55
Clean out drainage channel from Prior Lake to
) ; 2(3|4|4 212(1(2|2|2]|2 2
Minnesota River. 8 3|3 3133 211121213123
Acquire/prepare property to increase storm
quire/prepare property o|3|4(4|3|3]2]2]1]2|2|2|2|3|3[3]1

water storage capacity for Spring Lake TWP

Conduct a study to identify hillside erosion
cost/benefit on Scott Cnty Rd 51 and 6.

Develop solutions If hillside erosion studies has
a cost/benefit and achievable methods

Obtain additional temporary road closure
supplies (i.e. signs, cones barrels, and 2|13|0|0(3(3|3(2(2|2|2(2|2|3|3|3]|2
concrete barriers.

Require floodplain and shoreline ordinances to
comply with MN Department of Natural
Resources requirements

—_
w
no
no
w
w
no
no
w
w
no
no
—_
w
w
no
w

Assist each local government to Adopt

Elevation standards legislation for new 1(3/4(4|3|3(2(2|2(2(1|1|1]3|3|2|3
structures

Require a floodplain capacity standard. 2|13|2|12(3|3|2|2|3|3|2(2|2|3(3|2|3
Require peak runoff rate control standards for

hew developments, 2|3(2|2|3|3|2]2(3(2|1|2|2|3|3|2|3

Require an analysis of landlocked areas prior
to the installation of outlets

—_
o
no
N
w
w
w
N
w
no
—_
—_
no
w
w
no
w

Require analysis for major drainage alterations.|2|0]2(2|3|3|3|2(3|2|2|2|2|3|3|2|3

Coordinate between Scott Watershed Mgnt
Organization and Local Governments storm
water discharges to ensure sufficient
downstream capacity

Promote disconnected storm water
management and low impact development.

Work with Scott County Public Works to plan
and discuss future public ditch operations.

7-44
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flooding areas.
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i i | units of government
Coordinate with other local units of government| 5 || 313312 |3(2|2|2|2|3|3|3|3|3|2[3|2|3|3]3|3| 60
with maintenance of outlet structures.
[ [ icipal rate Storm
Coordinate with Munlglpa Slepa ate Sto slolol2(3l3 ololalalsl3lal3lal2lsl2]3 3160
Sewer Systems permit requirements.
Promote and facilitate regional storm water 60
management.
Conduct a feasibility study on the need for a 58
new outlet on O’'Dowd/Thole lake.
Work on a Hwy 169 area drainage feasibility 60
assessment in Louisville Township.
Work with the City of Jordan on flood damage 58
reduction efforts.
Work with local units of government to insure 58
completion of local flooding risk projects.
Communicate with local governments to 60
understand local flooding risks.
Use digital terrain modeling to identify potential 65

Distribute Hazard Materials event
preparedness and response information to
schools, special needs and the community

67

Educate the public on common hazardous
materials in home

66

Educate schools special needs, and the
community on chemical hazards in the area
and evacuation routes.

70

Train and equip 1%t responders to respond to
hazmat incidents and exercise response

59

Maintain inventories of Mark | packs to respond
to chemical agents

64

Obtain and equip a hazardous materials
response vehicle

59

Develop evacuation perimeters and routes for
high risk hazmat sites

63
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water, roads/railroads
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Action/Project Description o R R P o e e = W o P o o Y et
Maintain and annuall te an inventory of
aintain and annually update a Yol |ol3la|2|3|3|3|2|3]2|2|2(2(3|3|33|3|2|3|3|3[3|3|3|66
hazmat sites.
Develop/maintain ntywide hazard
evelop/maintain a countywide 2(3|2|2(3]3 22]2(2(3|3|33|3|2|2|3|3[3[3|3|65
materials response plan
Obtain monitoring equipment for high risk 54
hazmat sites
Obtain hazmat containment equipment for 56

Enforce SARA. Title lll/Tier Il facility hazardous
materials reporting.

65

Adopt/enforce hazardous materials site
building setback legislation

57

Obtain NOAA weather radios for schools,
government and special needs facilities

69

Distribute High Wind preparedness and
response information to special needs, schools
and the community

80

Train/equip 15t responders to respond to High
Wind events and exercise response

58

Adopt/enforce comprehensive Building Code
legislation

73

Develop a debris clearance program that can
be utilized countywide

59

Obtain funding to build mobile home
community storm shelters

58

Adopt/enforce mobile home tie down and
skirting legislation

68

Identify storm shelters in the development of
master plans for county parks

58

Research the feasibility of the burying of power
lines in all new rural cluster subdivisions.

58

Distribute Meth Lab awareness information to
schools and the community

68
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Ice/Snow event and exercise response
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Action/Project Description o R R P o e e = W o P o o Y et
i ip 18t nd to Meth
Train/equip 1% responders to respond toMeth 15131515 3133|121 |2(22|2|3|3|3]2]1]2]1|2|3|3]3|3| 58
Lab incidents
i ici in local state and federal dr
Join/participate in local state and federal drug ol3lal2133(31213[2|313(3(3(3|3133]213(3(33]3(3]69
task forces
Distribute Ice/Snow preparedness and
response information to schools, special needs 75
and the community
Establish with the media and NWS an Ice and 79
snow community alert system
Train and equip 1% responders to respond to an| 55

Identify and purchase appropriate equipment
needed to help remove large amounts of snow.
(Large snow blowers for use on front-end
loaders, or other heavy equipment.)

56

Assist communities to establish an Ice/snow
removal program for roadways

63

Distribute to the community information on
areas of potential landslides or mudslides

60

Develop with the DOT and media a process to
alert the public on landslide/mudslide locations

60

Assist in obtaining equipment to respond to
landslide/mudslide events

50

Develop a map of potential landslide and
mudslide areas

53

Adopt/enforce landslide/mudslide legislation to
restrict development in hazard areas

58

Distribute land subsidence (sinkhole)
awareness information to the public

58

Develop with the appropriate agencies an
alerting process to alert the public of sinkhole
locations

57

Assist in obtaining equipment to respond to

Land subsidence events

48
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response
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Action/Project Description e e R o ] o e e 2 W o o | e T Y
Distribute lightning awareness information t
stribute lightning awareness informationto. 5131515155/ |2|2|2|2|2|2|3|3|3|3|3|2[3|3|3|3|3|3|62
the public
Develop with media and the NWS a lightning
; , 2|3(2|2|2|2|2|2]2(2|2|2|2|3|3|3|3|3(2(3(3|3|3|3|3|62
alerting process for the public
Distribute Pandemic awareness and response
information schools, special needs and the 70
community
Develop a program to direct citizens to the
Department of Public Health and CDC Web- 70
page for Pandemic Event preparedness
Train/equip 15t responders to respond to a
Pandemic/Epidemic event and exercise 55

Assist in developing a 1%t responder infectious
disease early vaccination program

63

Train/equip 15t responders on agriculture and
vector disease and infection response

56

Assist in developing a traffic flow and security
plan for Pandemic vaccination sites

59

Adopt/enforce Pandemic Flu legislation to
cancel large public and private events

67

Assist in developing procedures to prevent an
outbreak of agriculture related hazards

54

Identify resources to combat the Emerald Ash
Borer.

57

Obtain equipment for control and removal of
agriculture infestation

55

Identify and plan for combating other
agriculture infestation located in Scott County.

54

Develop a program for the hazards and boating
safety of river usage during both low and hi
river flow

55
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fire extinguisher use
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Action/Project Description o v 0252 SEEEaSE <o S STIEE 2
Develop a plan and identify funding for
maintenance of the 4 Channel from River Mile |2|0/2|2(3|3|2|2(2|2|2|2|2|2|2|2|2|2(2|2|2|2|3|2|2]|51
14.7 (Savage) to River Mile 25 (Shakopee).
Develop a plan to provide for the safe
coexistence of Commercial and Recreational 54
Navigation.
Distribute to schools and the public terrorism 66
preparedness and awareness information
Educate government officials, special needs
and schools on procedures for handling 67
suspicious mail
Post terrorism and bomb identification 67
information in buildings and schools
Identify/distribute to appropriate officials 66
potential terrorism targets information
Train/equip all terrorism 15t responders in 59
terrorism attack techniques
Train/equip 1st responders on CBRNE agents,
responding to a CBRNE event and exercise 61
response
Fund/maintain a trained bomb dog and handler 58
to serve the entire county
Assist schools and medical entities in
developing terrorism/CBRNE preparedness 70
and response plans
Develop evacuation plans for identified 65
terrorism targets
Distribute to schools, special needs and the 74
public fire safety and response information
Educate school, special needs and citizens on 75

Assist in obtaining a fire education-training
trailer for the jurisdiction.

"y

61
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hydrants community wide

N
u =l T Sg (8 |<
Q=0 @ 2] o9 [Ev _ (o
2389 5 2 | 5 _[Eyz=
S99 == o €0 =9 g
g _|s S| © g S| (3.2 K2
@€l El2.8 5T g« s & §| /%O S TiEh|-= &
8 9o 2= 52 2w sl w=U;_“mQ_mO¢B
<4 3523 8529 a9at <E£zS2Insss L
820'580'5-%39-&0 LSl 3o SlBls e 6
= 3ol © §m=°=mgg>°.£_|ogm8¢ms o
EEEEEEEEEE e e S s b
—| O G| &)= — N5 6 o5 el ose =
Ex oo SO 0 2870 225582555582 5
S22 E 568 os5 oa5 5sm0 8e S S| ES -2
Siajming 6 9P 2 ST E g S S S §/F| &
EEE e e Rk
: : ‘ot 8199/ T o £| 5/ 5.8 &« o o/6|cl8 S| & o< s o ©
Action/Project Description o R R P o e e = W o P o o Y et
i ip 18t rs to respond to fir
Trainfequip 1¢! responders to respondtofite 5161415 13]3(3|2(3|2|3|3|3|3|3|3|3[1|2]1|3|3|3|3|3| 71
incidents and exercise response
in/maintain fire fightin lies at all fir
Obtain/maintain fire fighting supplies at all fire 3lslal2|3]3 ol3131313(3(3[3l2]2]2(3]3 3079
departments
Obtain fire equipment to combat fires in high 66
rise buildings
Train fire 1%t responders to at least the 7
"Awareness and Operations level"
Ensure that NFPA standards and codes are
followed and that fire codes are enforced with 74
citations issued for violations.
Develop fire plans for all major businesses and 75
critical facilities
Adopt/enforce sprinkler and smoke alarm 71
legislation for all facilities
Obtain fire equipment to combat fires where 66
water hydrants are non-existent
Acquire and install six inch water mains and 62

Adopt/enforce housing code legislation to limit
number of citizens in housing

68

Assist power utilities in implementing a power
outage public alerting program

65

Train 1t responders on dealing with downed
power lines during a response

64

Identify special needs populations that rely on
electricity for medical equipment

65

Develop with the water utilities a process to
alert the public of water contamination

66

Train/equip utility workers with water testing
and monitoring processes and equipment

N

58

Develop a wellhead protection program to
upgrade wells in the 100-year flood plain.

N

60
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Watershed Management Organization.
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Adopt infiltration standards within the

watershed district based on Pepin Total 2|1010|2(3(2|3|2(2|2|2(2|2|3|3|3|3|3(2|3|2|3|3|2|2|56

Maximum Daily Load

Adopt minimum, consistent runoff peak 2 50

standards within the watershed district.

Reduce/stop groundwater contamination of

fens and trout streams (Eagle Creek and 50

Savage Fen) by identifying sources and

limiting/stopping contaminant release.

Identify ways to maintain supply of

groundwater to fens and trout streams with the 50

watershed district.

Analyze data to document trends on issues

such as water usage, contamination, quality, 57

and availability.

Determine fen and trout stream recharge 57

areas.

Develop a channel lobby for funding to assess 5 57

unregulated discharges in the MN River Basin.

Work with the State and stakeholders to

establish a Mn. River basin commission to

coordinate Mgnt, implement projects and 57

programs of common benefit, and monitor

performance of water management entities

Promote conservation and wise use of

groundwater through education and public 63

information.

Establish Stormwater infiltration criteria to 60

protect the quality of groundwater.

Continue well decommissioning through cost 64

sharing incentive programs.

Improve groundwater monitoring in the 59
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newspapers during Wild-land fire seasons.
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Action/Project Description e e R o ] o e e 2 W o o | e T Y
i i ncil to complet
WorkwﬂhtheMetropolltanou cilto complete 51 1010(3(32(2(3[2]2]2(213]3]3|3|3]2(313]3]3|3 ]3] 60
a model of the metro region.
ion effort
Support wellhead protection efforts by 2|0/0[2|3|3|3|2|3|2|2|2|2|3|3|3|3|3|2|3|3|3|3|3|3]61
providing staff time and technical assistance.
Support county area planning by using the
Metro Councils model to assess ground water 59
impact of continued development.
Distribute Wildfire awareness, preparedness 20
information to schools and the public
Assist DNR in distributing USFS fuels reduction 69
information (Firewise.)
Publish outdoor burn ban info in area 79

Develop with the media and fire responders a
public alerting process for the public

72

Train/equip 15t responders on techniques to
respond to wild-land fire events.

58

Obtain specialized equipment to combat
wildfires. (4-wheel drive brush fire truck)

60

Exercise fire response regularly for residences,
businesses and industry

63

Identify Private contractors to assist in wild-land
fire response

66

Adopt/enforce wildfire legislation that includes

burning bans

66
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