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Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000

Amended the Robert T. Stafford Disaster
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act of
1989 (Public Law 93-288, as amended.)

The Stafford Act serves as the mechanism
through which the federal government
delivers financial and technical assistance
to state and local governments following
presidential disaster and emergency
declarations.




Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000

Section 322 of DMA2000 required that all
state hazard mitigation plans be updated to
reflect the changes set forth in the Act.

The plan, once approved by FEMA, qualifies
the State for Public Assistance (permanent
structures) and Hazard Mitigation grants for
the next three years

The plan was last officially approved on
November 1, 2004.




State agencies with roles In
mitigation that strongly participate In
the plan development process are
eligible to apply for mitigation funds.

Some state agencies/facilities are
completing their own plans.

FEMA has just put out amended
guidance for the 2007 updates.
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FEMA Requirements: Profiles

STANDARD STATE HAZARD

MITIGATION PLAN REVIEW CROSSWALK

FEMA REGION [INSERT #]

State:

Date of Plan:

Matrix A: Profiling Hazards

Thiz matrix can assist FEMA in scoring each hazard, States may find the matrix useful to ensure that their plan addresses each natural hazard that can affect the
State. Completing the matrix is not required.
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A0 N2 a) Profiling Hazands
A Does the risk assessment identify the location (i.e., geograp hic area affected) of each natural hazad addressed in the neweror updated plan™
B. Doesthe plan provide information on previous ocourrences of each hazard addresszed in the revror updated plan™
C. Does the plan indude the probability of future ewents (i.e., chance of occarrence)for each hazad addressed in the nevror updated plan®
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FEMA Requirements: Vulnerability

Matrix B: Assessing Vulnerability
This matrix can assist FEMA in scoring each hazard, States may find the matrix useful to ensure that their plan addresses each requirement. MNote

that this matrix only includes tems for Requirements §201.4(c)CA(0) and 201 4c) 22000 that are related to specific natural hazardsthat can affect
the State. Completing the matiix is not required.
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N far any element of gny identified hazard wiil resuit in g "Needs Imarove ment” score for this require ment. List the hazard and s related shortcoming in the
camments section of the Plan Review Crasswalk,
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. 201 e 20000 Assessing Walnerability by Jurisdiction See element B) F201 .42 Wiy Estimating Potential Losses by Jurisdidion (see element &)
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Thought-provoking guestions

Does the new or updated plan describe the
State’s vulnerability based on estimates
provided in local risk assessments as well as
the State risk assessment?

Does the new or updated plan describe the
State’s vulnerability in terms of the
jurisdictions most threatened and most
vulnerable to damage and loss associated
with hazard event(s)?

Does the updated plan explain the process
used to analyze the information from the
local risk assessments, as necessary?




Thought-provoking guestions

Does the updated plan reflect changes in
development for jurisdictions in hazard prone
areas”?

Does the new or updated plan provide a
description of State mitigation goals that
guide the selection of mitigation activities?

Does the updated plan demonstrate that the
goals were assessed and either remain valid
or have been revised?
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Proposed Timeline

Plan must be approved by FEMA on or before November 1,
2007

Revise and submit to the Governor’s Office for adoption
(October 1, 2007)

Submit to FEMA for 45 days for review and comment on
draft (mid-August 2007)

Make revisions (second week of August)

Put out for two weeks of review and comment (July/August
2007)

Final drafts of all parts of the plan should be completed
(July 2007)

Revise plan and annexes (January-June 2007)

Review existing plans and FEMA’s changes in criteria,
identify necessary changes (December 2006)




