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Executive Summary

Mitigation is any action taken to eliminate or reduce the long-term risk to human life and
property from natural and technological hazards. It is one of the phases of emergency
management which can occur in any stage and is the only phase that breaks the cycle of
damage.
The purpose of the Nevada Hazard Mitigation Working Group (NHMWG) is to advise the
Nevada Division of Emergency Management (NDEM) concerning hazard mitigation assistance
(HMA) programs, which includes planning, projects, and policies. The Working Group adheres
to the State Hazard Mitigation Plan prepared in accordance with the Federal Disaster Mitigation
Act of 2000 (DMA 2000).
The NHMWG is made up of fourteen individuals including Local Government Emergency
Management, Economic Development, Land Use Development, Housing, Health and Human
Services, Governor’s Office of Energy (Infrastructure), Natural and Cultural Resources, Subject
Matter Expert Earthquake, Subject Matter Expert Wildfire, Subject Matter Expert Flood, Subject
Matter Expert Pandemic, and Subject Matter Expert Weather.

NHMWG activities include providing public awareness, review and evaluation of grant
applications, prioritization of applications, providing assistance to local, tribal and state
agencies for planning and funding opportunities, and the update and implementation of the
state plan. These activities are handled during four, one-day meetings each year, with
homework prior to some meetings. Homework may include 1) review of grant applications 2)
feedback to applicants 3) review of the Nevada Hazard Mitigation Plan (HMP) update and 4)
participation in task forces and learning opportunities as available. Meetings are held at
different locations, including rural communities, which may require travel. Travel arrangements
and expenses are the responsibility of NDEM. Additional meetings may be required in the event
of a Presidentially declared disaster within Nevada.

Revised 06/02/2021

Page EX- 1

NHMWG Orientation

Executive Summary

Specific charges to the Committee include:


Implement the State Hazard Mitigation Plan, through the following actions:



Encourage local, tribal and regional, multi-jurisdictional governmental agencies and the private
sector to prepare their own hazard mitigation plans;



Initiate the preparation of appropriate proposals from state agencies and encourage local, tribal
and regional, multi-jurisdictional governmental agencies to submit proposals for pre-disaster
mitigation (BRIC) projects in Nevada;



Review proposals submitted for pre-disaster mitigation (BRIC) projects and make
recommendations to NDEM for funding priorities;



Assist NDEM in the preparation of formal proposals to FEMA for pre-disaster mitigation (BRIC)
projects;



Promote activities that contribute toward building disaster-resistant communities throughout
Nevada; and



Assess risks from natural hazards in Nevada, and use risk assessments in the development of
Hazard Mitigation Plans and in the evaluation of proposals for mitigation projects



Review and revise the State HMP, as required by federal law or as needed.

Keeping the State HMP updated as required, every five years, impacts funding after an event
(public assistance, hazard mitigation grant assistance, and fire management assistance grants)
and prior to an event (pre-disaster mitigation (BRIC) grants and flood management assistance
grants). As an enhanced plan, the HMP allows the state to receive a higher percentage of
federal mitigation funding during a Presidentially-declared disaster (20% of the public
assistance amount versus 15%) and used to provide an advantage for Nevada’s nationally
competitive mitigation grants. This enhanced status is due to NDEM’s mitigation program and
activities by the NHMPC.
The 2018 HMP lists seventeen (17) hazards which threaten Nevada and rates them as shown
below.
Table 3-4. Risk Categories Assigned to Nevada hazards
High Risk

Medium/Significant Risk

Low Risk

Earthquake

Extreme Heat

Tsunami/seiche

Wildfire

Hazardous Materials

Hail and thunderstorm

Flood

Drought
Severe storms and extreme
snowfall, windstorm

Avalanche
Epidemic
Landslide
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Table 3-4. Risk Categories Assigned to Nevada hazards
High Risk

Medium/Significant Risk

Low Risk

Tornado
Infestation
Land Subsidence and
Ground Failure
Volcano
Expansive Soil

The 2018 HMP provides Nevada’s goals and actions to reduce the threat of these hazards and
can be found on the NDEM Website in Table 4-2 at 2018 NV Enhanced State Hazard Mitigation Plan.
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Introduction to Mitigation

Grant Workshop Slides

Why do mitigation?
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Introduction to Mitigation

For every dollar
spent on
mitigation, $4 is
saved in future
damages.
(Per the National Institute of
Building Sciences -2005)

Reasons to do Mitigation
• Disasters cost too much
• State/Federal aid
•
•
•

insufficient
Can prevent damages
Less impact and speed
response and recovery
process
Mitigation happens at the
local level

Revised 06/02/2021

Page 1- 2

NHMWG Orientation

Introduction to Mitigation

40% of small
businesses never
reopen following
a flood, tornado,
earthquake or
other disaster.
(Per the American Red Cross)
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Hazard Mitigation
Assistance Guidance
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program, Pre-Disaster Mitigation
Program, and Flood Mitigation Assistance Program
'FCSVBSZ 
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Department of Homeland Security
500 C Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20472

Titles of Opportunities:

i Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)
i Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM) Program
i Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA) Program
Funding Opportunity Numbers:

The Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) numbers for the
three Hazard Mitigation Assistance (HMA) programs are:
i 97.039 Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)
i 97.047 Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM) Program
i 97.029 Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA) Program
Federal Agency Name:

U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
Announcement Type:

Initial

STATEMENT FROM THE DEPUTY
ASSOCIATE ADMINISTRATOR FOR
MITIGATION
I recognize and embrace the opportunity to align our programs to the 2014–2018 FEMA
Strategic Plan and Whole Community approach to resiliency. To achieve this aim, I am pleased
to share with you the Fiscal Year 2015 (FY15) Hazard Mitigation Assistance (HMA) Guidance.
This updated guidance is an essential instrument for our internal and external stakeholders. It
carefully outlines strategies for the mitigation process by interpreting the Federal statutes,
regulations, and best practices. This update is a collaborative effort of my staff, with input from
external stakeholders.
We revised the HMA Guidance with an eye toward creating more programmatic flexibility.
Some of the major adjustments are:
i Integrating climate change / resilience considerations
i Simplifying Benefit-Cost Analysis (BCA) requirements (e.g., Hurricane Residential Wind
Retrofit BCA)
i Linking the implementation of disaster-resistant building codes WR projects funded under the
Additional HMGP 5 Percent initiative
In addition to the changes listed above, we developed HMA Job Aids to enhance the fiscal
processes and outreach materials for homeowners and federally-recognized tribes to better serve
their needs. Lastly, we have incorporated provisions to promote accessibility as required by the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990.
The FY15 HMA Guidance is the definitive policy document for the Federal Insurance and
Mitigation Administration (FIMA) and it is my expectation that this document be treated as
FIMA’s official position on HMA-related matters.
The FY15 HMA Guidance will help move communities towards a more resilient future. Let us
continue to work together to make the HMA programs the best they can be.

Roy E. Wright
Deputy Associate Administrator for Mitigation
Federal Insurance and Mitigation Administration
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Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2000)
"The Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA 2000) (P.L. 106-390) provides an opportunity for States,
Tribes, and local governments to take a new and revitalized approach to mitigation planning. DMA
2000 amended the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (the Act) by
repealing the previous Mitigation Planning section (409) and replacing it with a new Mitigation
Planning section (322). This new section emphasizes the need for State, Tribal, and local entities to
closely coordinate mitigation planning and implementation efforts. It continues the requirement for
a State mitigation plan as a condition of disaster assistance, and creates incentives for increased
coordination and integration of mitigation activities at the State level through the establishment of
requirements for two different levels of State plans: 'Standard' and 'Enhanced.' States that
demonstrate an increased commitment to comprehensive mitigation planning and implementation
through the development of an approved Enhanced State Plan can increase the amount of funding
available through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP). Section 322 also established a new
requirement for Local Mitigation Plans, and authorized up to 7% of HMGP funds available to a State
to be used for development of State, Tribal, and Local Mitigation Plans. To implement the DMA
2000 planning requirements, FEMA published an Interim Final Rule (the Rule) in the Federal
Register on February 26, 2002. This Rule (44 CFR Part 201) established the mitigation planning
requirements for States, Tribes, and local communities. Normally FEMA publishes a proposed rule
for public comment before publishing a final rule."

44 Code of Federal Regulations
201-Mitigation Planning
The purpose of this part is to provide information on the polices and procedures for
mitigation planning as required by the provisions of section 322 of the Stafford Act, 42
U.S.C. 5165.
(b) The purpose of mitigation planning is for State, local, and Indian tribal governments
to identify the natural hazards that impact them, to identify actions and activities to
reduce any losses from those hazards, and to establish a coordinated process to
implement the plan, taking advantage of a wide range of resources.
206-Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
The purpose of this subpart is to prescribe the policies and procedures to be followed in
implementing those sections of Public Law 93–288, as amended, delegated to the
Administrator, Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). The rules in this
subpart apply to major disasters and emergencies declared by the President on or after
November 23, 1988, the date of enactment of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act, 42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.
Robert T. Stafford Act - Mitigation
The Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, P.L. 93-288, as amended,
42 U.S.C. §§ 5121-5206, and implementing regulations in 44 C.F.R. §§ 206.31-206.48, provide
the statutory framework for a Presidential declaration of an emergency or a declaration of a
major disaster. Such declarations open the way for a wide range of federal resources to be
made available to assist in dealing with the emergency or major disaster involved. The Stafford
Revised 6/02/2021
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Act structure for the declaration process reflects the fact that federal resources under this act
supplement state and local resources for disaster relief and recovery. Except in the case of an
emergency involving a subject area that is exclusively or preeminently in the federal purview,
the Governor of an affected state, or Acting Governor if the Governor is not available, must
request such a declaration by the President.
Nevada Revised Statute 414
Under the authority of Nevada Revised Statute Chapter 414, the Department of Public Safety
(DPS), Division of Emergency Management (NDEM) and the Office Homeland Security (OHS)
coordinates the efforts of the State and its political subdivisions together in partnership with
private and volunteer organizations, and tribal nations, in reducing the impact of disasters by
developing, planning, implementing and maintaining programs for mitigation, preparedness,
response and recovery.
FEMA Guidance
2018 NV Enhanced State Hazard Mitigation Plan

Hazard mitigation is any sustained action taken to reduce or eliminate long-term risk to people
and property from natural hazards and their effects.
HMGP is authorized by Section 404 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act, as amended (the Stafford Act), Title 42, United States Code (U.S.C.) 5170c. The
key purpose of HMGP is to ensure that the opportunity to take critical mitigation measures to
reduce the risk of loss of life and property from future disasters is not lost during the
reconstruction process following a disaster. HMGP is available, when authorized under a
Presidential major disaster declaration, in the areas of the State requested by the Governor.
The amount of HMGP funding available to the Applicant is based upon the estimated total
Federal assistance to be provided by FEMA for disaster recovery under the Presidential major
disaster declaration.
HMGP-Post Fire is a yearly allocation based on wildfire resulting in FMAG declarations. The

Disaster Recovery Reform Act (DRRA), Public Law 115-254, was enacted on October 5,
2018, and made numerous legislative changes to the Robert T. Stafford Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act (Stafford Act). Section 1204 of the DRRA amended Section
404 of the Stafford Act to allow FEMA to provide HMGP assistance for hazard
mitigation measures that substantially reduce the risk of future damage, hardship,
loss, or suffering in any area affected by a major disaster, or any area affected by a fire
for which assistance was provided under Section 420 Fire Management Assistance
Grant (FMAG). The HMGP Post Fire framework is outlined in FEMA HMGP Post Fire
Policy #207-088-2.

The PDM program is authorized by Section 203 of the Stafford Act, 42 U.S.C. 5133. The PDM
program is designed to assist States, Territories, Indian Tribal governments, and local
communities to implement a sustained pre-disaster natural hazard mitigation program to
Revised 6/02/2021
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reduce overall risk to the population and structures from future hazard events, while also
reducing reliance on Federal funding from future disasters.
The FMA program is authorized by Section 1366 of the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as
amended (NFIA), 42 U.S.C. 4104c, with the goal of reducing or eliminating claims under the
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). Note: The RFC and SRL programs are now a part of
the FMA program.
The RFC program is authorized by Section 1323 of the NFIA, 42 U.S.C. 4030, with the goal of
reducing flood damages to individual properties for which one or more claim payments for
losses have been made under flood insurance coverage and that will result in the greatest
savings to the National Flood Insurance Fund (NFIF) in the shortest period of time.
The SRL program is authorized by Section 1361A of the NFIA, 42 U.S.C. 4102a, with the goal of
reducing flood damages to residential properties that have experienced severe repetitive losses
under flood insurance coverage and that will result in the greatest savings to the NFIF in the
shortest period of time.
The NFIF provides the funding for FMA, RFC, and SRL programs. The PDM, FMA, RFC, and SRL
programs are subject to the availability of appropriation funding, as well as any program
specific directive or restriction made with respect to such funds.

Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities (BRIC) will support states, local
communities, tribes and territories as they undertake hazard mitigation projects,
reducing the risks they face from disasters and natural hazards. BRIC is a new FEMA
pre-disaster hazard mitigation program that replaces the existing Pre-Disaster
Mitigation (PDM) program. The BRIC program guiding principles are supporting
communities through capability- and capacity-building; encouraging and enabling
innovation; promoting partnerships; enabling large projects; maintaining flexibility;
and providing consistency.

More information about each program can be found on the FEMA HMA Web site at
https://www.fema.gov/hazard-mitigation-assistance.
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SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION
1.1

Purpose

Hazard mitigation is sustained action to reduce or eliminate the long‐term risk to human
life and property from hazards. Natural hazard mitigation planning is a process used by
state, tribal, and local governments to engage stakeholders, identify hazards and
vulnerabilities, develop a long-term strategy to reduce risk and future losses, and
implement the plan, taking advantage of a wide range of resources. A state mitigation
plan demonstrates commitment to reduce risks from natural hazards and serves as a guide
for decision makers for reducing the effects of natural hazards as resources are
committed.
FEMA supports hazard mitigation planning as a means to:




Foster partnerships for natural hazard mitigation;
Promote more resilient and sustainable states and communities; and
Reduce the costs associated with disaster response and recovery.

This State1Mitigation Plan Review Guide (Guide) is FEMA’s official policy on and
interpretation of the natural hazard mitigation planning requirements.2 The intended use
of the Guide is to facilitate consistent evaluation and approval of state mitigation plans,
as well as to facilitate state compliance with the mitigation planning requirements when
updating plans. Separate local and tribal mitigation planning guidance is available from
the FEMA Mitigation Planning website.
This Guide incorporates principles from the following documents:


Presidential Policy Directive (PPD)
o PPD 8 National Preparedness (March 2011)
o PPD 21 Critical Infrastructure Security and Resilience (February 2013)



National Preparedness Goal3 (September 2011)

1

For mitigation planning, the term “state” is inclusive of the District of Columbia, American Samoa, Commonwealth
of Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands [44 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
§201.2 Definitions]. Indian tribal governments follow the Tribal Multi-Hazard Mitigation Planning Guidance. If
interested in being eligible for the 20 percent Hazard Mitigation Grant Program funding, the tribal mitigation plan must
meet the enhanced state mitigation plan criteria presented in this Guide [44 CFR §201.3(e)(3)].
2

The mitigation planning requirements are authorized under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act (Stafford Act) (Public Law 93-288; 42 United States Code [U.S.C.] 5121 et seq.), as amended by the
Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000; National Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as amended [42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.]; 44 CFR
Part 201 Mitigation Planning; and 44 CFR Part 206, Subpart N Hazard Mitigation Grant Program, §206.434 Eligibility.
3

“A secure and resilient nation with the capabilities required across the whole community to prevent, protect against,
mitigate, respond to, and recover from the threats and hazards that pose the greatest risk.”
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National Mitigation Framework (May 2013)
FEMA’s Climate Change Adaptation Policy (January 2012)
Executive Order 13653: Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate
Change (November 2013)

This Guide supersedes the following policies:


“Multi-Hazard Mitigation Planning Guidance under the Disaster Mitigation Act
of 2000” (January 2008)
 “Guidance to FEMA Regions and States for Updating Standard State MultiHazard Mitigation Plans” (Mitigation Planning Memorandum #5, November 6,
2006)
 “Blue Book Guidance to FEMA Regions and States for New and Updated
Enhanced State Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plans” (Mitigation Planning
Memorandum #7, July 10, 2007)
 “Implementation of State Mitigation Plan
Requirement for Severe Repetitive Loss
Strategy” (Mitigation Planning
Memorandum #9, January 11, 2008)
FEMA supports hazard
 “Enhanced Mitigation Plan Review
mitigation planning as a
Procedure” (Mitigation Planning
means to:
Memorandum #14, December 6, 2010)
• Foster partnerships for
 “Restrictions on Grant Obligations to
natural hazard mitigation;
State, Tribal and Local Governments
• Promote more resilient
without a FEMA-Approved Mitigation
and sustainable states
Plan” (FP 306-112-1, August 19, 2013)
and communities; and
• Reduce the costs
1.2
Guiding Principles
associated with disaster
1. Foster Cooperative Relationships.
response and recovery.
FEMA will focus on maintaining a close
and constructive working relationship
with the state. FEMA, as a partner with
the state, will conduct plan review and approval, and will work with the states
where possible, to help the states achieve mitigation goals through the
implementation of activities and programs proposed in the plans. Plan review and
approval should not be the sole focal point of communication concerning
mitigation planning and programs. FEMA will facilitate technical assistance both
during the approval period and during the plan update process to strengthen this
relationship.
2. Emphasis on the Planning Processes. FEMA encourages states to focus on a
comprehensive and inclusive planning process to support mitigation throughout
state government and at the community level. While the plan provides
documentation of state mitigation planning processes, continuous coordination
among state agencies and communities is the key to achieving mitigation goals
and long-term resilience.
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3. Focus on Reducing Risks. Resilience4, in terms of mitigation planning, means
the ability to adapt to changing conditions and prepare for, withstand, and
rapidly recover from disruptions caused by a hazard. State risk assessments must
be current, relevant, and include new hazard data, such as recent events, current
probability data, loss estimation models, or new flood studies as well as
information from local and tribal mitigation plans, as applicable, and
consideration of changing environmental or climate conditions that may affect
and influence the long-term vulnerability from hazards in the state. FEMA
recognizes there exists inherent uncertainty about future conditions and will work
with states to identify tools and approaches that enable decision-making to reduce
risks and increase resilience from a changing climate. An understanding of
vulnerabilities will assist with prioritizing mitigation actions and policies that
reduce risk from future events.
4. Improve Mitigation Capabilities. FEMA seeks opportunities for engagement to
support and advance hazard mitigation. The National Mitigation Framework
focuses on core capabilities, including community resilience and the connections
between economy, housing, health and social services, infrastructure, as well as
natural and cultural resources. State governments contribute to hazard mitigation
through the integration of planning processes, policies, and programs. FEMA will
work with the states to provide technical assistance beyond plan review and
approval so that coordination and mitigation capabilities are strengthened.

1.3

Organization

This Guide is organized as follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Introduction
Mitigation Planning Responsibilities
Standard State Plan Requirements
Enhanced State Plan Requirements

Appendices
A:
B:
C:
D:

Submission and Review Procedures
State Mitigation Plan Review Tool
Approval Letter Template
Consultation Summary Template

Guiding Principles:
1. Foster Cooperative
Relationships.
2. Emphasis on the Planning
Processes.
3. Focus on Reducing Risks.
4. Improve Mitigation
Capabilities.

Section 2 clarifies the state and FEMA responsibilities set forth in the mitigation planning
regulations at 44 CFR Part 201, and explains the mitigation program consultation process
for supporting state mitigation activities and programs. The sections on standard state
plan requirements and enhanced state plan requirements (Sections 3 and 4) describe the

4

According to PPD 8 National Preparedness, the term "resilience" “refers to the ability to adapt to changing conditions
and withstand and rapidly recover from disruption due to emergencies.”
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requirements for each element reviewed by FEMA in order to approve the plan. Excerpts
from the mitigation planning regulations are included for reference.
Appendix A, Submission and Review Procedures, sets forth the standard operating
procedures for the submission and review of both Standard and Enhanced state mitigation
plans and includes information on:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Communication
Plan Submittal
Plan Adoption
Plan Review Status
Enhanced State Mitigation Plan Review
Review of Mitigation Commitments

Appendix B, State Mitigation Plan Review Tool, is for use by FEMA plan reviewers to
determine if the plan meets the standard or enhanced state mitigation plan requirements,
to provide more comprehensive feedback to the state to acknowledge where the plan
exceeds minimum standard or enhanced state mitigation plan requirements, and to
provide suggestions for improvements. State staff may use the Tool as a checklist to
ensure all requirements have been addressed.
Appendix C, Approval Letter Template, is for use by FEMA Mitigation Planning staff in
communicating the plan approval status to the state.
Appendix D, Consultation Summary Template, is for use by FEMA Mitigation staff to
provide a written summary of the mitigation program consultation to the state.
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SECTION 2: MITIGATION PLANNING
RESPONSIBILITIES
This section outlines the responsibilities for both FEMA and the state regarding the
update, review, and approval of the state mitigation plan, including implementation, plan
maintenance, and support of local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation planning, and
review of the state’s mitigation planning program and commitments.
This section is organized as follows:
2.1 FEMA Responsibilities under 44 CFR Part 201
2.1.1 Communicating Mitigation Plan Status
2.1.2 Mitigation Program Consultation
2.2 State Responsibilities under 44 CFR Part 201

2.1

FEMA Responsibilities

44 CFR
§201.3(b)

§201.4(d) and
§201.6(d)(2)
§201.7(d)(2)

REGULATORY TEXT
The key responsibilities of the Regional Administrator are to:
(1) Oversee all FEMA related pre- and post-disaster hazard mitigation
programs and activities;
(2) Provide technical assistance and training to State, local, and Indian tribal
governments regarding the mitigation planning process;
(3) Review and approve all Standard and Enhanced State Mitigation plans;
(4) Review and approve all local mitigation plans, unless that authority has
been delegated to the State in accordance with §201.6(d);
(5) Conduct reviews, at least once every five years, of State mitigation
activities, plans, and programs to ensure that mitigation commitments are
fulfilled, and when necessary, take action, including recovery of funds or
denial of future funds, if mitigation commitments are not fulfilled.
The Regional review will be completed within 45 days after receipt from the
State, whenever possible.
The Regional review will be completed within 45 days after receipt from the
Indian tribal government, whenever possible.

2.1.1 Communicating Mitigation Plan Status
At a minimum of 12 months prior to each state mitigation plan expiration date, FEMA
will provide the state with written information, including but not limited to:
 State mitigation plan expiration date;
 Consequences of not having a FEMA-approved mitigation plan with respect to
eligibility for the following FEMA programs:
o
o
o
o
o

Public Assistance Categories C-G (PA C-G)
Fire Management Assistance Grants (FMAG)
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)
Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM)
Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA)
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Availability of mitigation planning technical assistance.

At a minimum of every 6 months, FEMA will provide the state with written information,
including but not limited to:




Local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation plan expiration dates;
Consequences of not having a FEMA-approved mitigation plan with respect to
eligibility for FEMA mitigation grants, such as HMGP, PDM, and FMA; and
Availability of mitigation planning training and technical assistance.

For more information on the mitigation plan requirement relative to eligibility for FEMA
mitigation grants, refer to the Hazard Mitigation Assistance (HMA) Guidance.
2.1.2 Mitigation Program Consultation
FEMA is responsible for providing technical assistance and reviewing state activities,
plans, and programs to ensure mitigation commitments are fulfilled. Many states and the
corresponding FEMA Regional Mitigation staff already coordinate regularly on the status
of the state’s mitigation program, in particular, the status of HMA grants or other FEMA
assistance.
FEMA will provide the opportunity for technical assistance through review and
consultation on the state’s mitigation program, to be completed at least annually. The
benefits of an annual mitigation program consultation to the state include but are not
limited to:





Promoting dialogue between FEMA and the state on the means to achieve,
support, and maintain effective state mitigation programs;
Identifying the status of the state’s mitigation program, including strengths and
challenges, as well as specific needs and opportunities;
Ensuring feedback to the state on maintaining continuous HMA grants
management performance, particularly for states interested in developing an
enhanced plan; and
For states that currently have an approved enhanced plan, demonstrating
continued mitigation capabilities, including HMA grants management
performance, in advance of a plan update and not at the review of a five-year
mitigation plan update.

During the consultation, topics of discussion will include, but are not limited to, status of
and specific needs for:







Advancing implementation of the state mitigation strategy;
Ensuring the state mitigation plan remains relevant over the approval period;
Facilitating the plan update and approval process;
Building mitigation capabilities through training, technical assistance, and
partnerships with FEMA and other Federal agencies;
Advancing local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation planning, including
submitting approvable mitigation plans to FEMA;
Maintaining and/or improving mitigation capabilities, with particular attention to
human resources and funding; and
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Maintaining and/or improving HMA grants management performance, including
effectively using all available funding from FEMA mitigation programs.

FEMA and the state may consider preparing a written agreement to establish expectations
upfront. FEMA may include the agreement as an attachment to the plan approval letter,
as appropriate, or the state may include the agreement with the official adoption
documentation of the plan to increase awareness and support. The benefits of a written
agreement include:






Clearly describes the topics to be discussed and outcomes targeted with the
consultation process;
Identifies the appropriate FEMA and state staff that will be included in the
consultation;
Explains the responsibilities of key personnel from both FEMA and the state, as
well as specific roles in the consultation;
Clearly explains the process for coordinating with and collecting input into
FEMA’s review, with particular emphasis on minimizing the level of effort by
state participants; and
Establishes:
o
o
o
o

Timeframe or dates for when consultation will occur;
Location (such as state or FEMA office);
Method of contact (such as in person, phone, or video conference); and
Frequency (at least annually, but more frequently if requested).

For example, the consultation may be scheduled to align with an in-person
meeting, such as the state’s Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee, a FEMA
workshop, or a FEMA meeting; or the meeting may be held remotely, such as by
phone or video conferencing.
After each consultation, FEMA will provide the state with a summary of the discussion.
Appendix D, Consultation Summary Template, is for use by FEMA Mitigation staff in
preparing a summary of the discussion. FEMA will document recommendations for
improvements to the State Mitigation Program and any items that should be corrected or
modified before the next state mitigation plan update. FEMA will not require a state
mitigation plan update as a result of the consultation.
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2.2

State Responsibilities

44 CFR
§201.3(c)

§201.4(a)

§201.4(c)(7)

REGULATORY TEXT
The key responsibilities of the State are to coordinate all State and local
activities relating to hazard evaluation and mitigation and to:
(1) Prepare and submit to FEMA a Standard State Mitigation Plan following
the criteria established in §201.4 as a condition of receiving nonemergency Stafford Act assistance and FEMA mitigation grants. In
addition, a State may choose to address severe repetitive loss properties in
their plan as identified in §201.4(c)(3)(v) to receive the reduced cost share
for the Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA)5 and Severe Repetitive Loss
(SRL) programs,6 pursuant to §79.4(c)(2) of this chapter.
(2) In order to be considered for the 20 percent HMGP funding, prepare and
submit an Enhanced State Mitigation Plan in accordance with §201.5,
which must be reviewed and updated, if necessary, every 5 years from the
date of the approval of the previous plan.
(3) At a minimum, review and update the Standard State Mitigation Plan every
5 years from the date of the approval of the previous plan in order to
continue program eligibility.
(4) Make available the use of up to the 7 percent of HMGP funding for
planning in accordance with §206.434.
(5) Provide technical assistance and training to local governments to assist
them in applying for HMGP planning grants, and in developing local
mitigation plans.
(6) For Managing States that have been approved under the criteria
established by FEMA pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5170c(c), review and approve
local mitigation plans in accordance with §201.6(d).
Plan requirement. States must have an approved Standard State Mitigation
Plans meeting the requirements of this section as a condition of receiving nonemergency Stafford Act assistance and FEMA mitigation grants. Emergency
assistance provided under 42 U.S.C. 5170a, 5170b, 5173, 5174, 5177, 5179,
5180, 5182, 5183, 5184, 5192 will not be affected. Mitigation planning grants
provided through the Pre-disaster Mitigation (PDM) program, authorized
under section 203 of the Stafford Act, 42 U.S.C. 5133, will also continue to be
available. The mitigation plan is the demonstration of the State's commitment
to reduce risks from natural hazards and serves as a guide for State decision
makers as they commit resources to reducing the effects of natural hazards.
Assurances. The plan must include assurances that the State will comply with
all applicable Federal statutes and regulations in effect with respect to the
periods for which it receives grant funding, including 2 CFR parts 200 and
3002.

5

Under FMA, the Federal cost share is 90 percent for repetitive loss properties and 100 percent for severe repetitive
loss properties [42 U.S.C. 4104c(d)(1),(2)].
6

The Biggert-Waters Flood Insurance Reform Act of 2012 (BW-12) (Public Law 112-131) consolidated the SRL
program into the FMA program.
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44 CFR
§201.4(d)

§201.6(d)(1)

§201.7(d)(1)

REGULATORY TEXT
Review and updates. Plan must be reviewed and revised to reflect changes in
development, progress in statewide mitigation efforts, and changes in
priorities and resubmitted for approval to the appropriate Regional
Administrator every 5 years.
The State is responsible for the initial review and coordination of Local
Mitigation Plans prior to sending the plan to the appropriate FEMA
Regional Office for formal review and approval.
Indian tribal governments interested in the option of being a subgrantee
under the State must submit the Tribal Mitigation Plan to the State Hazard
Mitigation Officer for review and coordination. The State is responsible for
the initial review and coordination prior to sending the plan to the
appropriate FEMA Regional Office for formal review and approval.

The state is responsible for providing supplemental data to FEMA, as requested. For
example, FEMA may request data on HMA mitigation grants to verify performance.
Further, the state is responsible for reviewing and submitting approvable state, local, and
tribal, as applicable, mitigation plans to FEMA. If the state is not submitting approvable
mitigation plans, FEMA will provide feedback as well as technical assistance or training,
as needed. The objective is to decrease the required plan revisions by ensuring that plan
developers understand the requirements as early as possible in the planning process.
The state is responsible for communicating with local and tribal officials, as applicable,
interested in applying through the state for FEMA assistance. FEMA encourages states to
communicate with the appropriate officials regarding:




Mitigation plan expiration dates;
Consequences of not having a FEMA-approved mitigation plan with respect to
eligibility for FEMA mitigation grants, such as HMGP, PDM, and FMA; and
Availability of funding and state-sponsored training and technical assistance

For more information on the mitigation plan requirement relative to eligibility for FEMA
mitigation grants, refer to the HMA Guidance.
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SECTION 3: STANDARD STATE PLAN REQUIREMENTS
This section provides detailed guidance on how FEMA interprets the various
requirements of the regulations for all standard state mitigation plan reviews. The
guidance is limited only to the minimum requirements of what must be in a standard state
mitigation plan, and does not provide guidance on how the state may develop a plan.
Each “element” links to a specific regulation, and citations are provided for reference.
FEMA will not grant conditional approvals of standard state mitigation plans; all
requirements must be met at time of approval.
This section is organized as follows:
3.1 Planning Process
3.2 Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment
3.3 Mitigation Strategy
3.4 State Mitigation Capabilities
3.5 Local Coordination and Mitigation Capabilities
3.6 Plan Review, Evaluation, and Implementation
3.7 Adoption and Assurances
3.8 Repetitive Loss Strategy
For additional information on standard state mitigation plan approvals, refer to Appendix
A: Submission and Review Procedures.

3.1

Planning Process

The planning process is as important as the plan itself. Any successful planning activity,
such as developing a comprehensive plan or local land use plan, involves a cross‐section
of stakeholders to reach consensus on desired outcomes or to resolve a problem. The
result is a common set of values and widespread support for directing financial, technical,
and human resources to an agreed-upon course of action, usually identified in a plan. The
same is true for mitigation planning.
The National Mitigation Framework emphasizes the valuable role of collaboration among
various sectors to ensure mitigation capabilities continually develop and that
comprehensive mitigation includes strategies for all community systems. Examples of
sectors with mitigation capabilities are those agencies and stakeholders with
responsibility for:










Hazard data;
Climate projections and data;
Emergency management;
Economic development;
Land use and development;
Housing;
Health and social services;
Infrastructure; and
Natural and cultural resources.

“An effective planning
process is essential in
developing and
maintaining a good plan.”
44 CFR §201.4(b)
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ELEMENT
S1. Does the plan
describe the process
used to develop the
plan? [44 CFR
§§201.4(b)7 and
(c)(1)8]
Intent: To
demonstrate a
deliberative approach
to plan development.

REQUIREMENTS
The plan must describe the current process used to update the plan,
including how the plan was prepared, the schedule or timeframe, specific
milestones and activities, the agencies and stakeholders who were
involved in the process, and if the mitigation planning process was
integrated to the extent possible with other state planning efforts.
Agencies and stakeholders means state, local, and tribal agencies,
colleges and universities, private entities, or private non-profit
organizations, such as multi-jurisdictional utilities, that perform a critical
function.
Special Consideration: The plan must describe the planning process, but
supporting documentation, such as meeting sign-in sheets and notes,
does not need to be included in the plan itself. States are encouraged to
retain supporting documentation as a permanent record of how decisions
were made and who was involved.

The plan must describe how other state and Federal agencies and other
S2. Does the plan
describe how the state stakeholders were involved in the process. At a minimum, the plan must
describe how the state coordinated with other agencies and stakeholders
coordinated with
responsible for the following sectors:
other agencies and
stakeholders? [44
a. Emergency management;
CFR §§201.4(b) and
b. Economic development;
(c)(1)]
c. Land use and development;
d. Housing;
Intent: To actively
involve stakeholders
e. Health and social services;
f. Infrastructure; and
with the data and
g. Natural and cultural resources.
expertise to develop
the plan, but also with
the responsibility or
Where coordination with agencies and stakeholders representing these
authority to
implement mitigation sectors is not practicable, the plan must describe the limitations.
actions and reduce
Involved in the process means engaged as participants and given the
risk state-wide.
chance to provide input to affect the plan’s content.
Special Consideration: While coordination with other agencies and
stakeholders is foundational to the success of the plan update as well as
implementation, FEMA acknowledges the inherent differences in state
governance and capabilities. In evaluating coordination, FEMA will
credit the state’s efforts to engage other agencies and stakeholders.

7

44 CFR §201.4(b): “Planning process. An effective planning process is essential in developing and maintaining a
good plan. The mitigation planning process should include coordination with other state agencies, appropriate Federal
agencies, interested groups, and be integrated to the extent possible with other ongoing state planning efforts as well as
other FEMA mitigation programs and initiatives.”
8

44 CFR §201.4(c)(1): “Description of the planning process used to develop the plan, including how it was prepared,
who was involved in the process, and how other agencies participated.”
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3.2

Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment

The risk assessment provides the factual basis for activities proposed in the mitigation
strategy that will reduce losses from identified hazards. The risk assessment makes a
clear connection between the vulnerability and the proposed hazard mitigation actions.
The risk assessment process focuses attention on areas most at risk by evaluating where
populations, infrastructure, and critical facilities are vulnerable to hazards, and to what
extent injuries or damage may occur.
Hazard mitigation planning includes a process to assess vulnerability, identify a strategy
to guide decisions and investments, and implement actions that will reduce risk, including
impacts from a changing climate. Changes in the probability of future hazard events may
include changes in location, increases or decreases to the impacts, and/or extent of known
natural hazards, such as floods or droughts. Changes in temperature, intensity, hazard
distribution, and/or frequency of weather events may increase vulnerability to these
hazards in the future.
FEMA’s Climate Change Adaptation Policy (2011-OPPA-01) directs FEMA programs
and policies to integrate considerations of climate change adaptation9. The mitigation
planning regulation (44 CFR Part 201) requires consideration of the probability of future
hazard events as part of the risk assessment in order to reduce risks and potential damage.
Past occurrences are important to a factual basis of hazard risk; however, the challenges
posed by climate change10, such as more intense storms, frequent heavy precipitation,
heat waves, drought, extreme flooding, and higher sea levels, could significantly alter the
types and magnitudes of hazards impacting states in the future. Due to the inherent
uncertainties with projections of future hazard
events, states are expected to look across the
whole
community of partners (for example,
Risk assessment evaluates
public, private, academic, non-governmental,
where populations,
etc.)
to identify the most relevant data and select
infrastructure, and critical
the most appropriate methodologies to assess
facilities are vulnerable to
risks and vulnerability.
hazards, and to what extent
State risk assessments characterize the impacts
injuries or damage may occur
of natural hazard on both state assets as well as
the jurisdictions throughout the state. This
overview allows the state to compare potential
9

Authorities: The Homeland Security Act of 2002, as amended (6 U.S.C. 101 et seq.); the Stafford Act; the President’s
Executive Order 13514 “Federal Leadership in Environmental, Energy, and Economic Performance” (October 2009);
the 2010 Climate Change Adaptation Report drafted by the Interagency Climate Change Adaptation Task Force; and
the Instructions for Implementing Climate Change Adaptation Planning issued by the Council on Environmental
Quality.
10

According to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change report, Fourth Assessment Report: Climate Change
2007, climate change refers to “a statistically significant variation in either the mean state of the climate or in its
variability, persisting for an extended period (typically decades or longer). Climate change may be due to natural
internal processes or external forcings, or to persistent anthropogenic changes in the composition of the atmosphere or
in land use.”
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losses and determine priorities for mitigation measures for its own infrastructure and
critical facilities, but also to prioritize jurisdictions for receiving technical and financial
support in not only developing more detailed community risk assessments but in
implementing mitigation actions.
FEMA encourages states to include summaries, evaluations, and overviews resulting
from the analysis of risk assessment data, rather than the data itself, and to only include
raw data, as needed, in support of summaries or conclusions.
ELEMENT
S3. Does the risk
assessment include
an overview of the
type and location of
all natural hazards
that can affect the
state? [44 CFR
§201.4(c)(2)(i)11]
Intent: To
understand natural
hazards across the
state in order to
identify which
hazard risks have
been or may be the
most significant and
the locations that
have been or may be
the most adversely
affected.

REQUIREMENTS
a. The plan must include a current summary of the natural hazards that
can affect the state. The summary must include information on
location, extent, and previous occurrences for each natural hazard,
using maps where appropriate.
b. If any commonly recognized natural hazards are omitted, the plan
must provide an explanation.
Manmade or human-caused hazards may be included in the risk
assessment but are not required. FEMA will neither review these hazards
nor require the removal of this extra information prior to plan approval.
Natural hazards are a source of harm or difficulty created by a
meteorological, environmental, or geological phenomenon or
combination of phenomena.12
Risk for the purpose of hazard mitigation planning is the potential for
damage or loss created by the interaction of natural hazards with assets,
such as buildings, infrastructure, or natural and cultural resources.
Extent means the strength or magnitude of the hazard. Extent is not the
same as impacts.
Impacts are the consequences or effect of the hazard on the state,
including assets and jurisdictions. The type and severity of the impact
depend on the vulnerability of the asset, as well as the capabilities in
place to mitigate, prepare for, respond to, and recover from events.
The exposure of people and assets to natural hazards can result in
disasters, depending on the impacts.

11

44 CFR §201.4(c)(2)(i): “An overview of the type and location of all natural hazards that can affect the state,
including information on previous occurrences of hazard events, as well as the probability of future hazard events,
using maps where appropriate;”
12

U.S. Department of Homeland Security Risk Lexicon, 2010 Edition.
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ELEMENT
S4. Does the risk
assessment provide
an overview of the
probabilities of
future hazard
events? [44 CFR
§201.4(c)(2)(i)]

REQUIREMENTS
a. The risk assessment must provide a summary of the probability of
future hazard events that includes projected changes in occurrences
for each natural hazard in terms of location, extent, intensity,
frequency, and/or duration.
b. Probability must include considerations of changing future
conditions, including the effects of long-term changes in weather
patterns and climate on the identified hazards.

Intent: To
understand the
probability of hazard
events in the future
as the basis for
anticipated impacts
of hazard risks
statewide.
S5. Does the risk
assessment address
the vulnerability of
state assets located
in hazard areas and
estimate the
potential dollar
losses to these
assets? [44 CFR
§§201.4(c)(2)(ii)13
and
201.4(c)(2)(iii)14]

Probability means the likelihood of the hazard occurring and may be
defined in terms of general descriptors (for example, unlikely, likely,
highly likely), historical frequencies, statistical probabilities (for
example: 1% chance of occurrence in any given year), and/or hazard
probability maps. If using general descriptors, then the plan must
provide a definition. For example, “highly likely” could be defined as
equals near 100% chance of occurrence next year or happens every year.

Intent: To
understand
vulnerability of
assets critical for
state resilience as a
basis for identifying
and prioritizing
mitigation actions.

a. The risk assessment must include an analysis of the potential
impacts of hazard events to state assets and a summary of the assets
most vulnerable to the identified hazards. These assets may be
located in the identified hazard areas or affected by the probability
of future hazard events.
b. The risk assessment must estimate potential dollar losses to state
assets located in identified hazard areas.
Vulnerability and potential losses are not a list or inventory of state
facilities but the summary of the potential impacts to those assets from
the identified hazards. Factors affecting vulnerability may include asset
use and function as well as construction type, age, or intended use.
State assets may include state-owned or operated buildings,
infrastructure, and critical facilities.
Critical facilities15 means structures that the state determines must
continue to operate before, during, and after an emergency and/or hazard
event and/or are vital to health and safety. Examples of critical facilities
may include, but are not limited to:





Emergency operations centers, police and fire stations, and storage
facilities (including data storage).
Structures that house occupants with restricted mobility or access
and/or functional needs, such as hospitals, institutions, and shelters.
Utility generating, transmission, and storage facilities and related
infrastructure, such as power and/or water treatment plants.
Transportation facilities, such as ports, airports, roads, railroads,
bridges, and/or tunnels.

13

44 CFR §201.4(c)(2)(ii): “An overview and analysis of the State's vulnerability to the hazards described in this
paragraph (c)(2), based on estimates provided in local risk assessments as well as the State risk assessment. The State
shall describe vulnerability in terms of the jurisdictions most threatened by the identified hazards, and most vulnerable
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ELEMENT
REQUIREMENTS
a. The risk assessment must provide a current summary of the most
S6. Does the risk
vulnerable jurisdictions based on the state, local, and tribal, as
assessment include
applicable, risk assessments. Vulnerability must be analyzed in terms
an overview and
of:
analysis of the
vulnerability of
1. Jurisdictions most threatened by the identified hazards (based on
jurisdictions to the
hazard location, extent, and probability).
identified hazards
2. Jurisdictions most susceptible to damage and loss from hazard
and the potential
events related to populations and assets (such as, structures,
losses to vulnerable
infrastructure, critical facilities, and systems). These populations
structures? [44 CFR
and assets may be located in the identified hazard areas or
§§201.4(c)(2)(ii) and
affected by the probability of future hazard events.
201.4(c)(2)(iii)]
b. The risk assessment must include a summary of the potential losses
Intent: To
to the identified vulnerable structures based on estimates in the local
understand potential
risk assessments as well as the state risk assessment.
impacts of future
c. If the state is interested in an increased Federal cost share under the
hazard events on
FMA program, the risk assessment must address repetitive loss (RL)
jurisdictions
and SRL properties.16 (See RL1 in Section 3.8 Repetitive Loss
throughout the state
Strategy.)
as the basis for
identifying and
Special Consideration: An overview or summary provides the results of
prioritizing
the analysis and does not need to include the details from each local
mitigation actions.
plan. An example is a list of key issues or problem statements that
clearly describes the greatest vulnerabilities and compares losses across
the state, allowing the state to determine mitigation priorities.

to damage and loss associated with hazard events. State owned or operated critical facilities located in the identified
hazard areas shall also be addressed.”
14

44 CFR §201.4(c)(2)(iii): “An overview and analysis of potential losses to the identified vulnerable structures, based
on estimates provided in local risk assessments as well as the State risk assessment. The State shall estimate the
potential dollar losses to State owned or operated buildings, infrastructure, and critical facilities located in the identified
hazard areas.”
15

Adapted from 44 CFR §9.4 Definitions (critical action) and National Flood Insurance Program Community Rating
System Coordinator’s Manual (2013); definition and examples do not supersede any regulatory definitions.
16

For the current RL and SRL property definitions consistent with the changes in the BW-12, refer to the HMA
Guidance (Part VIII. Additional Program Guidance: C. Flood Mitigation Assistance Program).
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ELEMENT
S7. Was the risk
assessment revised
to reflect changes in
development? [44
CFR §201.4(d)17]
Intent: To ensure
that the mitigation
strategy addresses
the risk and
vulnerabilities to
existing and
potential
development, and
takes into
consideration
possible future
conditions that can
impact statewide
vulnerability.

3.3

REQUIREMENTS
The plan must provide a summary of the changes in development that
have occurred or are projected to occur in hazard prone areas based on
the state, local, and tribal, as applicable, risk assessments, specifically:
a. Changes in land use and the built environment;
b. Changes in population demographics that may affect vulnerability
to hazard events; and
c. Changes to the vulnerability of state-owned or operated buildings,
infrastructure, and critical facilities.
Changes in development means recent development, potential and
projected land use and development, or conditions that may affect risk
and vulnerability to the state and jurisdictions within the state, such as
changes in population demographics.

Mitigation Strategy

The mitigation strategy serves as the long‐term blueprint for reducing the potential losses
identified in the risk assessment, or in other words the mitigation strategy represents riskbased decisions. Included in the strategy are goals, or the long‐term policy statements and
global visions that support the mitigation strategy. The Stafford Act directs state
mitigation plans to identify hazard mitigation goals and actions and establish a strategy to
implement those actions.
A critical component of updating the state’s mitigation strategy is the consideration of
and inclusion of the local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation plan strategies. By
reviewing, prioritizing, and incorporating the types or categories of actions identified by
communities, the state can better understand how it can support investments in local and
tribal, as applicable, mitigation efforts. The state is thus pre-positioned to provide the
appropriate resources for this support when available, such as post-disaster when
recovery and mitigation assistance are authorized.

17

44 CFR §201.4(d): “Review and updates. Plan must be reviewed and revised to reflect changes in development,
progress in statewide mitigation efforts, and changes in priorities and resubmitted for approval to the appropriate
Regional Administrator every 5 years.”
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ELEMENT
S8. Does the mitigation strategy
include goals to reduce long-term
vulnerabilities from the identified
hazards? [44 CFR
§201.4(c)(3)(i)18]
Intent: To guide development and
implementation of hazard
mitigation actions. Goals are
statements of the vision for the
future.

REQUIREMENTS
a. The plan must identify hazard mitigation goals
representing what the state seeks to accomplish through
mitigation plan implementation.
b. The goals must be consistent with the hazards and
vulnerabilities identified in the risk assessment.
c. The goals must address reducing the vulnerability of
jurisdictions within the state as well as the vulnerability
of state-owned or operated buildings, infrastructure, and
critical facilities.
d. If the state is interested in an increased Federal cost
share under the FMA program, the plan must include
goals to address RL and SRL properties. (See RL2 in
Section 3.8 Repetitive Loss Strategy.)
Goals are broad, long-term policy and vision statements that
explain what is to be achieved by implementing the
mitigation strategy.

S9. Does the plan prioritize
mitigation actions to reduce
vulnerabilities identified in the
risk assessment? [44 CFR
§§201.4(c)(3)(iii)19 and (iv)20]
Intent: To establish specific
hazard mitigation actions that
will be implemented to reduce the
vulnerabilities identified in the
risk assessment. This is the heart
of the mitigation plan, and is
essential to leading statewide
mitigation programs to reduce
risk.

a. The plan must identify actions based on the current risk
assessment to reduce the vulnerability of jurisdictions
within the state as well as the vulnerability of stateowned or operated buildings, infrastructure, and critical
facilities.
b. The plan must describe the process used by the state to
evaluate and prioritize actions that are cost effective,
environmentally sound, and technically feasible.
c. The plan must describe how each action contributes to
the hazard mitigation goals.
d. The plan must describe how the local and tribal, as
applicable, mitigation strategies are linked with the state
mitigation strategy.
e. If the state is interested in an increased Federal cost
share under the FMA program, the plan must address
RL and SRL properties in the risk assessment. (See RL3
in Section 3.8 Repetitive Loss Strategy.)

18

44 CFR §201.4(c)(3)(i): “A description of State goals to guide the selection of activities to mitigate and reduce
potential losses.”

19

44 CFR §201.4(c)(3)(iii): “An identification, evaluation, and prioritization of cost-effective, environmentally sound,
and technically feasible mitigation actions and activities the State is considering and an explanation of how each
activity contributes to the overall mitigation strategy. This section should be linked to local plans, where specific local
actions and projects are identified.”
20

44 CFR §201.4(c)(3)(iv): “Identification of current and potential sources of Federal, State, local, or private funding
to implement mitigation activities.”
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ELEMENT
S10. Does the plan identify
current and potential sources of
funding to implement mitigation
actions and activities? [44 CFR
§201.4(c)(3)(iv)]
Intent: For the responsible entity
to take action to complete
activities and projects as funding
opportunities to implement them
arise.

S11. Was the plan updated to
reflect progress in statewide
mitigation efforts and changes in
priorities? [44 CFR §201.4(d)]
Intent: To evaluate progress in
implementing the mitigation
strategy and to ensure the plan
reflects current conditions,
including financial, legal, and
political realities and postdisaster conditions.

3.4

REQUIREMENTS
a. Each mitigation action or project must include the
identification of current and/or potential sources of
Federal, state, local, tribal, as applicable, or private
funding for implementation.
b. At a minimum, the plan must identify FEMA mitigation
funding sources, including, if applicable, but not limited
to HMGP, PDM, FMA, and PA C-G.21
c. If the state is interested in an increased Federal cost
share under the FMA program, the plan must address
identify current and potential sources of funding with
respect to RL and SRL properties. (See RL4 in Section
3.8 Repetitive Loss Strategy.)
a. The plan must describe the status of hazard mitigation
actions in the previous plan by identifying those that
have been completed or not completed. For those
actions not completed, the plan must provide a narrative
describing the status (for example, is the action relevant
or will it be included in the plan update).
b. The prioritization of mitigation actions and activities
must be updated based on the updated analysis of risks,
capabilities, and progress.

State Mitigation Capabilities

Capabilities provide the means to accomplish a desired outcome. In the context of
mitigation planning, the state capability assessment should not only address the ways the
state’s existing capabilities can aid the mitigation effort, but also address areas in which
the state needs to strengthen its capabilities. This is not simply a list or report of existing
programs, but an assessment based on existing capabilities that demonstrates the state’s
commitment to mitigation, identifies a wide range of resources from which to implement
mitigation activities, and reveals areas to target improvements. Without an assessment of
the state’s capability, implementation of the plan could stall from inadequate resources.

21

Stafford Act, §406(e) Repair, Restoration, and Replacement of Damaged Facilities and 44 CFR §206.226
Restoration of damaged facilities. FEMA Recovery Policy 9526.1 “Hazard Mitigation Funding Under Section 406
(Stafford Act)”, dated March 30, 2010.
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ELEMENT
S12. Does the plan discuss the
evaluation of the state’s hazard
management policies, programs,
capabilities, and funding sources
to mitigate the hazards identified
in the risk assessment? [44 CFR
§201.4(c)(3)(ii) 22]
Intent: To identify and build the
state’s capabilities to reduce risk
and increase resilience.

REQUIREMENTS
The plan must describe existing state pre- and post-disaster
hazard management policies, programs, and capabilities to
mitigate the hazards in the state, including:
a. An evaluation of state laws, regulations, policies, and
programs related to hazard mitigation, as well as to
development in hazard-prone areas, to include the
state’s administration of the:
1. National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and
Community Rating System (CRS); and
2. Risk Mapping, Assessment, and Planning (Risk
MAP) program.
b. A discussion of state funding capabilities for hazard
mitigation projects, including:
1. A general description of how the state has used its
own funds for hazard mitigation projects; and
2. A general discussion of how the state has used
FEMA mitigation programs and funding sources,
including but not limited to:
a. HMGP, PDM, and FMA; and
b. PA C-G.
c. A general summary of:
1. Obstacles and challenges; and
2. Changes since the previous plan approval.

3.5

Local Coordination and Mitigation Capabilities

Just as all disasters are local, all mitigation is local. The state bears the responsibility of
supporting local and tribal, as applicable, governments with mitigation planning through
training, technical assistance, and where available, funding. This ensures that the
community is aware of hazard data, planning resources, and state priorities for mitigation.
Likewise, consideration of local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation strategies and
capabilities informs and influences the state’s risk assessment and mitigation priorities.

22

44 CFR §201.4(c)(3)(ii): “A discussion of the State’s pre and post-disaster hazard management policies, programs,
and capabilities to mitigate the hazards in the area, including: an evaluation of State laws, regulations, policies, and
programs related to hazard mitigation as well as to development in hazard-prone areas; a discussion of State funding
capabilities for hazard mitigation projects; a general description and analysis of the effectiveness of local mitigation
policies, programs, and capabilities.”
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ELEMENT
REQUIREMENTS
S13. Does the plan generally
a. The plan must provide a general summary of current
describe and analyze the
local and tribal, as applicable, policies, programs, and
effectiveness of local and tribal,
capabilities of jurisdictions to accomplish hazard
as applicable, mitigation policies,
mitigation.
programs, and capabilities? [44
b. The plan must describe the effectiveness of local and
CFR §201.4(c)(3)(ii)]
tribal, as applicable, mitigation policies, programs, and
capabilities, including:
Intent: To ensure the state
understands the local and tribal,
1. Challenges to implementing local and tribal, as
as applicable, jurisdictions’
applicable, mitigation policies, programs, and
capabilities.
capabilities to accomplish
hazard mitigation, particularly
2. Opportunities for implementing mitigation actions
as capability varies across
through local and tribal, as applicable, capabilities.
jurisdictions.
c. If the state is interested in an increased Federal share
under the FMA program, the plan must include RL and
SRL properties in the analysis of effectiveness. (See
RL5 in Section 3.8 Repetitive Loss Strategy.)
S14. Does the plan describe the
process to support the
development of approvable local
and tribal, as applicable,
mitigation plans? [44 CFR
§§201.3(c)(5)23 and
201.4(c)(4)(i)24]
Intent: To direct state resources
toward effective local and tribal,
as applicable, mitigation
planning.

a. The plan must describe how the state supports
developing or updating FEMA-approvable local and
tribal, as applicable, mitigation plans, including the
process used to provide:
1. Training;
2. Technical assistance; and
3. Funding [NOTE: criteria for prioritizing funding
for planning and project awards are addressed in
S15].
b. The plan must provide a summary of the:
1. FEMA-approved local and tribal, as applicable,
mitigation plan coverage;
2. Barriers to developing or updating, adopting, and
implementing FEMA-approved local and tribal, as
applicable, mitigation plans; and
3. Approach to remove barriers in order to advance
local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation planning.

23

44 CFR §201.3(c)(5): “Provide technical assistance and training to local governments to assist them in applying for
HMGP planning grants, and in developing local mitigation plans.”
24

44 CFR §201.4(c)(4)(i): “A description of the State process to support, through funding and technical assistance, the
development of local mitigation plans.”
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ELEMENT
S15. Does the plan describe the
criteria for prioritizing funding?
[44 CFR §201.4(c)(4)(iii)25]
Intent: To guide investment
decisions and communicate state
priorities for mitigation actions.

S16. Does the plan describe the
process and timeframe to review,
coordinate, and link local and
tribal, as applicable, mitigation
plans with the state mitigation
plan? [44 CFR §§201.3(c)(6),26
201.4(c)(2)(ii), 201.4(c)(3)(iii),
and 201.4(c)(4)(ii)27]

REQUIREMENTS
a. The plan must describe criteria for prioritizing
jurisdictions to receive planning and project grants under
available Federal and non-Federal programs. A principal
criterion for prioritizing grants shall be the extent to
which benefits are maximized.
b. If the state is interested in an increased Federal share
under the FMA program, the plan must address RL and
SRL properties when prioritizing funding. (See RL6 in
Section 3.8 Repetitive Loss Strategy.)
a. The plan must describe the process and timeframe used
by the state to review and submit approvable local and
tribal, as applicable, mitigation plans to FEMA.
b. The plan must describe the process and timeframe used
by the state to coordinate and link risk assessments and
mitigation strategy information from local and tribal, as
applicable, mitigation plans into the state mitigation
plan.

Intent: To streamline the review
and approval of local and tribal,
as applicable, mitigation plans,
create a common understanding
of risk, and align mitigation
strategies between state, local,
and tribal, as applicable, plans.

3.6

Plan Review, Evaluation, and Implementation

In order to continue to be an effective representation of the state’s overall strategy for
reducing risks from natural hazards, the mitigation plan must reflect current conditions,
including trends or anticipated growth and development statewide. Impacts of future
hazard events on current and projected land use and development should be the driving
influence of decisions on mitigation priorities for the next five years, but should also look
outward to the long-term 10- or 20-year planning period.
The plan update is an opportunity for the state to assess previous goals and action plan,
evaluate progress in implementing hazard mitigation actions, and adjust actions to
25

44 CFR §201.4(c)(4)(iii): “Criteria for prioritizing communities and local jurisdictions that would receive planning
and project grants under available funding programs, which should include consideration for communities with the
highest risks, repetitive loss properties, and most intense development pressures. Further, that for non-planning grants,
a principal criterion for prioritizing grants shall be the extent to which benefits are maximized according to a cost
benefit review of proposed projects and their associated costs.”
26

44 CFR §201.3(c)(6): “For Managing States that have been approved under the criteria established by FEMA
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5170c(c), review and approve local mitigation plans in accordance with §201.6(d).”
27

44 CFR §201.4(c)(4)(ii): “A description of the State process and timeframe by which the local plans will be
reviewed, coordinated, and linked to the State Mitigation Plan.”
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address the current and projected realities. Where conditions of growth or revisions in
priorities may have changed very little, much of the text in the updated plan may be
unchanged. This is acceptable as long as the plan still fits the priorities of the state and
reflects current conditions.
ELEMENT
REQUIREMENTS
The plan must describe the process to monitor, evaluate, and update
S17. Is there a
the plan, specifically the:
description of the
method and schedule for
a. Agency/office responsible for monitoring, evaluating, and
keeping the plan current?
updating; and
[44 CFR
b. Schedule for monitoring, evaluating, and updating.
28
§§201.4(c)(5)(i) and
Monitoring means tracking the relevance and implementation of the
201.4(d)29]
plan over time and includes all elements of the plan.
Intent: To ensure the
Evaluating means assessing the effectiveness of the plan at achieving
implementation of the
the goals and objectives.
plan over time, but also
to ensure the plan
Special Consideration: Various methods are possible for keeping the
remains current and
plan current. For example, one method may be to amend the plan, as
reflects changes to the
appropriate, using annexes to document changes during the plan
statewide mitigation
approval period that can be more fully integrated during the next plan
program.
update cycle.
S18. Does the plan
describe the systems for
monitoring
implementation and
reviewing progress? [44
CFR §§201.4(c)(5)(ii)30
and 201.4(c)(5)(iii)31]
Intent: To establish a
process for collecting
and evaluating feedback
on the state’s progress
toward long-term goals
for resiliency.

3.7

a. The plan must describe the system for tracking the
implementation of the mitigation activities and projects
identified in the mitigation strategy. This includes all mitigation
activities, not just those funded by FEMA.
b. The system must include the following:
1. A schedule;
2. Agency/office responsible for coordination; and
3. Role of the agencies/offices identified in the mitigation
strategy as responsible for implementation of actions.
c. The plan must describe a system for reviewing progress on
achieving the goals of the mitigation strategy that includes the
criteria and process for evaluating progress.

Adoption and Assurances

Plan adoption by the state’s highest elected official or designee demonstrates
commitment to the mitigation strategy and may serve as a means to communicate
28

44 CFR §201.4(c)(5)(i): “An established method and schedule for monitoring, evaluating, and updating the plan.”
44 CFR §201.4(d): “Plan must be reviewed and revised to reflect changes in development, progress in statewide
mitigation efforts, and changes in priorities and resubmitted for approval to the appropriate Regional Administrator
every five years.”
30
44 CFR §201.4(c)(5)(ii): “A system for monitoring implementation of mitigation measures and project closeouts.”
31
44 CFR §201.4(c)(5)(iii): “A system for reviewing progress on achieving goals as well as activities and projects
identified in the Mitigation Strategy.”
29
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priorities to entities within the state agencies regarding vulnerability and mitigation
measures. Plan adoption by the state’s highest elected official or designee may increase
awareness of and support from the state agencies with mitigation capabilities and
responsibilities, not just the state agency responsible for the mitigation planning program.
The assurances convey that the state is aware of and understands the obligations to
comply with applicable Federal statutes and regulations.
ELEMENT
S19. Did the state provide
documentation that the plan
has been formally adopted?
[44 CFR §201.4(c)(6)32]

REQUIREMENTS
The state must provide documentation of formal adoption by the
highest elected official or designee prior to the final review and
approval by FEMA. Documentation of formal adoption may be a
resolution or other mechanism.

Intent: Adoption
demonstrates commitment to
the goals and actions
identified in the plan.
Ideally, adoption by the
highest elected official or
designee provides statewide
recognition and
demonstrates risk reduction
as a statewide priority.

Highest elected official or designee means a senior state official
with authority to commit the various state agencies responsible
for implementing the mitigation actions identified in the plan.

S20. Did the state provide
assurances? [44 CFR
§201.4(c)(7)]
Intent: To confirm the
state’s intent to comply with
all applicable Federal
statutes and regulations.

Special Consideration: After all other plan requirements have
been met and FEMA has received the formal adoption
documentation, FEMA will provide a letter indicating the plan is
approved. See Appendix A: Submission and Review Procedures.

a. The plan must include assurances that the state will manage
and administer FEMA funding in accordance with applicable
Federal statutes and regulations. For information on FEMA
mitigation grants programs award administration
requirements, refer to the HMA Guidance (Part VI. Award
Administration Information). For example, reporting
requirements include, but are not limited to, submitting
quarterly financial and performance reports on time.
b. The plan must include assurances that the state will amend its
plan whenever necessary to reflect changes in state or Federal
laws and statutes.
Special Consideration: For information regarding consequences
of failure to comply with applicable Federal statutes and
regulations, see Appendix A: Submission and Review
Procedures.

32

44 CFR §201.4(c)(6): “A Plan Adoption Process. The plan must be formally adopted by the State prior to submittal
to us for final review and approval.”
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3.8

Repetitive Loss Strategy

44 CFR
§201.2

§201.3(c)(1)

REGULATORY TEXT
Severe Repetitive Loss properties33 are defined as single or multifamily
residential properties that are covered under an NFIP flood insurance policy
and:
(1) That have incurred flood-related damage for which 4 or more
separate claims payments have been made, with the amount of each
claim (including building and contents payments) exceeding $5,000,
and with the cumulative amount of such claims payments exceeding
$20,000; or
(2) For which at least 2 separate claims payments (building payments
only) have been made under such coverage, with cumulative amount of
such claims exceeding the market value of the property.
(3) In both instances, at least 2 of the claims must be within 10 years of
each other, and claims made within 10 days of each other will be
counted as 1 claim.
[Note: text repeated from Section 2.2 State Responsibilities]
Prepare and submit to FEMA a Standard State Mitigation Plan following the
criteria established in §201.4 as a condition of receiving non-emergency
Stafford Act assistance and FEMA mitigation grants. In addition, a State
may choose to address severe repetitive loss properties in their plan as
identified in §201.4(c)(3)(v) to receive the reduced cost share for the Flood
Mitigation Assistance (FMA)34 and Severe Repetitive Loss (SRL) programs,35
pursuant to §79.4(c)(2) of this chapter.

§201.4(c)(3)(v)

A State may request the reduced cost share authorized under §79.4(c)(2) of
this chapter for the FMA and SRL36 programs, if it has an approved State
Mitigation Plan meeting the requirements of this section that also identifies
specific actions the State has taken to reduce the number of repetitive loss
properties (which must include severe repetitive loss properties), and
specifies how the State intends to reduce the number of such repetitive loss
properties. In addition, the plan must describe the strategy the State has to
ensure that local jurisdictions with severe repetitive loss properties take
actions to reduce the number of these properties, including the development
of local mitigation plans.

The Repetitive Loss Strategy identifies actions to reduce damage to RL and SRL
properties throughout the state. For information on defining RL properties and areas and
33

For the current severe repetitive loss property definition consistent with the changes in the BW-12, refer to the HMA
Guidance (Part VIII. Additional Program Guidance: C. Flood Mitigation Assistance Program).
34
Under FMA, the Federal cost share is 90 percent for repetitive loss properties and 100 percent for severe repetitive
loss properties [42 U.S.C. §4104c(d)(1),(2)].
35
BW-12 consolidated the SRL program into the FMA program.
36
BW-12 consolidated the SRL program into the FMA program.
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identifying flood mitigation activities, as well as to access the “Repetitive Loss Update
Worksheet” (AW-501), refer to the NFIP CRS Coordinator’s Manual.
Under the FMA program, states have the option to develop a Repetitive Loss Strategy for
RL and SRL properties to be eligible to request an increased Federal cost share. For FMA
program requirements, including eligible property requirements and definitions for RL
and SRL properties consistent with the changes in BW-12, refer to the HMA Guidance
(Part VIII. Additional Program Guidance: C. Flood Mitigation Assistance Program).
To be eligible for the increased Federal cost share under FMA, the Repetitive Loss
Strategy must address the following requirements:
ELEMENT
RL. Did the state
develop a Repetitive
Loss Strategy? [44 CFR
§201.4(c)(3)(v)]
Intent: Describe how
the state intends to
reduce the number of
repetitive loss
properties (which must
include severe
repetitive loss
properties).

REQUIREMENTS
1. RL1. Did Element S6 (risk assessment) address RL and SRL
properties? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(2)(ii), 201.4(c)(2)(iii), and
201.4(c)(3)(v)]
2. RL2. Did Element S8 (mitigation goals) address RL and SRL
properties? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(3)(i) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
3. RL3. Did Element S9 (mitigation actions) address RL and SRL
properties? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(3)(iii) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
4. RL4. Did Element S10 (funding sources) address RL and SRL
properties? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(3)(iv) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
5. RL5. Did Element S13 (local and tribal [as applicable]
capabilities) address RL and SRL properties? [44 CFR
§§201.4(c)(3)(ii) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
6. RL6. Did Element S15 (prioritizing funding) address RL and SRL
properties? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(4)(iii) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
Special Consideration: Descriptions of the various programs and
initiatives to meet this requirement do not need to be repeated in a
separate section. However, if the documentation to meet this
requirement is not a separate section, the Plan Review Tool (refer to
Appendix B: State Mitigation Plan Review Tool) should identify
where in the plan the descriptions are found.
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SECTION 4: ENHANCED STATE PLAN REQUIREMENTS
A FEMA-approved enhanced state mitigation plan documents sustained, proven
commitment to hazard mitigation. This designation recognizes current or ongoing
proactive efforts in implementing a comprehensive program. The enhanced status
acknowledges the coordinated effort a state37 currently is taking to reduce losses, protect
life and property, and create safer communities. Approval of an enhanced state mitigation
plan results in eligibility for increased HMGP funding.
44 CFR
§201.5(a)

REGULATORY TEXT
A State with a FEMA-approved Enhanced State Mitigation Plan at the time of a
disaster declaration is eligible to receive increased funds under the HMGP, based
on twenty percent of the total estimated eligible Stafford Act disaster assistance.
The Enhanced State Mitigation Plan must demonstrate that a State has developed
a comprehensive mitigation program, that the State effectively uses available
mitigation funding, and that it is capable of managing the increased funding. In
order for the State to be eligible for the 20 percent HMGP funding, FEMA must
have approved the plan within 5 years prior to the disaster declaration.

The capabilities listed in 44 CFR §201.5(a) demonstrate increased capabilities that build
on, and exceed, the standard mitigation plan requirements. States seeking Enhanced
status must “demonstrate” through a narrative and examples that the state is already
clearly engaged in processes, activities or initiatives that further risk reduction. FEMA
expects that information on the state processes, activities, or initiatives are already
incorporated into the plan or can be independently validated.
FEMA will not grant conditional approvals of Enhanced state mitigation plans; all
requirements must be met at time of approval.
This section provides detailed guidance on how FEMA interprets the various
requirements of the regulation for all enhanced state mitigation plan reviews. The
guidance is limited only to the minimum requirements of what must be in an enhanced
state mitigation plan, and does not provide guidance on how the state may develop a plan.
Each element links to a specific regulation, and citations are provided for reference.
This section is organized as follows:
4.1 Meet Required Standard Plan Elements
4.2 Integrated Planning
4.3 State Mitigation Capabilities
4.4 HMA Grants Management Performance
For additional information on enhanced state mitigation plan approvals, please see
Appendix A: Submission and Review Procedures.

37

44 CFR §201.3(e)(3): “In order to be considered for the increased HMGP funding, the Tribal Mitigation Plan must
meet the Enhanced State Mitigation Plan criteria identified in §201.5.”
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4.1

Meet Required Standard Plan Elements

In order to be considered for Enhanced status, the plan must contain all of the required
elements of the standard state mitigation plan.
ELEMENT
E1. Does the enhanced plan include all
elements of the standard state mitigation
plan? [44 CFR §201.5(b)38]

REQUIREMENTS
The enhanced plan must meet all the required
elements of the standard state mitigation plan.

Intent: To meet the minimum
requirements for a state mitigation plan
under 44 CFR §201.4.

4.2

Integrated Planning

States that are “enhanced” can demonstrate a history of integration with agencies and
stakeholders with mitigation capabilities or shared objectives to reduce risks from natural
hazards. The National Mitigation Framework describes integration in terms of
“Coordinating Structures,” which include the organizations, agencies, groups,
committees, and teams that carry out activities in support of building resiliency. It also
includes other programs, procedures, or initiatives carried out by a cross-section of state
partners that work together to identify and implement effective, long-term mitigation
solutions. For example, the Silver Jackets program developed through the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers facilitates the integration of agencies in various states.39
In terms of enhanced state mitigation planning, integrated planning means embedding
mitigation in other state planning, decision making, and development, as well as enabling
other agency planning initiatives to inform the state’s mitigation strategy. No single
agency can be solely responsible for mitigation across all community sectors, but
collaboration among stakeholders with the authority, interest, and expertise to implement
mitigation measures enables the leveraging of resources to reduce risk and increase
resilience.

38

44 CFR §201.5(b): “Enhanced State Mitigation Plans must include all elements of the Standard State Mitigation plan
identified in §201.4.”
39

National Mitigation Framework, FEMA, May 2013.
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ELEMENTS
E2. Does the plan
demonstrate integration to
the extent practicable with
other state and/or regional
planning initiatives and
FEMA mitigation
programs and initiatives?
[44 CFR §201.5(b)(1)40]
Intent: To demonstrate
realized integration with
other planning initiatives
and mitigation programs
into ongoing state
activities that achieve risk
reduction and resilience.

REQUIREMENTS
a. The Enhanced plan must demonstrate integration with other
state and/or regional planning initiatives, including, at a
minimum, the following sectors:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Emergency management;
Economic development;
Land use development;
Housing;
Health and social services;
Infrastructure; and
Natural and cultural resources.

Where integration with other state and/or regional planning
initiatives representing these sectors is not practicable, the plan
must describe the limitations.
b. The Enhanced plan must demonstrate integration of FEMA
mitigation programs and initiatives, including, if applicable,
but not limited to: HMGP, PDM, FMA, NFIP, CRS, Risk
MAP, and the National Dam Safety Program, as well as
FEMA programs that advance mitigation, such as Threat
Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment, Emergency
Management Performance Grant Program, and PA C-G.
Where integration with FEMA mitigation programs and
initiatives is not practicable, the plan must describe the
limitations.
Special Consideration: In evaluating integration, consideration
will be given to the inherent differences in governance and
capabilities among states, crediting measurable progress towards
integration of efforts.

4.3

State Mitigation Capabilities

States with enhanced state mitigation plans are able to demonstrate successfully
implemented programs or projects that reduce exposure to hazards or other mechanisms
that show the state has exceeded the requirements of the standard plan. Where the state
standard mitigation plan requires the evaluation of capabilities (see Element S12),
enhanced states can demonstrate a comprehensive approach to reducing losses of life and
property by lessening the impact of disasters through development, implementation, and
coordination of a variety of capabilities.

40

44 CFR §201.5(b)(1): “Demonstration that the plan is integrated to the extent practicable with other State and/or
regional planning initiatives (comprehensive, growth management, economic development, capital improvement, land
development, and/or emergency management plans) and FEMA mitigation programs and initiatives that provide
guidance to State and regional agencies.”
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ELEMENT
E3. Does the state
demonstrate commitment
to a comprehensive
mitigation program? [44
CFR §201.5(b)(4)41]
Intent: Demonstrate
commitment to advancing
risk reduction and
resilience using a wide
range of resources.

REQUIREMENTS
The plan must describe an existing comprehensive state mitigation
program that might include, but is not limited to, examples listed in
the mitigation planning regulation at 44 CFR §201.5(b)(4).
Comprehensive state mitigation program means a broad range of
state-supported initiatives and activities that:
1. Targets risk reduction for each of the identified hazards in the
state;
2. Is inclusive of various state agencies and sectors with
mitigation capabilities and resources; and
3. Is coordinated to increase statewide resilience from the adverse
impacts of future hazard events.
Initiatives and activities that demonstrate commitment include, but
are not limited to, a combination of current training, partnerships,
leadership initiatives, funding, technical assistance, codes and
ordinances, or other activities that reduce risks.
Special Consideration: Descriptions of the various programs and
initiatives to meet this requirement do not need to be repeated in a
separate section. However, if the documentation to meet this
requirement is not a separate section, the Plan Review Tool (refer
to Appendix B: State Mitigation Plan Review Tool) should identify
where in the plan the descriptions are found.

41

44 CFR §201.5(b)(4): “Demonstration that the State is committed to a comprehensive state mitigation program,
which might include any of the following:

(i) A commitment to support local mitigation planning by providing workshops and training, State planning grants,
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)
(v)
(vi)

or coordinated capability development of local officials, including Emergency Management and Floodplain
Management certifications.
A statewide program of hazard mitigation through the development of legislative initiatives, mitigation councils,
formation of public/private partnerships, and/or other executive actions that promote hazard mitigation.
The State provides a portion of the non-Federal match for HMGP and/or other mitigation projects.
To the extent allowed by State law, the State requires or encourages local governments to use a current version of
a nationally applicable model building code or Standard that addresses natural hazards as a basis for design and
construction of State sponsored mitigation projects.
A comprehensive, multi-year plan to mitigate the risks posed to existing buildings that have been identified as
necessary for post-disaster response and recovery operations.
A comprehensive description of how the State integrates mitigation into its post-disaster recovery operations.”
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ELEMENT
E4. Does the Enhanced
plan document capability
to implement mitigation
actions? [44 CFR
§§201.5(b)(2)(i),42
201.5(b)(2)(ii),43 and
201.5(b)(2)(iv)44]
Intent: To exhibit
successful application of
a statewide mitigation
program to advance risk
reduction and resilience
toward mitigation goals.
E5. Is the state effectively
using existing mitigation
programs to achieve
mitigation goals? [44
CFR §§201.5(a) and
201.5(b)(3)45]
Intent: To exhibit
successful application of
a statewide mitigation
program to advance risk
reduction and resilience
toward mitigation goals.
Also to demonstrate the
effective use of the
additional HMGP funds
for which the Enhanced
state is eligible.

REQUIREMENTS
a. The Enhanced plan must describe the system to rank the
mitigation measures according to established eligibility criteria,
including a process to prioritize between funding programs,
jurisdictions, and proposals that address different or multiple
hazards.
b. The Enhanced plan must describe how the state will assess the
effectiveness of mitigation actions, including the agencies that
are involved as well as the timeline, and use the results to
inform the mitigation strategy. Effectiveness may be based on
cost factors but may also include other beneficial functions.

a. The enhanced plan must document how the state has fully made
use of the funding available through the FEMA assistance
programs (for example, PA C-G, HMGP, PDM, and FMA). If
the state has not made full use of available funding, the
enhanced plan must document the reasons why funding was not
used and explain the process to improve this capability.
b. The enhanced plan must document how the state effectively
uses existing state programs to achieve its mitigation goals.
Special Consideration: Citing limited staff resources is not
considered an acceptable reason for not making full use of funding.
Further, citing limited staff resources would document the inability
to meet the requirement at §201.5(b)(2)(iii), that requires the state
to demonstrate HMA grants management capability.

42

44 CFR §201.5(b)(2)(i): “Documentation of the State’s project implementation capability, identifying and
demonstrating the ability to implement the plan, including: Established eligibility criteria for multi-hazard mitigation
measures.”
43
44 CFR §201.5(b)(2)(ii): A system “to rank the measures according to the State’s eligibility criteria. A system to
determine the cost effectiveness of mitigation measures, consistent with OMB Circular–94, Guidelines and Discount
Rates for Benefit-Cost Analysis of Federal Programs.”
44
44 CFR §201.5(b)(2)(iv): “A system and strategy by which the State will conduct an assessment of the completed
mitigation actions and include a record of the effectiveness (actual cost avoidance) of each mitigation action.”
45
44 CFR §201.5(b)(3): “Demonstration that the State effectively uses existing mitigation programs to achieve its
mitigation goals.”
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4.4

HMA Grants Management Performance

Approval of an enhanced state mitigation plan results in eligibility for increased HMGP
funding. Therefore, the mitigation planning regulation requires states to demonstrate
existing capabilities to effectively manage the HMGP as well as other mitigation grant
programs (44 CFR §§201.5(a), 201.5(b)(3), and 201.5(b)(2)(iii)).
At the time of plan submission and review, and annually during the approval period,
FEMA will review the state’s last four quarters of past grants management performance
data for all FEMA HMA programs. For reviews of new Enhanced state mitigation plans,
FEMA may extend the timeframe when sufficient data is not available for the last four
quarters. FEMA will supplement the review with any additional necessary grants
management data or may request additional data from the state, if necessary.
For additional information on the requirements to:


Make use of the funding available through the FEMA assistance programs, refer
to Element E5 in Section 4.3 State Mitigation Capabilities.



Maintain HMA grants management performance capabilities over the plan
approval period, refer to Appendix A: Submission and Review Procedures.

ELEMENT
E6. With regard to
HMA, is the state
maintaining the
capability to meet
application timeframes
and submitting
complete project
applications? [44 CFR
§201.5(b)(2)(iii)(A)46]

REQUIREMENTS
a. All applications and amendments are submitted by the end of
each program’s respective application period.
b. All applications are entered into FEMA’s electronic data systems
(such as, NEMIS and/or eGrants).
c. Eligibility and Completeness Checklist is prepared for all
applications.
d. All applications are determined to be complete by FEMA within
90 days of submittal or selection for further review. Required
environmental and historic preservation reviews and
consultations will not be included in the 90-day review timeframe
calculation.

46

44 CFR §201.5(b)(2)(iii)(A): “Demonstration that the State has the capability to effectively manage the HMGP as
well as other mitigation grant programs, including a record of the following: (A) Meeting HMGP and other mitigation
grant application timeframes and submitting complete, technically feasible, and eligible project applications with
appropriate supporting documentation;”
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ELEMENT
E7. With regard to
HMA, is the state
maintaining the
capability to prepare
and submit accurate
environmental reviews
and benefit-cost
analyses? [44 CFR
§201.5(b)(2)(iii)(B)47]

REQUIREMENTS
All applications and amendments are determined to be complete by
FEMA within 90 days of submittal or selection for further review,
including all data requested by FEMA to support Cost Effectiveness
determinations and environmental/historic preservation compliance
reviews. Required environmental and historic preservation reviews
and consultations will not be included in the 90-day review timeframe
calculation.

E8. With regard to
HMA, is the state
maintaining the
capability to submit
complete and accurate
quarterly progress and
financial reports on
time? [44 CFR
§201.5(b)(2)(iii)(C)48]

a. All progress reports must be complete and submitted on time.
Information in reports must accurately describe grant activities,
including data related to the completion of individual property
acquisitions. Incomplete progress reports that do not provide
information on all open grants and subgrants or include all
information required by the HMA Guidance are not considered
on time.
b. All Federal financial reports (FFR), Standard Form (SF) SF-425
are submitted on time. Information in reports must accurately
describe grant activities, as described in the HMA Guidance.
c. State consistently complies with the Financial Management
Standard requirements described in 2 CFR §§200.300 to 200.309.

47

44 CFR §201.5(b)(2)(iii)(B): “Demonstration that the State has the capability to effectively manage the HMGP as
well as other mitigation grant programs, including a record of the following: (B) Preparing and submitting accurate
environmental reviews and benefit-cost analyses;”
48

44 CFR §201.5(b)(2)(iii)(C): “Demonstration that the State has the capability to effectively manage the HMGP as
well as other mitigation grant programs, including a record of the following: (C) Submitting complete and accurate
quarterly progress and financial reports on time;”
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ELEMENT
REQUIREMENTS
E9. With regard to
a. All work as part of HMA subawards must be completed by the
HMA, is the state
end of Period of Performance as described in the HMA Guidance.
maintaining the
b. No major findings on last single audit obtained by the state
capability to complete
related to HMA programs. For states without HMA grants,
HMA projects within
FEMA will review other Federal grants prepared by the
established
responsible agency (such as state Emergency Management
performance periods,
Agency).
including financial
c. All grant close-out activities, including financial reconciliation,
reconciliation? [44 CFR
are completed within 90 days from the end of the performance
§201.5(b)(2)(iii)(D)49]
period including:
1. Final FFR SF-425 and Performance Reports were submitted
within 90 days from the end of the performance period unless
an extension is granted by FEMA.
2. Statement submitted that approved Scope of Work and all
environmental and historic preservation requirements have
been satisfied.
3. SF-270 Request for Advance or Reimbursement or request to
de-obligate funds is completed, if applicable due to cost
underruns.
4. Other documentation as required in the HMA Guidance.
5. No late drawdowns are requested or performed after the
liquidation period has ended.
d. Actual expenditures have been documented and are consistent
with SF-424A or SF-424C.

49

44 CFR §201.5(b)(2)(iii)(D): “Demonstration that the State has the capability to effectively manage the HMGP as
well as other mitigation grant programs, including a record of the following: (D) Completing HMGP and other
mitigation grant projects within established performance periods, including financial reconciliation.”
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APPENDIX A: SUBMISSION AND REVIEW PROCEDURES
The “Submission and Review Procedures” Appendix is to set forth the standard operating
procedures for the submission and review of both Standard and Enhanced state mitigation
plans and includes information on:
A.1 Communication
A.2 Plan Submittal
A.3 Plan Adoption
A.4 Plan Review Status
A.5 Enhanced State Mitigation Plan Review
A.6 Review of Mitigation Commitments

A.1

Communication

FEMA will work with each state to determine mutually agreeable communication
methods. These methods include a schedule, notification milestones, points of contact,
and contact information, not limited to phone number, email, and mailing address. FEMA
and state staffs are encouraged to coordinate with each other regarding clarifications or
questions. FEMA may contact the state to discuss required revisions and offer an
opportunity for minor changes prior to issuing a formal letter. Official communications
will be documented using formal letters to the state.

A.2

Plan Submittal

FEMA requires that the plans be submitted electronically. In some cases, FEMA may
request that the state submit paper copies. FEMA will work with the state on a mutually
agreeable method and format for the plan submittal. If mailing materials to the FEMA
Regional Office, the state will confirm with FEMA that delivery instructions are current
and appropriate for the submission. Upon receipt of materials, FEMA will provide
confirmation to the state.

A.3

Plan Adoption

The state is encouraged to share drafts, in whole or part, with FEMA in advance of
deadlines to ensure plan is approvable upon first review by FEMA. The state is
encouraged to submit a final draft to FEMA for review before seeking formal adoption of
the plan to ensure that the plan meets all requirements. Once the plan receives an
“Approvable Pending Adoption (APA)” status from FEMA, the state must provide
documentation of formal adoption by the state’s highest elected official or designee
within a reasonable timeframe.
This process allows the state to proceed with the formal adoption process, knowing the
adopted plan will be approved by FEMA. If deficiencies are found in the plan, the state
will be able to make the required revisions before engaging in the formal adoption
process.
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A.4

Plan Review Status

All state mitigation plans will be reviewed by FEMA using the State Mitigation Plan
Review Guide within 45 days after receipt from the state, whenever possible (44 CFR
§201.4(d)). Upon completion of a plan review, FEMA will provide notification to the
state of the plan review outcome, using the following status designations:




“Requires Revisions”
“Approvable Pending Adoption (APA)”
“Approved”

FEMA will include a copy of the Plan Review Tool when providing notification of plan
review status to the state.
A.4.1 Requires Revisions
State mitigation plans not meeting all of the requirements are returned with a “Requires
Revisions.” The required revisions are documented in writing, using the Plan Review
Tool or other method, for discussions with the state. When a plan requires revisions to
meet 44 CFR Part 201, FEMA will complete subsequent plan reviews as necessary. The
review of a revised state mitigation plan will focus on those elements where revisions
were required but may also include review of any changes from the previous version.
A.4.2 Approvable Pending Adoption
APA is a recommended and potentially time‐saving process by which states submit the
final draft state mitigation plan for a review prior to formal adoption by the appropriate
officials, agencies, or organizations. If FEMA determines the plan is not approvable, the
state will be able to address deficiencies before adopting the plan.
If all Elements are met except adoption, FEMA determines that the state mitigation plan
is APA. Once the state receives a letter from FEMA noting the plan status is APA, the
state can then proceed with the adoption process, assured that the adopted plan will
receive FEMA’s final approval.
A.4.3 Approved
Once all Elements are “Met” and the adoption resolution is received by the FEMA
Regional office, FEMA will send an “Approved” letter to the state signed by the FEMA
Regional Administrator or designee. The designee for the FEMA Regional Administrator
may be the Regional Mitigation Division Director, Risk Analysis Branch Chief, or other
designated official. Correspondence for “Approved” plans will identify, at a minimum,
the name of the approved plan, date(s) of plan adoption, date of plan approval, and the
expiration date of FEMA’s approval of the plan (e.g., February 1 through January 31).

A.5

Enhanced State Mitigation Plan Review

The plan submittal procedures are the same as standard state plans. If, upon completion of
the FEMA review, required revisions are identified, the FEMA Regional Mitigation
Planning staff coordinates with the state regarding the expected revisions to the Enhanced
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plan. Upon satisfactory completion of all Enhanced plan requirements, the FEMA
Regional Administrator or designee will send a notice of approval or APA to the state.
As stated in Section 4, Enhanced State Plan Requirements, FEMA will not grant
conditional approvals of enhanced state plans. All requirements must be met at time of
review for the plan to be approved.
A.5.1 Status Categories
The status of an enhanced plan submittal will be either New or Update. An Update of an
enhanced plan will be “continuous” or “expired” as shown in Table A-1 and discussed
below.
Table A-1. Summary of Enhanced Plan Status, Review Panel Types, and Review
Panel Composition.
ENHANCED PLAN STATUS

REVIEW PANEL TYPE
Regional
National

(A) New Enhanced Plan



(B) Enhanced
Plan Update



(i) Continuous



REVIEW PANEL
COMPOSITION*
2S - 2R - 2HQ
(or at a minimum, 1S 1R - 1HQ)
Established by Region

(Upon
Request)
(ii) Expired

(Upon
Established by Region
Request)
(A) Never received FEMA approval for an enhanced state mitigation plan
(B) (i) Complete enhanced plan submitted prior to expiration of current enhanced plan
(ii) Complete enhanced plan submitted no more than 12 months after expiration of the
previous enhanced plan
*S = State, R = Region, HQ = Headquarters

A “New Enhanced Plan” is a plan submitted by a state that has never had an approved
enhanced plan. If a state submitted an enhanced state mitigation plan for review, but it
was never approved by FEMA, the next enhanced state mitigation plan submittal will fall
under this category as well. “New Enhanced Plans” will be reviewed by a National
Review Panel composed of two state, two FEMA Region, and two FEMA Headquarters
representatives.
A “Continuous Enhanced Plan Update” is a plan submitted by a state that has a current,
approved enhanced plan that has not expired and has been submitted to FEMA at least 45
day before the plan expires. “Continuous Enhanced Plan Updates” will be reviewed by
the respective Regional office.
An “Expired Enhanced Plan Update” is a plan submitted by a state that has an enhanced
plan that expired less than 12 months before submission or will expire within the next 45
days. “Expired Enhanced Plans Updates” will be reviewed by the FEMA Regional office.
Prior to expiration, the state may have submitted and received approval of the standard
plan, but not an enhanced plan. Plan approval for an “Expired Enhanced Plan Update” as
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defined within this section will be for the remaining balance of the approval period to
coincide with approval of the standard state mitigation plan.
A.5.2 Hazard Mitigation Assistance Grants Management Performance Review
The FEMA Regional Mitigation staff will complete the grant program management
review per 44 CFR §201.5(b)(2)(iii) within 30 days of receipt of the state mitigation plan
and before the National Review Panel convenes. FEMA will evaluate the HMA grants
management performance using the criteria provided in Section 4.4, HMA Grants
Management Performance.
FEMA will notify the state of the results of the HMA grants management review and
provide specific reasons if the state performance is not satisfactory to pass the review.
The state may not request a National Panel Review to reconsider the FEMA HMA grants
management performance review.
A.5.3 FEMA Regional Review
The FEMA Region notifies the state and FEMA Headquarters of the review status
milestones. The FEMA Region will complete its review of the Enhanced plan within 45
days after receipt from the state, whenever possible (44 CFR §201.4(d)). Additional
reviews may be necessary if required revisions are identified.
The FEMA Regional Mitigation Planning staff will complete the internal Regional
review process and then send a copy to FEMA Headquarters Mitigation Planning staff for
a parallel consistency review. FEMA Headquarters Mitigation Planning staff will review
the plan within the same 45-day review period. The Regional Mitigation Planning staff
will coordinate with and incorporate Headquarters comments into the Regional review.
The parallel review by FEMA Headquarters will not delay the Regional review.
If the finding from the Regional review is not satisfactory, a review by the National
Review Panel may be requested. This secondary review process will follow the same
panel composition and process as a “New Enhanced Plan.” If a review by the National
Review Panel is requested, the review will be completed within 30 days of the request.
A.5.4 National Review Panel
The FEMA Regional Mitigation Planning staff completes the internal Regional review
process, including grant program management, and notifies the state and FEMA
Headquarters Mitigation Planning staff of the review status. If, upon completion of the
FEMA Regional review, required revisions are identified, the FEMA Region sends the
completed plan review to the state, and coordinates with the state to adjust the schedule
based on the expected revisions to the enhanced plan. Upon satisfaction that all elements
of the Regional review process have been met, the FEMA Regional Mitigation Planning
staff submits the enhanced state mitigation plan to FEMA Headquarters Mitigation
Planning staff for a review by the National Review Panel.
Upon notification from the FEMA Region, FEMA Headquarters Mitigation Planning
staff will assemble the National Review Panel. Once convened, the National Review
Panel will complete its review and provide timely feedback through the FEMA Regional
Mitigation Planning staff to the submitting state.
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Upon receipt of the Plan from the FEMA Region, FEMA Headquarters Mitigation
Planning staff and FEMA Regional Mitigation staff participate in an initial coordination
conference call with the National Review Panelists to coordinate schedules and ensure all
materials have been provided to Panelists to complete reviews.






Each National Review Panelist completes an independent review of the plan and
submits a completed Plan Review Tool to the FEMA Headquarters Mitigation
Planning staff.
FEMA Headquarters Mitigation Planning staff consolidates comments into a
single Plan Review Tool and distributes to Panelists.
FEMA Headquarters Mitigation Planning staff facilitates National Review Panel
discussion (generally held via conference call) to discuss the plan reviews and
reach Panel consensus on recommendations for plan approval or required
revisions.
The FEMA Headquarters Mitigation Planning staff notifies the Regional
Mitigation Planning staff of the Panel outcome.

If, upon completion of the National Review Panel review, required revisions are
identified, the FEMA Regional Mitigation Planning staff sends the National Review
Panel Plan Review Tool to the state. Upon receipt of the revisions, FEMA Regional and
Headquarters Mitigation Planning staff confirms whether all required revisions have been
met. Additional communication may be required if all requirements still have not been
met.
A.5.5 Enhanced Plan Review Procedure Summary
A summary of the enhanced plan procedures is provided in Table A-2.
Table A-2. Summary of Enhanced Plan Review Procedures.
ENHANCED PLAN
CATEGORY
A. New Enhanced Plan
submitted by state and:
1. State never had an
approved enhanced
plan before; or
2. State had enhanced
plan that expired
more than 12 months
prior to submittal.

PROCESS SUMMARY
Region will review the plan
within 45 days of submittal
During 45 day Regional
review:
 HQ assembles National
Review Panel
 Revisions may be
required
After Regional review,
National Review Panel
convenes
National Panel review of plan
will not exceed 45 days,
whenever possible.

TIMELINE
Day 1: Submittal to Region;
HQ assembles review panel
with HQ, state, and Regional
reviewers while Region is
conducting the review
Day 30: Region completes its
review
Day 45: National Review
Panel provides feedback to
the state
Additional review time may
be necessary for either the
Regional or National Review
Panel reviews if required
revisions are identified.
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ENHANCED PLAN
CATEGORY
B. Updated Enhanced Plan
(Continuous) must be
submitted to the FEMA
Region at least 45 days prior
to plan expiration, or up to 12
months after Enhanced Plan
expiration date.

PROCESS SUMMARY
Initial Review:
Region/HQ will do joint
review within 45 days. Plan
will either be approved or
returned for revisions in this
timeframe.
Optional Secondary
Review: If the state is not
satisfied with outcome of the
Regional review, a National
Review Panel review can be
requested and will be
completed within 30 days.

TIMELINE
Initial Review:
Day 1: Submitted to Region
Day 45: Region and HQ
make determination
Optional Secondary
Review: (State not satisfied
with outcome of Regional
review):
Day 1: HQ begins to
assemble National Review
Panel
Day 30: Region shares
outcome of National Review
Panel review with state
Additional review time may
be necessary either from the
Regional or National Review
Panel reviews if required
revisions are identified.

A.6

Review of Mitigation Commitments

If at any time over the plan approval period FEMA determines that the state is not
complying with all applicable Federal statutes and regulations in effect with respect to the
periods for which it receives funding or is unable to fulfill mitigation commitments,
FEMA may take action to correct the noncompliance (44 CFR §§201.3(b)(5) and
201.4(c)(7)). If the state does not comply with HMA award administration requirements,
FEMA may consider taking actions as detailed in the HMA Guidance (Part VI. Award
Administration Information, D.8 Remedies for Noncompliance). Before taking action,
FEMA Regional Mitigation staff must coordinate with the respective FEMA
Headquarters program offices.
A FEMA-approved enhanced state mitigation plan documents sustained, proven
commitment to hazard mitigation and results in eligibility for increased HMGP funding.
Annually, FEMA staff will validate that “Enhanced” states are maintaining a
comprehensive mitigation program, effectively using available mitigation funding, and
remain capable of managing the increased HMGP funding (44 CFR §201.5(a)).
Following the validation, FEMA will provide the state with a written summary of
findings. The benefit of this annual validation to the state is to show that the state is on
track and continues to meet grants management performance requirements over the 5year approval period, rather than discovering retroactively at the review of the mitigation
plan update that the state does not meet the requirements. FEMA will not require a state
mitigation plan update as a result of the annual validation.
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If FEMA determines that the state’s mitigation capabilities have not improved or have
declined, FEMA will work with the state to identify appropriate activities to improve the
mitigation capabilities and determine a reasonable timeframe for completing these
actions. The state will have 30 days after receipt of the summary of findings to submit to
FEMA the proposed actions and timeframes that the state will take to make the
improvements.
If the state mitigation capabilities do not improve, FEMA may consider withholding
funds or denying future funding by suspending the state’s “Enhanced” plan status prior to
the 5-year update. If the “Enhanced” plan status is suspended by FEMA, the state
mitigation plan would revert to “Standard” plan status and the state would no longer be
eligible to receive the increased portion of HMGP funding for future disaster
declarations. If the state is subsequently able to demonstrate the capability to manage the
increased HMGP funding to FEMA’s satisfaction consistent with the criteria in the
applicable regulations and this Guide, FEMA would restore the “Enhanced” plan status
making the state eligible to receive increased HMGP funding for future disaster
declarations.
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APPENDIX B: STATE MITIGATION PLAN REVIEW TOOL
This section is organized as follows:
B.1 Plan Review Tool Summary
B.2 Standard State Mitigation Plan Regulation Checklist
B.3 Enhanced State Mitigation Plan Regulation Checklist
B.4 Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement
FEMA uses the State Mitigation Plan Review Tool (“Plan Review Tool”) to document how the
state mitigation plan meets the regulation. If plan requirements are not met, FEMA informs the
state of the changes it needs to make in each of the Required Revisions sections.
The “Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement” summary offers FEMA an opportunity
to provide more comprehensive feedback to the state.
INSTRUCTIONS: The Regulation Checklist must be completed by FEMA. The FEMA Plan
Approver must reference the State Mitigation Plan Review Guide when completing the Plan
Review Tool. The purpose of the Checklist is to identify the location of relevant or applicable
content in the Plan by Element/sub-element and to determine if each requirement has been ‘Met’
or ‘Not Met.’
The “Required Revisions” summary at the bottom of each Element must be completed by
FEMA to provide a clear explanation of the revisions that are required for plan approval.
Required revisions must be explained for each plan sub-element that is ‘Not Met.’ Sub-elements
should be referenced in each summary by using the appropriate number, where applicable.
Requirements for each Element and sub-element are described in detail in the State Mitigation
Plan Review Guide.
FEMA will provide a narrative summary of the review findings that includes a discussion of
“Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement” as a means to offer more comprehensive
feedback to the state to acknowledge where the plan exceeds minimum requirements as well as
provide suggestions for improvements. FEMA will describe the strengths that are demonstrated
and highlight examples of best practices.
FEMA may provide suggestions for improvement as part of the Plan Review Tool or in a
separate document. FEMA’s suggestions for improvement are not required to be made for plan
approval.
Required revisions from the Regulation Checklist are not documented in the “Strengths and
Opportunities for Improvement” section.
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B.1

Plan Review Tool Summary

State:

Title and Date of Plan:

State Point of Contact (Name / Title):

Date of Submission:

Address:

Agency:

Phone Number:

E-Mail:

Date Received in FEMA Region:
FEMA Reviewer (Planning – Name / Title):

Date:

FEMA Reviewer (HMA – Name / Title):

Date:

FEMA Reviewer (Name / Title):

Date:

FEMA Reviewer (Name / Title):

Date:

FEMA Approver (Name / Title):

Date:

Plan Status (Not Approved, Approvable Pending Adoption, Approved):

Date:

SUMMARY

YES

NO

STANDARD STATE MITIGATION PLAN
Does the plan meet the standard state mitigation plan requirements?
REPETITIVE LOSS STRATEGY
Does the plan include a Repetitive Loss Strategy? [see S6 / RL1; S8 / RL2; S9 /
RL3; S10 / RL4; S13 / RL5; and S15 / RL6]
ENHANCED STATE MITIGATION PLAN
Does the plan meet the enhanced state mitigation plan requirements?
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B.2

Standard State Mitigation Plan Regulation Checklist

REGULATION CHECKLIST – STANDARD PLAN
*M=Met; NM=Not Met

Location
in Plan

M / NM*

STANDARD (S) STATE MITIGATION PLAN
Planning Process
S1. Does the plan describe the planning process used to develop the plan? [44
CFR §§201.4(b) and (c)(1)]
S2. Does the plan describe how the state coordinated with other agencies and
stakeholders? [44 CFR §§201.4(b) and (c)(1)]
Required Revisions:

Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment
S3. Does the risk assessment include an overview of the type and location of
all natural hazards that can affect the state? [44 CFR §201.4(c)(2)(i)]
S4. Does the risk assessment provide an overview of the probabilities of
future hazard events? [44 CFR §201.4(c)(2)(i)]
S5. Does the risk assessment address the vulnerability of state assets located
in hazard areas and estimate the potential dollar losses to these assets? [44
CFR §§201.4(c)(2)(ii) and 201.4(c)(2)(iii)]
S6. Does the risk assessment include an overview and analysis of the
vulnerability of jurisdictions to the identified hazards and the potential losses
to vulnerable structures? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(2)(ii) and 201.4(c)(2)(iii)]
S7. Was the risk assessment revised to reflect changes in development? [44
CFR §201.4(d)]
Required Revisions:

Mitigation Strategy and Priorities
S8. Does the mitigation strategy include goals to reduce / avoid long-term
vulnerabilities from the identified hazards? [44 CFR §201.4(c)(3)(i)]
S9. Does the plan prioritize mitigation actions to reduce vulnerabilities
identified in the risk assessment? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(3)(iii) and (iv)]
S10. Does the plan identify current and potential sources of funding to
implement mitigation actions and activities? [44 CFR §201.4(c)(3)(iv)]
S11. Was the plan updated to reflect changes in development, progress in
statewide mitigation efforts, and changes in priorities? [44 CFR §201.4(d)]
Required Revisions:

State Mitigation Capabilities
S12. Does the plan discuss the evaluation of the state’s hazard management
policies, programs, capabilities, and funding sources to mitigate the hazards
identified in the risk assessment? [44 CFR §201.4(c)(3)(ii)]
Required Revisions:
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REGULATION CHECKLIST – STANDARD PLAN
*M=Met; NM=Not Met
Local Coordination and Mitigation Capabilities
S13. Does the plan generally describe and analyze the effectiveness of local
and tribal, as applicable, mitigation policies, programs, and capabilities? [44
CFR §201.4(c)(3)(ii)]
S14. Does the plan describe the process to support the development of
approvable local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation plans? [44 CFR
§§201.3(c)(5) and 201.4(c)(4)(i)]
S15. Does the plan describe the criteria for prioritizing funding? [44 CFR
§201.4(c)(4)(iii)]
S16. Does the plan describe the process and timeframe to review, coordinate
and link local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation plans with the state
mitigation plan? [44 CFR §§201.3(c)(6), 201.4(c)(2)(ii), 201.4(c)(3)(iii), and
201.4(c)(4)(ii)]
Required Revisions:

Location
in Plan

M / NM*

Plan Review, Evaluation, and Implementation
S17. Is there a description of the method and schedule for keeping the plan
current? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(5)(i) and 201.4(d)]
S18. Does the plan describe the systems for monitoring implementation and
reviewing progress? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(5)(ii) and 201.4(c)(5)(iii)]
Required Revisions:
Adoption and Assurances
S19. Did the state provide documentation that the plan has been formally
adopted? [44 CFR §201.4(c)(6)]
S20. Did the state provide assurances? [44 CFR §201.4(c)(7)]
Required Revisions:
Repetitive Loss (RL) Strategy
RL1. Did Element S6 (risk assessment) address RL and SRL properties? [44
CFR §§201.4(c)(2)(ii), 201.4(c)(2)(iii), and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
RL2. Did Element S8 (mitigation goals) address RL and SRL properties? [44
CFR §§201.4(c)(3)(i) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
RL3. Did Element S9 (mitigation actions) address RL and SRL properties?
[44 CFR §§201.4(c)(3)(iii) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
RL4. Did Element S10 (funding sources) address RL and SRL properties? [44
CFR §§201.4(c)(3)(iv) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
RL5. Did Element S13 (local and tribal, as applicable, capabilities) address
RL and SRL properties? [44 CFR §§201.4(c)(3)(ii) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
RL6. Did Element S15 (prioritizing funding) address RL and SRL properties?
[44 CFR §§201.4(c)(4)(iii) and 201.4(c)(3)(v)]
Required Revisions:
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B.3

Enhanced State Mitigation Plan Regulation Checklist

REGULATION CHECKLIST – ENHANCED PLAN
*M=Met; NM=Not Met

Location
in Plan

M / NM*

ENHANCED (E) STATE MITIGATION PLAN
Meet Standard State Mitigation Plan Elements
E1. Does the Enhanced plan include all elements of the standard state
mitigation plan? [44 CFR §201.5(b)]
Required Revisions:

Integrated Planning
E2. Does the plan demonstrate integration to the extent practicable with other
state and/or regional planning initiatives and FEMA mitigation programs and
initiatives? [44 CFR §201.5(b)(1)]
Required Revisions:

State Mitigation Capabilities
E3. Does the state demonstrate commitment to a comprehensive mitigation
program? [44 CFR §201.5(b)(4)]
E4. Does the enhanced plan document capability to implement mitigation
actions? [44 CFR §§201.5(b)(2)(i), 201.5(b)(2)(ii), and 201.5(b)(2)(iv)]
E5. Is the state effectively using existing mitigation programs to achieve
mitigation goals? [44 CFR §201.5(b)(3)]
Required Revisions:

HMA Grants Management Performance
E6. With regard to HMA, is the state maintaining the capability to meet
application timeframes and submitting complete project applications? [44
CFR §201.5(b)(2)(iii)(A)]
E7. With regard to HMA, is the state maintaining the capability to prepare and
submit accurate environmental reviews and benefit-cost analyses? [44 CFR
§201.5(b)(2)(iii)(B)]
E8. With regard to HMA, is the state maintaining the capability to submit
complete and accurate quarterly progress and financial reports on time? [44
CFR §201.5(b)(2)(iii)(C)]
E9. With regard to HMA, is the state maintaining the capability to complete
HMA projects within established performance periods, including financial
reconciliation? [44 CFR §201.5(b)(2)(iii)(D)]
Required Revisions:
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B.4

Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement

STRENGTHS AND OPPORTUNITIES FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTRUCTIONS: The purpose of the “Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement” section is
for FEMA to provide more comprehensive feedback on the state mitigation plan to help the state
advance mitigation planning. The intended audience is the state staff responsible for the mitigation plan
update. FEMA will address the following topics:
1. Plan strengths, including specific sections in the plan that are above and beyond the minimum
requirements; and
2. Suggestions for future improvements.
FEMA will provide feedback and include examples of best practices, when possible, as part of the Plan
Review Tool, or, if necessary, as a separate document. The state mitigation plan elements are included
below in italics for reference but should be deleted as the narrative summary is completed. FEMA is not
required to provide feedback for each element.
Required revisions from the Regulation Checklist are not documented in the Strengths and
Opportunities for Improvement section.
Results from the Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement section are not required for Plan
Approval, but may inform discussions during the Program Consultation.
Describe the mitigation plan strengths, including areas that may exceed minimum requirements.
 Planning process
 Hazard identification and risk assessment
 Mitigation strategy
 State mitigation capabilities
 Local and tribal, as applicable, coordination and mitigation capabilities
 Plan review, evaluation, and implementation
 Adoption and assurances
 Repetitive loss strategy, if applicable
 Integrated planning process, if applicable
 Commitment to a comprehensive mitigation program, if applicable
 HMA grants management performance, if applicable
Describe areas for future improvements to the mitigation plan.
 Planning process
 Hazard identification and risk assessment
 Mitigation strategy
 State mitigation capabilities
 Local and tribal, as applicable, coordination and mitigation capabilities
 Plan review, evaluation, and implementation
 Adoption and assurances
 Repetitive loss strategy, if applicable
 Integrated planning process, if applicable
 Commitment to a comprehensive mitigation program, if applicable
 HMA grants management performance, if applicable
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APPENDIX C: APPROVAL LETTER TEMPLATE
[insert date]
[insert name, title]
[insert State agency name]
[insert State agency address line 1]
[insert State agency address line 2]
Reference: Approval of the [insert name] State Mitigation Plan
Dear [insert name]:
The U.S. Department of Homeland Security, Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) Region [insert number] Mitigation Division, Risk Analysis Branch has approved the
updated [insert name] state mitigation plan effective [insert date] through [insert date] in
accordance with the planning requirements of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act (Stafford Act), as amended, the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, and Title 44 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 201.
A FEMA-approved state mitigation plan is a condition of receiving certain non-emergency
Stafford Act assistance and FEMA mitigation grants from the following programs:






Public Assistance Categories C-G (PA C-G)
Fire Management Assistance Grants (FMAG)
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)
Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM)
Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA)

State mitigation plans must be updated and resubmitted to FEMA Region [insert number]
Mitigation Division, Risk Analysis Branch for approval. If the plan is not updated by the date
indicated on this FEMA approval letter, the plan is considered lapsed and FEMA will not
obligate funds until the mitigation plan is approved by FEMA.
If at any time over the plan approval period, FEMA determines that the state is not complying
with all applicable Federal statutes and regulations in effect with respect to the periods for which
it receives funding or is unable to fulfill mitigation commitments, FEMA may take action to
correct the noncompliance (44 CFR §§201.3(b)(5) and 201.4(c)(7)).
If the included Repetitive Loss Strategy is approved, insert:
FEMA determined the state mitigation plan includes a Repetitive Loss Strategy that meets the
requirements set forth in 44 CFR §201.4(c)(3)(v) and qualifies the state to request an increased
Federal share for repetitive loss properties under the FMA program.
If the approved plan is Enhanced, insert:
FEMA recognizes the state for the additional effort and commitment to mitigation, authorizing
the state to receive additional HMGP funds of up to 20 percent of the total estimated eligible
Stafford Act disaster assistance. The “Enhanced” designation is recognition for states that are
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leaders in implementing a comprehensive statewide hazard mitigation program that results in
safer, more sustainable communities.
The state is responsible for communicating with local and tribal officials, as applicable,
interested in applying through the state for FEMA assistance. FEMA encourages states to
communicate with the appropriate officials regarding mitigation plan status and eligibility
requirements. At a minimum of every 6 months, FEMA will provide to the state written
information on mitigation plans, including but not limited to:





Local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation plan expiration dates;
Consequences of not having a FEMA-approved local or tribal, as applicable, mitigation
plan with respect to eligibility for HMA programs; and
Availability of mitigation planning training and technical assistance.
Upcoming funding opportunities.

The state is responsible for reviewing and submitting approvable mitigation plans to FEMA. If
the state is not submitting approvable mitigation plans, FEMA will provide feedback as well as
technical assistance or training, as needed.
In addition, FEMA will provide a reminder to the state, at a minimum, 12 months prior to the
plan expiration date, of the consequences of not having a FEMA-approved mitigation plan with
respect to eligibility for the FEMA assistance programs that require FEMA-approved mitigation
plan as a condition of eligibility. To maintain eligibility for PA C-G, FMAG, HMGP, PDM, and
FMA, the state must submit a draft of the next plan update prior to the end of the approval
period, and allow sufficient time for the review and approval process, including any revisions, if
needed, and for formal adoption by the state following determination by FEMA that the plan has
achieved a status of “Approvable Pending Adoption.”
Finally, we look forward to working with you to discuss the status of the state mitigation
program each year over the approval period. The written consultation agreement is attached to
clarify expectations regarding the consultation process, including details such as purpose and
outcomes; points of contact; roles and responsibilities; and logistics.
If we can be of assistance, please contact [insert name], at [insert phone # and email address].
Sincerely,

[insert name]
[insert title]

Attachments:
1. State Mitigation Plan Review Tool
2. Mitigation Program Consultation Agreement
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APPENDIX D: CONSULTATION SUMMARY TEMPLATE
MITIGATION PROGRAM CONSULTATION SUMMARY
INSTRUCTIONS: The purpose of the Mitigation Program Consultation Summary is for use by
FEMA Mitigation staff to provide a written summary of the highlights of the consultation on the state
Mitigation Program to help the state advance mitigation. The intended audience is the state staff
responsible for the mitigation program. At a minimum, FEMA will address the following topics:
1. Mitigation program strengths.
2. Specific challenges to advancing mitigation.
3. Suggestions for opportunities to improve mitigation capabilities.
The topics included in each section below in italics are for reference and should be deleted as the
narrative summary is completed.
Describe mitigation program strengths.
 State mitigation plan strategy implementation
 State mitigation plan maintenance
 Plan update and approval process
 Training, technical assistance, and partnerships
 Local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation planning
 Mitigation capabilities, including funding
 HMA grants management performance
Describe specific challenges to advancing mitigation.
 State mitigation plan strategy implementation
 State mitigation plan maintenance
 Plan update and approval process
 Training, technical assistance, and partnerships
 Local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation planning
 Mitigation capabilities, including funding
 HMA grants management performance
Describe suggestions for opportunities to improve mitigation capabilities.
 State mitigation plan strategy implementation
 State mitigation plan maintenance
 Plan update and approval process
 Training, technical assistance, and partnerships
 Local and tribal, as applicable, mitigation planning
 Mitigation capabilities, including funding
 HMA grants management performance
Attachments
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LOCAL MITIGATION PLAN REVIEW TOOL
The Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool demonstrates how the Local Mitigation Plan meets
the regulation in 44 CFR §201.6 and offers States and FEMA Mitigation Planners an
opportunity to provide feedback to the community.
•
•
•

The Regulation Checklist provides a summary of FEMA’s evaluation of whether the
Plan has addressed all requirements.
The Plan Assessment identifies the plan’s strengths as well as documents areas for
future improvement.
The Multi-jurisdiction Summary Sheet is an optional worksheet that can be used to
document how each jurisdiction met the requirements of the each Element of the
Plan (Planning Process; Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment; Mitigation
Strategy; Plan Review, Evaluation, and Implementation; and Plan Adoption).

The FEMA Mitigation Planner must reference this Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide when
completing the Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool.
Jurisdiction:

Title of Plan:

Local Point of Contact:

Date of Plan:
Address:

Title:
Agency:
Phone Number:

E-Mail:

State Reviewer:

Title:

Date:

FEMA Reviewer:

Title:

Date:

Date Received in FEMA Region (insert #)
Plan Not Approved
Plan Approvable Pending Adoption
Plan Approved

Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool

A-1

SECTION 1:
REGULATION CHECKLIST
INSTRUCTIONS: The Regulation Checklist must be completed by FEMA. The purpose of the
Checklist is to identify the location of relevant or applicable content in the Plan by
Element/sub-element and to determine if each requirement has been ‘Met’ or ‘Not Met.’
The ‘Required Revisions’ summary at the bottom of each Element must be completed by
FEMA to provide a clear explanation of the revisions that are required for plan approval.
Required revisions must be explained for each plan sub-element that is ‘Not Met.’ Subelements should be referenced in each summary by using the appropriate numbers (A1, B3,
etc.), where applicable. Requirements for each Element and sub-element are described in
detail in this Plan Review Guide in Section 4, Regulation Checklist.
1. REGULATION CHECKLIST

Location in Plan
(section and/or
page number)

Regulation (44 CFR 201.6 Local Mitigation Plans)

Met

Not
Met

ELEMENT A. PLANNING PROCESS
A1. Does the Plan document the planning process, including how it
was prepared and who was involved in the process for each
jurisdiction? (Requirement §201.6(c)(1))
A2. Does the Plan document an opportunity for neighboring
communities, local and regional agencies involved in hazard
mitigation activities, agencies that have the authority to regulate
development as well as other interests to be involved in the planning
process? (Requirement §201.6(b)(2))
A3. Does the Plan document how the public was involved in the
planning process during the drafting stage? (Requirement
§201.6(b)(1))
A4. Does the Plan describe the review and incorporation of existing
plans, studies, reports, and technical information? (Requirement
§201.6(b)(3))
A5. Is there discussion of how the community(ies) will continue public
participation in the plan maintenance process? (Requirement
§201.6(c)(4)(iii))
A6. Is there a description of the method and schedule for keeping the
plan current (monitoring, evaluating and updating the mitigation plan
within a 5-year cycle)? (Requirement §201.6(c)(4)(i))
ELEMENT A: REQUIRED REVISIONS
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Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool

1. REGULATION CHECKLIST
Regulation (44 CFR 201.6 Local Mitigation Plans)

Location in Plan
(section and/or
page number)

Met

Not
Met

ELEMENT B. HAZARD IDENTIFICATION AND RISK ASSESSMENT
B1. Does the Plan include a description of the type, location, and
extent of all natural hazards that can affect each jurisdiction(s)?
(Requirement §201.6(c)(2)(i))
B2. Does the Plan include information on previous occurrences of
hazard events and on the probability of future hazard events for each
jurisdiction? (Requirement §201.6(c)(2)(i))
B3. Is there a description of each identified hazard’s impact on the
community as well as an overall summary of the community’s
vulnerability for each jurisdiction? (Requirement §201.6(c)(2)(ii))
B4. Does the Plan address NFIP insured structures within the
jurisdiction that have been repetitively damaged by floods?
(Requirement §201.6(c)(2)(ii))
ELEMENT B: REQUIRED REVISIONS

ELEMENT C. MITIGATION STRATEGY
C1. Does the plan document each jurisdiction’s existing authorities,
policies, programs and resources and its ability to expand on and
improve these existing policies and programs? (Requirement
§201.6(c)(3))
C2. Does the Plan address each jurisdiction’s participation in the NFIP
and continued compliance with NFIP requirements, as appropriate?
(Requirement §201.6(c)(3)(ii))
C3. Does the Plan include goals to reduce/avoid long-term
vulnerabilities to the identified hazards? (Requirement
§201.6(c)(3)(i))
C4. Does the Plan identify and analyze a comprehensive range of
specific mitigation actions and projects for each jurisdiction being
considered to reduce the effects of hazards, with emphasis on new
and existing buildings and infrastructure? (Requirement
§201.6(c)(3)(ii))
C5. Does the Plan contain an action plan that describes how the
actions identified will be prioritized (including cost benefit review),
implemented, and administered by each jurisdiction? (Requirement
§201.6(c)(3)(iv)); (Requirement §201.6(c)(3)(iii))
C6. Does the Plan describe a process by which local governments will
integrate the requirements of the mitigation plan into other planning
mechanisms, such as comprehensive or capital improvement plans,
when appropriate? (Requirement §201.6(c)(4)(ii))
ELEMENT C: REQUIRED REVISIONS

Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool
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1. REGULATION CHECKLIST

Location in Plan
(section and/or
page number)

Regulation (44 CFR 201.6 Local Mitigation Plans)

Met

Not
Met

ELEMENT D. PLAN REVIEW, EVALUATION, AND IMPLEMENTATION (applicable to plan updates
only)
D1. Was the plan revised to reflect changes in development?
(Requirement §201.6(d)(3))
D2. Was the plan revised to reflect progress in local mitigation
efforts? (Requirement §201.6(d)(3))
D3. Was the plan revised to reflect changes in priorities?
(Requirement §201.6(d)(3))
ELEMENT D: REQUIRED REVISIONS

ELEMENT E. PLAN ADOPTION
E1. Does the Plan include documentation that the plan has been
formally adopted by the governing body of the jurisdiction requesting
approval? (Requirement §201.6(c)(5))
E2. For multi-jurisdictional plans, has each jurisdiction requesting
approval of the plan documented formal plan adoption?
(Requirement §201.6(c)(5))
ELEMENT E: REQUIRED REVISIONS

ELEMENT F. ADDITIONAL STATE REQUIREMENTS (OPTIONAL FOR STATE REVIEWERS ONLY;
NOT TO BE COMPLETED BY FEMA)
F1. Requirement §201.4(c)(3)(ii): [The local mitigation strategy shall
include] a general description and analysis of the effectiveness of
local mitigation policies, programs, and capabilities.
F2.
ELEMENT F: REQUIRED REVISIONS
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SECTION 2:
PLAN ASSESSMENT
INSTRUCTIONS: The purpose of the Plan Assessment is to offer the local community more
comprehensive feedback to the community on the quality and utility of the plan in a
narrative format. The audience for the Plan Assessment is not only the plan developer/local
community planner, but also elected officials, local departments and agencies, and others
involved in implementing the Local Mitigation Plan. The Plan Assessment must be
completed by FEMA. The Assessment is an opportunity for FEMA to provide feedback and
information to the community on: 1) suggested improvements to the Plan; 2) specific
sections in the Plan where the community has gone above and beyond minimum
requirements; 3) recommendations for plan implementation; and 4) ongoing partnership(s)
and information on other FEMA programs, specifically RiskMAP and Hazard Mitigation
Assistance programs. The Plan Assessment is divided into two sections:
1.
2.

Plan Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement
Resources for Implementing Your Approved Plan

Plan Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement is organized according to the plan
Elements listed in the Regulation Checklist. Each Element includes a series of italicized
bulleted items that are suggested topics for consideration while evaluating plans, but it is
not intended to be a comprehensive list. FEMA Mitigation Planners are not required to
answer each bullet item, and should use them as a guide to paraphrase their own written
assessment (2-3 sentences) of each Element.
The Plan Assessment must not reiterate the required revisions from the Regulation
Checklist or be regulatory in nature, and should be open-ended and to provide the
community with suggestions for improvements or recommended revisions. The
recommended revisions are suggestions for improvement and are not required to be made
for the Plan to meet Federal regulatory requirements. The italicized text should be deleted
once FEMA has added comments regarding strengths of the plan and potential
improvements for future plan revisions. It is recommended that the Plan Assessment be a
short synopsis of the overall strengths and weaknesses of the Plan (no longer than two
pages), rather than a complete recap section by section.
Resources for Implementing Your Approved Plan provides a place for FEMA to offer
information, data sources and general suggestions on the overall plan implementation and
maintenance process. Information on other possible sources of assistance including, but
not limited to, existing publications, grant funding or training opportunities, can be
provided. States may add state and local resources, if available.

Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool
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A. Plan Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement
This section provides a discussion of the strengths of the plan document and identifies areas
where these could be improved beyond minimum requirements.
Element A: Planning Process
How does the Plan go above and beyond minimum requirements to document the planning
process with respect to:
•
•
•
•

Involvement of stakeholders (elected officials/decision makers, plan implementers,
business owners, academic institutions, utility companies, water/sanitation districts,
etc.);
Involvement of Planning, Emergency Management, Public Works Departments or other
planning agencies (i.e., regional planning councils);
Diverse methods of participation (meetings, surveys, online, etc.); and
Reflective of an open and inclusive public involvement process.

Element B: Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment
In addition to the requirements listed in the Regulation Checklist, 44 CFR 201.6 Local
Mitigation Plans identifies additional elements that should be included as part of a plan’s
risk assessment. The plan should describe vulnerability in terms of:
1) A general description of land uses and future development trends within the community
so that mitigation options can be considered in future land use decisions;
2) The types and numbers of existing and future buildings, infrastructure, and critical
facilities located in the identified hazard areas; and
3) A description of potential dollar losses to vulnerable structures, and a description of the
methodology used to prepare the estimate.
How does the Plan go above and beyond minimum requirements to document the Hazard
Identification and Risk Assessment with respect to:
•
•
•
•
•

A-6

Use of best available data (flood maps, HAZUS, flood studies) to describe significant
hazards;
Communication of risk on people, property, and infrastructure to the public (through
tables, charts, maps, photos, etc.);
Incorporation of techniques and methodologies to estimate dollar losses to vulnerable
structures;
Incorporation of Risk MAP products (i.e., depth grids, Flood Risk Report, Changes Since
Last FIRM, Areas of Mitigation Interest, etc.); and
Identification of any data gaps that can be filled as new data became available.

Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool

Element C: Mitigation Strategy
How does the Plan go above and beyond minimum requirements to document the
Mitigation Strategy with respect to:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Key problems identified in, and linkages to, the vulnerability assessment;
Serving as a blueprint for reducing potential losses identified in the Hazard Identification
and Risk Assessment;
Plan content flow from the risk assessment (problem identification) to goal setting to
mitigation action development;
An understanding of mitigation principles (diversity of actions that include structural
projects, preventative measures, outreach activities, property protection measures, postdisaster actions, etc);
Specific mitigation actions for each participating jurisdictions that reflects their unique
risks and capabilities;
Integration of mitigation actions with existing local authorities, policies, programs, and
resources; and
Discussion of existing programs (including the NFIP), plans, and policies that could be
used to implement mitigation, as well as document past projects.

Element D: Plan Update, Evaluation, and Implementation (Plan Updates Only)
How does the Plan go above and beyond minimum requirements to document the 5-year
Evaluation and Implementation measures with respect to:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Status of previously recommended mitigation actions;
Identification of barriers or obstacles to successful implementation or completion of
mitigation actions, along with possible solutions for overcoming risk;
Documentation of annual reviews and committee involvement;
Identification of a lead person to take ownership of, and champion the Plan;
Reducing risks from natural hazards and serving as a guide for decisions makers as they
commit resources to reducing the effects of natural hazards;
An approach to evaluating future conditions (i.e. socio-economic, environmental,
demographic, change in built environment etc.);
Discussion of how changing conditions and opportunities could impact community
resilience in the long term; and
Discussion of how the mitigation goals and actions support the long-term community
vision for increased resilience.

Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool
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B. Resources for Implementing Your Approved Plan
Ideas may be offered on moving the mitigation plan forward and continuing the relationship
with key mitigation stakeholders such as the following:
•
•
•
•
•

A-8

What FEMA assistance (funding) programs are available (for example, Hazard
Mitigation Assistance (HMA)) to the jurisdiction(s) to assist with implementing the
mitigation actions?
What other Federal programs (National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), Community
Rating System (CRS), Risk MAP, etc.) may provide assistance for mitigation activities?
What publications, technical guidance or other resources are available to the
jurisdiction(s) relevant to the identified mitigation actions?
Are there upcoming trainings/workshops (Benefit-Cost Analysis (BCA), HMA, etc.) to
assist the jurisdictions(s)?
What mitigation actions can be funded by other Federal agencies (for example, U.S.
Forest Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Smart Growth, Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) Sustainable Communities, etc.) and/or state and local agencies?

Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool

SECTION 3:
MULTI-JURISDICTION SUMMARY SHEET (OPTIONAL)
INSTRUCTIONS: For multi-jurisdictional plans, a Multi-jurisdiction Summary Spreadsheet may be completed by listing each
participating jurisdiction, which required Elements for each jurisdiction were ‘Met’ or ‘Not Met,’ and when the adoption resolutions
were received. This Summary Sheet does not imply that a mini-plan be developed for each jurisdiction; it should be used as an
optional worksheet to ensure that each jurisdiction participating in the Plan has been documented and has met the requirements for
those Elements (A through E).
MULTI-JURISDICTION SUMMARY SHEET

#

Jurisdiction
Name

Jurisdiction
Type
(city/borough/
township/
village, etc.)

Plan
POC

Mailing
Address

Email

Phone

A.
Planning
Process

B.
Hazard
Identification
& Risk
Assessment

Requirements Met (Y/N)
C.
Mitigation
Strategy

D.
Plan Review,
Evaluation &
Implementation

E.
Plan
Adoption

F.
State
Requirements

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool
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MULTI-JURISDICTION SUMMARY SHEET

#

Jurisdiction
Name

Jurisdiction
Type
(city/borough/
township/
village, etc.)

Plan
POC

Mailing
Address

Email

Phone

A.
Planning
Process

B.
Hazard
Identification
& Risk
Assessment

Requirements Met (Y/N)
C.
Mitigation
Strategy

D.
Plan Review,
Evaluation &
Implementation

E.
Plan
Adoption

F.
State
Requirements

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
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Enhanced Hazard Mitigation Plan
October 2013

Website: http://www.nbmg.unr.edu/nhmpc/NV_plan_2013/index.html
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Table 3-4. Risk Categories Assigned to Nevada hazards
High Risk

Medium/Significant Risk

Low Risk

Earthquake

Terrorism/WMD

Tsunami/seiche

Wildfire

Hazardous Materials

Hail and thunderstorm

Flood

Drought
Severe winter storm and
extreme snowfall

Avalanche
Epidemic
Windstorm
Landslide
Heat, extreme
Tornado
Infestation
Land Subsidence
Volcano
Expansive Soil

Revised 8/10/2016
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

Goal 1:
Reduce the
loss of life
and injuries
Nevada
Division of
Emergency
Management
and Nevada
Hazard
Mitigation
Planning
Committee

Revised 8/10/2016

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

#

Strategic Action

1.A

Improve awareness of the locations, potential impacts and links among hazards, vulnerability and
measures to protect life safety and health.

1.B

Provide current information and workshops about hazards, vulnerabilities, mitigation processes and
technical assistance for planning and grant availability and application procedures to State and local
agencies.

1.C

Encourage the incorporation of mitigation measures into repairs, major alterations, new development
and redevelopment practices.

1.D

Promote the modification of structures to meet life safety standards.

1.E

Improve communication, collaboration and integration among stakeholders and promote hazard
mitigation as an integrated public policy.

1.F

Encourage local governments, special districts and tribal organizations to develop, adopt, implement
maintain and update hazard mitigation plans.

1.G

Develop a hazard communication system that can be used to rapidly detect and provide early
warning for multiple hazards, including earthquakes and wildfires.
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

#

2.A
Goal 2:
Improve
Local
Hazard
Mitigation
Plans
Technical
Assistance

2.B

Nevada
Division of
2.B
Emergency
Management
and Nevada
Hazard
2.C
Mitigation
Planning
Committee

Revised 8/10/2016

Strategic Action

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

Promote local hazard evaluation and mitigation planning and assist in developing local hazard
mitigation plans
Provide technical assistance, guidance, resources and tools to local governments and tribal entities
to promote hazard evaluation and to develop and update hazard mitigation plans.

Combined 2a and 2b
The majority of local plans
are developed or area in
progress and will require
only updating from now on;
while most tribes still require
plan development.

Provide technical assistance, guidance, resources and tools to local governments for all aspects of
local hazard mitigation planning

Combined 2a and 2b
The majority of local plans
are developed or in
progress and will require
only updating from now
on; while most tribes still
require plan development.

Provide specialized training and exercises to state agency staff and local governments concerning
local hazard mitigation planning and the local hazard mitigation plan program.

Develop Maintain a tracking system for local and state government mitigation plans and projects.

2.D

Provide training to local governments and state agency staff to clarify mitigation measures from
response and recovery and preparedness measures.

2.E

Develop Maintain a system to allow state agencies with hazard mitigation programs and plans to
make recommendations about how local governments can incorporate these in support of the state’s
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

#

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

Strategic Action
mitigation program efforts.

because NHMPC is this
system that has been
implemented and requires
only maintenance

2.F

Continue to build operational links between hazard mitigation, disaster preparedness and recovery
programs with public and private sectors

2.G

Promote understanding by the general public of the benefits of hazard mitigation in reducing casualty
and property losses and ensuring continuity of businesses, institutional and government functions

2.H

Promote coordination among state agencies, local governments and tribal organizations of regional
hazard mitigation activities

2.I

Identify, enhance and integrate public education efforts by state and local agencies that have
programs directed to hazard mitigation

Reduce the
possibility of
damage and
losses due to
earthquakes

3.A

Protect existing assets, as well as future development, from the effects of earthquakes by providing
setback criteria for building and development.

NBMG, NV
Seismology
Laboratory
(NSL),
Nevada
Earthquake

Goal 3 was modified to
better integrate the
strategic actions of the
NESC 2013 Strategic
Plan.
Strategic Action 3A was
modified to match
strategies of NESC.

3.B

Mitigate shaking hazards in communities’ and State critical facilities so that they are seismically
resistant and operational following a strong earthquake.

Deleted. Integrated into
3F and G

3.B

Hold workshops on strategies, benefits, risk-reduction opportunities, and challenges associated with
the inventory of seismically susceptible buildings.

Goal 3:

Revised 8/10/2016

Page 3-5

NHMPC Orientation

Planning

Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

Goal/Lead
Agency

#

Strategic Action

Safety
Council
(NESC)

3.C

Assist communities and State to retrofit, change occupancy to decrease risk, or demolish susceptible
buildings and structures.

Revised 8/10/2016
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

Revised 8/10/2016

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

#

Strategic Action

3.D

Create planning for "special consideration zones" for Nevada communities.

3.E

Create microzonation of earthquake hazards in Nevada.

3.G

Improve the threshold of detection and accuracy of location for earthquakes throughout Nevada

Deleted. Covered by #3S
and 3Y

3.F

Encourage seismic retrofit of deficient essential structures and infrastructure of community and State critical
facilities (economic and lifeline-utilities) to structurally and seismically withstand the effects of earthquakes.

modified to match
strategies of NESC

3.G

Encourage seismic retrofit of public safety and critical facilities (both community and State) (such as 911
communications, hospitals, fire, law enforcement and ambulance facilities, etc.)

Added to match strategies
of NESC

3.H

Develop lesson plans or activities for teachers to increase awareness about Nevada’s earthquake hazard
that tie into the existing science curriculum and align with the science standards for the state.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.I

Increase media involvement by networking with partners from all media types such as print, radio, TV, and
social media.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.J

Provide Applied Technology Council (ATC) training and develop formalization of the process.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.K

Expand earthquake awareness in educational sites such as regional science fairs, and speakers.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.L

Develop earthquake hazard information programs targeting public safety, emergency managers, local
government executives, and business and industry.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.M

Promote the Great Nevada Shakeout and earthquake drills throughout the state.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.N

Promote training of volunteer community emergency response teams (CERT) about earthquake risks and
possible mitigation activities.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

Revised 8/10/2016

#

Strategic Action

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

3.O

Promote training of hospital staff about earthquake risks and possible mitigation activities.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

Revised 8/10/2016

#

Strategic Action

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

3.P

Improve integration of the emergency management system at all levels of the community bringing
forth the “whole community” approach.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.Q

Provide publications and workshops to promote the exchange of technical information relating to
earthquakes among professionals, managers and the citizens of Nevada.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.R

Promote a post-earthquake technical clearinghouse through planning and established practices.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.S

Give planning and special consideration to developing a “Fault Map of Nevada” and identifying all active
faults and seismic sources near major urban areas in Nevada.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.T

Establish a “lifelines and transportation” workgroup.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.U

Enhance implementation of nonstructural remediation.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.V

Create earthquake planning scenarios (Las Vegas and rural areas).

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.W

Determine potential fault rupture characteristics and maximum earthquakes.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.X

Continue to inventory and field-verify unreinforced masonry buildings in Nevada and make this data publicly
available to planners and emergency response staff in communities statewide.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.Y

Promote coordination among private and public entities to improve statewide earthquake monitoring
capabilities.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3.Z

Identify potential funding sources for earthquake mitigation strategic actions not only at the Federal and
State levels but also from private funding and community partnerships.

Added to match strategies
of NESC.

3AA

Develop a set of model codes and regulations that would be presented after a major earthquake occurs in

Added to match strategies
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

#

Strategic Action

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

Nevada.

of NESC.

4.A

Protect existing assets, as well as future development, from the effects of flooding.

4.B

Identify and prioritize areas in the State where existing flood hazard mapping is inadequate due to
planned and existing significant development and conduct flood hazard mapping in those areas.

4.C

Conduct flood hazard mapping in piedmont and alluvial fan environments.

4.D

Retrofit State buildings to meet NFIP standards.

Goal 4:
4.E
Reduce the
possibility of
damage and
losses due
4.F
to flooding

Assist communities and State with programs to elevate, dry-flood proof or wet-flood proof identified
structures to obtain NFIP compliance and/or mitigate repetitive loss structures and severe repetitive loss
structures.

Div. of Water
Resources,
NHMPC

4.G

Upgrade State-owned or operated infrastructure (e.g. servicing roads, culverts, bridges, channels,
and structures) related to State-owned or operated critical facilities to protect critical facilities from
flood damages or disruption of essential services.

4.H

Protect existing assets as well as future development from the effects of dam failure

4.I

Inventory existing dams and add to the inventory as dams are discovered or constructed.

4.J

Inventory and inspect existing dams for structural and hydraulic adequacy and implement operational
constraints, if warranted.

4.K

Install early warning weather stations in watersheds with dams above populated areas.

4.L

Assist communities and State in structural mitigation measures, updates, repairs and maintenance to

Revised 8/10/2016

Assist communities and State with programs dealing with repetitive loss structures and severe repetitive
loss structures; these programs may involve acquisition and demolition; relocation; elevation or other
mitigation strategies.
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

#

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

Strategic Action
dams, ditches, and canals.

Goal 5:
Reduce the
possibility of
damage and
losses due
to wildfire.
Division of
Forestry

Revised 8/10/2016

“maintenance, ditches,
and canals” to incorporate
mitigation activities for
canals and ditches.

4.M

Encourage local ordinances and regulations to reduce encroachment into flood-prone zones resulting
from dam impoundment or high (non-failure) releases.

4.N

Identify hazards of flooding from man-made structures, such as irrigation ditches and canals, and
integrate these into local zoning ordinances.

4.O

Develop laws and regulations that ensure reasonable standards of design and construction to reduce
flood hazards.

4.P

Develop Emergency Action Plans to ensure swift coordinated response in the event of an
emergency.

5.A

Protect existing assets, as well as future development, from the effects of wildfire.

5.B

Identify and recommend changes to State NRS, NAC and communities’ ordinances and regulations.

5.C

Assist local communities in enacting local ordinances for mitigation and fire prevention.

5.D

Provide public education and outreach to educate homeowners in the Wildland Urban Interface
(WUI) about proper defensible space practices and landscaping for fire resistance and encourage
community involvement in project completion, participation, and maintenance.

5.E

In highly motivated communities, focus on activities by individual participation in and maintenance of
projects (personal responsibility).

5.F

Educate and train State and communities in current standards and regulations for proper practices in
defensible space and firefighting.

5.G

Ensure proper personal protective equipment, apparatus, equipment and training for career staff and
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

#

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

Strategic Action
seasonal wildland firefighters.

Revised 8/10/2016

5.H

Assist volunteer fire departments in attaining funds for proper personal protective equipment,
apparatus, equipment and training.

5.I

Participate in research and development of interoperability for emergency response communications.

5.J

Coordinate the development of a comprehensive, collaborative program for mutual aid/mobilization of
state and local government fire resources.

5.K

Encourage collaboration on all levels among state, federal and local cooperators, both fire- and
resource-related.

5.L

Continue to improve fire prevention programs statewide through partnerships with Fire Prevention
Association of Nevada, State Fire Marshal’s Office, University of Nevada Cooperative Extension, and any
other cooperators.

5.M

Assist communities in fuels-reduction projects for areas with extreme or high ratings in updating Community
Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP) assessments.

5.N

Provide funding and service forestry technical assistance through the State Fire Assistance and
Hazardous Fuels Reduction programs to reduce fuels on state and private property.

5.O

Provide assistance to counties for priority setting and CWPP updating.

5.P

Provide a statewide evaluation process for monitoring community progress, prioritization and
participation in CWPP.

5.Q

Provide and maintain a statewide process for documenting fuels projects progress, completion,
success and maintenance.

5.R

Focus projects in areas to attain desired forest conditions and coordinate with forest health program
activities.
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

Revised 8/10/2016

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

#

Strategic Action

5.S

Ensure that all projects have an approved fuels/forest health/stewardship plan that includes all
aspects of service forestry (State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) (threatened and endangered
species, prescriptions, actions, etc.).

5.T

Provide training for employees and project managers on SHPO and cultural resource identification,
reporting methods and clearances.

5.U

Work closely with the Tribal communities, local landowners, and the SHPO to obtain clearances and
to mark sensitive sites.

5.V

Provide assistance to communities and State in planning and implementing long-term sustainable
landscape projects.

5.W

Restore native and adapted vegetation and work to prevent areas being impacted by non-native or
undesirable species conversions through collaborative efforts.

5.Y

Use mechanical and hand treatments as well as prescribed fire to assist in attaining desired forest
and rangeland conditions.

5.Z

Provide native and accepted introduced seed species through the Nevada State seed bank program.

5.AA

Provide training for local cooperators for treatment practices and skill acquisition.

5.AB

Encourage collaboration at all levels with state, federal and local cooperators.

5.AC

Assist communities and State in Burned Area Emergency Rehabilitation, and complete fire damage
reclamation reports and public education and outreach to provide the best land management
practices available for collaborative land rehabilitation.

5.AD

Assess damage to critical watershed and threats to communities’ domestic water supplies and
mitigate those threats through erosion control practices.

5.AE

Supply resources for rehabilitation efforts through the State Tree Nurseries in Las Vegas and
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

#

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

Strategic Action
Washoe Valley, and the Nevada State seed bank programs.

Revised 8/10/2016

5.AF

Provide training, expertise, and supplies/equipment in a collaborative manner to assist in
rehabilitation.

5.AG

Provide public education and outreach to communities affected by wildfire.

5.AH

Focus fuels projects in communities with extreme or high ratings in CWPP assessments.

5.AI

Assist with the development of and the participation in a comprehensive program by which current
CWPP or equivalent assessments are updated as projects are completed, ratings change or new atrisk communities arise.

5.AJ

Assist in the formulation and dissemination of current information such as Living with Fire documents.

5.AK

Encourage community involvement in project completion, participation, and maintenance.

5.AL

Assist, encourage and provide guidance to communities in the development of the appropriate fire
service organization for their community (i.e. a legally constituted fire protection district or fire
department) according to NRS 472.040.

5.AM

Assist in acquiring funding for local firefighters for training and equipment through the State Fire
Assistance, and Volunteer Fire Assistance when funded by US Forest Service.

5.AN

Assist in the planning for and removal of biomass waste on fuels reduction and forest health projects,
as well as following wildland fires, flooding and other catastrophic natural event.

5.AO

Provide technical assistance in the formation of end users of woody biomass to produce heat and/or
power (i.e. Fuels in Schools program) and provide ongoing outreach and education as to the societal
benefits associated with utilization of biomass in the State of Nevada.

Action no longer valid due
to federal funding
cutbacks.

5.AP

Participate in the Nevada State Biomass Working Group, southern Nevada Woody Biomass
Collaboration Group, and other state, local, and national biomass committees.

Program closed by Dept.
of Corrections; Action
deleted
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Table 4-2. Mitigation Goals and Strategic Actions
Goal/Lead
Agency

Revised 8/10/2016

Changes and reason
for (a) modification, or
(b) deletion

#

Strategic Action

5.AO

Comply with all federal regulations in the funding stream to ensure compliance and future
competitiveness.

5.AP

Keep apprised of all federal, state, and local regulations.

5.AQ

Participate in interagency project planning, implementation and monitoring.

5.AR

Protect the envelope of buildings from wildfire.
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TYPE

DATE

UPDATE DUE

1

State Plan
Carson City

Multi

1-Oct-13
6-Apr-2011

1-Oct-18
6-Apr-2016

2
3
4
5
6
7

Churchill
Clark County
Douglas County
Elko County
Esmeralda County
Eureka County1

Multi
Multi
Single
Multi
Single
Multi

13-Jun-2012
29-Nov-2012
4-Feb-2014
11-Aug-2014
4-Apr-2011
19-Aug-2014

13-Jun-2017
29-Nov-2017
4-Feb-2019
10-Aug-2019
4-Apr-2016
19-Aug-2019

8
9
10
11
12
13

Humboldt County2
Lander County2
Lincoln County
Lyon County
Mineral County
Nye County

Multi
Multi
Multi
Multi
Single
Multi

14-May-2015
14-May-2015
1-May-2012
18-Jun-2013
11-Apr-2012
3-Dec-2013

14-May-2020
14-May-2015
1-May-2017
18-Jun-2018
12-Apr-2017
3-Dec-2018

14
15
16

Pershing County2
Multi
14-May-2015
Storey County
Multi
14-May-2015
Washoe County
Multi
9-May-2016
Reno, City of
Multi
9-May-2016
Sparks, City of
Multi
9-May-2016
White Pine County1
Multi
19-Aug-14
1Eureka and White Pine Counties have a multi-jurisdictional
HMP
2Humboldt, Lander and Pershing Counties have a TriCounty HMP

17

Revised 8/10/2016

COMMENTS

TTX SCHEDULE

APA 2016

TTX 4/7/14

Updating in process PDM 2014 Grant
Updating PDM 2015 Grant

Update in process
TTX 2/25/14, 2/24/16
TTX 5/13/2015
TTX 4/21/16

APA 7/18/16, adopt 9/6
TTX
NHMPC 5/5/2016
TTX 10/14/14, NHMPC 11/19/15
TTX 7/24/14, 7/23/15
TTX 9/11/14, NHMPC 2/23/16
TTX 2/4/15

APA 7/18/16

14-May-2020
14-May-2020
8-May-2021
8-May-2021
8-May-2021
19-Aug-19

TTX 4/13/2016
TTX 8/20/2014, May 2017

TTX Sep 2015
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TRIBE

TYPE

DATE

UPDATE
DUE

Duckwater Shoshone Tribe
Ely Shoshone Tribe
Fallon Business Council
Fort McDermitt Tribal Council
Las Vegas Paiute Tribe
Lovelock Paiute Tribe

Multi

3-Dec-2013

3-Dec-2018

Moapa Business Council
Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribal Council
Reno-Sparks Tribal Council
Shoshone-Paiute Tribes of Duck Valley
Summit Lake Paiute Tribe
Te-Moak Tribe of Western Shoshone Indians of
Nevada
Battle Mountain Band

Multi
Multi
Multi
Single

26-Nov2012
7-Apr-2011
9-May-2016
11-Jul-2006

19-Nov-2017
3-May-2021
9-May-2021
11-Jul-2011

Single

18-Jan2011

18-Jan-2016

Multi

3-Jun-2009

3-Jun-2014

Elko Band

13
14

15
16
17

South Fork Band
Wells Band
Walker River Paiute Tribal Council
Washoe Tribal Council
Carson Community Council
Dresslerville Community Council

COMMENTS
Regional with Nye County
Devlping w/Churchill
Would like to get them to join Clark
Regional with Clark
Regional with Washoe County
Regional with Washoe County

Working with Mineral on new plan
Working on update

Stewart Community Council
Winnemucca Tribal Council
Yerington Paiute Tribal Council
Yomba Tribal Council

Revised 8/10/2016

Page 3-17

NHMPC Orientation

Planning

Funding Impacted by the Plan
Individual Assistance
After a disaster, Federal funds are provided to qualified individuals to facilitate
recovery. Assistance comes in the form of low interest loans (SBA), housing
assistance, cash grants etc.

Not impacted by plan

Public Assistance
Categories A&B: Emergency measures and debris removal

Not impacted by plan

Categories C-G: Reconstruction of public facilities and infrastructure to current
codes and standards.

An approved State or Tribal plan
is required in order to receive
funding.

Mitigation
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP): Up to 15% (20% for States with an
approved Enhanced Mitigation Plan) of the total disaster grants awarded by
FEMA to implement long-term hazard mitigation measures after a major
disaster declaration.
Pre-Disaster Mitigation Program (PDM): An annual competitive grant not tied to
disaster.

An approved State or Tribal and
Local, Multi-jurisdictional or Local
Tribal plan is required in order to
received funding for projects.
Funding support for planning
remains available.

Wildfire
Fire Management Assistance Grants (FMAG): Financial assistance in the form
of grants to the state for firefighting costs.

An approved State or Tribal and
Local, Multi-jurisdictional or Local
Tribal plan is required in order to
received funding for projects.
Funding support for planning
remains available.

Flood Management Assistance Grants
Flood Management Assistance program (FMA), Repetitive Flood Claim
program (RFC), Severe Repetitive Loss Claim program (SRL): An annual
competitive grant program.

An approved State or Tribal and
Local, Multi-jurisdictional or Local
Tribal plan is required in order to
received funding for projects.
Funding support for planning
remains available.

Revised 8/10/2016
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FEMA Hazard Mitigation Assistance has five grant programs.

Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)
Assists in implementing long-term hazard mitigation planning and projects following a
Presidential major disaster declaration.

HMGP Post Fire Grant
Assistance available to help communities implement hazard mitigation measures after wildfire
disasters.

Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA) Program
Provides funds for planning and projects to reduce or eliminate risk of flood damage to buildings
that are insured annually under the National Flood Insurance Program.

Building Resilient Infrastructure & Communities (BRIC)
Support for states, local communities, tribes and territories as they undertake hazard mitigation
projects, reducing the risks they face from disasters and natural hazards.

Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM) Program
Provides funds annually for hazard mitigation planning and projects. Last year for
PDM was 2019 and replaced by BRIC.

FFY10 LPDM Updated 07/21/2020 (POP - 3/17/2017 - 03/09/2020)
SUBGRANTEE
City of Reno - Rosewood Wash
No Mgmt Costs
Total

Deobligated/
Reobligated

GRANT AWARD
$
499,500.01

$

-

$

-

$

Balance
499,500.01

$

$

-

$

-

$

499,500.01

499,500.01

CLAIMS

Spent
0%
0%

FFY14 PDM Updated as of 07/21/2020 (POP - 07/01/2016 - 06/15/2020)
SUBGRANTEE

GRANT AWARD

Deobligated/
Reobligated

CLAIMS

Balance

% Spent

Carson City

$

106,014.75

$

104,090.04

$

1,924.71

$

-

Churchill County

$

102,135.00

$

98,517.33

$

3,617.67

$

-

96%

Lincoln County

$

14,475.00

$

14,475.00

$

-

$

-

100%

Clark County School District

$

126,000.00

$

126,000.00

$

-

-

100%

Douglas County Rt 88

$

1,606,500.00

$

73,713.13

$
UNR NBMG - Plan Update
$
Desert Research Institute (DRI) Northern NV #1
$
Desert Research Institute (DRI) Rural Northern NV #2
$

300,000.00

$

300,000.00

77,520.00

$

77,520.00

$

-

100%

90,082.50

$

90,082.50

$

-

100%

13,475.25

$

13,475.25

$

-

100%

$

-

98%

DEM State Plan Upate

$
$

$

-

$

UNR - University of NV
Cooperative Extension (UNCE)

$

30,000.00

$

27,443.69

UNR NBMG - Plan Update

$

75,500.00

$

73,613.60

Management Costs

$

211,286.49

$

123,685.00

University of NV Cooperative
Extension (UNCE) - Nevada Flood
Awareness Week (NFAW)

$

9,000.00

$

9,000.00

$

Total

$

2,761,988.99

$

1,131,615.54

$

1,532,786.87

-

98%

5%
100%

-

91%

$

1,886.40

$

7,428.78

87,601.49

$
$

1,620,388.36

59%

100%
41%

FFY16 PDM Updated as of 07/21/2020 (POP - 3/15/2016 - 08/30/2020)
SUBGRANTEE
Lyon County HMP Update
(Closed)

$

Truckee River Flood Management
Authority Home Elevations

$

GRANT AWARD

Management Costs

Total

$

154,999.50

Deobligated/
Reobligated

CLAIMS
$

11,302.73

$

Balance

143,696.77

$

% Spent

-

7%

875,000.00

$

17,075.67

$

-

$857,924.33

0%

$102,999.94

$

9,896.61

$

-

$93,103.33

10%

1,132,999.44

$

38,275.01

$

951,027.66

3%

143,696.77

$

FFY17 PDM Updated as of 07/28/2020 (POP - 8/14/2017 - 8/22/2021)
SUBGRANTEE

GRANT AWARD

Douglas County HMP Update

$
Humboldt Tricounty HMP Update $
Nye County HMP Update

Deobligated/
Reobligated

CLAIMS

45,173.31

$

2,437.50

-

$

42,735.81

5%

-

$60,000.01

0%

$

-

$63,180.08

18%

$192,605.45

14%

30,343.89

1%

$
$

14,282.21

Washoe County HMP Update

$225,000.00

$

32,394.55

$

-

Management Costs

$30,572.67

$

228.78

$

-

$

438,208.28

$

49,343.04

$

-

$

388,865.24

$

% Spent

$

60,000.01
$77,462.29

Total

-

Balance

$

11%

FFY18 PDM Updated as of 07/21/2020 (POP - 10/1/2018 - 04/01/2022)
SUBGRANTEE
State Public Works Division Hobart
State Public Works Division Reno Purchasing Warehouse

GRANT AWARD
$

198,149.34

Deobligated/
Reobligated

CLAIMS
$

-

$575,000.00

Balance

% Spent

$

-

$198,149.34

0%

$

-

$575,000.00

0%

$

-

$

-

$

773,149.34

0%

$

4,232,930.61

Management Costs (Unfunded)

Total

$

773,149.34

$

Totals FY10,14,16,17

$

5,605,846.06

$

-

1,219,233.59

$

151,125.55

Note: Deobligated mitigation grant funds cannot be reobligated. The only exception to this is
where funds from a contract were not used and return to the grant to be spent or subgrants
from management costs return to the management costs grant to be spent in another way.

55%

FFY14 HMGP 4202 Updated as of 12/30/2019 (POP - 11/5/2014 - 11/5/2019)

SUBGRANTEE

Deobligated/
Reobligated

(COUNTY)
Moapa Reservation Rd
Phase 1 Engineering
Phase 2 Construction
Management Costs

$
$
$

74,086.50
513,856.58
27,208.00

$
$
$

42,443.18
16,875.57

$

(31,643.32) $
$
$

513,856.58
10,332.43

57%
0%
62%

Total

$

615,151.08

$

59,318.75

$

(31,643.32) $

524,189.01

10%

GRANT AWARD

CLAIMS

Balance

Spent

FFY17 HMGP 4303 Updated as of 12/30/19 (POP - 5/29/2018 - 02/17/2021)

SUBGRANTEE
(COUNTY)

GRANT AWARD

Deobligated/
Reobligated

CLAIMS

Balance

% Spent

Carson City
Generator Well 10b

$

162,738.00

$

398.49

$

162,339.51

0%

Generator Well 11

$

162,738.00

$

398.49

$

162,339.51

0%

Generator Well 40

$

162,738.00

$

398.49

$

162,339.51

0%

Generator Well 51

$

162,738.00

$

376.83

$

162,361.17

0%

Management Costs

$

106,438.00

$

27,363.60

$

-

$

79,074.40

26%

Not funded yet
TRFMA - Hidden Valley Home
Elevations

$

1,445,772.50

Total

$

757,390.00

$

28,935.90

$

-

$

728,454.10

4%

FFY18 HMGP 4307 Updated as of 12/30/2019 (POP - 8/14/2017 - 3/27/2021)

SUBGRANTEE
(COUNTY)

GRANT AWARD

Deobligated/
Reobligated

CLAIMS

Balance

Spent

Carson City
Generator Project

$

804,806.25

$

20,388.22

$

-

$

784,418.03

Generator Project

$

73,489.00

$

73,489.00

$

-

$0.00

Management Costs

$

131,510.00

$

6,655.96

$

-

$124,854.04

$1,009,805.25

$

100,533.18

$

-

3%

Storey County
100%
5%

Not funded yet
Washoe County - Lemmon Valley

Total

$

909,272.07

10%

FFY18 HMGP Post Fire FM-5154-NV Updated as of 12/30/2019
8/14/2017 - 3/27/2021)
SUBGRANTEE
(COUNTY)
NDF Mobile Weather Staitons
Management Costs
NDF Lyon Co Community
Wildfire Protection Plan
(CWPP)

GRANT AWARD
$

$

(POP -

Deobligated/
Reobligated

CLAIMS

Balance

45,100.40

$

-

$

-

$166,263.00

$

-

$

-

237,289.50

$

-

$

-

$448,652.90

$

-

$

-

$

Spent

45,100.40

0%

$166,263.00

0%

$

237,289.50

0%

$

448,652.90

0%

(31,643.32) $

2,161,915.18

8%

Other Projects not funded yet

Total

Totals 4202, 4303, 4307, 5154 $

2,382,346.33 $

188,787.83 $

FFY19 Updated as of 07/21/2020 (POP - 08/01/2020 - 12/31/2

SUBGRANTEE

(COUNTY)
GRANT AWARD
UNR - NV Bureau of Mines and
$
34,365.00
Geology (NBMG)

Total

$

34,365.00

Deobligated/
Reobligated

CLAIMS

$

-

$

-

FFY20 Updated as of 07/21/2020 (POP - 8/01/2020 - 07/31/20

SUBGRANTEE
(COUNTY)

UNR - NBMG (Not awarded yet)
Total

GRANT AWARD
$

51,405.00

$

51,405.00

Deobligated/
Reobligated

CLAIMS

$

-

$

-

2020)
Balance

Spent

$
$

34,365.00
-

0%

$

34,365.00

0%

021)
Balance

$

51,405.00

% Spent

0%
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NEVADA HAZARD MITIGATION WORK GROUP CHARTER
I.

Authority

The Nevada Hazard Mitigation Work Group (“Work Group”) is established through the authority
contained in Nevada Revised Statutes (“NRS”) Chapter 414, which authorizes the Chief of the
Nevada Division of Emergency Management (“NDEM”) to carry out the emergency
management program for the State of Nevada.
II.

Purpose and Mission

The purpose of the Work Group is to advise the Chief on hazard mitigation assistance (“HMA”),
which includes planning, projects, and policies. All hazards, including natural and man‐made, may
be considered, and the Work Group should adhere to the State Hazard Mitigation Plan prepared
in accordance with the federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000. Specific charges to the Work
Group are to:
1. Provide recommendations for the implementation of the State Hazard Mitigation Plan,
through the following actions:
a. Encourage local and regional, multi‐jurisdictional governmental agencies, and the
private sector to prepare their own hazard mitigation plans; and
b. Support the preparation of appropriate proposals from state agencies and
encourage local and regional, multi‐jurisdictional governmental agencies to
submit proposals for HMA in Nevada; and
c. Review proposals submitted for HMA and make recommendations to the Chief for
priorities for funding; and
d. Assist NDEM in the preparation of formed proposals to FEMA for HMA; and
e. Promote activities that contribute toward building disaster‐resistant communities
throughout Nevada; and
f. Assess risks from hazards in Nevada and use risk assessments in the development
of Hazard Mitigation Plans and in the evaluation of proposals for HMA.
2. Review and recommend revisions to the State Hazard Mitigation Plan, as requested by
the Chief and/or required by state or federal law, or as needed.

2

III. Membership
Members will be appointed by, and serve at the pleasure of, the Chief of NDEM. Work Group
members will serve a three (3) year term with no limit to the number of terms, provided they
are reappointed by the Chief of NDEM.
The Chief may appoint membership to meet the following minimum representation:
1. An individual representing local government emergency management within Nevada.
2. An individual representing economic development.
3. An individual representing land use development.
4. An individual representing housing.
5. An individual representing health and human services with a statewide view.
6. An individual representing infrastructure within Nevada.
7. An individual representing natural and cultural resources, preferably from one of
Nevada’s 27 federally recognized tribes.
8. A subject matter expert for each of Nevada’s key hazards:
a. Earthquake
b. Wildland Fire
c. Flood
d. Pandemic
9. An individual representing weather and metrological expertise.
10. Any other members the Chief finds to be beneficial for the discussion to improve
Nevada’s resilience.
The Chief of NDEM expects that members will attend every meeting of the Work Group. If a
member demonstrates a pattern of non‐participation, the Chief of NDEM will conduct
appropriate membership actions, up to, and including, removal from the Work Group.
VI. Officers and Duties
The Officers of the Work Group shall consist of the Chair and Vice Chair.
a)

Chair – The Chair is appointed by, and serves at the pleasure of, the Chief of
NDEM. The Chair is the leader of the Work Group and will be the presiding
officer at all meetings.
The Chair shall provide reports to the Chief of NDEM on or before June 30 and
December 31 of each year detailing the activities of the Work Group.
3
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Committee

Vice Chair – The Vice Chair is elected by the membership of the Work
Group. The Vice Chair will serve a one‐year term starting on January
1st. In the absence of the Chair, the Vice Chair will assume the
responsibilities of the Chair.

There is no limit to the number of terms that a member can serve as the Chair or
Vice Chair. Only members of the Work Group are eligible to serve as the Chair or
Vice Chair of the Committee.
V.

Meetings

Work Group meetings will be called quarterly or at the request of the Chief.
All meetings are subject to the Nevada Open Meeting Law contained in Chapter
241 of the Nevada Revised Statutes.
VII.

Voting

A simple majority of voting members present at a Work Group meeting constitutes
a quorum for the transaction of business pursuant to the Nevada Open Meeting
Law.
Proxies are not recognized by the Nevada Open Meeting Law: proxies do not
count towards quorum and cannot vote.
VIII.

Administrative Support

The State Hazard Mitigation Officer will be responsible for administrative support to
the Work Group with assistance from the Chief’s Administrative Assistant or
designee.
IX.

Communications

NDEM will maintain a portion of their webpage to present Work Group meeting
materials to the public in accordance with Open Meeting Law provisions. This
webpage will also include items the State Hazard Mitigation Officer and/or this Work
Group finds useful to share with our Nevada community to enhance our resilience

Revised 6/03/2021

Page 5- 4

NHMWG Orientation

Committee

through hazard mitigation tools, techniques, and practices.
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List of Partners
1.

Local/Regional/Tribal
Environmental
Planners/Community Development
Fire
Emergency Management
County/City Managers
Tribal Councils
County Commissions
City Councils
Districts (Flood Control, General Improvement, Etc.)

2.

State Programs
Living with Fire – www.livingwithfire.info/
Silver Jackets – http://nfrmp.us/state/
Carson Water Subconservancy District –
www.cwsd.org/newcms/userpages/index.aspx
Nevada Association of Counties – www.nvnaco.org

3.

NV State Agencies – www.nv.gov

4.

Federal Agencies/Programs
See Section 4.2 of the NV Hazard Mitigation Plan for a complete list

5.

Private Industry – Nevada Earthquake Council Membership

6.

General Public

Revised 6/03/2021
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Suggested Courses/Training
NDEM & DWR
Grant Application Workshop
Course Overview
•
Description of FEMA mitigation grant programs
•
Eligibility for planning and project grants
•
What’s on the FEMA GO application
•
The mitigation grants process in Nevada
•
Tips for successful FEMA mitigation grant applications
Course Length 1 Day
Emergency Management Institute (EMI) Courses
Hazard Mitigation Assistance: Developing Quality Application Elements (E0212)
The goal of this course is to enable Unified Hazard Mitigation Assistance (HMA) grant
applicants and sub-applicants to develop eligible mitigation projects and submit successful
applications. The objectives include: clearly explain and apply mitigation concepts; identify
and develop eligible mitigation projects; prepare and submit successful grant applications;
and identify Unified HMA programs that could fund mitigation plans and projects.
Selection Criteria: Personnel of local jurisdictions, Tribal governments, and Private Non
Profit (PNP) organizations that are eligible applicants for Unified HMA grants; State
mitigation staffs responsible for assisting Unified HMA sub-applicants; FEMA employees who
assist State mitigation staff and/or who are responsible for reviewing Unified HMA
applications and/or monitoring Unified HMA grant awards; and staffs of public or private
sector organizations that offer consulting services to Unified HMA grant applicants.
Course Length: 4 days
CECs: 2.8
Benefit-Cost Analysis Fundamentals (IS0276.a)
This course is designed as an introduction to the fundamental concepts of benefit-cost (BC)
analysis. Participants will learn how to obtain BC data and conduct analyses using the basic
versions of the riverine and coastal A-zone software modules. This course will not teach how to
conduct level-two BC analyses.
Selection Criteria: The target audience is primarily Federal, State, and Tribal hazard mitigation
staff. Other personnel involved in conducting BC analyses may also apply.
Required: Participants must have knowledge of mathematics (basic algebra and percentages)
and computers (Windows and spreadsheet programs).
Recommended: Familiarity with basic mitigation terminology is suggested.
Course Type: Online
CEUs: 0.1
Hazard Mitigation Assistance: Application Review and Evaluation (E0213)
Revised 6/03/2021
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Course Overview
In development – The purpose of this course is to equip participants with the knowledge and skills
required for effective grant application and subapplication review and evaluation, and to equip
participants with a general knowledge of how a grant is awarded.
Prerequisites
E0212
Course Length 2 Days
CEU: 1.5
Hazard Mitigation Assistance: Project Implementation and Closeout (E0214)
Course Overview
In development – The purpose of this course is to equip participants with the knowledge and skills
required for effective implementation and programmatic closeout of a project.
Prerequisites
E0212
CEUs 1.5
Course Length 2 Days

Revised 6/03/2021
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Reference Information Websites
NV State Hazard Mitigation Plan – Enhanced 2018
http://dem.nv.gov/DEM/Mitigation/
FEMA Hazard Mitigation Assistance Guidance
HMA Guidance 2015
FEMA HMA Guidance Addendum 2015
NDEM Website – Meeting minutes, agendas, meeting schedules, NV local hazard mitigation
plans
NDEM Recovery and Mitigation
Wildfire Risk Assessments - Resource Concepts Inc.
http://www.rci-nv.com/home/rci-reports/
HMA Grant Information
eGRANTS:
https://portal.fema.gov/famsVuWeb/home
Help desk:
866-476-0544 or
email mtegrants@dhs.gov
FEMA Benefit Cost Analysis:
http://www.fema.gov/government/grant/bca.shtm
Help desk:
(855) 540-6744
FEMA Grants Outcomes (FEMA GO)
FEMA GO

Help desk:
femago@fema.dhs.gov
Technical Support: (877) 585-3242

Revised 6/03/2021
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2021 MEETING SCHEDULE
Date

Time

Location

June 29
Tuesday
Northern Nevada/Zoom

1:00

September 2021

TBD

NDEM
Executive
Conference
Room/Zoom
meeting

December 2021

TBD

March 2022

TBD

1. Presentations by local jurisdiction
2.

June 2022

TBD

1. Updates to State Plan
2. Earthquake Hazard in Host County
3. Host County Presentation

Revised 06/03/2021

Objective
1. Mitigation Orientation

1.
2.
3.
4.
1.
2.

Updates to State Plan
Earthquake Hazard in Host Area
Host County Presentation
Grant application presentations
County Presentation

Page 1

Fact Sheet

Summary of FEMA Hazard Mitigation
Assistance Grant Programs
FEMA Hazard Mitigation Assistance grant programs provide funding for eligible
activities that reduce or eliminate long-term risk to people and property from future
disasters. These activities are referred to as hazard mitigation. Eligible applicants of
these grants include states, local, tribal and territorial governments.
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
The Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP) provides funding to state, local, tribal and territorial
governments so they can rebuild in a way that reduces, or mitigates, future natural disaster losses in their
communities. It is authorized by Section 404 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency
Assistance Act (Stafford Act).
HMGP funding is authorized with a Presidential Major Disaster Declaration. A governor or tribal chief executive
may request HMGP funding throughout the state, tribe or territory when submitting a disaster declaration. The
amount of funding made available to the applicant is generally 15% of the total federal assistance amount
provided for recovery from the presidentially declared disaster and is determined by the FEMA-approved
Hazard Mitigation Plan. Refer to the “Eligible Applicants and Subapplicants” section for more information.
Additional information and resources can be found on FEMA’s website. Search for “Hazard Mitigation
Assistance” or “HMA”.

Hazard Mitigation Grant Program Post Fire
This HMGP Post Fire program provides funding to help communities implement hazard mitigation measures
focused on reducing the risk of harm from wildfire. HMGP Post Fire funding is authorized under Sections 404
and 420 of the Stafford Act, as amended, and provides hazard mitigation grant funding to state, local, tribal
and territorial governments in areas receiving a Fire Management Assistance Grant (FMAG) declaration.
A Presidential Disaster Declaration is not required to activate funding. The funding amounts are determined
by FEMA and are based on a national aggregate calculation of the historical FMAG declarations from the past
10 years. This amount is recalculated at the beginning of each fiscal year (October 1-September 30). Awards
provided by HMGP Post Fire are aggregated for the fiscal year to lessen the administrative burden and
increase funding amounts under one grant.
Eligible project types include defensible space initiatives, ignition-resistant construction, hazardous fuels
reduction, erosion control measures, slope failure prevention measures and flash flooding prevention
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measures. For additional information, read the HMGP Post Fire Fact Sheet. Examples of wildfire mitigation
activities are listed under Section 404 of the Stafford Act in “Use of Assistance”.

Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities
For Fiscal Year 2020, FEMA implemented the Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities (BRIC)
competitive grant program which supports state, local, tribal and territorial government as they implement
hazard mitigation projects to reduce the risks from disasters and natural hazards. BRIC replaced FEMA’s
legacy Pre-Disaster Mitigation program for new pre-disaster awards. This new grant is authorized by Section
203 of the Stafford Act, as amended by Section 1234, National Public Infrastructure Pre-Disaster Hazard
Mitigation, of the Disaster Recovery Reform Act (DRRA) of 2018.
The BRIC program aims to categorically shift the federal focus away from reactive disaster spending and
toward proactive investment in community resilience. FEMA funds BRIC with a 6% set-aside from federal postdisaster grant funds, such as public assistance and Individuals Assistance grants. As a competitive grant
program, applicants must apply on a yearly basis.
BRIC encourages public infrastructure projects, projects incorporating nature-based solutions, and the
adoption and enforcement of modern building codes. In addition, this includes projects that mitigate the risk
to one or more Community Lifelines that enable continuous operation of critical government and business
functions that are essential for human health and safety or economic security. Additional information and
resources can be found on FEMA’s website. Search for “Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities” or
“BRIC.”

Flood Mitigation Assistance Program
Flood Mitigation Assistant (FMA) grants provide funding to states, local communities, tribes and territories to
mitigate flood-damaged properties with the goal of reducing or eliminating claims under the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP). It is authorized by Section 1366 of the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968.
FEMA distributes funds annually to develop community or individual flood mitigation projects. These grants
address community flood risk for the purpose of reducing National Flood Insurance Program flood claim
payments and to mitigate the risk of flooding to individual flood insured structures. In addition, funding is also
used for technical assistance and flood hazard mitigation planning.
Typically, federal funding, called federal cost share, is 75% of the eligible activity costs. However, FEMA may
contribute up to 100% of the federal cost share for NFIP-insured properties meeting the criteria of being
severely or repetitively damaged. The program is a competitive grant program and applicants must apply on a
yearly basis. Additional information and resources, including information on topics such as eligibility criteria,
application and funding deadlines, can be found on FEMA’s website. Search for “Flood Mitigation Assistance”
or “FMA”.

Pre-Disaster Mitigation Program
This pre-disaster grant program is now replaced by the Building Resilient and Infrastructure Communities
program for new funding beginning in Fiscal Year 2020 and is authorized by Section 203 of the Stafford Act,
as amended. Grant awards made in FY 2019 and earlier will continue to be managed under Pre-Disaster

Learn more at fema.gov/hazard-mitigation-assistance
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Mitigation. Additional information can be found on FEMA’s website . Search for “Pre-Disaster Mitigation
Program” or “PDM”.

Governing Authorities
Hazard mitigation grant programs are authorized by the following laws. Visit FEMA’s website to see additional
“Laws and Regulations” which govern several of its programs.


1968: National Flood Insurance Act



1979: Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (the Stafford Act)



2000: Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000
o



This includes FEMA-approved mitigation plans a requirement to receive certain FEMA assistance and
authorized the Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM) program.

2018: Disaster Recovery Reform Act (DRRA)
o

This amended the Stafford Act and expanded the grant-eligible mitigation activities for FEMA’s grant
programs including HMGP Post Fire and Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities.

Hazard Mitigation Assistance
A Common Goal
The shared goal of Hazard Mitigation Assistance programs is to reduce the loss of life and property due to
natural hazards.

General Requirements
All mitigation projects must be cost-effective, technically feasible and effective, and compliant with the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and any other applicable requirements outlined in federal, state,
territorial, federally recognized tribal and local laws.
Additionally, all applicants and subapplicants must have a FEMA-approved Hazard Mitigation Plan.

Program Comparisons for Cost Share
Through its grant programs, FEMA typically funds the federal cost share for 75% of eligible activity costs. In
certain cases, FEMA may provide up to 90 or 100%. Refer to the Table 1 for additional information.
Applicants and subapplicants must pay for the remaining 25%, non-federal costs share, of eligible activity
costs with non-FEMA sources.
In general, the non-federal cost share requirement may not be met with assistance from other federal
agencies. However, exceptions include funding from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development’s Community Development Block Grants funds. Federal assistance that is used to meet a nonfederal cost share requirement must meet the eligibility and compliance requirements of both federal source
Learn more at fema.gov/hazard-mitigation-assistance
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programs. More information on cost share strategies can be found in the Hazard Mitigation Assistance Cost
Share Guide.
This table below outlines the federal and non-federal cost-share requirements.
Table 1: Cost Share Requirements
Program

Mitigation Award Activity
(percent of federal/
non-federal cost share)

Hazard Mitigation Grant Program

75/25

Hazard Mitigation Grant Program Post Fire

75/25

Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities

75/25

Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities

up to 90/10

Small Impoverished Communities
75/25

Flood Mitigation Assistance
(Community Flood Mitigation, Project Scoping, individual mitigation of
insured properties, and planning grants)
Flood Mitigation Assistance – Repetitive Loss Property

90/10

Flood Mitigation Assistance – Severe Repetitive Loss Property

100/0

Eligible Applicants and Subapplicants
States, territories, and federally recognized tribal governments are eligible grant applicants. Each entity
designates one agency to serve as the applicant for each Hazard Mitigation Assistance program. All interested
subapplicants must apply to the designated applicant, who will then submit application(s) (including selected
subapplications) to FEMA for a specified grant program.
Homeowners, business operators, and certain non-profit organizations cannot apply directly to FEMA for a
grant, but they can be included in a subapplication submitted by an eligible subapplicant. The tables below
identify, in general, eligible applicants and subapplicants.
Table 2: Eligibility for Application Submission for Applications/Subapplicants
Applicants

Hazard Mitigation
Grant Program

Hazard
Building Resilient
Mitigation Grant Infrastructure and
Program Post
Communities
Fire

Flood Mitigation
Assistance

State agencies

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Federally recognized Tribes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Learn more at fema.gov/hazard-mitigation-assistance
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Subapplicants

Hazard Mitigation
Grant Program

Hazard Mitigation
Grant Program
Post Fire

Building Resilient
Infrastructure and
Communities

Flood Mitigation
Assistance

State agencies

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Federally recognized Tribes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Local governments/

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

communities*
Private nonprofit organizations

* Local governments/communities may include non-federally recognized tribes consistent with the definition of local government in
44 CFR 201.2, including any federally recognized Indian tribe or authorized tribal organization, or Alaska Native village or
organization that is not federally recognized per Title 25 of the United States Code Section 479a et seq.

National Flood Insurance Program Eligibility and Participation

Subapplicant Eligibility:
To apply for and to receive a Flood Mitigation Assistance grant, all subapplicants must be participating and
in good standing with the National Flood Insurance Program. For example, regional flood control districts
or county government must belong to a community participating in the National Flood Insurance Program
and provide zoning and building code enforcement or planning and community development professional
services for that community.

Project Eligibility:
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program and Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities subapplications
containing projects sited within a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) are eligible only if the jurisdiction in
which the project is located participates in the National Flood Insurance Program. If subapplications
contain projects located outside of the Special Flood Hazard Area, participation in the program is not
required.

Property Eligibility:
Properties included in a project subapplication for Flood Mitigation Assistance must be have an NFIP flood
insurance policy at the time of the grant application opening date. For all Hazard Mitigation Assistance
programs, flood insurance must be maintained through completion of the mitigation activity and for the
life of all structures that remain in a Special Flood Hazard Application. For the program, flood insurance
must be maintained for the life of the structure, regardless of the flood zone.

Learn more at fema.gov/hazard-mitigation-assistance

March 2021

5

FEMA Hazard Mitigation Assistance Grant Programs Fact Sheet

FEMA Review and Selection of Applications
FEMA reviews all subapplications for eligibility and completeness, cost-effectiveness, technical feasibility and
effectiveness, compliance with Environmental and Historic Preservation and any other program requirements.
FEMA cannot fund subapplications that do not meet the program’s requirements. FEMA will notify applicants
of the status of their subapplications and will work with them on subapplications identified for further review.
Table 3: Eligible Activities for Mitigation Projects and Capability and Capacity Building Grants
Hazard
Mitigation
Grant
Program

Hazard
Mitigation Grant
Program –
Post Fire

Building Resilient Flood Mitigation
Infrastructure
Assistance
and
Communities

Property Acquisition

•

•

•

•

Structure Elevation

•

•

•

•

Mitigation Reconstruction

•

•

•

•

Flood Risk Reduction Measures

•

•

•

•

Stabilization

•

•

•

•

Dry Flodproofing Non-Residential
Buildings

•

•

•

•

Tsunami Vertical Evacuation

•

•

•

Safe Rooms

•

•

•

Wildfire Mitigation

•

•

•

Retrofitting

•

•

•

Generators

•

•

•

Earthquake Early Warning Systems

•

•

•

Innovative Mitigation Projects

•

•

•

•

New Plan Creation and Updates

•

•

•

•

Planning-Related Activities

•

•

•

•

Project Scoping/Advance
Assistance

•

•

•

•

1. Mitigation Projects

•

2. Capability and Capacity Building

Financial Technical Assistance

Learn more at fema.gov/hazard-mitigation-assistance
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Hazard Mitigation Assistance Programs Application Process
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program and Hazard Mitigation Grant Program Post Fire
Applications are processed through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP) system (formerly known as
National Emergency Management Information System or NEMIS). Applicants must apply using the Application
Development Module of the HMGP system. When doing so, they can create project applications and submit
them to the appropriate FEMA Region Office within 12 months of a Presidential Disaster Declaration. For
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program Post Fire, project applications may be submitted until March 31 of the next
fiscal year in which the Fire Mitigation Assistance Grant event occurred.

Flood Mitigation Assistance and Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities
New applications for BRIC and FMA are being processed through FEMA’s new Grants Outcomes (FEMA GO)
grants management system beginning with Fiscal Year 2020. Learn more about the FEMA GO system,
including user guides, templates, and instructional videos by visiting the FEMA GO webpages. Search for
“FEMA GO”.

Mitigation eGrants
Existing applications for the Pre-Disaster Mitigation grant program are managed by the legacy Mitigation
eGrants system for FY 2019 and previous year grants. Details about the grant application process are
available in the 2015 Hazard Mitigation Assistance Guidance on FEMA’s website. Search for “2015 HMA
Guidance”)

Contact Information
An applicant can contact a State Hazard Mitigation Officer or FEMA Region Office for general questions about
hazard mitigation grant programs.

Program Resources
Email

Toll-free number

FEMA Go Helpline

femago@fema.dhs.gov

1-877-611-4700

Benefit Cost Analysis (BCA) Helpline

BCHelpline@fema.dhs.gov

1-855-540-6744

Feasibility and Effectiveness Helpline

FEMA-BuildingScienceHelp@fema.dhs.gov

Office of Environmental Planning and
Historic Preservation

EHPHelpline@fema.dhs.gov

Hazard Mitigation Assistance Helpline

1-866-222-3580
1-866-222-3580

FEMA Announcements
Get the latest Hazard Mitigation Assistance announcements and grant information by email. Subscribe today.

Learn more at fema.gov/hazard-mitigation-assistance
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NEVADA HAZARD MITIGATION WORK GROUP
CHARTER
I.

Authority

The Nevada Hazard Mitigation Work Group (“Work Group”) is established through the authority
contained in Nevada Revised Statutes (“NRS”) Chapter 414, which authorizes the Chief of the
Nevada Division of Emergency Management (“NDEM”) to carry out the emergency
management program for the State of Nevada.
II.

Purpose and Mission

The purpose of the Work Group is to advise the Chief on hazard mitigation assistance (“HMA”),
which includes planning, projects, and policies. All hazards, including natural and man‐made, may
be considered, and the Work Group should adhere to the State Hazard Mitigation Plan prepared
in accordance with the federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000. Specific charges to the Work
Group are to:
1. Provide recommendations for the implementation of the State Hazard Mitigation Plan,
through the following actions:
a. Encourage local and regional, multi‐jurisdictional governmental agencies, and the
private sector to prepare their own hazard mitigation plans; and
b. Support the preparation of appropriate proposals from state agencies and
encourage local and regional, multi‐jurisdictional governmental agencies to
submit proposals for HMA in Nevada; and
c. Review proposals submitted for HMA and make recommendations to the Chief for
priorities for funding; and
d. Assist NDEM in the preparation of formed proposals to FEMA for HMA; and
e. Promote activities that contribute toward building disaster‐resistant communities
throughout Nevada; and
f. Assess risks from hazards in Nevada and use risk assessments in the development
of Hazard Mitigation Plans and in the evaluation of proposals for HMA.
2. Review and recommend revisions to the State Hazard Mitigation Plan, as requested by
the Chief and/or required by state or federal law, or as needed.
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III.

Membership

Members will be appointed by, and serve at the pleasure of, the Chief of NDEM. Work Group
members will serve a three (3) year term with no limit to the number of terms, provided they
are reappointed by the Chief of NDEM.
The Chief may appoint membership to meet the following minimum representation:
1. An individual representing local government emergency management within Nevada.
2. An individual representing economic development.
3. An individual representing land use development.
4. An individual representing housing.
5. An individual representing health and human services with a statewide view.
6. An individual representing infrastructure within Nevada.
7. An individual representing natural and cultural resources, preferably from one of
Nevada’s 27 federally recognized tribes.
8. A subject matter expert for each of Nevada’s key hazards:
a. Earthquake
b. Wildland Fire
c. Flood
d. Pandemic
9. An individual representing weather and metrological expertise.
10. Any other members the Chief finds to be beneficial for the discussion to improve
Nevada’s resilience.
The Chief of NDEM expects that members will attend every meeting of the Work Group. If a
member demonstrates a pattern of non‐participation, the Chief of NDEM will conduct
appropriate membership actions, up to, and including, removal from the Work Group.
VI.

Officers and Duties

The Officers of the Work Group shall consist of the Chair and Vice Chair.
a)

Chair – The Chair is appointed by, and serves at the pleasure of, the Chief of
NDEM. The Chair is the leader of the Work Group and will be the presiding
officer at all meetings.
The Chair shall provide reports to the Chief of NDEM on or before June 30 and
December 31 of each year detailing the activities of the Work Group.
2

b)

Vice Chair – The Vice Chair is elected by the membership of the Work Group.
The Vice Chair will serve a one‐year term starting on January 1st. In the absence
of the Chair, the Vice Chair will assume the responsibilities of the Chair.

There is no limit to the number of terms that a member can serve as the Chair or Vice Chair.
Only members of the Work Group are eligible to serve as the Chair or Vice Chair of the
Committee.
V.

Meetings

Work Group meetings will be called quarterly or at the request of the Chief.
All meetings are subject to the Nevada Open Meeting Law contained in Chapter 241 of the
Nevada Revised Statutes.
VII.

Voting

A simple majority of voting members present at a Work Group meeting constitutes a quorum
for the transaction of business pursuant to the Nevada Open Meeting Law.
Proxies are not recognized by the Nevada Open Meeting Law: proxies do not count towards
quorum and cannot vote.
VIII.

Administrative Support

The State Hazard Mitigation Officer will be responsible for administrative support to the Work
Group with assistance from the Chief’s Administrative Assistant or designee.
IX.

Communications

NDEM will maintain a portion of their webpage to present Work Group meeting materials to
the public in accordance with Open Meeting Law provisions. This webpage will also include
items the State Hazard Mitigation Officer and/or this Work Group finds useful to share with our
Nevada community to enhance our resilience through hazard mitigation tools, techniques, and
practices.

3

Members of the Nevada Hazard Mitigation Working Group
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1. Local Government Emergency
Management
Solome Barton
City of North Las Vegas Emergency Mgmt.
4040 Losee Road
North Las Vegas, NV 89030
Cell: 702-278-5943
Office: 702-633-1125
bartins@cityofnorthlasvegas.com
2. Economic Development
Sheryl Gonzales
Executive Director
595 Silver Lace Blvd
Fernley, NVV 89408
Cell:
Office: 775-473-6753
sgonzales@wndd.org
3. Land Use Development
Kathy Canfield
Senior Planner
6 South B Street
Virginia City, NV 89440
Cell:
Office: 775-847-1144
kcanfield@storeycounty.org
4. Housing
Stephen Aichroth
Administrator
1800 E. College Parkway, Suite 200
Carson City, NV 89706
Cell:
Office:
saichroth@housing.nv.gov
5. Health and Human Services
Melissa Whipple
Health Program Specialist I
4150 Technology Way, Suite 200
Carson City, NV 89706
Cell:
Office: 775-684-5973
mwhipple@health.nv.gov

6. Infrastructure
Lorayn Walser - Chair
MAIII
600 E. William St., Suite 200
Carson City, NV 89701
Cell: 775-230-9851
Office:
l.walser@energy.nv.gov
7. Natural and Cultural Resources
Herman Fillmore
919 U.S. Highway 395 N
Gardnerville, NV 89410
Cell:
Office:
hermanfillmore@washoeanf.org
8. Subject Matter Expert Earthquake
Craig dePolo
UNR, Mail Stop 178
1664 N. Virginia St.
Reno, NV 89557-0178
Cell:
Office:
Eq_dude@sbcglobal.net
9. Subject Matter Expert Wildfire
John Christopherson
Deputy Administrator of Operations
2478 Fairview Dr.
Carson City, NV 89701
Cell:
Office:
jchrist@forestry.nv.gov
10. Subject Matter Expert Flood
Erin Warnock
State Floodplain Manager/NFIP Coordinator
910 S. Stewart St, Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
Cell:
Office: 775-684-2890
ewarnock@water.nv.gov
(continued on next page)
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11. Subject Matter Expert Flood
Andrew Trelease
Deputy General Manager
600 S. Grand Central Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, NV 89106
Cell:
Office: 775-685-0000
atrealease@regionalflood.org
12. Subject Matter Expert Pandemic
Faith Beekman
Health Emergency Preparedness Evaluator
4150 Technology Way, Suite 200
Carson City, NV 89706
Cell:
Office:
fbeekman@health.nv.gov
13. Subject Matter Expert Weather
Clair Ketchum
3720 Paradise Dr.
Elko, NV 89801
Cell:
Office:
Clair.ketchum@noaa.gov

OFFICER
Chair: Lorayn Walser
STAFF
Janell Woodward, NDEM
Cell: 775-870-7111
Office: jwoodward@dps.state.nv.us
Mark Shugart, FEMA R9
Cell:
Office:
Mark.shugart@fema.dhs.gov
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