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AAR   After‐Action Report  


AC   Area Command  


USACE  US Army Corp of Engineers  


ARC   American Red Cross  


ARES   Amateur Radio Emergency Services  


CALEMA California Emergency Management Agency  


Caltrans California Department of Transportation  


CALWAS California Warning System  


CAP   Civil Air Patrol  


CBRNE  Chemical, Biological, Radiological, Nuclear, Explosive  


CCP   Citizen Corps Program  


CDC   Centers for Disease Control, U.S. Public Health Service  


CDFFP   California Department of Forestry & Fire Protection  


CEM   Certified Emergency Manager  


CEO   Chief Executive Officer  


CEPEC   California Earthquake Prediction Evaluation Council  


CESA   California Emergency Services Association  


CESFRS  California Emergency Service Fire Radio System  


CESRS   California Emergency Services Radio System  


CFR  Code of Federal Regulations  


CHP   California Highway Patrol  


CLEMARS California Law Enforcement Mutual Aid Radio System  


CLERS   California Law Enforcement Radio System  


CLETS   California Law Enforcement Telecommunications System  


CNG   California National Guard  


COG   Continuity of Government  


COOP   Continuity of Operations  


DA   Damage Assessment  
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DHS   Department of Homeland Security (Federal)  


DOC   Department Operations Center  


DOD   Department of Defense  


DOE   Department of Energy  


DOL   Department of Labor  


DOT   Department of Transportation  


DSR   Damage Survey Report  


DSW   Disaster Services Worker  


EAS   Emergency Alert System  


EDIS   Emergency Digital Information System  


EMAC   Emergency Management Assistance Compact  


EMP   Emergency Management Plan  


EMPG   Emergency Management Program Grant  


EOC   Emergency Operations Center 


EOPs   Emergency Operating Procedures  


EOP   Emergency Operations Plan  


ESF   Emergency Support Functions  


FBI   Federal Bureau of Investigation  


FCC   Federal Communications Commission  


FCO   Federal Coordinating Officer  


FEMA   Federal Emergency Management Agency  


FIRESCOPE Firefighting Resources of Calif. Organized for Potential Emergencies  


FOG   Field Operations Guide  


FRC   Federal Response Center  


GETS   Government Emergency Telecommunications System  


GIS   Geographic Information System  


HAZMAT Hazardous Materials  


HSGP   Homeland Security Grant Program  


HSPD   Homeland Security Presidential Directive  


IAP  Incident Action Plan  


IC  Incident Commander  
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ICP   Incident Command Post  


ICS   Incident Command System  


JIC   Joint Information Center  


JIS   Joint Information System  


MACS   Multi‐Agency Coordination System  


MARAC Mutual Aid Regional Advisory Committee  


MARS   U.S. Army Military Affiliate Radio System  


MMAA Master Mutual Aid Agreement  


MOA   Memorandum of Agreement  


MOU   Memorandum of Understanding  


NAWAS National Warning System  


NDMS   National Disaster Medical System  


NEIS   National Earthquake Information Service  


NGO   Non‐Governmental Organization  


NHC   National Hurricane Center  


NIC   NIMS Integration Center  


NIMS   National Incident Management System  


NOAA   National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration  


NRP   National Response Plan  


NVOAD National Voluntary Organizations Active in Disaster  


NWS   National Weather Service  


OA   Operational Area  


OASIS   Operational Area Satellite Information System  


OES   Office of Emergency Services  


OHS   Governor’s Office of Homeland Security  


OMB   Office of Management and Budget (Federal)  


PDA   Preliminary Damage Assessment 


PIO   Public Information Officer  


PL   Public Law ‐ U.S. Public Law 93‐288, Federal Disaster Relief Act of 1974  


RACES   Radio Amateur Civil Emergency Services (See ACS)  


REACT  Radio Emergency Associated Communication Team  
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REOC   Regional Emergency Operations Center  


RIMS   Response Information Management System  


SAR   Search and Rescue  


SEMS   Standardized Emergency Management System  


SITREP  Situation Report  


SOP   Standard Operating Procedure  


SUASI  Super‐Urban Area Security Initiative  


TENS   Telephone Emergency Notification System  


UASI   Urban Area Security Initiative  


UC   Unified Command  


USACE  United States Army Corps of Engineers  


USAR   Urban Search and Rescue  


USGS   United States Geological Survey  


VOAD   Voluntary Organizations Active in Disasters  


VOAD   Volunteer Organizations Active in Disaster  


WMD   Weapons of Mass Destruction 


 


GLOSSARY 
 
A  
Action Plan: "Action Plan" means the plan prepared in the EOC or field containing the  
emergency response objectives of that SEMS level reflecting overall priorities and  
supporting activities for a designated period. The plan is shared with supporting  
agencies.  
Activate: At a minimum, a designated official of the emergency response agency that  
implements SEMS as appropriate to the scope of the emergency and the agency's role  
in response to the emergency.  
Aerial Reconnaissance: An aerial assessment of the damaged area which includes  
gathering information on the level and extent of damage and identifying potential  
hazardous areas for on‐site inspections.  
After Action Report: A report covering response actions, application of SEMS,  
modifications to plans and procedures, training need, and recovery activities. After  
action reports are required under SEMS after any emergency that requires a declaration  
of an emergency. Reports are required within 90 days.  
Agency: An agency is a division of government with specific function, or a nongovernmental  
organization (e.g., private contractor, business, etc.) that offers a  
particular kind of assistance. In ICS, agencies are defined as jurisdictional (having  
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statutory responsibility for incident mitigation), or assisting and/or cooperating (providing  
resources and/or assistance). (See Assisting, Cooperating Agency and Multi‐agency.)  
Agency Assistance: Grants for projects or planning activities, loans, and all other  
forms of financial or technical assistance provided by the Agency.  
Agency Dispatch: The agency or jurisdictional facility from which resources are  
allocated to incidents.  
Agency Executive or Administrator: Chief executive officer (or designee) of the  
agency or jurisdiction that has responsibility for the incident.  
Agency Representative: An individual assigned to an incident or to an EOC from an  
assisting or cooperating agency who has delegated authority to make decisions on  
matters affecting that agency's participation at the incident or at the EOC. Agency  
Representatives report to the Liaison Officer at the incident, or to the Liaison Coordinator  
at SEMS EOC levels.  
Air Operations Branch Director: The person primarily responsible for preparing and  
implementing the air operations portion of the Incident Action Plan and for providing  
logistical support to helicopters and aircraft operating on the incident.  
Allocated Resources: Resources dispatched to an incident.  
American Red Cross: A nationwide volunteer sheltering agency that provides disaster  
relief to individuals and families.  
Area Command: An organization established to: 1) oversee the management of  
multiple incidents that are each being handled by an Incident Command System  
organization; or 2) to oversee the management of a very large incident that has multiple  
Incident Management Teams assigned to it. Area Command has the responsibility to set  
overall strategy and priorities, allocate critical resources based on priorities, ensure that  
incidents are properly managed, and ensure that objectives are met and strategies  
followed.  
Amateur Radio Emergency Service (ARES): ARES consists of amateurs who have  
voluntarily registered their qualifications and equipment for communications duty in the  
public service when disaster strikes.  
Assessment: The evaluation and interpretation of measurements and other information  
to provide a basis for decision‐making.  
Assigned Resources: Resources checked in and assigned work tasks on an incident.  
Assignments: Tasks given to resources to perform within a given operational period,  
based upon tactical objectives in the Incident or EOC Action Plan.  
Assistant: Title for subordinates of the Command Staff positions in the EOC and at the  
Field SEMS level. The title indicates a level of technical capability, qualifications, and  
responsibility subordinate to the primary positions. Assistants may also be used to  
supervise unit activities at camps.  
Assisting Agency: An agency directly contributing tactical or service resources to  
another agency.  
Auxiliary Communications Service (ACS): A communications reserve that provides  
tactical, logistical and administrative support and communications for all government  
communications systems.  
Available Resources: Incident‐based resources are available for immediate  
assignment. 
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B  
Base: The location at an incident at which primary logistics functions for an incident are  
coordinated and administered. There is only one Base per incident. (Incident name or  
other designator will be added to the term "Base.") The Incident Command Post may be  
collocated with the Base.  
Base Flood: A term used in the National Flood Insurance Program to indicate the  
minimum size flood to be used by a community as a basis for its floodplain management  
regulations; presently required by regulation to be that flood which has a one‐percent  
chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. Also known as a 100‐year flood  
or one‐percent chance flood.  
Base Flood Elevation (BFE): The elevation for, which there is a one‐percent chance in  
any given year that flood levels, will equal or exceed it. The BFE is determined by  
statistical analysis for each local area and designated on the Flood Insurance Rate Map.  
It is also known as the 100‐Year Flood.  
Branch: The organizational level at the SEMS Field Level having functional or  
geographic responsibility for major parts of incident operations. The Branch level is  
organizationally between Section and Division/Group in the Operations Section, and  
between Section and Units in the Logistics Section. Branches are identified by the use of Roman 
Numerals or by functional name (e.g., medical, security, etc.). Branches are  
also used in the same sequences at the SEMS EOC Levels.  
Branch Director: The ICS title for individuals responsible for supervision of a Branch at  
the Field Level. At SEMS EOC levels, the title Branch Coordinator is preferred.  
C  
Cache: A pre‐determined complement of tools, equipment and/or supplies stored in a  
designated location, available for incident use.  
California Emergency Council: The official advisory body to the Governor on all  
matters pertaining to statewide emergency preparedness. Santa Clara County also has  
an Emergency Council that advises the Office of Emergency Services.  
Camp: A geographical site, within the general incident area, separate from the Incident  
Base, equipped and staffed to provide sleeping, food, water, and sanitary services to the  
incident personnel.  
Care and Shelter: A phase of operations that meets the food, clothing, and shelter  
needs of people on a mass care basis.  
Casualty Collection Points (CCP): See Field Treatment Sites  
Catastrophic Disaster: Although there is no commonly accepted definition of a  
catastrophic disaster, the term implies an event or incident, which produces severe and  
widespread damages of such a magnitude as to result in the requirement for significant  
resources from outside the affected area to provide the necessary response.  
Chain of Command: A series of management positions in order of authority.  
Check‐in: The process whereby resources first report to an incident or into an  
EOC/Check‐in locations at the SEMS Field level include: Incident Command Post  
(Resources Unit), Incident Base, Camps, Staging Areas, Helibase, Helispot, and Division  
Supervisors (for direct line assignments).  
Checklist: A pre‐determined list of actions to be taken by an element of the emergency  
organization in response to a particular event or situation.  
Chief: The ICS title for individuals responsible for management of functional sections:  
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Operations, Planning, Logistics, Finance/Administration, and Intelligence (if established  
as a separate section).  
Civil Air Patrol: A civilian auxiliary of the United States Air Force, which provides  
personnel, services, and equipment for specified missions in support of state and local  
emergency operations.  
Civil Disorder: Any incident intended to disrupt community affairs that require police  
intervention to maintain public safety including riots, mass demonstrations and terrorist  
attacks.  
Clear Text: The use of plain English in radio communications transmissions. No Ten  
Codes or agency specific codes are used when utilizing Clear Text.  
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR): "49 CFR" refers to Title 49, the primary volume  
regarding HAZMAT transportation regulations.  
Command: The act of directing, and/or controlling resources at an incident by virtue of  
explicit legal, agency, or delegated authority. May also refer to the Incident Commander.  
Command Post: (See Incident Command Post) 
Command Staff: The Command Staff at the SEMS Field level consists of the  
Information Officer, Safety Officer, and Liaison Officer. They report directly to the  
Incident Commander. They may have an assistant or assistants, as needed. These  
functions may also be found at the EOC levels in SEMS. At the EOC, they would report  
to the EOC Director, but may be designated as Coordinators.  
Common Operating Picture: A broad view of the overall situation as reflected by  
situation reports, aerial photography, and other information or intelligence.  
Communications Unit: An organizational unit in the Logistics Section responsible for  
providing communication services at an incident or an EOC. A communications Unit  
may also be a facility (e.g. a trailer or mobile van) used to provide the major part of an  
Incident Communications Center.  
Community Right‐to‐Know: Legislation requiring the communication of chemical use  
and storage to local agencies or the public.  
Compact: Formal working agreements among agencies to obtain mutual aid.  
Compensation Unit/Claims Unit: Functional unit within the Finance/Administration  
Section responsible for financial concerns resulting from property damage, injuries or  
fatalities at the incident or within an EOC.  
Complex: Two or more individual incidents located in the same general area that is  
assigned to a single Incident Commander or to a Unified Command.  
Comprehensive Emergency Management (CEM): An integrated approach to the  
management of emergency programs and activities for all four emergency phases  
(mitigation, preparedness, response, and recovery), for all types of emergencies and  
disaster (natural, manmade, and attack), and for all levels of government (local, State,  
and Federal) and the private sector.  
Computerized Hazard Identification Program (CHIP): Part of FEMA's Integrated  
Emergency Management System, this evaluation program identifies the hazards posing  
the greatest threat to State and local governments and the capabilities of existing  
programs to respond (formerly referred to as Hazard Identification and Capability  
Assessment).  
Continuity of Government: All measures that may be taken to ensure the continuity of  
essential functions of governments in the event of emergency conditions, including lineof‐  
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succession for key decision makers.  
Contingency Plan: A sub or supporting plan which deals with one specific type of  
emergency, its probable effect on the jurisdiction, and the actions necessary to offset  
these effects.  
Cooperating Agency: An agency supplying assistance other than direct tactical or  
support functions or resources to the incident control effort (e.g., National Weather  
Service).  
Coordination: The process of systematically analyzing a situation, developing relevant  
information, and informing appropriate command authority of viable alternatives for  
selection of the most effective combination of available resources to meet specific  
objectives. The coordination process (which can be either intra‐ or inter‐agency) does  
not involve dispatch actions. However, personnel responsible for coordination may  
perform command or dispatch functions within the limits established by specific agency 
delegations, procedures, legal authority, etc. Multi‐agency or Inter‐agency coordination  
is found at all SEMS levels.  
Coordination Center: Term used to describe any facility that is used for the  
coordination of agency or jurisdictional resources in support of one or more incidents.  
Cost Sharing Agreements: Agreements between agencies or jurisdictions to share  
designated costs related to incidents. Cost sharing agreements are normally written but  
may also be verbal between authorized agency and jurisdictional representatives at the  
incident.  
Cost Unit: Functional unit within the Finance/Administration Section responsible for  
tracking costs, analyzing cost data, making cost estimates, and recommending costsaving  
measures.  
 
D  
Damage Assessment: The process utilized to determine the magnitude of damage and  
the unmet needs of individuals, businesses, the public sector, and the community  
caused by a disaster or emergency event.  
Dam Failure: Part or complete collapse of a dam causing downstream flooding.  
Declaration: The formal action by the President to make a State eligible for major  
disaster or emergency assistance under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and  
Emergency Assistance Act, PL 3‐288, as amended (the Stafford Act).  
Declaration Process: When a disaster strikes, local authorities and individuals request  
help from private relief organizations and their State government, which give all  
assistance possible. If assistance is beyond their capability, the Governor requests a  
Presidential declaration of a major disaster or an emergency.  
Delegation of Authority: A statement provided to the Incident Commander by the  
Agency Executive delegating authority and assigning responsibility. The Delegation of  
Authority can include objectives, priorities, expectations, constraints and other  
considerations or guidelines as needed. Many agencies require written Delegation of  
Authority to be given to Incident Commanders prior to their assuming command on  
larger incidents.  
Demobilization Unit: Functional unit within the Planning Section responsible for  
assuring orderly, safe and efficient demobilization of incident or EOC assigned  
resources.  
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Department Operations Center (DOC): An EOC used by a distinct discipline, such as  
fire, medical, hazardous material, or a unit, such as Department of Public Works,  
Department of Health or local water district. Department operations centers may be  
used at all SEMS levels above the field response level, depending upon the impact of  
the emergency.  
Deputy Incident Commander (Section Chief or Branch Director): A fully qualified  
individual who, in the absence of a superior, could be delegated the authority to manage  
a functional operation or perform a specific task. In some cases, a Deputy could act as  
relief for a superior and therefore must be fully qualified in the position. Deputies may  
also be found as necessary at all SEMS EOC levels.  
Designated Area: Any emergency or major disaster‐affected portion of a State that has 
been determined eligible for Federal assistance.  
Designation: The action by the Associate Director, State and Local Programs and  
Support Directorate (SLPSD), to determine the type of assistance to be authorized under  
the Stafford Act for a particular declaration; and the action by the FEMA Regional director  
to determine specifically what counties, or county equivalents, are eligible for such  
assistance.  
Direction and Control (Emergency Management): The provision of overall  
operational control and/or coordination of emergency operations at each level of the  
Statewide Emergency Organization, whether it be the actual direction of field forces or  
the coordination of joint efforts of governmental and private agencies in supporting such  
operations.  
Disaster: A sudden calamitous emergency event bringing great damage loss or  
destruction.  
Disaster Assistance Program: A program that provides state funding or  
reimbursement for local government response related personnel costs incurred in  
response to an incident.  
Disaster Field Office: A central facility established by the Federal Coordinating Office  
within or immediately adjacent to disaster impacted areas to be utilized as a point of  
coordination and control for state and federal governmental efforts to support disaster  
relief and recovery operations.  
Disaster Service Worker: Includes public employees, any unregistered persons, and  
registered Volunteers impressed into service during a State of War emergency, a State of  
emergency, or a Local Emergency by a person having authority to command the aid of  
citizens in the execution of his duties. It does not include any member registered as an  
active fire fighting member of any regularly organized volunteer fire department, having  
official recognition, and full or partial support of the county, city, town or district in which  
such fire department is located.  
Disaster Support Area (DSA): A pre‐designated facility anticipated being at the  
periphery of a disaster area, where disaster relief resources (manpower and material)  
can be received, accommodated or stockpiled, allocated, and dispatched into the  
disaster area. A separate portion of the area may be used for receipt and emergency  
treatment of casualty evacuees arriving via short‐range modes of transportation (air and  
ground) and for the subsequent movement of casualties by heavy, long‐rang aircraft, to  
adequate medical care facilities.  
Dispatch: The implementation of a command decision to move a resource or resources  
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from one place to another.  
Dispatch Center: A facility from which resources are assigned to an incident.  
Division: Divisions are used to divide an incident into geographical areas of operation.  
Divisions area identified by alphabetic characters for horizontal applications and, often,  
by numbers when used in buildings.  
Division or Group Supervisor: The position title for individuals responsible for  
command of a Division or Group at an Incident. At EOC level, the title is Division  
Coordinator. 
Documentation Unit: Functional unit within the Planning Section responsible for 
collecting, recording and safeguarding all documents relevant to an incident or within an  
EOC.  
Dose: Accumulated or total exposure to gamma radiation, commonly expressed in  
REM.  
Dosimeter: An instrument for measuring and registering total accumulated exposure to  
gamma radiation. 


 
E  
Earthquake Advisory: A statement issued by the California Emergency Management Agency 
(CALEMA), usually following a medium‐sized earthquake, regarding  
scientific opinion that there is an enhanced likelihood for additional seismic activity within  
a specified period (usually three to five days).  
Economic Stabilization: The intended result of governmental use of direct and indirect  
controls to maintain and stabilize the nation’s economy during emergency conditions.  
Direct controls include such actions as the setting or freezing of wages, prices, and rents  
or the direct rationing of goods. Indirect controls can be put into effect by government  
through use of monetary, credit, tax, or other policy measures.  
Emergency Digital Information System (EDIS): A system that provides local, state,  
and federal agencies with a direct computer link to the new media and other agencies  
during emergencies.  
Emergency: A condition of disaster or of extreme peril to the safety of persons and  
property caused by such conditions as air pollution, fire, flood, hazardous material  
incident, storm, epidemic, riot, drought, sudden and severe energy shortage, plant or  
animal infestations or disease, the Governor’s warning of an earthquake or volcanic  
prediction, or an earthquake or other conditions, other than conditions resulting from a  
labor controversy.  
Emergency Alert System (EAS): A system that enables the President and federal,  
state, and local governments to communicate through commercial radio and television  
broadcast stations with the general public in the event of a disaster.  
Emergency Management (Direction and Control): The provision of overall  
operational control and/or coordination of emergency operations at each level of the  
Statewide Emergency Organization, whether it be the actual direction of field forces or  
the coordination of joint efforts of governmental and private agencies in supporting such  
operations.  
Emergency (Services) Management Coordinator: The individual within each  
jurisdiction that is delegated the day‐to‐day responsibility for the development and  
maintenance of all emergency management coordination efforts.  
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Emergency Management Director (Director of Emergency Services): The individual  
within each political subdivision that has overall responsibility for jurisdiction emergency  
management coordination efforts.  
Emergency Management Plan (EMP): The plan that each jurisdiction has and maintains  
for responding to relevant hazards. Also referred to as an Emergency Operations Plan.  
Emergency Medical Services: Treatment of casualties necessary to maintain their vital  
signs prior to treatment at a medical center. 
Emergency Medical Technician (EMT): A health‐care specialist with particular skills  
and knowledge in pre‐hospital emergency medicine.  
Emergency Operations: Those actions taken during the emergency period to protect  
life and property, care for the people affected, and temporarily restore essential  
community services.  
Emergency Operations Center (EOC): A location from which centralized emergency  
management can be performed. EOC facilities are established by an agency or  
jurisdiction to coordinate the overall agency or jurisdictional response and support to an  
emergency.  
Emergency Operations Plan (EOP): The plan that each jurisdiction has and maintains  
for responding to relevant hazards. Also referred to as an Emergency Management Plan.  
Emergency Period: A period which begins with the recognition of an existing,  
developing, or impending situation that poses a potential threat to a community. It  
includes the warning (where applicable) and impact phase and continues until immediate  
and ensuing effects of the disaster no longer constitute a hazard to life or threat to  
property.  
Emergency Plans: Those official and approved documents which describe principles,  
policies, concepts of operations, methods and procedures to be applied in carrying out  
emergency operations or rendering mutual aid during emergencies. These plans include  
such elements as continuity of government, emergency functions of governmental  
agencies, mobilization and application of resources, mutual aid, and public information.  
Emergency Public Information: Information disseminated to the public by official  
sources during an emergency, using broadcast and print media. Emergency Public  
Information includes: (1) instructions on survival and health preservation actions to take  
(what to do, what not to do, evacuation procedures, etc.), (2) status information on the  
disaster situation (number of deaths, injuries, property damage, etc.), and (3) other  
useful information (state/federal assistance available).  
Emergency Response Agency: Any organization responding to an emergency,  
whether in the field, at the scene of an incident, or to an EOC, in response to an  
emergency, or providing mutual aid support to such an organization.  
Emergency Response Personnel: Personnel involved with an agency’s response to  
an emergency.  
Emergency Response Provider: Includes Federal, State, local, and tribal emergency  
public safety, law enforcement, emergency response, emergency medical (including  
hospital emergency facilities), and related personnel, agencies, and authorities. See  
Section 2 (6), Homeland Security Act of 2002, Pub. L. 107‐296, 116 Stat. 2135 (2002).  
Also known as Emergency Responder.  
EOC Action Plan: The plan developed at SEMS EOC levels, which contains objectives,  
actions to be taken, assignments and supporting information for the next operational  
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period. (See Action Plan)  
Essential Facilities: Essential facilities for maintaining the health, safety, and overall  
well‐being of the public following a disaster (e.g., hospitals, police and fire department  
buildings, utility facilities, etc.). May also include buildings that have been designated for  
use as mass care facilities (e.g., schools, churches). 
Evacuation: Organized, phased, and supervised withdrawal, dispersal, or removal of  
civilians from dangerous or potentially dangerous areas, and their reception and care in  
safe areas.  
Evacuee: An individual who moves or is moved from a hazard area to a less hazardous  
area with anticipation of return when the hazard abates.  
Event: A planned, non‐emergency activity. ICS can be used as the management  
system for a wide range of events, e.g., parades, concerts or sporting events.  
Exercise: Simulated emergency condition involving planning, preparation, and  
execution; carried out for the purpose of testing, evaluating, planning, developing,  
training, and/or demonstrating emergency management systems and individual  
components and capabilities, to identify areas of strength and weakness for  
improvement of an emergency management plan (EMP).  
Exercise Scenario: Background detail (domestic, international, political, military)  
against which an exercise is conducted.  
Expedient Shelter: Any shelter constructed in an emergency or crisis period on a  
"crash basis" by individuals, single families, or small groups of families.  
 
F  
Facilities Unit: Functional unit within the Support Branch of the Logistics Section at the  
SEMS Field Response Level that provides fixed facilities for the incident. These facilities  
may include the Incident Base, feeding areas, sleeping areas, sanitary facilities, etc.  
Federal: Of or pertaining to the Federal Government of the United States of America.  
Federal Agency (Federal Definition): Any department, independent establishment,  
government corporation, or other agency of the executive branch of the federal  
government, including the United States Postal Service, but not including the American  
Red Cross.  
Federal Coordinating Officer (FCO): The person appointed by the President to  
coordinate federal assistance following an emergency or major disaster declaration.  
Federal Disaster Assistance: Provides in‐kind and monetary assistance to disaster  
victims, state, or local government by federal agencies under the provision of the  
Federal Disaster Relief Act and other statutory authorities of federal agencies.  
Federal Disaster Relief Act: Public Law 93‐288, as amended, that gives the President  
broad powers to supplement the efforts and available resources of state and local  
governments in carrying out their responsibilities to alleviate suffering and damage  
resulting from major (peacetime) disasters.  
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA): This agency was created in 1979  
to provide a single point of accountability for all Federal activities related to disaster  
mitigation and emergency preparedness, response, and recovery.  
FEMA‐State Agreement: A formal legal document between FEMA and the affected  
State stating the understandings, commitments, and binding conditions for assistance  
applicable as the result of the major disaster or emergency declared by the President. It  
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is signed by the FEMA Regional director, or designee, and the Governor.  
Field Coordination Center: A temporary facility established by the California Emergency 
Management Agency within or adjacent to areas affected by a disaster. It functions 
under the operational control of the CALEMA mutual aid regional coordinator and is  
supported by mobile communications and personnel provided by CALEMA and other state  
agencies.  
Field Operations Guide (FOG): A pocketsize manual of instructions on the application  
of the Incident Command System.  
Field Treatment Site (FTS): A location within a jurisdiction that is used for the  
assembly, triage (sorting), medical stabilization, and subsequent evacuation of  
casualties. It may be used for the receipt of incoming medical resources (doctors,  
nurses, supplies, etc. Preferably the site should include or be adjacent to an open area  
suitable for use as a helicopter pad.  
Finance/Administration Section: One of the five primary functions found at all SEMS  
levels that is responsible for all costs and financial considerations. At the EOC the  
Section can include the Time Unit, Procurement Unit, Compensation/Claims Unit and  
Cost Unit.  
Flood Hazard Boundary Map (FHBM): The official map of a community that shows the  
boundaries of the flood plain and special flood hazard areas that have been designated.  
It is prepared by FEMA; using the best flood data available at the time a community  
enters the emergency phase of the NFIP. It is superseded by the FIRM after a more  
detailed study has been completed.  
Flood Insurance: The insurance coverage provided under the National Flood  
Insurance Program (NFIP).  
Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM): The official map of a community prepared by  
FEMA, which shows the base flood elevation, along with the special hazard areas and  
the risk premium zones. The study is funded by FEMA and is based on detailed surveys  
and analysis of the site‐specific hydrologic characteristics.  
Food Unit: Functional unit within the Service Branch of the Logistics Section  
responsible for providing meals for incident and EOC personnel.  
Function: The five major activities in ICS, i.e., Command, Operations, Planning,  
Logistics and Finance/Administration. The same five functions also are found at all  
SEMS EOC levels. At the EOC, the term Management replaces Command. A sixth  
function, Intelligence, may be established, if required, to meet incident management  
needs.  
Functional Element: Refers to a part of the incident, EOC or DOC organization such  
as section, branch, group or unit.  
 
G  
General Staff: The group of management personnel reporting to the Incident  
Commander or to the EOC Director. They may each have a deputy, as needed. At the  
EOC SEMS level, the General Staff consists of:  
• Operations Section Chief  
• Planning/Intelligence Section Chief  
• Logistics Section Chief  
• Finance/Administration Section Chief  
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Ground Support Unit: Functional unit within the Support Branch of the Logistics 
Section at the SEMS Field Response Level that is responsible for the fueling,  
maintaining and repairing of vehicles, and the transportation of personnel and supplies.  
Group: Groups are established to divide the incident into functional areas of operation.  
Groups are composed of resources assembled to perform a special function not  
necessarily within a single geographic division. (See Division.) Groups are located  
between Branches (when activated) and Resources in the Operations Section.  
 
H  
Hazard: Any source of danger or element of risk to people or property.  
Hazard Area: A geographically defined area in which a specific hazard presents a  
potential threat to life and property.  
Hazardous Material: A substance or combination of substances, which, because of  
quantity, concentration, physical, chemical, radiological, explosive, or infectious  
characteristics, poses a potential danger to humans or the environment. Generally, such  
materials are classed as explosives and blasting agents, flammable and nonflammable  
gases, combustible liquids, flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, diseasecausing  
agents, radioactive materials, corrosive materials, and other materials including  
hazardous wastes.  
Hazardous Material Incident (Stationary): Any uncontrolled release of material  
capable of posing a risk to health, safety, and property. Areas at risk include facilities  
that produce, process, or store hazardous materials as well as sites that treat, store, and  
dispose of hazardous material.  
Hazardous Material Incident (Transportation): Any spill during transport of material  
that is potentially a risk to health and safety.  
Hazard Mitigation: A cost‐effective measure that will reduce the potential for damage to  
a facility from a disaster event.  
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP): Authorized under Section 404 of the  
Stafford Act. Provided funding for hazard mitigation projects that are cost effective and  
complement existing post‐disaster mitigation programs and activities for beneficial  
mitigation measures that are not funded through other programs.  
Hazard Mitigation Plan: The plan resulting from a systematic evaluation of the nature  
and extent of vulnerability to the effects of natural hazards, including the actions needed  
to minimize future vulnerability to identified hazards.  
Helibase: The main location for parking, fueling, maintenance, and loading of  
helicopters operating in support of an incident. It is usually located at or near the  
incident base.  
Helispot: Any designated location where a helicopter can safely take off and land. A  
helispot may be used for loading supplies, equipment, or personnel.  
 
I  
Immediate Need: A logistical request that needs to be filled immediately.  
Incident: An occurrence or event, either human‐caused or by natural phenomena, that  
requires action by emergency response personnel to prevent or minimize loss of life or  
damage to property and/or natural resources. 
Incident Action Plan (IAP): The plan developed at the field response level that  
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contains objectives reflecting the overall incident strategy and specific tactical actions  
and supporting information for the next operational period. The plan may be oral or  
written.  
Incident Base: Location at the incident where the primary logistics functions are  
coordinated and administered. (Incident name or other designator will be added to the  
term "Base.") The Incident Command Post may be collocated with the Base. There is  
only one Base per incident.  
Incident Commander (IC): The individual responsible for the command of all functions  
at the field response level.  
Incident Command Post (ICP): The location at which the primary command functions  
are executed. The ICP may be co‐located with the incident base or other incident  
facilities.  
Incident Command System (ICS): The nationally used standardized on‐scene  
emergency management concept specifically designed to allow its user(s) to adopt an  
integrated organizational structure equal to the complexity and demands of single or  
multiple incidents without being hindered by jurisdictional boundaries. ICS is the  
combination of facilities, equipment, personnel, procedures, and communications  
operating within a common organizational structure, with responsibility for the  
management of resources to effectively accomplish stated objectives pertinent to an  
incident.  
Incident Communication Center: The location of the Communications Unit and the  
Message Center.  
Incident Management Team: The Incident commander and appropriate General and  
Command Staff personnel assigned to an incident.  
Incident Objectives: Statements of guidance and direction necessary for the selection  
of appropriate strategy(s) and the tactical direction of resources. Incident objectives are  
based on realistic expectations of what can be accomplished when all allocated  
resources have been effectively deployed. Incident objectives must be achievable and  
measurable, yet flexible enough to allow for strategic and tactical alternatives.  
Individual Assistance (IA): Supplementary Federal assistance provided under the  
Stafford Act to individuals and families adversely affected by a major disaster or an  
emergency. Such assistance may be provided directly by the Federal Government or  
through State, local governments or disaster relief organizations.  
Information Officer: A member of the Command Staff responsible for interfacing with  
the public and media or with other agencies requiring information directly from the  
incident. There is only one Information Officer per incident. The Information Officer may  
have assistants. This position is also referred to as Public Affairs or Public Information  
Officer in some disciplines.  
Initial Action: The actions taken by resources, which are the first to arrive at an  
incident.  
Initial Response: Resources initially committed to an incident.  
Integrated Emergency Management System (IEMS): Strategy for implementing  
emergency management activities which builds upon those functions common to 
preparedness for any type of occurrence and provides for special requirements of  
individual emergency situations. Seeks function based plan annexes that can be  
adapted to varied hazard events. SEMS and NIMS are examples of response systems  
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based on IEMS principles.  
Intelligence Officer: The intelligence officer is responsible for managing internal  
information, intelligence, and operational security requirements supporting incident  
management activities. These may include information security and operational security  
activities, as well as the complex task of ensuring that sensitive information of all types  
(e.g., classified information, law enforcement sensitive information, proprietary  
information, or export‐controlled information) is handled in a way that not only  
safeguards the information, but also ensures that it gets to those who need access to it  
to perform their missions effectively and safely.  
Intermediate‐Term Prediction: A prediction of an earthquake that is expected within a  
period of a few weeks to a few years.  
 
J  
Joint Information Center (JIC): A facility established to coordinate all incident‐related  
public information activities. It is the central point of contact for all news media at the  
scene of the incident. Public information officials from all participating agencies should  
collocate at the JIC.  
Joint Information System (JIS): Integrates incident information and public affairs into  
a cohesive organization designed to provide consistent, coordinated, timely information  
during crisis or incident operations. The mission of the JIS is to provide a structure and  
system for developing and delivering coordinated interagency messages; developing,  
recommending, and executing public information plans and strategies on behalf of the  
IC; advising the IC concerning public affairs issues that could affect a response effort;  
and controlling rumors and inaccurate information that could undermine public  
confidence in the emergency response effort.  
Jurisdiction: The range or sphere of authority. Public agencies have jurisdiction at an  
incident related to their legal responsibilities and authority for incident response.  
Jurisdictional authority at an incident can be political/geographical (e.g., special district  
city, county, state or federal boundary lines), or functional (e.g., police department, health  
department, etc.) (See Multi‐jurisdiction.)  
Jurisdictional Agency: The agency having jurisdiction and responsibility for a specific  
geographical area, or a mandated function.  
 
L  
Landing Zone (LZ): (See Helispot)  
Leader: The ICS title for an individual responsible for a functional unit, task force, or  
team.  
Liaison: A form of communication for establishing and maintaining mutual  
understanding and cooperation.  
Liaison Officer: A member of the Command Staff at the Field SEMS level responsible  
for coordinating with representatives from cooperating and assisting agencies. At SEMS 
EOC levels, the function may be done by a Coordinator.  
Lifelines: A general term including all systems for storing, treating, and distributing fuel,  
communications, water, sewage, and electricity.  
Life‐Safety: Refers to the joint consideration of both the life and physical well being of  
individuals.  
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Local Assistance Center (LAC): A facility established by local government within or  
adjacent to a disaster impacted area to provide disaster victims a "one‐stop" service in  
meeting their emergency representatives of local, state, and federal governmental  
agencies, private service organizations and certain representatives of the private sector.  
Local Emergency: The duly proclaimed existence of conditions of disaster or of  
extreme peril to the safety of persons and property within the territorial limits of a county,  
city and county, or city, caused by such conditions as air pollution, fire, flood, storm,  
epidemic, riot, or earthquake or other conditions, other than conditions resulting from a  
labor controversy, which conditions are or are likely to be beyond the control of the  
services, personnel, equipment, and facilities of that political subdivision and required  
the combined forces of political subdivisions to combat.  
Local Government: Means local agencies defined in Government Code 8680.2 and  
special district as defined in California Code of Regulations, Title 19 Division 2, Chapter  
5, NDAA, 2900(y). Also, See Section 2 (10), Homeland Security Act of 2002, Pub. L.  
107‐296, 116 Stat. 2135 (2002).  
Logistics: Providing resources and other services to support incident management.  
Logistics Section: One of the five primary functions found at all SEMS levels. The  
Section responsible for providing facilities, services and materials for the incident or at  
an EOC.  
Long‐Term Earthquake Potential: No specific time frame. Can refer to decades,  
centuries or millennia.  
Long‐Term Prediction: A prediction of an earthquake that is expected within a few  
years up to a few decades.  
 
M  
Major Disaster: Any hurricane, tornado, storm, flood, high‐water, wind‐driven water,  
tidal wave, tsunami, earthquake, volcanic eruption, landslide, mudslide, snowstorm,  
drought, fire, explosions, or other catastrophe in any part of the United States which, in  
the determination of the President, causes damage of sufficient severity and magnitude  
to warrant major disaster assistance under the Federal Disaster Relief Act, above and  
beyond emergency services by the Federal Government, to supplement the efforts and  
available resources of States, local governments, and disaster relief organizations in  
alleviating the damage, loss, hardship, or suffering caused thereby.  
Management by Objectives: In SEMS field and EOC levels, this is a top‐down  
management activity that involves a three‐step process to achieve the desired goal. The  
steps are: establishing the objectives, selection of appropriate strategy(s) to achieve the  
objectives; and the direction or assignments associated with the selected strategy.  
Marshaling Area: An area used for the completed mobilization and assemblage of  
personnel and resources prior to being sent directly to the disaster affected area. 
Marshaling Areas are utilized particularly for disasters outside of the continental United  
States.  
Mass Care Facility: A location where temporary services are provided to disaster  
victims during an emergency which may include lodging, food, clothing, registration,  
welfare inquiry, first aid, and essential social services.  
Master Mutual Aid Agreement: An agreement entered into by and between the State  
of California, its various departments and agencies, and the various political  
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subdivisions, municipal corporations, and other public agencies of the State of California  
to assist each other by providing resources during an emergency. Mutual aid occurs  
when two or more parties agree to furnish resources and facilities and to render services  
to each other to prevent and combat any type of disaster or emergency.  
Media: All means of providing information and instructions to the public, including radio,  
television, newspapers, and the internet.  
Medical Unit: Functional unit within the Service Branch of the Logistics Section at  
SEMS Field levels responsible for the development of the Medical Emergency Plan, and  
for providing emergency medical treatment of incident response personnel.  
Medical Reserve Corps: Local volunteers, mostly medically licensed, organized to  
assist with public health emergencies and preparedness efforts.  
Medication Center: See Point of Distribution (POD).  
Message Center: The Message Center is part of the Incident or EOC Communications  
Center is co‐located or placed adjacent to it. It receives, records, and routes information  
to appropriate locations at an incident or within an EOC.  
Mitigation: Pre‐event planning and actions that aim to lessen the occurrence or effects  
of potential disaster. (See also Comprehensive Emergency Management).  
Mobilization: The process and procedures used by all organizations; federal, state and  
local for activating, assembling, and transporting resources that have been requested to  
respond to or support an incident.  
Mobilization Center: An off‐incident location at which emergency service personnel  
and equipment are temporarily located pending assignment to incidents, release, or  
reassignment.  
Medical Self‐Help: The medical treatment provided for the sick and injured by citizens  
and emergency forces in the absence of professional care.  
Multi‐Agency Coordination: The functions and activities of representatives of involved  
agencies and/or jurisdictions who make decisions regarding the prioritizing of incidents  
and the allocation of critical resources.  
Multi‐agency Coordination Entity: A multi‐agency coordination entity functions within  
a broader Multi‐agency Coordination System. It may establish the priorities among  
incidents and associated resource allocations, agency policies, and provide strategic  
guidance and direction to support incident management activities. EOCs can often serve  
in this Multi Agency Coordination role.  
Multi‐Agency Coordination System (MACS): The combination of personnel, facilities,  
equipment, procedures and communications integrated into a common system. When  
activated, MACS has the responsibility for coordination of assisting agency resources  
and support in a multi‐agency or multi‐jurisdiction environment. A MAC Group functions 
within the MACS. MACS organizations are used within the California Fire Services.  
Operational Area EOCs can also function as a Multi Agency Coordination Center.  
Multi‐Agency Incident: An incident where one or more agencies assist a jurisdictional  
agency or agencies. The incident may be managed under single or unified command.  
Multi‐jurisdiction Incident: An incident requiring action from multiple agencies that  
have a statutory responsibility for incident mitigation. In ICS these incidents will be  
managed under Unified Command.  
Multi‐purpose Staging Area (MSA): A pre‐designated location such as a County  
Fairgrounds having large parking areas and shelter for equipment and operators, which  
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provides a base for coordinated localized emergency operations, a rally point for mutual  
aid coming into an area, and a site for post‐disaster population support and recovery.  
Mutual Aid Agreement: Written agreement between agencies and/or jurisdictions in  
which they agree to assist one another upon request, by furnishing personnel and  
equipment.  
Mutual Aid Coordinator: An individual at local government, operational area, region or  
state level that is responsible to coordinate the process of requesting, obtaining,  
processing and using mutual aid resources. Mutual Aid Coordinator duties will vary  
depending upon the mutual aid system.  
Mutual Aid Region: A subdivision of State Office of Emergency Services established to  
assist in the coordination of mutual aid and other emergency operations within a  
geographic area of the state, consisting of two or more county (operational) areas. Santa  
Clara County is in Mutual Aid Region II  
Mutual Aid Staging Area: A temporary facility established by the State Office of  
Emergency Services within, or adjacent to, affected areas. It may be supported by  
mobile communications and personnel provided by field or headquarters staff from state  
agencies, as well as personnel from local jurisdictions throughout the state (See also  
Multi Purpose Staging Area).  
 
N  
National: Of a nationwide character, including the Federal, State, local, and tribal  
aspects of governance and polity.  
National Disaster Medical System (NDMS): A cooperative, asset‐sharing partnership  
between the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, the U.S. Department of  
Veterans Affairs, the U.S. Department of Homeland Security, and the U.S. Department  
of Defense. NDMS provides resources for meeting the continuity of care and mental  
health services requirements of the Emergency Support Function 8 in the Federal  
Response Plan.  
National Emergency Training Center (NETC): FEMA's campus in Emmitsburg,  
Maryland, composed of the United States Fire Administration (USFA) and the  
Emergency Management Institute (EMI).  
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP): The Federal program, created by an act of  
Congress in 1968, which makes flood insurance available in communities that enact  
satisfactory floodplain management regulations.  
National Incident Management System (NIMS): A system mandated by HSPD‐5 that 
provides a consistent nationwide approach for Federal, State, local, and tribal  
governments; the private‐sector, and nongovernmental organizations to work effectively  
and efficiently together to prepare for, respond to, and recover from domestic incidents,  
regardless of cause, size, or complexity. To provide for interoperability and compatibility  
among Federal, State, local, and tribal capabilities, the NIMS includes a core set of  
concepts, principles, and terminology. HSPD‐5 identifies these as the ICS; Multi‐agency  
Coordination Systems; training; identification and management of resources (including  
systems for classifying types of resources); qualification and certification; and the  
collection, tracking, and reporting of incident information and incident resources.  
National Response Plan (NRP): A plan mandated by HSPD‐5 that integrates Federal  
domestic prevention, preparedness, response, and recovery plans into one all‐discipline,  
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all‐hazards plan.  
National Warning System (NWS): The federal portion of the civil defense warning  
system, used to disseminate warning and other emergency information from the warning  
centers or regions to warning points in each state.  
Nongovernmental Organization: An entity with an association that is based on  
interests of its members, individuals, or institutions and that is not created by a  
government, but may work cooperatively with government. Such organizations serve a  
public purpose, not a private benefit. Examples of NGOs include faith‐based charity  
organizations and the American Red Cross.  
Nuclear Incident (Fixed Facility): Any occurrence at a nuclear power plant resulting in  
a potential or actual release of radioactive material in sufficient quantity, which threatens  
the health, and safety of nearby populations.  
 
O  
Office of Emergency Services: The California Governor’s Office of Emergency  
Services (OES).  
One Hundred (100)‐Year Flood: The flood elevation that has a one‐percent chance of  
being equaled or exceeded in any given year. It is also known as the base flood  
elevation.  
Operational Area: An intermediate level of the state emergency organization,  
consisting of a county and all political subdivisions within the county’s geographic  
borders. . An operational area is defined in law (Section 8559, California Government  
Code) as an organization (not a jurisdiction) whose boundaries are those of a county.  
This organization is not necessarily a county government; it could be several cities, or a  
city and a county, a county government or several county governments, willing to  
undertake to coordinate the flow of mutual aid and information within the defined area.  
The operational area concept is the backbone of the Statewide Emergency Management  
System (SEMS).  
Operational Area Coordinator: The individual within the operational area responsible  
for a specific function such as law enforcement, coroner’s services, or emergency  
medical services.  
Operational Area Satellite Information System (OASIS): A statewide emergency  
communication system based on the operational area concept. 
Operational Period: The period of time scheduled for execution of a given set of  
operation actions as specified in the Incident or EOC Action Plan. Operational Periods  
can be of various lengths, although usually not over 24 hours.  
Operations Section: One of the five primary functions found at all SEMS levels. The  
Section responsible for all tactical operations at the incident, or for the coordination of  
operational activities at an EOC. The Operations Section at the SEMS Field Response  
Level can include Branches, Divisions and/or Groups, Task Forces, Team, Single  
Resources and Staging Areas. At the EOC levels, the Operations Section would contain  
Branches or Units as necessary because of span of control considerations.  
Out‐of‐Service Resources: Resources assigned to an incident but unable to respond  
for mechanical, rest, or personnel reasons.  
 
P  
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Pandemic: An epidemic that spreads through human populations across a large region  
or even worldwide.  
Personnel Accountability: The ability to account for the location and welfare of  
incident personnel. It is accomplished when supervisors ensure that ICS principles and  
processes are functional and that personnel are working within established incident  
management guidelines.  
Plan: As used by CALEMA, a document that describes the broad, overall jurisdictional  
response to potential extraordinary emergencies or disasters.  
Planning Meeting: A meeting held as needed throughout the duration of an incident to  
select specific strategies and tactics for incident control operations and for service and  
support planning. On larger incidents, the planning meeting is a major element in the  
development of the Incident Action Plan. Planning meetings are also an essential  
activity at all SEMS EOC levels.  
Planning Section: (Also referred to as Planning/Intelligence or Plans Section). One of  
the five primary functions found at all SEMS levels. Responsible for the collection,  
evaluation, and dissemination of information related to the incident or an emergency,  
and for the preparation and documentation of Incident or EOC Action Plans. The section  
also maintains information on the current and forecasted situation, and on the status of  
resources assigned to the incident. At the SEMS Field Response level, the Section will  
include the Situation, Resource, Documentation and Demobilization Units, as well as  
Technical Specialists. Other units may also be added at the EOC level.  
Planning Zone: A subdivision of a county consisting of: 1) a city; 2) a city and its sphere  
of influence in adjacent unincorporated areas; 3) a portion of the unincorporated area of  
a county; 4) a military installation; 5) a state facility, such as a correctional institution.  
Zoning simplifies the process of collecting and compiling data according to geographical  
location.  
Point of Distribution (POD): An established site for the distribution of  
medications/vaccines that may become available from the Center of Disease Control  
(CDC) to county residents in case of emergency. Also referred to as Medication Center.  
Political Subdivision: Includes any city, city and county, county, district, or other local  
governmental agency or public agency authorized by law. 
Preparedness: The range of deliberate, critical tasks and activities necessary to build,  
sustain, and improve the operational capability to prevent, protect against, respond to,  
and recover from domestic incidents. Preparedness is a continuous process.  
Preparedness involves efforts at all levels of government and between government and  
private‐sector and nongovernmental organizations to identify threats, determine  
vulnerabilities, and identify required resources. Within the NIMS, preparedness is  
operationally focused on establishing guidelines, protocols, and standards for planning,  
training and exercises, personnel qualification and certification, equipment certification,  
and publication management.  
Preparedness Organizations: The groups that provide interagency coordination for  
domestic incident management activities in a non‐emergency context. Preparedness  
organizations can include all agencies with a role in incident management, for  
prevention, preparedness, response, or recovery activities. They represent a wide  
variety of committees, planning groups, and other organizations that meet and  
coordinate to ensure the proper level of planning, training, equipping, and other  
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preparedness requirements within a jurisdiction or area.  
Prevention: Actions to avoid an incident or to intervene to stop an incident from  
occurring. Prevention involves actions to protect lives and property. It involves applying  
intelligence and other information to a range of activities that may include such  
countermeasures as deterrence operations; heightened inspections; improved  
surveillance and security operations; investigations to determine the full nature and  
source of the threat; public health and agricultural surveillance and testing processes;  
immunizations, isolation, or quarantine; and, as appropriate, specific law enforcement  
operations aimed at deterring, preempting, interdicting, or disrupting illegal activity and  
apprehending potential perpetrators and bringing them to justice.  
Private Sector: Organizations and entities that are not part of any governmental  
structure. It includes for‐profit and not‐for‐profit organizations, formal and informal  
structures, commerce and industry, and private voluntary organizations (PVO).  
Processes: Systems of operations that incorporate standardized procedures,  
methodologies, and functions necessary to provide resources effectively and efficiently.  
These include resource typing, resource ordering and tracking, and coordination.  
Procurement Unit: Functional unit within the Finance/Administration Section  
responsible for financial matters involving vendor contracts.  
Public Assistance (PA): Supplementary Federal assistance provided under the  
Stafford Act to State and local governments or certain private, nonprofit organizations  
other than assistance for the direct benefit of individuals and families.  
Public Information Officer (PIO): The individual at field or EOC level that has been  
delegated the authority to prepare public information releases and to interact with the  
media. Duties will vary depending upon the agency and SEMS level.  
Publications Management: The publications management subsystem includes  
materials development, publication control, publication supply, and distribution. The  
development and distribution of NIMS materials is managed through this subsystem.  
Consistent documentation is critical to success, because it ensures that all responders  
are familiar with the documentation used in a particular incident regardless of the 


 
Q  
Qualification and Certification: This subsystem provides recommended qualification  
and certification standards for emergency responder and incident management  
personnel. It also allows the development of minimum standards for resources expected  
to have an interstate application. Standards typically include training, currency,  
experience, and physical and medical fitness.  
 
R  
Radio Amateur Civil Emergency Services (RACES): An emergency services  
designed to make efficient use of skilled radio amateurs throughout the state in  
accordance with approved civil defense communications plans. Operators are  
registered with an OES agency to provide emergency communications support. (See  
Auxiliary Communications Service)  
Radiological Protection: The organized effort, through warning, detection, and  
preventive and remedial measures, to minimize the effect of nuclear radiation on people  
and resources.  
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Radiological Monitor: An individual trained to measure, record, and report radiation  
exposure and exposure rates; provide limited field guidance on radiation hazards  
associated with operations to which he is assigned; and perform operator’s checks and  
maintenance on radiological instrument.  
Reception Area: An area which, through a hazard analysis and related preparedness  
planning, is pre‐designated to receive and care for (or provide basic needs for) persons  
displaced from a hazard area.  
Recorders: Individuals within ICS or EOC organizational units who are responsible for  
recording information. Recorders may be found in Planning, Logistics and  
Finance/Administration Units.  
Recovery: Activities traditionally associated with providing Federal supplemental  
disaster recovery assistance under a Presidential major disaster declaration. These  
activities usually begin within days after the event and continue after the response  
activities cease. Recovery includes individual and public assistance programs that  
provide temporary housing assistance, grants and loans to eligible individuals and  
government entities to recovery from the effects of a disaster.  
Recovery Operations Center (ROC): A facility established by the local government  
within or adjacent to a disaster‐impacted area to provide disaster relief agencies and  
organizations "one‐stop" shop for the coordination of their efforts. Representatives from  
local, state, and federal governmental agencies, private service organizations and  
certain representatives of the private sector may be present.  
Recovery Plan: A plan developed by a State, local, or tribal jurisdiction with assistance  
from responding Federal agencies to restore the affected area.  
Regional Director (RD): A director of a regional office of FEMA, or his/her designated  
representative. As used in the Stafford Act, Regional Director also means the Disaster  
Recovery Manager who has been appointed to exercise the authority of the regional 
Director for a particular emergency or major disaster.  
Regional Emergency Operations Center (REOC): Facilities found at CALEMA  
Administrative Regions. REOCS are used to coordinate information and resources  
among operational areas and between the operational areas and the state level.  
Relocatee: An individual who is relocated from a hazard area to a low risk area with the  
possibility of not returning.  
Remedial Movement: The post‐attack or post‐event movement of people to better  
protected facilities or less hazardous areas.  
Remedial Operations: Actions taken after the onset of an emergency situation to offset  
or alleviate its effects.  
Reporting Locations: Specific locations or facilities where incoming resources can  
check‐in at the incident. (See Check‐in)  
Rescue Group: Two or more rescue teams responding as a unified group under  
supervision of a designated group leader.  
Rescue Team: Four or more personnel organized to work as a unit. One member is  
designated team leader.  
Resources: Personnel and equipment available, or potentially available, for assignment  
to incidents or to EOCs. Resources area described by kind and type, and may be used  
in tactical support or supervisory capacities at an incident or at EOCs.  
Resource Management: Efficient incident management requires a system for  
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identifying available resources at all jurisdictional levels to enable timely and unimpeded  
access to resources needed to prepare for, respond to, or recover from an incident.  
Resource management under the NIMS includes mutual‐aid agreements; the use of  
special Federal, State, local, and tribal teams; and resource mobilization protocols.  
Resources Unit: Functional unit within the Planning Section at the SEMS Field  
Response level responsible for recording the status of resources committed to the  
incident. The Unit also evaluates resources currently committed to the incident, the  
impact additional responding resources will have on the incident, and anticipated  
resources needs.  
Response: Activities to address the immediate and short‐term effects of an emergency  
or disaster. Response includes immediate actions to save lives, protect property and  
meet basic human needs. Based on the requirements of the situation, response  
assistance will be provided to an affected State under the Federal Response Plan using  
a partial activation of selected Emergency Support Services or full activation of all ESS  
to meet the needs of the situation.  
Response Information Management System (RIMS): A networked computer  
information system that helps implement California’s Standardized Emergency  
Management System (SEMS). It links the State Regional Emergency Operations  
Centers (REOC), several counties and cities, several state agencies, and the US Army  
Corps of Engineers carried via the Internet and OASIS. 


 
S  
Safety Officer: A member of the Command Staff at the incident or within an EOC  
Responsible for monitoring and assessing safety hazards or unsafe situations, and for 
developing measures for ensuring personnel safety. The Safety Officer may have  
assistants.  
Search: Systematic investigation of area or premises to determine the presence and/or  
location of persons entrapped, injured, immobilized, or missing.  
Search Dog Team: A skilled dog handler with one or more dogs trained especially for  
finding persons entrapped sufficiently to preclude detection by sight or sound. (NOTE:  
Search dogs are usually owned by their handler.)  
Section: That organization level with responsibility for a major functional area of the  
incident or at an EOC, e.g., Operations, Planning, Logistics, and Administration/Finance.  
Section Chief: The ICS title for individuals responsible for command of functional  
sections: Operations, Planning/Intelligence, Logistics and Administration/Finance. At the  
EOC level, the position title will be Section Coordinator.  
Self‐Help: A concept describing self‐reliance and sufficiency within an adverse  
environment and limited or nor external assistance.  
Sensitive Facilities: Facilities in reception areas that will not normally be used as  
lodging facilities for relocatees. The facilities are either considered unsuitable or are  
required for essential activities (food establishments, fire stations, banks, radio stations,  
etc.). However, if any of these facilities provide adequate protection against radioactive  
fallout, they may be used as fallout shelter.  
Service: An organization assigned to perform a specific function during an emergency.  
It may be one department or agency if only that organization is assigned to perform the  
function, or it may be comprised of two or more normally independent organizations  
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grouped together to increase operational control and efficiency during the emergency.  
Service Branch: A Branch within the Logistics Section responsible for service activities  
at the incident. Includes the Communications, Medical and Food Units.  
Shelter Complex: A geographic grouping of facilities to be used for fallout shelter when  
such an arrangement serves planning, administrative, an/or operation purposes.  
Normally, a complex will include a maximum of 25 individual shelter facilities, within a  
diameter of about ½ mile.  
Shelter Manager: An individual who provides for the internal organization,  
administration, and operation of a shelter facility.  
Single Resource: An individual, a piece of equipment and its personnel complement, or  
a crew or team of individuals with an identified work supervisor that can be used on an  
incident.  
Situation Unit: Functional unit within the Planning Section responsible for the  
collection, organization and analysis of incident status information, and for analysis of  
the situation as it progresses. Reports to the Planning Section Chief.  
Span of Control: The supervisory ratio maintained within an ICS or EOC organization.  
A span of control of five‐positions reporting to one supervisor is considered optimum.  
Special District: A unit of local government (other than a city, county, or city and  
county) with authority or responsibility to own, operate or maintain a project (as defined  
in California Code of Regulations 2900(s) for purposes of natural disaster assistance.  
This may include a joint powers authority established under section 6500 et seq. of the  
Code. 
Stafford Act: Robert T. Stafford disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, PL 100‐  
707, signed into law November 23, 1988; amended the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, PL  
93‐288.  
Staging Areas: Staging Areas are locations set up at an incident where resources can  
be placed while awaiting a tactical assignment. The Operations Section manages  
Staging Areas.  
Staging Area Managers: Individuals within ICS organizational units that are assigned  
special managerial responsibilities at Staging Areas. (Also Camp Manager.)  
Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs): A set of instructions having the force of a  
directive, covering those features of operations that lends themselves to a definite or  
standardized procedure. Standard operating procedures support an annex by indicating  
in detail how a particular task will be carried out.  
Standardized Emergency Management System (SEMS): A system required by  
California Government Code for managing response to multi‐agency and multijurisdiction  
emergencies in California. SEMS consists of five organizational levels that  
are activated as necessary: Field Response, Local Government, Operation Area, Region  
and State.  
State Agency: Any department, division, independent establishment, or agency of the  
executive branch of the state government.  
State Coordinating Officer (SCO): The person appointed by the Governor to act for  
the State in cooperation with the Federal Coordinating Officer.  
State Emergency Organization: The agencies, board, and commissions of the  
executive branch of state government and affiliated private sector organizations.  
State Emergency Plan: The State of California Emergency Plan as approved by the  
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Governor.  
State of Emergency: The duly proclaimed existence of conditions of disaster or of  
extreme peril to the safety of persons and property within the state caused by such  
conditions as air pollution, fire, flood, storm, epidemic, riot, or earthquake or other  
conditions, other than conditions, resulting from a labor controversy, or conditions  
causing a "state of war emergency", which conditions by reason of magnitude, are or are  
likely to be beyond the control of the services, personnel, equipment, and facilities of any  
single county, city and county, or city and require the combined forces of a mutual aid  
region or regions to combat.  
State of War Emergency: The condition which exists immediately, with or without a  
proclamation thereof by the Governor, whenever the state or nation is directly attacked  
by an enemy of the United States, or upon the receipt by the state of a warning from the  
federal government that such an enemy attack is probable or imminent.  
State Operations Center (SOC): An EOC facility operated by the Governor’s Office of  
Emergency Services at the state level in SEMS.  
Strategic: Strategic elements of incident management are characterized by continuous  
long‐term, high‐level planning by organizations headed by elected or other senior  
officials. These elements involve the adoption of long‐range goals and objectives, the  
setting of priorities; the establishment of budgets and other fiscal decisions, policy  
development, and the application of measures of performance or effectiveness. 
Strategy: The general direction selected to accomplish incident objectives set by the  
IC.  
Strike Team: A set number of resources of the same kind and type that have an  
established minimum number of personnel.  
Sub grantee: An eligible applicant in federally declared disasters.  
Supply Unit: Functional unit within the Support Branch of the Logistics Section  
responsible for ordering equipment and supplies required for incident operations.  
Support Branch: A Branch within the Logistics Section responsible for providing  
personnel, equipment and supplies to support incident operations. Includes the Supply,  
Facilities and Ground Support Units.  
Support Resources: Non‐tactical resources under the supervision of the Logistics,  
Planning, Finance/Administration Sections or the Command Staff.  
Supporting Materials: Refers to the several attachments that may be included with an  
Incident Action Plan, e.g., communications plan, map, safety plan, traffic plan, and  
medical plan.  
Supporting Technologies: Any technology that may be used to support the NIMS is  
included in this subsystem. These technologies include orthophoto mapping, remote  
automatic weather stations, infrared technology, and communications, among various  
others.  
 
T  
Tactical Direction: Direction given by the Operations Section Chief at the SEMS Field  
level which includes the tactics appropriate for the selected strategy, the selection and  
assignment of resources, tactics implementation, and performance monitoring for each  
operational period.  
Task Force: A combination of single resources assembled for a particular tactical need  
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with common communications and leaders.  
Team: (See Single Resource.)  
Technical Specialists: Personnel with special skills that can be used anywhere within  
the ICS or EOC organization.  
Technological Hazard: Includes a range of hazards emanating from the manufacture,  
transportation, and use of such substances as radioactive materials, chemicals,  
explosives, flammables, agricultural pesticides, herbicides and disease agents; oil spills  
on land, coastal waters or inland water systems; and debris from space.  
Technical Assistance: Support provided to State, local, and tribal jurisdictions when  
they have the resources but lack the complete knowledge and skills needed to perform a  
required activity (such as mobile‐home park design and hazardous material  
assessments).  
Terrorism: Under the Homeland Security Act of 2002, terrorism is defined as activity  
that involves an act dangerous to human life or potentially destructive of critical  
infrastructure or key resources and is a violation of the criminal laws of the United States  
or of any State or other subdivision of the United States in which it occurs and is  
intended to intimidate or coerce the civilian population or influence a government or  
affect the conduct of a government by mass destruction, assassination, or kidnapping. 
See Section 2 (15), Homeland Security Act of 2002, Pub. L. 107‐296, 116 Stat. 213 5  
(2002).  
Threat: An indication of possible violence, harm, or danger.  
Time Unit: Functional unit within the Finance/Administration Section responsible for  
recording time for incident or EOC personnel and hired equipment.  
Tools: Those instruments and capabilities that allow for the professional performance of  
tasks, such as information systems, agreements, doctrine, capabilities, and legislative  
authorities.  
Traffic Control Points (TCP): Places along movement routes that are manned by  
emergency personnel to direct and control the flow of traffic.  
Tribal: Any Indian tribe, band, nation, or other organized group or community, including  
any Alaskan Native Village as defined in or established pursuant to the Alaskan Native  
Claims Settlement Act (85 stat. 688) [43 U.S.C.A. and 1601 et seq.], that is recognized  
as eligible for the special programs and services provided by the United States to  
Indians because of their status as Indians.  
Triage: A process of rapidly classifying patients on the basis of the urgency of treatment  
that is needed. The prioritizing of medical care based on the nature and severity of  
illness or complaint, history, signs and symptoms, general appearance, vital signs and a  
brief physical assessment.  
Tsunami: Also called a seismic sea wave. It is a large oceanic wave generated by  
earthquakes, submarine volcanic eruptions, or large submarine landslides in which  
sudden forces are applied to the water mass. The fastest tsunami waves can move at  
speeds of hundreds of miles per hour in the open ocean. However, as the waves enter  
shallower waters in coastal area, wave velocity decreases and wave height can increase  
to 100 feet or more on impact at the shoreline.  
Type: Refers to resource capability. A Type 1 resource provides a greater overall  
capability due to power, size, capacity, etc., than would be found in a Type 2 resources.  
Resource typing provides managers with additional information in selecting the best  
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resource for the task.  
 
U  
Unified Area Command: A Unified Area Command is established when incidents under  
an Area Command area multi‐jurisdictional. (See Area Command and Unified  
Command).  
Unified Command: In ICS, Unified Command is a unified team effort which allows all  
agencies with responsibility for the incident, either geographical or functional, to manage  
an incident by establishing a common set of incident objectives and strategies. This is  
accomplished without losing or abdicating agency authority, responsibility or  
accountability.  
Unit: An organizational element having functional responsibility. Units are commonly  
used in incident Planning, Logistics, or Finance/Administration Section and can be used  
in Operations for some applications. Units are also found in EOC organizations.  
Unity of Command: The concept by which each person within an organization reports  
to one, and only one designated person. 
Urban Fire: Any instance of uncontrolled burning which results in structural damage to  
residential, commercial, industrial, institutional, or other properties in developed areas.  
Urban Rescue: The complex process in which trained personnel use specialized  
equipment to locate and extricate victims trapped in collapsed buildings, and the  
mobilization and management of such personnel and equipment.  
 
V  
Volunteers: Individuals who make themselves available for assignment during an  
emergency. These people may or may not have particular skills needed during  
emergencies and may or may not be part of a previously organized group. (e.g., 16  
U.S.C. 742f(c) and 29 CFR 553.101)  
 
W  
Wildfire: Any instance of uncontrolled burning in grasslands, brush, or woodlands.  
Winter Storm (Severe): This includes ice storms, blizzards, and extreme cold. The  
National Weather service characterizes blizzards as combinations of winds in excess of  
35 mph with considerable falling or blowing snow, frequently reducing visibility to 0.25 miles or 
less. 
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We Need Your Feedback 


Do ,-ou have additional ideas o.c C01tcents 


related to hazards oc mitigation in Rohnect 


Pa.ck? Plea!>e don't hesitate to .:each out to the 


pLuming tell1l.t.! 


Contact 


Zach I usn:tger. PLanna- I 


Phone! 707-588-2231 


Em.ill.: ztu::oi:nge~':CJ'Clty .org 


Web: www.tf9ty.O$ 


Sto1.v lnfornt.ed! 


Would you lik.- to recei\te updates via em..ail 


about u:pconling en~nts and infru:utation on ow: 


Local Hazard Mitigation Plan'? }oi:u our e


notilication list by subscrtbing to the Hazard 


Preparation group. Sign up b~- visiting: 


~.,..., o.J.}'Cl.tv .org/ newsletter and stay nlfonned! 


m 
~M, 


City of Rohn.el't Park 
ISO Avrtun.A,·e. 


Rohne.rt Pa.rk, CA 91928 


Local 
Hazard 
Mitigation 
Planning 


ft --







\'\1\y now? 


The Former Association of Bay Area 
Governments Plan is Expiring 


ht 2011 the As~ociation of Bay Area 


Go....-E'1'UIII.eitts tABAGl ~epared a Hazacd 


~fihgation PLu.1. fo1.· the enw·e Bay AI·ea. 


Individual ju:nsdictio:ns prepared ::;upplelll.tEntal 


doo.uuent:i'. called Al.U!CXer. that adopted <nl.d 


pasonali.zed aspects of the plan fo1.· then15Elves. 


Rohnet't Pru:k ~ep.ued one su.ch annex. 


Haz.Md :Mitigation Plans are mlly ~ood for five 


years. As the 1011 ABAG Plan is ex"Piring_, a 


new pl.u•needs to be J».'Ep.ued and appmvt"d. 


~ew cequiren1.ents and guidelines stipulate that 


citit"s and individual jurisdictions u1:ust now 


prepMe then· o~-n unk1u.e pla11S, 1.·athe1· than 


ut:i1..izU.Lg a J.'egion.ll plan as the p1~ilmu-y 


ft:aulfi'o.-uclc Ha'l.-mg an d}-"l'£oved plan will 


W5uce that RoluJ.ai: PMk is hilly :t:eiuU"'\11-sed for 


expe~.1.ses by FE..\iA in the event of a uatural 


di&astec. 


1he planuu1.g team assembled for Roh:t:tect Pru:k 


ul.Cludes staff wenlhe:t:s fwm platu'\.i:n~ 


building. eugineamg. public works, public 


::.afety,. and adnuuistration. 


Possible :Mitiga~ .... m Actions 
TI1e actions to reduce vuh1.erahility to threats 


ctnd hazruds forn1. the core of the plau. and are a 


key outcou1e of the- plannll1.~ pnxess. Types of 


possible mil:iga.tion actions include: 


• 
• 
• 
• 


~ew pla11S o:a: :a:egulatiotlS 


Sb:ucture and iufrastrudure projects 


Natural syst~lS }-'lCOtecb.on 


Education m.1.d awareness pn>grdll.lS 


-''Hazard 111itigotioJt is a11y 


sustai11ed actio11 to reduce 


or d i 111 i 1111tc tl Je loug-tenu 


risk to l{fe and property 


Fro1 11 l !tEr7 rds. /.1 


lH~·fP Tentative Timeline 


• 


• 


Oo.:tol>e1· 2016 - Project kick-off and 


reView of existing plans 


November 2016 - Preliuunru:y public 


outreach aJ:ld hazard identification 


• Nove~nbe1.· 20'16 -Hazard vulnerability 


• 


• 
• 


• 


and 1.-is.k asse--... mneut 


Deceu1.ber 2016 - uutigatiru1. pl.l:ll.ning 


ru.1.d plan drafting 


J allUAl)' 2017 - Public comment pel:iod 


J .umny 2017 - Pt·esenl:ation to Plamling


Comutission and City Couruil 


February 2017 -Plan s.ubuutted to 


CalOES and FEMA for appt:oval 


... 


Mapping 


Cb"'.e of the key componeJ.l.t of haz.a.·d 


mitigation planning is the identification of 


potetltial natural ha.z.:u:d::, and how they u1ay 


affect the city. An m:tportaJ:J.t tool ul. ~ }>10Ce:-::. 


is mapping. C~u1.g Goo&·aphic hliormatiru1 


Sy~tem~ (GIS). aH•a::; that may be vulnerable to 


r.pecilio.: xi.r.ks cane be delineated/ and critical 


L1cilities in tho.:;e .:u:ea::; catl. be identified. 


Relevant Hazards 


fuli.l.lysir. pedonned with GIS mapping toob 


a:nd histot:ical ddtd ·has allowed d }-'1:elul1.lluu:y 


set of rele'l;"atrt ke\- hazan:ts to be identil1ed for 


the Cit>;- of Rolmes:t Park. This list will 


ultimately help fot-u.uliate mitigation :;teps fu.">t 


-will protect liv~ and propatc 


Preliminary Identified Hazards 


• 
• 
• 
• 
• 


flooding 


Earlhquake~ - Shalang 


EaJ:thqu.ake!; - uquetacbo1\ 


D1-ought 


Omtate Change 







City of Rohnert Park, CA 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2016 
Scope of Work 


SUMMARY 


The City of Rohnert Park will develop a new Local Hazard Mitigation Plan {LHMP) in accordance with 


relevant federal and state laws and directives that represents the current needs and values of the 


community. The 2011 Association of Bay Area Governments {ABAG) Regional Hazard Mitigation Plan has 


expired as of March 2016. This expiration includes alllHMP Annexes, of which Rohnert Park's is one. 


Without an approved LHMP, Rohnert Park cannot be reimbursed for disaster recovery expenditures 


under the Stafford Act. Currently, Rohnert Park falls under the umbrella of Sonoma County's LHMP. But 


in order to seek full reimbursement in the event of a disaster, Rohnert Park must have its own approved 


LHMP. Included in this Scope of Work is an aggressive, yet realistic, timeline for the completion of an 


LHMP for the City with planned submittal to the State of California by January (with submittal to FEMA 


to follow). It is hoped that the City will have an approved LHMP adopted in time for the peak rainy 


season in early 2017. 


The template used in the 2011 Annex does not currently meet minimum qualifications for Federal 


Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) approval, and cannot be used going forward. While portions of 


the expired 2011 Annex may be of value, the planning process will result in an entirely new LHMP for 


the City of Rohnert Park. If properly prepared, the LHMP, may also serve as the basis for a new Safety 


Element in future General Plan updates. 


A key component of the successful completion of a new LHMP. will be the utilization of City staff working 


as a team to develop the Plan. Through engagement with various stakeholder groups (including 


neighboring jurisdictions), frequent collaboration, and diligent analysis, the Team will prepare an LHMP 


for the City of Rohnert Park. The Plan will be sent to the California Governor's Office of Emergency 


Services (Cal OES) and FEMA for approval, per 44 CFR 201.6(d){1). Upon preliminary approval by FEMA, 


the Plan must be adopted by the City Council. 


"Hazard mitigation is any sustained action taken to reduce or eliminate the long-term risk to human life 


and property from hazards {44 CFR 201.2). Hazard mitigation activities may be implemented prior to, 


during, or after an event. However, it has been demonstrated that hazard mitigation is most effective 


when based on an inclusive, comprehensive, long-term plan that is developed before a disaster 


occurs." 


-Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide, FEMA, 2011 







Rohnert Park LHMP 2016- Scope of Work 


PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT 


The Team will involve the public and stakeholder groups during the planning process. The FEMA 


checklist requires that there be an open public involvement process, and that there be an opportunity 


for the public to be involved in the early planning process, and to comment on the plan during the 


drafting stage and prior to plan approval. In addition to documenting thorough public involvement, the 


plan also must document the opportunity for neighboring communities, local and regional agencies, and 


other stakeholders to have had an opportunity to be involved in the planning process. 


Upon kick-off ofthe planning process, the Team shall develop a public engagement strategy. It will 


outline preferred options for community and stakeholder engagement. Public and stakeholder 


engagement strategies may include: 


a) Public hearings, meetings, and/or workshops. 


b) Solicited input directly from citizens and professionals with knowledge of community facilities 


and hazards, and representatives of local agencies, institutions, and business. 


c) An online survey that would be distributed to local agencies and stakeholders. 


Both during and after the planning process, a key component of public engagement will be education 


focused. The planning process and the plan itself shall serve as a tool for educating citizens about 


disaster preparedness, the steps the City is taking to further hazard mitigation, and the steps they can 


take individually to reduce risks from hazards to themselves, their families, and their neighbors. 


RISK ASSESSMENT 


The purpose of this section is to, in accordance with FEMA requirements, identify, profile, and prioritize 


hazards in the City of Rohnert Park. By assessing the risk and vulnerability resulting from identified 


hazards, the Team will establish a basis for hazard mitigation planning. This will form the foundation for 


the appropriate mitigation actions to be implemented. 


The Team will work to review the hazards identified in previous plans (including the 2011 Annex), the 


2013 California State Hazard Mitigation Plan, hazard mitigation plans of neighboring cities and 


jurisdictions, and past disaster declarations and occurrences. This review will also identify gaps in the 


available information and plans. 


Using available mapping data, the Team will develop a map of areas vulnerable to or affected by 


hazards. The hazards identified in the mapping exercise shall be detailed in accompanying information 


that includes a detailed description of the hazard, previous occurrences, locations, extent (magnitude or 


strength), and probability of future occurrence. The map(s) shall also be accompanied by a 


comprehensive inventory critical facilities, repetitive flood loss properties, and land uses. 


Note: ABAG has interactive hazards mapping tools online that may be useful. However, any data used in 


the Plan must be specific to Rohnert Park. Cal OES and FEMA also have mapping tools available for 


localities. 
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Rohnert Park LHMP 2016- Scope of Work 


PLAN PREPARATION 


Upon completion ofthe aforementioned planning steps, the Team shall prepare an administrative draft 


of the LHMP to be reviewed by City staff. As much as possible, the Plan should be user friendly and 


understandable. Where appropriate, tables and graphs should be used to convey information. The 


LHMP draft shall follow this outline: 


Section 1-lntroduction 
Section 2- Planning Process 
Section 3- Community Profile and Capability Assessment 
Section 4- Gap Analysis 
Section 5- Hazard Identification, Analysis, and Assessment 
Section 6- Mitigation and Adaptation Strategy 
Section 7- Plan Maintenance Procedures 
Section 8- Conclusion 
Technical Appendices and Documentation 


PLAN SUBMISSION AND APPROVAL 


Following review by City staff, a public draft will be prepared that addresses comments and incorporates 


revisions requested by City staff. Once the public review draft is completed, it will be available for public 


review and comment. Following, public comments will be incorporated for inclusion as an appendix and 


the LHMP will be revised as necessary. Next, the LHMP will be submitted to Cal OES for initial review. 


Any comments or concerns from Cal OES will be addressed before submission of the LHMP to FEMA for 


formal review. The FEMA Hazard Mitigation Plan Tool will be utilized prior to submission to Cal OES and 


FEMA. One the City has received an "approvable pending adoption" determination from FEMA, the plan 


will be sent to the City Council for adoption. 


Note: A possible method for streamlining the approval process may be to include a disclaimer in the 


Plan stating that City Council approval includes any changes required by Cal OES and FEMA. 
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City of Rohnert Park, CA 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2016 
Meeting Agenda- October 5, 2016 


I. INTRODUCTION 


The Team: 


• Jahfer Aguirre, Development Services 
• Marc Bautista, Public Works 
• Jeff Beiswenger, Development Services 
• Jay Bradford, Development Services 
• Aaron Johnson, Public Safety 
• Jill Kempf, Public Safety 
• Mary Grace Pawson, Development Services 
• Caitlin Saldanha, Administration 
• Zach Tusinger, Development Services 


II. PURPOSE 


• Previous LHMP has expired. Rohnert Park must have its own LHMP. 


• The process is just as important as the plan itself. 


Ill. TIMELINE 


• Four months (aggressive but doable!) 


• Submit to Cal OES, FEMA, and City Council 


IV. TASKS 


• Stakeholder Involvement/Public Engagement 


• Risk Assessment 


• Mapping 


• Vulnerability Assessment 


• Develop Mitigation Goals and Formulate Implementation Program 


• Develop a Plan Maintenance/Updating Framework 


• Draft and Submit Plan 


V. ROLES 


VI. NEXT STEPS 







City of Rohnert Park, CA 


Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2016 
Meeting Agenda- October 20, 2016 


I. Tasks 


1. Re-Introduction to Project 


2. Team Members recap 


3. Overview of project 


4. Public engagement and outreach 


II. NEXT STEPS 


J 
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Local Hazard 
Mitigation Pian 
CITY OF ROHNERT PARK 


OCTOBER 20, 2016 
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What? 
The 2011 ABAG Regional Hazard Mitigation Plan 


has expired and Rohnert Park's annex needs to 


be replaced with a new plan. 


t>,one'l-. to ?.0' 0 t-Ssoc:lat\oO o~ \!>a'/ 
Mea ()overntnents 


Loca\ 1'\a-z.ard 1'/1\t\~at\on p\an 
TominS Notllrol Disasters 


C\t't of Rol'lnert l'ar\1. 







The (Growing) Planning Team 
Jahfer Aguirre, Development Services 


Marc Bautista, Public Works 


Jeff Beiswenger, Development Services 


Jay Bradford, Development Services 


Brandon Davidge, Public Safety 


Aaron Johnson, Public Safety 


Jill Kempt Public Safety 


Mary Grace Pawson, Development Services 


Caitlin Saldanha, Administration 


Jim Thompson, Public Safety 


Zach Tusinger, Development Services 
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Mitigation Activities 
- Identify community vulnerabilities 


- Develop goals, recommendations, and steps 


- Enhance community preparedness 
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Current Activities 


1. Data collection, review of existing plans, and 


Gap Analysis 


2. Preliminary Mapping & Critical Facilities 


Inventory 







Up Next 


1. Stakeholder Engagement 
Al.. Does the Plan document an 
opportunity for neighbcwing 
communities, local and regional 
agencies involved in hazard 
mitigation activities, agencies that 
have the authcwity to regulate 
development as well as other 
interests to be involved in the 
planning process? 44 CFR 


201.6(bJ(2} 


2. Public Involvement 
A3. Does the Plan document how 
the public was involved in the 
planning pr-ocess during the 
drafting stage? 
44 CFR 201~6/b}{l} .and 201~6fc){1} 
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Public Involvement 
1. Working on content for website and social media 


2. Possible content for community newsletter 


3. Additional public outreach towards the end of the process 


4. eNotifier 
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Stakeholder Outreach 
RPCUSD 


Sonoma State 


Sonoma Mountain Village 


Graton Rancheria 


Health Care 


SMART 


Red Cross 


ABAG 


Caltrans 


Sonoma County Water Agency 


Sonoma County 


City of Cotati 


City of Santa Rosa 







-5
.-


Q
J 


c c ro 
-


0
-· 


a
_


 


l/1
 


5
.-.... 


~
 


Q
J 


m
 


c 
0.0 


N
 


0 
c 


N
 


·-
·-


V
') 


I 


+
-' 


~
 


0
0


 


(
/)


 
0


0
 


..c 
L


l) 
c 


(]) 
I 


·-
u 


r"-
V


') 


~
 


ro 
0 


:::l 


N
 


r"-
....., 
N


 


a 
'----') 







' ! 


7 ~ 


J c.\ -) 


~\ 
~
 


=----
,-


,.----
v1 
\,} 


..,;;:: 
l $ 


~i 
l ~
 


-::.) 
J
! v 


':::;:. 


~
 


~
 


\--; 
c:f 


.!-.~ 1 j ] 
.._) 


~
 ~
~
 1 '" 


a
4


 
~
 


-
--+


--'. 
o 


... 
"' 


~
 


~ 
&


 
oJ 


(
''-
-


\·-


~ 
5 
) 


~ 
6 


~
 


-f 
~
 


~
 


+
 


j 
(i 


&
 


' 
1 


.. 


I 
.
.
 


! l--


(),_.
) 


l
j
 -
~
 


,--
1 
~
 


c:5 
:::> 


• 
• 







ROHNERT PARK COMMUNITY MEETING 


LOCAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN 
NOVEMBER 2, 2016 


5:30PM-7:00PM, ROHNERT PARK-COTATI LIBRARY 


5:30pm-6:00pm Open House 


6:00pm-6:15pm Presentation 


6:15pm-6:45pm Feedback and Questions & Answers 


6:45pm-7:00pm Closing Comments and Evaluations 


BE 


MAKE A 







ovembor 2, 2016 
5:30pm -7om 


Rohnart Park -Cotati Library 
6250 Lynne Conde Way, Rohnert Park 


For more information: 707-588-2231 or planning@rpcity.org 


·or an ea 
e 


, ~ 


e 
You can be. 


Come join us to discuss our 


Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 


Share your ideas and input! 


• Open House Booths 


• Hazard and Emergency Preparedness 


• Questions & Answers with City StaH 







local Hazard Mitigation Plan Community Meeting 
Sign In Sheet 


Date Name 


/l 


/!- ;1..-lb 


) 11(2- /f (p 







Local Hazard Mitigation Plan Community Meeting 


I ~gn In Sheet 


1!_/al/r~ p ~ ~/14~)//(_ 
IV/ 


. I I 
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Summarize the comments/concerns from the public Rohnert Park Planning Meeting 11.02.16 


-importance of identifying the things (and infrastructure) that allow the community to recover from a 


disaster, and things that necessary for the city to thrive and survive so people can go on about their 


lives. 


-identify and assess the risk of impact and mitigate (structural, physical changes, things like building a 


wall a little bit stronger or reinforcing something, planning or zoning, education, awareness of options.} 


-identifying hazards and profiling (who what when where how why} 


-identifying critical facilities 


-What are the mitigation activities? Outline goals, objectives and priorities. 


- identify real concrete steps that can actually be implemented, look for measurable goals, look for 


benchmarks we can set when we evaluate this down the line, and things cost money so we have to look 


for funding sources for those whether it comes from local sources or the state or the federal 


government or possible grants. 


-earthquakes, big future concern. 


-vector-related diseases. (mosquitos, rats, fleas ... } 


-community awareness of steps to take information provided by other agencies like Red Cross 


-mobile home park preparedness*** for seniors. More vulnerability. Mobile home parks looks to be a 


big focus. 


-expectation of response time from the city to residents after a disaster. Some do/do not expect 


immediate help. 


-listing of emergency service providers, and areas/providers used as a resource e.i. Shelter, SOCO alerts. 


-Plan for if technology is of no use? (Washington Illinois Tornado- News station was hit and people had 


no communication) 


-effects of gas lines and electrical lines if impacted. Talk with PG&E and other utility/infrastructure 


providers. After San Bruno EQ 


-see a reinstatement of the SERT program requested (maybe should mention). 


-public outreach- teaching classes about power outages needed/wanted 


-content for community newsletter, and social media, city website. 


-stakeholder outreach needed/wanted 







City of Rohnert Park 
Planning Commission 


AGENDA 


Thursday, November 10, 2016 
6:00P.M. 


130 Avram Avenue, Rohnert Park 


To AllY Member o{tlte Audlent:e Dl!.~lrlng to Address tlte Plrumlug Commission: 
For public comment on items listed or not listed on the agenda, or on agenda items if unable to speak at the scheduled time, you 


may do so upon recognition from the Chairperson. PLEASE FILL OUT A SPEAKER CARD PRIOR TO SPEAKING. 


1. CALL TO ORDER 


2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


3. ROLL CALL (Adams __ Bianquie __ Borba __ Giudice __ Haydoo__) 


4. DECLARATION OF ABSENTION 


5. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF POSTING OF AGENDA- Agenda has been posted in 
three public places: Community Center, Public Safety Building and City Hall. 


6. PUBLIC COMMENT -Persons who wish to speak to the Commission regarding an 
item that is not on the agenda may do so at this time. 


7. CONSENT CALENDAR- ADOPTION OF MINUTES 


7.1 Approval of the Draft Minutes of the Planning Commission meeting of 
October 27, 2016 


8. AGENDA ITEMS 


8.1 PUBLIC HEARING- CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT/SITE PLAN AND 
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW- File No. PLSU16-0002- Alan Lee, Redhill 
Advisors, Inc.- Consideration of Resolution 2016-28 approving a Conditional 
Use Permit and Site Plan and Architectural Review for a mixed use, multi-family 
and retail Commercial project located at the northeast comer of East Cotati 
Avenue and Camino Colegio Avenue (APNS 143 340 061 and 158-270-065) 







CEQA: This proposal is categorically exempt from the requireme11ts of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Section 15332 lt~-Fi/1 
Development Project Class 32 (a), (b), (c), (d) and (e). No further action is 
required pertai11ing to environmental review. 


8.2 STUDY SESSION- RESIDENCES AT FIVE CREEK PROJECT- File No. 
PROJ20 16-0001 - Matthew J. Waken for MJW Investments - Study Session for 
the Residences at Five Creeks, a project comprised of a 135 unit apartment 
complex, 0.65 acre park, 132 room hotel and 34,300 sf shopping center located on 
12.65 acres within the Stadium Area Master Plan, bounded by Dowdell A venue, 
Labath Avenue, and Carlson Avenue (APN 143-040-124) 


8.3 UPDATE AND DISCUSSION REGARDING THE HAZARD 
MITIGATION PLANNING PROCESS 


9. ITEMS FROM PLANNING COMMISSIONERS 


10. ITEMS FROM THE DEVELOPMENT SERVICE STAFF 


11. ADJOURNMENT 


Appeals of any decisions made tonight must be received by the Planning Division within 10 
days and no later than 5:00p.m. on November 21, 2016 


NOTE: If you challenge the nature of the proposed action in court, you may be limited to 
raising only those issues you or someone else raised at public hearing(s) described in this 
Agenda, or in written correspondence delivered to the City of Rohnert Park at, or prior to the 
public hearing(s). 


Disabled Accommodation: In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if 
you need special assistance to participate in this meeting please call (707) 588-2236. Notification 
72 hours in advance of the meeting will enable the city to make reasonable arrangements to 
ensure accessibility to the meeting. (28 CFR 35.102.35.104 AD Title III) 


CERTIFICATION OF P OSTING OF AGENDA 
I, Suzie Azevedo, Community Development Assistant for the City of Rohnert Park, declare that 
the foregoing notice and agenda for the November 10,2016, Planning Commission Meeting of 
the City of Rohnert Park was posted and available for review on November 4, 2016, at Rohnert 
Park City Hall, 130 A vram A venue, Rohnert Park, California 94928. The agenda is available on 
the City of Rolme1t Park's web site at www.rncity.on!. 


Signed this 4th day ofNovember, 2016 at Rohnert Park, California. 







DATE: 


ITEM NO: 


SUBJECT: 


Backgr01md 


City of Rohnert Park 
Planning Commission Report 


November 10,2016 


8.3 


Update and Discussion Regarding the Hazard Mitigation Planning Process 


Rohnert Park has begun the process of developing a new Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) 
in accordance with relevant federal and state laws. The 2011 Association of Bay Area 
Governments (ABAG) Regional Hazard Mitigation Plan has expired as of March 2016. This 
expiration includes all LHMP Annexes, of which Rohnert Park's is one. The annexes are 
documents which adopted the Regional Plan and provided some additional detail and application 
to the local jurisdiction to which the annex was drafted. 


For the current update (which is required every five years), FEMA has indicated that it will no 
longer approve a regional hazard mitigation plan (including annexes) in the place ofLHMPs. 
Additionally, the template used for Rohnert Park's 2011 Annex does not currently meet 
minimum qualifications for Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) approval, and 
cannot be used going forward. As such, an entirely new LHMP must be prepared for the City of 
Rohnert Park. While portions of the expired 2011 Annex may be of value, the planning process 
will result in an entirely new LHMP for the City. If properly prepared, the LHMP, may also 
serve as the basis for a new Safety Element in future General Plan updates. 


Without an approved LHMP, Rohnert Park cannot be fully reimbursed for disaster recovery 
expenditures under the Stafford Act. Currently, Rohnert Park partially falls under the umbrella of 
Sonoma County's LHMP. The timeline for the completion of a new LHMP for the City 
contemplates a planned submittal to the State of California in February 2017 (with submittal to 
FEMA to follow). 


Planning Process 


The LHMP being developed is designed to meet the requirements prescribed by state and federal 
guidelines. The plan will address mitigation of multiple natural hazards including floods, 
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earthquakes, and fires. The plan will also consider impacts associated with climate change per 
California LHMP update requirements. These requirements may be able to be met by referencing 
the Sonoma County Climate Change Action Plan 2020. An important first task for the Team has 
been to understand and consider the requirements for LHMPs as laid out in FEMA regulations. 
While there is no specified format for the LHMP, there are numerous necessary elements and 
requirements for the LHMP to include and follow. The Team will document the entire LHMP 
process, including but not limited to how the Plan was prepared and how the public was 
involved. This documentation shall be included with the LHMP. 


Currently 


Preliminary mapping and hazard analysis is being completed by Development Services staff in 
conjunction with Sonoma County, while utilizing data available from ABAG, Cal OES, and 
FEMA. Once hazards have been identified, ranked, and assessed, then vulnerabilities for Rohnert 
Park shall be identified in conjunction with a critical facilities analysis. This will ultimately lead 
to the development of mitigation goals and recommendations. 


A key requirement of the hazard mitigation planning process is early public engagement and 
outreach. An important first step in that was a public input session held at the Rohnert Park 
Cotati Library on November 2nd. Twenty-two members of the public attended. In addition to a 
presentation and Q & A session facilitated by Development Services staff, the first 30 minutes of 
the event consisted of an open house with tables set up by City departments and various area 
agencies to provide information on emergency preparedness and safety. The Q & A session 
generated valuable feedback about overriding concerns those in attendance had about hazards -
particularly earthquakes and flooding. (See Attachments A and B for brochure and PowerPoint 
slides). 


Requested Planning Commission Action 


The LHMP Planning Team seeks input from the Planning Commission regarding key areas of 
concern, particularly natural hazards, vulnerabilities, and mitigation approaches. 


Attachments: 1. Attachment A: Local Hazard Mitigation Planning Brochure and Flyer 
2. Attachment B: PowerPoint slides from November 2nd Meeting 
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Attachment A 


• 


• e 
2, 2016 


5:30pm -7pm 
Rohnert Park -Cotati IJJrary 
6250 Lynne Conde Way, Rohnert Park 


For more information: 707-588-2231 or planning@rpcity.org 
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mergency? 


You can be . 


Come join us to discuss our 


Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 


Share your ideas and input! 


• Open House Bootfls 


• Hazard and Emergency Preparedness 


• Questions & Answers witt. City StaH 
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Ready tor an 
Emergency? 


You can be. 


l\.% .~ 
~· 


~ 


Hazard 1\:litigidion is Different from 
Emergency Preparedness 


Both hazard nuligalion and emngency 


prepaadne-..s are ,,.;talh- mlportant to P£Olecting 


live:; and properly m the event of a natural 


h<l>:ard or di!laster. Bnt there are kev 


diffel'ence-~: 


Hazard mitigation 1S proactive, whe£eas 


enlft"gency pr~p.u-edne:os ia ofte11 reactive. 


Hazard mihgation de,,..,lops acb.ore; to 


redure or eliminate risk hom futnre hazard 


.,._..enls, wltile emo.rgem:y preparedness 


..stablcll.es o'""'all concepls to respond to 


haz.ard """"ts in the immediate lead up, 


during, and after " bdZard event has 


occurred. 


H.uard ulihgatiau 10 "process wber,. steps 


...-e recommended to g..ud .. " ~'ity or 


J'u:iodiclion i1l "'"'"'thAt protect publk 


Odiety, r..duce harm to exiohug and future 


development, and prevent damage to a 


communi~-' o econonuc, cultural, and 


em'ironntental <15c.ets. 


For en~- prepar..d.•eso tips •"lsit: 


"V\r...,...,,._redgoo;;_org/ get-help 


"'-.......,..-.t."eotdy.gov 


Additional LHMP Input 


We Need Your Feedback 


Do you have additional ide= or c~ 


~lated to hazacds or mitigation in Roh:oerl 


Park? Please don't he!alate to reach out to the 
planning team! 


Contact 


Zach T=mger, Pian..er I 


Phone: 707-588-2231 


Email: ztnsi1lger@rpcity.org 


Web; wwv..·.rpc1ty.oq; 


Stay Informed! 


\\'ould vou like to receiv" update:; via emAil 


about upcoming events and infonnalion on our 


Local Hazard .Mitigation Plan7 Join our e


•toWi~ation li$t by sulr..cribing to the Hazard 


Preparation group. Sign up by ,.;siting: 


wv.-w.!J?City.orglnew:.Jetter and stay informed' 


m 
IJ(Ww!d;~ 


City oi Rohuert Park 
130AnamAw' 


Rohne1-t Park, CA 9..1928 


Local 
'Hazard 
.Mitigation 
'Plan_nin.g 
--· ----ft 
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= ~ e 
-5 
= 
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Why now? 


The former Association of Bav Area 
Governments Plan is Expiring 


l.n 2011 the Az.so<:lation of B.n- Alea 


Gownuna>t lABAG) prep.u-e..-t ,, H.12:ard 


~tig .. !:ion Pl.tn for th<> e:utiu B•w Are.\. 


Indindu.llJ"ri"dtcllon" p•epared oupj>lemental 


docun\a\t:o ~ailed fuul<>Xes that adopted .tnd 


eerronal:i=d ..,;peels of the plan for themselve-s. 


Rohnert Park prep.tred ouo> 5uch a>.U\ex. 


Ha.z..rd ~hgabon Plan~ .ue onlv good ior five 


Y""'"· k th., 2.011 ABAG Plan ic. expiring. " 


ne-w plan no?eds to be prepared and appmved. 


=--:ew r"<}lUreDl"<lb .u.d gu1del:ines stipulate that 


citie:o "nd mdindual j~dictions must now 


prep.ue the...- own <uuque plans, ,.,.th.,_· than 


utihzmg a regton.ll plan as the prillll.uy 


fu.u>ewotk. Ha.-u•g '"' ·'Pl>roved plan will 


u~tu-.. thdt Rolu1e1't Park lS fully reinl.bur~ £01· 


expen::.es \>\· FE"\1A u1 the event ol ,, 1\0\lwcal 


di~.•stff. 


The pl"m\11\g !eau> as>embled for RolU\ert Park 


u>Clud....-. ~taft meu\~ fron• plamung, 


building. a\gmeeru>g. public wotk!O, public 


:;ate~·, .\1\d .•dnuni~ttallml-


Possible l\Htigiltion Actions 
The ad:iOI\5 to reduce vuhlerability to Uu:eat 


.i\nd hazard~ fonn the cor<> of the plan and are " 


key outcotne of the planuing procec..:;. Type<; of 


po!>Oible nuhgation acbon:; include: 


• Xew pi~ or regttlaliono 


Stn\Ctw:e !Uld il.lfcastntcture prOject~ 


:\atural "yotenl5 protection 


Education and awar<>ne-o" progr<Un~ 


"Hnzord IJiitigation is nuy 


sustniued octio11 to reduce 


or eli111iuote tlte lollg-tcrJ/1 


risk to life• oud property 


ti·ont ltnznrds. 


LHMP Tentative Timeline 
October 2016- Project klck..,ff and 


revi""-' of "xtsting plans 


November .2016 -Preliminary public 


outread> and hazard 1dentilicati011 


::-.lovember 2016- Haz.ud Yuh\ffaWih· 


and n~k as~!>snent 


December 2016 - utitigation pla.~uung 


and pl.ul drafting 


J.anu.uy 2017- P"blic comment penod 


Janu.uv 2017- Pre~talton to Plannmg 


C0111uru:0~10n and Cit\· Council 


Febru.uy l017 -Plan ~ubmitted to 


CalOES and FEMA for apps:oval. 


0 


~lapping 


One of the key component of hazard 


mitigation pl111uting is llie idenhlicabon of 


potenh.U natural h.\zards and how they n"''Y 


..tfect the cit:'-'. An unporlant tool in t1u:; }'roce~.s 


i> U10tpping. l',;ing Geographic Wo1UM!:i<>n 


Sy~tems (GIS), are~ that n"Lay be vuh..,. able to 


~pecific noks c.tn 1:>t!' delineated, and crib cal 


facilities 111 those .u"as can 1:>t!' 1d~ntified. 


Relevant Hazards 


Allaly~1s perfom1ed h"ith GIS mappmg tools 


and hist01'ical d.•ta has allowed ·• prelin1u>ary 


~~ of rele••ant key hazard!> to be identified for 


the- City of Rolmert P.uk. This list w-ill 


ul.tin1alelv help formuL.te ntibgalion step> that 


will protect l:it•eo .md pr<>p"'-·t:·· 


Prelintinuy Identified Hazards 


Flooding 


Earthquake~ - Shalo.ng 


EarthqtMke> - Liqnefaction 


O.:ough! 


Oimate Change 


~ 
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Local Hazard 
Mitigation Plan 
CITY OF ROHNERT PARK 


NOVEMBER Z, 2016 


Open House 


Ready tor an 
Emergency? 


You can be. 
~~ 
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Mitigation v. Preparedness 
Haz.Jrd l'vlitigation 


1. Proactive Reactive 


2. Develops actions to reduce or 2. Establishes overall operational 
eliminate risk from future concepts 
hazard events 


3. Details emergency 
3 Identifies implementation management for any 


priorities based on in depth significant emergency or 
local hazard assessment disaster 


Meeting Agenda 
1. Overview of the Hazard Mitigation Plan Process 


2. Hazards in Rohnert Park 


3. Vulnerabilities in Rohnert Park 


4. Community input 


5. Next steps 
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What? 
A Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) is a five


year strategic plan that identifies natural hazards 


and vulnerabilities. These are analyzed to see how 


specific hazards could affect the city and to identify 


actions that reduce their impacts. 


The plan will lead to a safer Rohnert Park. 


Why Now? 


ta\ 
~ 


The 2011 Association of Bay Area Government 
Regional Hazard Mitigation Plan has expired and 
Rohnert Park's annex needs to be replaced with a 
new plan . 
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The Process 
l, Assemble team and identify goals 


2. Identify and prioritize hazards 


3. Identify critical facilities and assess risk 


4. Develop potential mitigation activities 


5. Draft the LHMP, gather feedback, seek approval 


\) FEMA ~ 
~ 


The (Growing) Planning Team 


Public S:J ft-; ty 


-. . 
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Our Work Plan 


Hazard Profiles 
1. Identify the hazard 


2. Profile the hazard (location, extent) 


3. Past occurrences 


4. Likelihood of future occurrences 


5. Vulnerabilities and risk assessment 
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Hazard Identification 
Avalanche Flood Seismic Hazards Climate Change 


Geologic Hazards Winter Storms Coastal Erosion Hail 


Tornado HazMat Tsunami Dam Failure 


Volcano Hurricane Wildfire Drought 


Windstorm Uquefactlon Extreme Heat Sea Level Rise 


Fault Rupture Landslide Drought Coastal Storm 


- . 


Hazard Profiles 
Rohnert Park's risks for disaster: 


-Identify areas of geologic and seismic hazard 


-Identify areas with storm flooding potential 


-Identify fire risk areas 


-Identify risks associated with climate change 
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Critical Focllftlel 


• Fire Station 


,C School 
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R I!ZII rd Mitigalien Plan 
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Hazards Analysis 
1. Rank hazards based on : 


Probability 


Affected area 


Primary impacts 


Secondary impacts 


2. Use mapping that incorporates data from various sources 


3. Modeling analysis 


Vulnerability Analysis 
Identify community vulnerabilities 


o Facilities, infrastructure, vulnerable populations 


o Likelihood of impacts 
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Mitigation Activities 
1. Outline mitigation goals, objectives and 


priorities 


2. Detail specific steps and actions to be carried 


out 


3. Set specific goals and measurements 


4. Identify possible funding sources 


Plan Maintenance 
1. The plan is good for 5 years 


2. Ongoing updating of the plan 


3. Create a way to measure progress 


4. Identify specific roles and responsibilities 


among staff members and the community 
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Project Timeline 
October January 


Publlt Enaqement ldentirv Pu~llmln<~ry up.;r7to CRyStt~fJ ""•noc:-+':'s,-:-b-m,-llt:-o-::C,::-1 O:::E:;-5-;:ro-, -I 
Pfilnnltt& MltltatiOI'I Goals :itakeholdeu on Re view 


1!-'"~.e.sr•ru1 


Current Activities 
1. Data collection, review of existing plans, and 


gap analysis 


2. Preliminary mapping & critical facilities 


inventory 


3. Community input 


-I . 
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Project Timeline 
1. Stakeholder Review & Comment: January 2017 


2. Public Review & Comment: January 2017 


3. Planning Commission Presentation: January 12, 2017 


4. City Council Presentation: January 24, 2017 


5. Send to CaiOES and FEMA: February 1, 2017 


We want your input! 


14 
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Q: Have you been affected? 
Avalanche Flood 


Geologic Hazards Winter Storms 


Tornado HazMat 


Volcano Hurricane 


Windstorm Liquefaction 


Fault Rupture Landslide 


0 


• 


Seismic Hezards 


Coastal Erosion 


Tsunami 


Wildfire 


Extreme Heat 


Drought 


..,_.., I 


L I 


' I ; 


" 
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Climate Change 


Hall 


Dam Failure 


Drought 


Sea Level Rise 


Coastal Storm 


- ; 


Critical Facilities 


G Firo Station 


,! School 


• CtTV 


• Medlcol 


0 CHP 


15 
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Future Public Involvement 
1. Working on content for website and social media 


2. Content for community newsletter 


3. Additional public outreach towards the end of 
the process 


4. E-Notifications -7 Hazard Preparedness 


Stakeholder Outreach 
1. Neighboring communities and jurisdictions 


2. Local and regional agencies 


3. Other community groups and institutions 


- . 
. 
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Stakeholder Outreach 
School District Cal trans 


Sonoma State University Chamber of Commerce 


Sonoma Mountain Village SCWA 


Graton Rancheria 


Health Care Providers 


SMART 


Red Cross 


ABAG 


Questions? 


Any questions or 


additional comments can 


be directed to: 


Zach Tusinger, Planner I 


707-588-2231 


ztusinger@rpcitv.org 


SCTA 


Sonoma County 


City of Cotati 


City of Santa Rosa 


Page 23 


~ 
~ 


11/3/2016 


17 







c ro 
-o


 
C


L
 


~
 


ro 
c 


N
 


0 
z 0 


lD
 


ro 
r
l
 


U
') 


0 
• 


U
') 


N
 


I 
I 


) 


~u.J 
.... 


ro 
0 


~
r
-


r
l
 


tlO
 


Q
<


(
 


a: 
u


o
 


w
 


ro 
0... 


co 
• 


l!J:::>
 
~
 


z 
u 


w
 


• 
z 


>
 


0 
~
 


z 
0 


<
( 


z 
_


J
 


_
.J


 
0... 







L .._./ 


Mitigation v. Preparedness 


1. Proactive 1. Reactive 


2. Develops actions to reduce or 2. Establishes overall operational 
eliminate risk from future concepts 
hazard events 


3. Details emergency 
3. Identifies implementation management for any 


priorities based on in depth significant emergency or 
local hazard assessment disaster 
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Why Now? 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


The 2011 Association of Bay Area Government 
Regional Hazard Mitigation Plan has expired and 
Ro-hnert Park1


S annex needs to be replaced with a 
new plan. 


• _t..n(le~ to ?.0"\0 ji.Ssociat\o(l oi ~a') 
p.fea c;overn\1\ents 


Loca\ ~a"laro t,~~\t\%at\on {>\all 
ramin~ Natural Disasters 


C\W 0~ ~ohnert par\<. 







Hazard Identification 
Avalanche Flood Seismic Hazards Climate Change 


Geologic Hazards Winter Storms Coastal Erosion Hail 


Tornado HazMat Tsunami Dam Failure 


Volcano Hurricane Wildfire Drought 


Windstorm Liquefaction Extreme Heat Sea Level Rise 


Fault Rupture Landslide Drought Coastal Storm 







FEMA Flood Hazard Areas 


: 500 Year Flood Areas 


· 100 Year Flood Areas 


Flood way 
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Project Timeline 
October January 


Initiate Public Complete Planning 
Assignments Engagement A sessment Process Narrative 


Familiarize with Stakeholder elop Mitigation and Finalize Maps and 
Requirements Involvement A ptation Goals and Graphics, and 


I plementation Matrix Complete Initial Draft 


Agenda Setting an Hazard Identification omplete Introduction Submit for Review by 


Work Plan Approval City Staff 
Sections 


Data Collection, Review Further Data Collection Incorporate Make Available for 
Existing Plans, and and Analysis Stakeholder Comments Public Comment and 
Prepare Gap Analysis and Public Feedback Incorporate Comments 


Preliminary Mapping & Further Critical Review Status of LHMP Prepare FEMA Plan 
Critical Facilities Facilities Inventory Draft Document Review Tool 
Inventory 


Public Engagement Identify Preliminary Update City Staff and Submit to Cal OES for 
Planning Mitigation Goals Stakeholders on Review 


Planning Statu~ 







Stakeholder Outreach 
School District Caltrans 


Sonoma State University Chamber of Commerce 


Sonoma Mountain Village SCWA 


Graton Rancheria SCTA 


Health Care Providers Sonoma County 


SMART City of Cotati 


Red Cross 


ABAG 


City of Santa Rosa 
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Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 


A Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) is a five-year strategic plan that identifies natural 
hazards and vulnerabilities. These are analyzed to see how they could affect the city and to 
identify actions that reduce their impacts. The plan will lead to a safer Rohnert Park. 


Our staff is currently in the process of updating our Local Hazard Mitigation Plan and 
working towards accomplishing the goals outlined in the timeline below. 


LHMP Timeline 
• October 2016- Project kick-off and review of existing plans 
• November 2016- Preliminary public outreach and hazard identification 
·November 2016- Hazard vulnerability and risk assessment 
• December 2016 - mitigation planning and plan drafting 
• January 2017- Public comment period 
• January 2017- Presentation to Planning Commission and City Council 
• February 2017 - Plan submitted to CaiOES and FEMA for approval 


Why Now? 


What is the difference between Hazard Mitigation and Emergency 
Preparedness? 


Mapping 


Relevant Hazards 


Possible Mitigation Actions 


Public Outreach 


We Need YOUR Feedback! 
Do you have additional ideas or concerns related to hazards or mitigation in Rohnert Park? 


http://www.rpcity.org/cms/One.aspx?portalld=3037873&pageld=6210651 11118/2016 







City of Rohnert Park, CA 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2016 
Meeting Agenda- November 16, 2016 


I. Meeting Updates 


• Nov. 2nd Community Meeting 
• Nov. 3rd SoCo LHMP Taskforce Meeting 
• Nov. 10th Planning Commission Meeting 


II. TASKS 


• Mapping- Critical Facilities and Hazards 


• Additional Mapping? 


• Risk Assessment 


• Location 


• Extent 


• Previous Occurrences 


• Future Probability 


• HAZUS 


• Critical Facilities Inventory 


• Stakeholder Outreach- Assignment/Questions 


IlL Next Steps 


• Outline and Template in Progress- will be complete before Thanksgiving 


• Next Meeting tentatively Nov. 30th 


) 
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Hazard Identification 
Avalanche Flood Seismic Hazards Climate Change 


Geologic Hazards Winter Storms Coastal Erosion Hail 


Tornado HazMat Tsunami Dam Failure 


Volcano Hurricane Wildfire Lightning Storm 


Windstorm Liquefaction Extreme Heat Sea Level Rise 


Fault Rupture Landslide Drought Coastal Storm 
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Initial Community Feedback 


1. Major concerns: earthquakes, drought, flooding 


2. Particular concerns about mobile home parks 


3. Memories of 2014 Napa quake, 2005 flood, and 


Lama Prieta 


4. Drought is an ongoing concern 


5. Interested in communication post-disaster 
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Risk Assessment 


Note: Modified from u.s. Geological Survey and Oregon Partnership for 
Disaster Resi lience Models. 







Dale County, Alabama obtained historical data from the National Weather Service for previous damaging tornado 
occurrences in their planning area dating as far back as 1907. 


I Time l l Damage l 
Path 


Year I Month I Day ClufttJ La,gth I Fatalities I ln)uriea I Location (CSTl Scale {MIIel) 


3 E Enterprise ·Fort Rucker -lake Tholocco 
The tornado struck two trailer parks destroying at 


Coffee- I I I I I 
least 68 mobile homes and 15 vehicles. Several 


1972 I 1 I 13 I 100 I Dale F2 6 4 88 other trailers and cars were damaged. All the 
deaths were armt dependents. At Fort Rucker, 2 
buildings were damaged and 15 helicopters were 


damaged. 


Near New Hope 


1968 I 1 I 23 I 1630 I 
Barbour l F1 l 10 I 0 l 0 l Approximately 12 homes damaged. 1 house and 


Dale numerous bams and utility sheds damaged or 
destroyed. Timber damaged in several spots. 


Coffee- Elba • New Brocton - NE Enterprise· S Ozark 
1955 I 10 I 16 I 1815 I Dale 


F2 20 0 0 2 barns were destroyed and 2 homes were 
unmofed. 


1954 I 4 I 16 I 800 I Coffee-
F2 17 0 1 2 E Enterprise • 3 E Ozark 


Dale 4 barns were destroyed. 


Ozark 
1937 I 3 I 24 I 1045 I Dale I F2 I 0.1 I 2 I 0 I One sma" home was leveled. Both fatalities oc-


curred in the home. 


1936 I 1 I 18 I 1800 I Dale I F2 I 2 I 1 I 7 I Skipperville 
One person died as 5 homes were destroyed. 


2 E Midland City 


1935 I 5 I 20 I 1030 I Dale I F2 I 5 I 3 I 0 I One home and se:veral barns were destroyed. 3 
members of one family were killed when their horne 


was demolished. 


1907 F2 15 
Central City • N Clayhatchee 


Most of the vilfage of Central City was destroyed. 


Source: National Weather Service 







In the completion of their hazard mitigation plan, Fannin County, Texas included a series of tables to describe their 
community assets. The table excerpt below lists some of the information collected for the county's critical faciltties. 


Artedge Ridge Water SUpply 
I Bailey I Utilities I 3 Water Wells I $3M 


(500 customers) 


Salley City Hall Bailey Administration Wood Frame $100K 


Salley Fie Department Bailey Public Safety Metal Structure $300K 


Bailey Water Department 
Bailey Utilities I 1 Water Well I $lOOK 


(100 customers) 


Boise 0 Arc Municipal I NE corner of county I Utilities I Water System I $5M 
Utilities (1,100 customers) 


Bonham City Hall (Pollee) 301 E 5th, Bonham Administration Masonry Structure $225K 


Bonham Fire (Jones Field) 2509 N Center, Bonham Public Safety Metal Structure $150K 


Bonham Fire Station 
220 E 5th, Bonham Public Safety I Masonry/Metal I $165K 


(Downtown) 


Bonham Was18water Facilhy 
2501 Seven Oaks, 


Utilities 
Wastewater 


$14M 
Bonham Treatment 


Bonham Water Department Bonham Utilities Water System $12M 


Buster Cole State Jail 
3801 Silo Road, Bonham Public Safety Masonry Structure I $75M 


(800 Inmate&) 


Choice Moore Transfer 
1700 FM 87, Bonham Public Safety Masonry Structure $100M 


Facility (1,200 Inmates) 


District #1 Barn Savoy Administration Metal Structure $81K 


District 112 Barn Leonard Administration Metal Structure $465K 
··--


District #3 s.n Honey Grove Administration Metal Structure $152K 







'---


Project Timeline 
October November December January 


Plan Kick-Off & Team Finalize Hazards Complete Planning 
Assignments Assessment Process Narrative 


Familiarize with LHMP Develop Mitigation and Finalize Maps and 
Requirements Adaptation Goals and Graphics, and 


mplementation Matrix Complete Initial Draft 


Agenda Setting a Hazard Identification mplete Introduction Submit for Review by 
Work Plan Appr and Description Community Profile City Staff 


Se tions 


Data Collection, eview Further Data Collection In orporate Make Available for 
Existing Plans, an and Analysis s keholder Comments Public Comment and 
Prepare Gap Ana l is Incorporate Comments 
Preliminary Mappin Further Critical Prepare FEMA Plan 
Critical Facilities Draft Document Review Tool 
Inventory 


Public Engagement Identify Preliminary Update City Staff and Submit to Cal OES for 
Planning Mitigation Goals Stakeholders on Review 


Planning Status 
- --------







• 
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Stakeholder Outreach 
School District Caltrans 


Sonoma State University Chamber of Commerce 


Sonoma Mountain Village SCWA 


Graton Rancheria 


Health Care Providers 


SMART 


Red Cross 


ABAG 


Churches 


SCTA 


Mobile Home Parks 


Sonoma County 


City of Cotati 


City of Santa Rosa 







LHMP Team Meeting- November 16, 2016 


• Recap of Community Meeting on Nov. 2nd ~ major concerns were earthquakes, drought 


and flooding 


• Lots of representation from Mobile Home Parks 


• Significant Events~ 2014 Napa Earthquake, 2005 Flood and Lorna Prieta 


• Tusinger attended Sonoma County LHMP Taskforce Meeting ~ Rohnert Park will host 


next meeting on January 26th 


• Saldanha will reserve Council Chambers for Jan. 26th in the afternoon 


• RCPA did a presentation 


• Nov. 17th ~ Climate Ready North Bay Demo (software to project hazards) 


• Feedback from Planning Commission Meeting on Nov. 10th -7 Rodgers Creek fault does 


not go through the city, include churches/shelters in stakeholder outreach, emphasize 


difference between hazard mitigation and emergency preparedness 


MAPS 


• Add CHP Station on Labath Avenue 


• Add future critical facilities such as new fire station on westside 


• Add RP Public Safety facilities 


• Fix radioactive sign/three triangles 


• Add water facilities/water aqueducts 


• Add utility infrastructure 


• Add well sites (not public info though? But can see on google maps) 


• Need a separate flood control map 


• MGP asked how are we using maps?~ overlay with hazards mainly seismic hazards, 


identity areas for mitigation measures, critical facilities that will be heavily used & fixed 


beforehand 


• Put together a historical map of past occurrences ~ already done on GIS site 


• Pull subdivision maps of anecdotal flooding 
__. -- . 


,g:fg~!Qge r, Bautista ~ set up mee TngfcJclls~ · 
• Add map of storm drains/sewe;sfpum p s aUons 


• Add types of materials (i.e. PVC, AC) 


• Bradford ~ purpose of maps for Building Dept will be to overlay with hazards to know 


where to focus resources 


• Need maps on localized flooding 


J • Tusinger will research 1960s historic fire close to RP 







City of Rohnert Park, CA 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2016 
Meeting Agenda - December 9, 2016 


I. Meeting Updates 


• RCPA Meeting Report 
• Next LHMP Meeting here in Rohnert Park -January 26 at 1:30 


II. TASKS 


• Mapping Update- Critical Facilities and Hazards 


• Critical Facilities Inventory 


• Mitigation Goal Setting 


• Task List 


Ill. Next Steps 


• Outline and Template in Progress 


• Next Meeting January __ _ 
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Initial Community Feedback 


1. Major concerns: earthquakes, drought, flooding 


2. Particular concerns about mobile home parks 


3. Memories of 2014 Napa quake, 2005 flood, and 


Lama Prieta 


4. Drought is an ongoing concern 


5. Interested in communication post-disaster 
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Mitigation Goal Setting 


.GOGls 
What klnf'term 


outco~ do you want 
to achieve? 


What speelfic actioos wil 
local ~ment, comm~ity 
orpnilatiOns, and others. talcle 


to rt<1ta r1sk. lO hWII'Cb? 


Action Plan 
How-' will Ule 111ctlons 
be prioriti~ and 
iJqtem~ntC!d? 







Mitigation Goal Setting 
1.5 Mitigation Priorities and Goals 
The City of Santa Rosa establ ished LHMP project goals as part of the planning process to guide the 
development of a strong, thoughtful plan. The goals were drawn from the previous LHMP and 
from the City's General Plan Noise and Safety Element, which were reviewed and adapted for this 
plan by the planning team. The following are the goals for this plan: 


1. Implement the Local Hazard Mitigation Plan to better prepare Santa Rosa for disaster and 
minimize impacts associated with natural and man-made hazards. 


2. Provide for the safety of Santa Rosa community members by maintaining efficient, well
trained, and adequately equipped City personnel. 


3. Preserve and enhance the City's water infrastructure by maintaining and enhancing an 
operational drainage system, preserving drainage capacity, and protecting water quality. 


4. Maintain and enhance a disaster-resistant region by reducing the potential for loss of life, 
property damage, and environmental degradation from natural disasters, while accelerating 
the capacity for economic recovery fron1 those disasters. 


5. Reduce the vulnerability of public and private buildings to the effects of earthquakes, 
flooding, wildfire, and landslides. 


Santa Rosa, CA LHMP 2016 


~ 







L. 


Rohnert Park? 


Possible categories: 


• Local plans and regulations 


Structure and infrastructure projects 


• ,Natural systems protection 


Education and awareness programs 


• Preparedness and response actions 
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LHMP Team Meeting- December 9, 2016 


• Next meeting with Sonoma County will be held in Rohnert Park on January 26th 


• Jahfer walked teams through the revised maps 


• Tusinger announced that LHMP team may start having biweekly meetings in 2017 


• Outstanding maps ~ fault zones, school/daycares in relation to flood areas, casino 


hotels and other dense population areas, senior & care facilities 


• Need to review data submitted by Fire Marshal Thompson 


• Tusinger will come up with a task list 


• Early-January will be when the next team meeting takes place 


• Highest priority is finalizing maps 


• Bradford will work on inventory of city buildings ~ identify age, code, 


public/commercial/industrial buildings 


• Bradford says city is not old enough so currently not required to be retrofitted 


• Under reinforced and soft stories (large openings on pt floor with large mass above) 


• If any repairs/remodels, then thresholds may apply 


• Bradford has not assessed building structures yet b/c no public buildings fit criteria 


• Beiswenger proposed grouping buildings by age (i.e. 1990s); map of city growth pattern 


• May not be a problem since city is relatively young 


• Jahfer asked if ~here is a need to show connections to sewer pump stations in Santa 


Rosa 


• Jahfer noted gasoline at PW 


• Tusinger, Jahfer, Baustista, MGP ~ need to have a meeting to discuss what is important 


to put on maps 


• Tusinger will provide Bradford with a list of City facilities ~ Bradford will start looking 


up permits in Laserfice 


• Jahfer may already have a list of city properties with building dates 


• Tusinger and Jahfer will work on list and provide to Bradford within 1 week 


• Tusinger working on template and master outline of plan 


• Best time for team to meet~ Tuesday mornings (8 AM -10 AM); Tusinger will check in 


with team members who missed today's meeting 


• Suggestions for MAPS~ bigger size (i.e. 11 x 17 and change "RR" to SMART) 


• New deadline for final plan will be Feb. 2017; submit to City Council on 2/14/17 or 


2/28/17 
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City of Rohnert Park, CA 


Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2017 
Meeting Agenda- January 10, 2017 


I. TASKS 


• Mapping Update- Critical Facilities and Hazards 


• Critical Facilities to Jay 


• Mitigation Goal Setting 


• Flooding 


• Task List 


II. Next Steps 


• Next Meeting January 24th 







LHMP Team Mee~ing- January 10, 2017 


• Main purpose oftoday's meeting is to set mitigation goals 


• LHMP team reviewed 2 maps created by Jahfer 


• Add new symbol for future fire stations 7 SOMO and Five Creek 


• Add CHP Station to Flood Map 


• Bautista and Jahfer will work on updating 2016-2017 Flood Map and add locations hit by 
Dec 15th and Jan gth storms 


• Thompson proposed adding places of refuge to maps but MGP pointed out homes 


should not be built on flood zones 


• Beiswenger will look into Rancho Verde b/c high flood area 


• BIGGEST HARZARDS for RP =flooding, earthquakes, drought 


• LHMP went through mitigation goal setting exercise 


• Page 6 handout- mitigation goals 


• Page 9 handout- example from Santa Rosa 


• Page 10 handout- 2011 RP goals 


• Need to add a new goal on community preparedness and education 







'._) 







City of Rohnert Park, CA 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2017 
Meeting Agenda -January 31, 2017 


I. TASKS 


• Mapping Update- Critical Facilities and Hazards 


• Review Draft Mitigation Goals 


• Review Mitigation Goals and Activities from 2011 Annex 


II. Next Steps 


• Develop/Draft Specific Mitigation Measures 


(Zach will share template/spreadsheet) 


-February 7th we will refine and prioritize 
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City of Rohnert Park, CA 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2017 
Meeting Agenda- August 31, 2017 


I. TASKS 


• Summary of Current Status 


• Review Mitigation Actions 


• Review Proposed Completion Timeline 


II. Next Steps 


• Complete Draft- Zach will coordinate components 


• Prep for Open House and Stakeholder Outreach 
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City of Rohnert Park, CA 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2017 
Meeting Agenda- September 14, 2017 


I. TASKS 


• Draft being tightened up- tentatively in form for review Friday 9/15 


• Final maps being prepared to go in draft 


• Bonnie working on indexes including Glossary and Acronyms 


II. Next Steps 


• Circulate draft within team 9/15 through 9/19 


• Draft available at end of day 9/19 (Tuesday) 


• Public Meeting/Presentation on 9/20 


• Handout 


• Copies of draft available 


• Presentation 


• Q&A 


• Send letter to stakeholders inviting them to review/comment on draft 







September 20, 2017 
5:30pm -7pm 


Rohnart Park City Hall 
Council Challbar 


130 Avram Avenue, Rohnert Park 


Come learn about the draft 


Local Hazard Mitigation Plan! 


• Contribute your thoughts. ideas & 


concerns about proposed mitigation 


goals and actions 


• Questions & Answers with City StaH 


• Get involved! 


For additional information: 707-588-2231 or ztusinger@rpcity.org 


For ADA Accommodation: 707-588-2221 or ADAcoordinator@rpcity.org 
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LHMP Webpage 


Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 
Home I City Hall/ Departments I Development Services I Planning I Development Activity I 
Local Huud Uitfgat on Plul 


A Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) is a five-year strategic plan that identifies natural hazards and vulnerabilities These are 


analyzed to see how they could affect the city and to identify actions that reduce their impacts. The plan will lead to a safer 


Rohnert Park 


Our staff is currently in the process of updating our Local Hazard Mitigation Plan and working towards accomplishing the goals 


outlined in the timeline below 


Join us for a Community Meeting on Wednesday, September 20, 2017 from 5:30p.m - 7 p.m. in the Rohnert Park City Hall CoWlcil 


Chamber to discuss the draft Local Hazard Mitigation Plan. Click here for more det • 
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Come learn about the draft 
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• Contribute your thoughts, ideas & 
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• Get involved! 
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1. Hazard Preparation List- 26 subscribers 


2. Community Events - 205 subscribers 
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City of Rohnert Park 
Planning Commission Report 


DATE: November 1, 2017 


ITEMNO: 8.1 


AGENDA TITLE: PLMC16-0001 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) 


APPLICANT: City of Rohnert Park 


REQUESTED ACTION 
Staff is requesting review and input on this draft Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) from the 
Rohnert Park Planning Commission. The project to prepare a new LHMP began in Fall 2016. 
The completed draft of the LHMP is planned to go to City Council for approval on November 
28, 2017, to be followed by submission to FEMA and the California Office of Emergency 
Services (Cal OES). 


SUMMARY 
Rohnert Park is nearing the completion of the process of developing a new LHMP in accordance 
with relevant federal and state laws. The 2011 Association of Bay Area Governments Regional 
Hazard Mitigation Plan expired as of March 2016. This expiration includes all LHMP Annexes 
(the various local jurisdictions' plan supplements), of which Rohnert Park's was one. The 
template used in the 2011 Annex did not meet minimum qualifications for FEMA approval, and 
could not be used going forward. While portions of the expired 2011 Annex were of value, the 
planning process has resulted in an entirely new LHMP for the City. The newly written LHMP 
may also serve as the basis for a new Safety Element in future General Plan updates. 


Other cities in the Bay Area are in various stages of developing and approving their own 
LHMPs. Recently approved plans that the Rohnert Park has looked to for guidance in preparing 
and writing its plan include both Windsor's and Santa Rosa's. 


BACKGROUND 
The term "Hazard" is defined by FEMA as "any event or physical condition that has the potential 
to cause fatalities, injuries, property damage, infrastructure damage, agricultural losses, damage 
to the environment, interruption of business, or other types ofharrn or loss. Hazard Mitigation is 
defined as "any sustained action taken to reduce or eliminate long term risk to human life and 
property from natural, human-caused, and technological hazards and their effects." 
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A hazard mitigation plan should not be confused with emergency response or preparedness 
plans that are focused on being ready and respondine when a hazard or disaster event occurs and 
may include such actions as providing emergency response, equipment, food, shelter, and 
medicine. However, hazard mitigation and emergency preparedness go hand-in-hand and are part 
of the City's multi-pronged approach to minimizing personal injury and property damage from 
Hazards in the residential and commercial areas. 1t compliments other planning documents and 
regulatory authorities governing pre-disaster land use planning and post-disaster response and 
recovery. 


Individual components of the LHMP provide information and resources to assist citizens and city 
staff in comprehending the potential hazard related issues facing the City of Rohnert Park. The 
structure of the LHMP is intended to enable users to quickly and easily access and understand 
each section as necessary. The structure also allows the City of Rohnert Park to assess and 
update sections with new and additional data as it becomes available. This is designed to increase 
the ease of the updating process - resulting in a more practical and relevant plan. 


Planning and Outreach Process 


Meetings and events were held on the following dates: 
• October 5, 2016- Team Meeting: discussed LHMP process and team member roles; 


began preparation of the public involvement campaign. 
• October 20, 2016- Team Meeting: reintroduced project with more team members, 


refined plan for public engagement 
• November 2, 2016- Community Open House and Presentation: open house focused on 


emergency preparedness followed by presentation and Q&A session about the LHMP. 
• November 10, 2016- Planning Commission: provided update to planning commissioners 


on project and solicited their ideas and feedback 
• November 16,2016- Team Meeting: recap of activities and steps to date, mapping 


refinement, risk assessment and critical facilities inventory 
• December 9, 2016- Team Meeting: mapping updates and mitigation goal setting 


exercise 
• January 10, 2017- Team Meeting: discussedfurther mitigation goals and activities, 


discussed critical facilities and vulnerabilities 
• January 31, 2017- Team Meeting: draft mitigation measures and activities 
• August 31, 2017- Team Meeting: update on draft and current status of task.<;, 


preliminary discussions regarding further outreach 
• September 14, 2017- Team Meeting: review draft and updated completion timeline, 


refine plans for public outreach 
• September 20, 2017- Community Open House and Presentation: present draft to public 


during open house 
• TBD, 2017- Presentation to Sonoma County Area LHMP Task Force 
• November 1, 2017- Planning Commission 
• November 28, 2017- City Council 


On September 20, 2017, the City made available the public review draft of the Rohnert Park 
LI-IMP. The completed draft was released to the general public for review and comment for a 
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period of more than 30 days. Letters were sent to relevant stakeholders letting them know that 
the draft was available and directing them to an electronic copy for their review and comment. 
Physical copies of the document were placed at the public counter in Development Services, the 
Department of Public Safety, and with the City Clerk. 


On the same day, the City held a community meeting to present the general outcomes of the 
pla1llling process, to discuss mitigation goals and activities, to solicit additional feedback from 
members of the public, and to describe the next steps in the plan approval and adoption process. 


THE PLAN 
The City of Rohnert Park established LHMP mitigation priorities and goals as a component of 
the pla1llling process in order to guide the development of a thorough plan. The goals were 
developed by the pla1Uling team and drawn from the previous LHMP and the City's General 
Plan. The mitigation goals and priorities for the LHMP are: 


1. Implement the LHMP to increase Rohnert Park's level of preparation for potential 
disasters and to minimize the impacts associated with natural and man-made hazards. 


2. Identify strategies and tools to facilitate community disaster and hazards awareness and 
education. 


3. Provide for the safety of Rohnert Park citizens by maintaining efficient, well-trained, and 
adequately equipped City personnel. 


4. Encourage a disaster-resistant City and surrounding area by reducing the potential for loss 
of life, property damage, and environmental degradation from disasters and hazards. 


5. Reduce the vulnerability of public and private facilities and infrastructure to the effects of 
earthquakes, flooding, and drought. 


6. Promote conditions and strategies that will accelerate the capacity for physical and 
economic recovery from disasters and hazards. 


The City's hazard mitigation goals are intended to develop effective policy choices that protect 
community members, property, infrastructure, and natural resources from hazards. These goals 
shape the mitigation actions taken by the City and the community to reduce the risks from 
natural disasters, and act as a checkpoint that City departments can use to check on the progress 
of mitigation actions and implementation. 


Hazards and Associated Mitigation Activities 
FEMA guidance recommends that the Planning Team prioritize hazards using four individual 
criteria. The four criteria are as follows: 


• Probability: the likelihood of the hazard occurring in the future in the community 
• Location: the size of the affected area in the community if the hazard occurs 
• Maximum probable extent: the severity of the direct damage to the community from the 


hazard 
• Secondary impacts: the severity of indirect damages to the community from the hazard 


(e.g., the loss of water service a s a consequence of damage to infrastructure) 
After going through this process (and subsequent reevaluation to account for the October 2017 
fire event) the resultant priority hazards for the City are: 


• Earthquake- Shaking (High) 
• Drought (High) 
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• Wildfire/Wildland Urban Interface Fire (Medium) 
• Flood (Medium) 


Other secondary hazards deemed to be a lower risk to the City include: dam failure, fault rupture, 
hazardous materials, landslide, and liquefaction. After identifying the hazards and the risks from 
ali of these hazards, the LHMP Team worked to identify the vulnerability of critical 
infrastructure, community facilities, and the population at large from these hazards. Subsequent 
to this, the next step was to develop mitigation activities to take to reduce or eliminate the long 
term risks associated with the identified hazards. 


In assessing possible mitigation activities, the following factors were considered by the LHMP 
Planning Team: 


• The frequency and severity of individual hazard types, and the vulnerability of the 
community to these: h:rz:mis 


• The impacts reduced or avoided by the action 
• The amount of benefits provided by the action 
• The critical facilities benefited by the action, including the number of facilities and their 


importance 
• The environmental benefits ofthe action 


Mitigation activities are discussed in more detail in the plan, but are short, medium, and long 
term activities that would address and mitigate the threat from the identified hazards. Such 
actions include further studies, retrofitting buildings, taking steps to limit the impacts of drought, 
public outreach and education, investments in equipment and facility upgrades, and common 
sense policy changes to develop and grow the City in a 'smarter' fashion. 


As required by the Disaster Mitigation Act of2000, the City will update this plan at least once 
every five years, by exercising the LHMP Team. The City Council is the primary group 
responsible for adopting and updating the plan. Re-adoption should occur every five years. After 
the LHMP has been adopted by the City Council, the Rohnert Park Department of Development 
Services will be responsible for transmitting the adopted version to Cal OES and FEMA for their 
final approval and records. 


October 2017 Fire Event 
During the night of October 8-9, multiple offshore wind driven fires ignited across Napa and 
Sonoma Counties. While no official cause has been determined at the time of this writing, sparks 
from electrical lines in strong winds are considered the likely cause. Sonoma County experienced 
the wettest winter on record in 2016-2017 (driving vegetation growth), and one of the hottest 
summer on record in 2017 (drying out the same vegetation). These factors combined to create 
conditions favorable for rapid fire growth. The City of Santa Rosa to the north experienced 
significant devastation and loss of life in the Tubbs Fire due to the sudden and overwhelming 
nature of the event. An offshoot of the Nuns/Adobe fires, centered in and around Sonoma Valley, 
headed east over the hills, generally staying south of Crane Canyon Road during the early hours 
of Monday October 9. 


After a more thorough analysis of this fire event by Sonoma County, Cal OES, FEMA, and the 
City of Rohnert Park, additional modifications and additions to this LHMP as pertaining to 
wildfire hazard mitigation will be conducted. 
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RECOMMENDED ACTION 
No formal action is needed at this time beyond review and comment on the LHMP. 


Attachments 


1. Public Review Draft: City of Rohnert Park - 2017 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 


Ianning Manager odte I 
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All maps are intended to be consistent with the General Plan Diagram.


Additional adjustments to other maps may be made for consistency.


Base data from County of Sonoma GIS department and the City of Rohnert Park


Adopted:11/7/2000


11/7/2000
1/23/01 Reso 2001-24


7/24/01 Reso 2001-161
8/28/01 Reso 2001-192


10/22/02 Reso 2002-247
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                    and 2003-238
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6/10/08 Reso 2008-87
8/24/10 Reso 2010-102
12/7/10 Reso 2010-133


              Reso 2010-135


11/12/13  Reso 2013-153
                   and 2013-155


4/8/14 Reso 2014-33
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1/10/2017 Reso 2017-09
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event. 10% in 50 years was chosen as it most closely aligns to the levels 
of shaking the current building code are designed to withstand. 


Credits
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) 
California Integrated Seismic Network (CISN) CISN is 
ade up of California Geologic Survey (CGS), CalTech Seismological 
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USGS Pasadena, and the California Governor's Office of Emergency 
Services.
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Meeting Date: 2/28/2012


Date of Notice: 3/1/2012


Staff Contact: Darrin Jenkins, Director of Development Services


Department: Development Services


Agenda #: 8


Council/CDC/RPFA Council


Calendar: Regular


Agenda Title: CITY ANNEX TO ABAG LOCAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN
Consideration of review and approval of the City’s Annex to 2010 Association of 
Bay Area Governments Local Hazard Mitigation Plan – “Taming Natural Disasters.”


Item Type: Resolution Item #: 2012-25


Item Title: Adopting the Plan ‘Taming Natural Disasters’ as the City of Rohnert Park’s Local 
Hazard Mitigation Plan


Action: Adopted as Submitted


Vote: 5-0


Attachments: Resolution - fully executed returned


Comments:


Copy to:


Future Item:


Meeting Follow-up Notice


CITY OF ROHNERT PARK
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK


NOTICE OF COUNCIL/CDC/RPFA ACTION


CAROL ADAMS, INTERIM CITY CLERK


File (s):


File Subtab:


Annual Reminder:


Council Agenda Chron







ITEM NO. 8


Meeting Date:


Department:


Submitted By:


Prepared By:


Agenda Title:


Mission Statement


"l[/e Carefor Our Residents by ltorkìng Together to Baild s
Better Communityfor Today ønd Tomorrow."


CITY OF ROHNERT PARK
CITY COI]NCIL AGENDA REPORT


February 28,2012


Development Services


Da:rin Jenkins/Development Services Director/City Engineer


Marilyn Ponton, John Marty, Dan Adam, Susan Azevedo- Development


Services and Public Safety Departments


City Council Review and Approval of the City's Annex to 2010 Association of
Bay Area Governments Local Hazard Mitigation Plan - Taming Natural
Disasters


RECOMMENDED ACTION:


Approve City Council Resolution Adopting "Annex to 2010 Association of Bay Area
Govemments Local HazardMitigation Plan - "Taming Natural Disasters" as the City of Rohnert
Park Local Hazard Mitigation Plan.


B.{CKGROL\D:


The Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 requires all cities, counties and special districts to adopt a
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (Plan) to receive disaster mitigation funding from Federal


Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). The Plan is intended to facilitate pre-disaster
planning activities and help implement measures that will assist the City in preparing for future
events rather than focusing on the City's response to natural disasters after they have occurred.


ANALYSIS:


In order to save the time and costs associated with preparing the required document, the City has


elected to participate with the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) and other local
governments in the preparation of a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan for the regíon. This effort will
result in ABAG's adoption of the attached Local Government Hazard Mitigation Plan Annex
2010 - Taming Natural Disasters. To continue in the effiort, each participating entity must
prepare an Annex to the ABAG umbrella document that will address the local potential for
natural disasters and assess how each entity is equipped to respond to same. A requirement of
the ABAG Local GovernmentHazardMitigation Plan document states that the plan shall be


updated at least every five years.


The Planning Commission reviewed the proposed Plan and recommended approval to the City
Council. Upon Council approval, the Plan will be forwarded to FEMA for review and approval







ITEM NO. 8


prior to formal incorporation in the larger ABAG document. All annexes.must be adopted by the
local legislative body by March 24,2012.


OPTIONS CONSIDERE,D:


The Federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 requires all cities, counties, and special districts to
have adopted a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan to receive disaster mitigation funding from FEMA.


FISCAL IMPACT/FUNDING SOURCE:


Funding for the various mitigation measures as described in the plan would come from a


combination of sources including but not limited to the Public Facilities Finance Plan, the
Capital Improvement budgeting process, and any State or Federal allocated monies.
Additionally, staff will monitor and seek out all available funding sources and grant
opportunities to sustain on-going and specialized programs over time.


Department Head Approval Date:


City Manager Approval Date: 2ll4ll2
City Attorney Approval l)ate:


Attachments (ist in packet assembly order):


1. Resolution


2. Annex to 2010 ABAG Local Hazard Mitigation Plan







RESOLUTION NO.2012.25


A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COT]NCIL OF THE CITY OF ROHNERT PARK
ADOPTING THE PLAN'TAMING NATURAL DISASTERS' AS TTIE CITY OF ROHNERT


PARK'S LOCAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN


\ryHEREAS, the Bay Area is subject to various earthquake-related hazards such as ground


shaking, liquefaction, landsliding, fault surface rupture, and tsunamis; and


\ilHEREAS, the Bay Area is subject to various weather-relatedhazards including wildfires,
floods, a¡rd landslides; and


WHEREAS, the City of Rohnert Park recognizes that disasters do not rccognize city, county,


or special district boundaries; and


WHEREAS, the City of Rohnert Park seeks to maintain and enhance both a disaster resistant


Rohnert Park and region by reducing the potential loss of life, property damage, and environmental
degradation from natural disasters, while accelerating economic recovery from those disasters; and


WHEREAS, the City of Rohnert Park is committed to increasing the disaster resistance of the


infrastructure, health, housing, economy, govemment services, education, environment, and land use


systems in the City of Rohnert Park, as well as in the Bay Area as a whole; and


WHEREAS, the federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (Act) requires all cities, counties, and


special districts to adopt a Local HazardMitigation Plan to receive disaster mitigation funding from
FEMA; and


\ilHEREAS, ABAG has approved and adopted the ABAG report Taming Natural Disasters,


created in collaboration with the participating jurisdictions, as the multijurisdictional Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area;


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Rohnert Park adopts, and adapts


with its local annex, this multi-jurisdictional plan as its LocalHazard Mitigation Plan.


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City of Rohnert Park commits to continuing to take


those actions and initiating further actions, as appropriate which are identified in the Rohnert Park
Annex of that multi-jurisdictional Local HazardMitigation Plan.


DULY AND REGULARLY ADOPTED this 28th day of February,.2}l} by the City of
Rohnert Park City Council.


CITY OF ROHNERT P


AHANOTU: AYE SORTE: AYE CALLINAN: AYE STAFFORD: AYE MACKENZIE: AYE
i (s) Nons.<ffifr. nnsnNr: 1o¡ ABSTATN: (0)







Annex to 201 0 Association of Bay
Area Governments


Local Hazard Mitigation Ptan
Taming Na tural Disasters


City of Rohnert Park
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lntroduction


The City of Rohnert Park is a moderately-sized city in Sonoma County, California. The City has
a population of 4I,794 people, based on the Calif-ornia Department of Finance estimate for 2010.
For Fiscal Year 2009-2010, the City's budget was $26,869,692. The City has a staff of 157
fulltime equivalent employees and is a full service city, providing local police and fire services
under the City's Department of Public Safety. A map of the city's jurisdictional boundary is
provided in Exhibit A.


The Regional Planning Process


The City of Rohnert Park submitted a letter of commitment to ABAG to participate in the
process in October 2009. The City has reviewed and updated internal files utilizing the ABAG
regional workshop information. The City of Rohnert Park has also participated in:


. Regional Planning Committee Meeting on August 6,2008


For more information on these meetings and for rosters of attendees, please see Appendix A and
H in the ABAG Multi-Jurisdictional l-ocal HazardMitigation Plan 2010 (MJ-LHMP). In
addition, the City of Rohnert Park has provided written and oral comments on the multi-
jurisdictional plan and provided information on facilities that are defined as "critical" to ABAG.


The Local Planning Process


The process of updating this plan was familiar to the City of Rohnert Park. The City has a
Health and Safety Element in its General Plan that was last updated in 2000 and includes a


discussion of earthquake and flooding hazards. In addition, the City routinely enforces
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements (which, since 1988, have required
mitigation for identified natural hazards). The City's effort has focused on building on these pre-
existing programs and identifying gaps that may lead to disaster vulnerabilities in order to work
on ways to address these risks through mitigation.


The City has a Design Review Committee (DRC) that meets once a week, which is an integral
communication team for development, construction, and other City related projects. This
committee would serve to oversee the process of the Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP).
The DRC Committee members consist of representatives from the City's various departments
and divisions. Planning representatives address issues related to environmental resources, land
use and structures; engineering representatives address public utilities, infrastructure, drainage,
public right-of-way, streets and roads, and building representatives address construction and
building. In addition, representatives from the Rohnert Park Public Safety Department bring
expertise in public safety and emergency response. At varying times, representatives from the
city managers and finance departments are invited to the meeting for comments and input from
their areas of expertise. One of the purposes of the committee is to address infrastructure,


2070 LocalHazard Mitigation Plan
City of Rohnert Park Annex
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services and potential funding sources for both existing and future development.


The following team members have participated in part or fully as noted above:


Gabriel Gonzalez- City Manager
Darrin Jenkins - Development Services Director
Sandy Lipitz - Administrative Services Director
John McArthur - Public Vy'orks Director
Marilyn Ponton - Planning - Planning and Building Manager
Patrick Barnes - Engineering - Deputy City Engineer
Rick Pedroncelli - Engineering - Senior Engineering Technician
Dan Adam - Department of Public Safety - Fire Marshall


No formal meeting agendas, minutes, or sign in sheets were prepared during the staff team
process. The City of Rohnert Park's approach involved a collaborative, informal review and
discussion of materials.


Retview and lncorporation of Existing lnformation


In preparation of this Annex, the following documents were reviewed and incorporated into this
annex in addition to those documents referenced in Appendix A of the regional plan.


Existing plans, studies, reports, and technical
information


Method of incorporation into the
iurisdiction annex


City of Rohnert Park and Sonoma County
General Plan, Health and Safety Element


Hazards Assessment and priority
mitigation actions


Process of Updating Plan Secfíons


The Plan was updated to reflect any code revisions, amendments, or other actions related to the
Plan that City undertook between the 2005 Annex and the 2010 Annex. It was determined that a
major update was not necessary because most of the information was still accurate. The Planning
Process section was updated to reflect the process undertaken for the update of this Plan.


Changes in Rohnert Park policies, including code revisions and amendments, are actions taken
by the City Council. The Council's highest priority is community involvement in City actions. It
is, therefore, the responsibility of City staff to ensure this priority is met through a variety of
methods, such as a hard copy and email subscription service for Council agendas and posting of
agendas and staff reports at City Offices and on the City website. 'Written 


correspondence is
forwarded to all Council members, and verbal comments are welcome at all Council meetings.


Public hleetings


Opportunity for public comments on the DRAFT mitigation strategies was provided af apublic
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meeting at the Rohnert Park Planning Commission meetihg on September 8, 2011 in the Rohnert
Park City Council Chambers and advertised on the City of Rohnert Park website. The draft
mitigation strategies were also published on the City of Rohnert Park website for public viewing.
The City hoped to understand the public concerns about risks the City faces and their suggestions
for mitigation activities in the City. One (l) public comment was received from either the
meeting or the intemet posting. Copies of the notices, website posting and comments received
are included in Exhibit B to the City of Rohnert Park 2010 Annex. In future updates of this
plan, the City will consider altemate methods of reaching the public that will be more effective
in achieving better public participation. The City of Rohnert Park will adopt the plan in a public
meeting via an official Resolution upon approval by FEMA.


Hazards Assessment


The ABAG multi-jurisdictional Local Hazar:dMitigation Plan, to which this is an Annex, lists
nine hazards that impact the Bay Area, five related to earthquakes (faulting, shaking,
earthquake-induced landslides, liquefaction, and tsunamis) and four related to weather (flooding,
landslides, wildfires, and drought). Maps of these hazards and risks are shown on the ABAG
website at http://quake.abag.ca.gov/mitigation/.


The City of Rohnert Park has reviewed the hazards identified and ranked the hazards based on
past disasters and expected future impacts. Of the five earlhquake-related hazards listed, surface
faulting, landslides, and tsunamis are not ahazard in the City of Rohnert Park. Faulting is not
expected because there are no active faults located in the City. Tsunamis are also not an issue
since the City is approximately 20 miles inland from the Pacifìc Ocean and the coastal mountain
range, a natural barrier, lies within this divide. Landslides are also not anticipated due to the flat
topography of the City and its distance from hillier areas. The City of Rohnert Park is also not
subject to dam inundation, as there are no dam structures that would pose a threat within the
vicinity.


Additionally, the six creeks running through the city make it more susceptible to flooding than
many parts of the Bay Area. Copeland Creek, Hinebaugh Creek, Crane Creek, Five Creek,
Coleman Creek, and Laguna de Santa Rosa flow through or are adjacent to Rohnert Park. These
creeks, at times, overflow their banks or flow through stormdrain systems resulting in flooding of
property, vehicles and buildings.


The City of Rohnert Park is subject to periodic drought conditions as part of the climacteric cycle
for the region. The city's adopted 2010 Urban'Water Management Plan (UWMP) examines the
City's future development under its General Plan and the ability of the current and projected
water supply to accommodate the existing City and future growth. Potential drought problems
have been examined in the City's UWMP and measures recommended to help address these
problems. Furthermore, the City will continue to work with ABAG, the Sonoma County Water
Agency and any applicable water supply agency on this issue.


The conclusion is that earthquakes (shaking, liquefaction), flooding and drought pose a
significant risk for potential loss.
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While the City has undertaken a number of generalhazard mapping activities in conjunction with
the City's 2000 General Plan, all of these maps are less detailed and are not as current as those
shown on the ABAG website at http://quake.abaq.ca.gov/mitigation/.


Past Occurrences Of Disasters (natural and human-induced)


The City was impacted by the200512006 Winter Storms. General impacts from the winter
storqrs were flooding and power outages. Public works crews assessed the flooded areas and
were able to clean out blocked drainage trash gates, removed debris from ditches and culverts
and placed flooded, road closed ahead, and road closed signs, as needed, on flooded road
sections to warn the public of flooded areas. Public works has some provisions for sandbags -
primarily available only to areas where living space would be flooded or impacted. In areas
where trees fell in the roadway, the trees were moved out of the roadway and when the storm
cleared the trees were cut up and removed. Vehicles, properties and buildings sustained damage
from flood waters parlicularly on Martin Avenue and Heartwood Court.


Since I 855, more than 140 earthquakes have been felt in the Santa Rosa area. The 1906
earthquake caused 61 deaths and major damage in Santa Rosa, Sebastopol, Healdsburg and other
communities. The last major earthquake in Sonoma County was the 5.7 magnitude event on the
Healdsburg fault in Santa Rosa in 1969. Since 1965 nine major earthquakes have resulted in
significant physical and structural damage in Sonoma County. Analysis of seismic data indicates
that 8.5 and7.5 magnitude earthquakes can be expected for the San Andreas and the Healdsburg-
Rodgers Creek faults respectively. Earthquakes of 8.0 or more on the San Andreas fault can be
expected every 50 to 200 years. (From Sonoma County General Plan)


More information on State and Federally declared disasters in Sonoma County can be found at
http://quake.abag.ca.gov/mitieation/The Plân-D-Version-DecemberOg.pdf


Risk Assessment


The City of Rohnert Park has risks that differ from the rest of the Bay Area. Unlike some parts
of the Bay Area, the City is influenced by two major faults all with different risks to the City.
Healdsburg-Rogers Creek fault and the San Andreas Fault System, which lie approximately 5
miles to the east of the City and approximately 15 miles to the west of the City, respectively.


lJrbon Land Exposure


The City examined the hazard exposure of the City urban land based on the information on
ABAG's website at http://auake.abae.ca.eovhnitisation/pickdbh2.html. The 2005 Existing
Land Use with 2009 Mapping" file was used for this evaluation (in the existing plan, the file
used was "Existing Land Use in 2000"). Of the urban acres shown in the City, ihe following
acreages are subject to the respective hazard list:
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Exposure (acres of urban land)
Hazard Plan


Year
2005


Plan
Year
2010


Change


Total Acres of Urban Land 4ts6 4155 (r
Earthquake Faultins (within CGS zone) None None
Earthquake Shaking (within highest two shaking
catesories)l


4142 4146 4


Earthquake-lnduced Landslides (within CGS
study zone)2


N/A N/A


Liquefaction (within moderate, high, or very
hieh liquefaction susceptibilitv


4060 4053 (7)


Flooding' (within 100 year floodplain) ts2 l8 (134\
Flood ns (within 500 vear floodolain) 85 64 QI\
Land ides (within areas of existins landslides) N/A N/A
Wildfire (subject to high, very high, or extreme
wildfire threat)


N/A N/A


V/ildland-Urban Interface Fire Threat 521 510 (11)
Dam Inundation (within inundation zone) N/A N/A
Sea Level Rise not aoolicable
Tsunamis' (within inundation area) not aoplicab le


Droughto 41s6 4155 t1)


lnf ra structu re Exposu re


The City of Rohnert Park also examined the hazard exposure of infrastructure within the
jurisdiction based on the information on ABAG's website at
http://quake.abas.ca.sov/mitisation/pickdbh2.html. Of the 96 miles of roadway in the
City of Rohnert Park, the following are exposed to the various hazards analyzed


t In large part because the Healdsburg-Rogers Creek fault and the San Andreas Fault System.
'No acreage is susceptible to landslides, ai the City is relatively flat and not adjacent tó hìlli". a.eas.
' The decrease is due to better and more accurate mapping.
o The sea level rise map is no| ahazardmap. It is nof áppiopriate to assess infrastructure exposure to sea level rise.
' The City of Rohnert Park is not subject to tsunami inundation.
6 The entire City of Rohnert Park is subject to drought.
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Exposure (miles of infrastructure)


Hazard


Roar lway Transit Rail
Plan
Year
2005


Plan
Year
2010


Plan
Year
2005


PIan
Year
2010


PIan
Year
2005


Plan
Year
2010


Total Miles of Infrastructure 96 t24 0 0 J 4


Earthquake Shaking (within highesl
two shaking categories)


96 t24 0 a
J 4


Liquefaction Susceptibility (within
moderate, high, or very high
liouefaction susceotibilitv


94 124 J 4


Liquefactio n Hazar d (within C G S


study zone)7


Earthquake-lnduced Landsl ides
(within CGS study zone)8


Earthquake Faulting (within CGS
zone)


0 0 0 0


Flooding (within 100 year floodplain) 0 0 0


Floodine (within 500 year floodplain)
Landslides (within areas of existing
landslides)


None None None None None None


Wildfires (subject to high, very high,
or extreme wildfire threat)


None None None None None None


'Wildland-Urban Interface Fire Threat i5 t7 0 0 0 0


Dam Inundation (within inundation
zone)


None None None None None None


Sea Level Rise" not aoolicable
Tsunamis'" not aoolicable
Drought" not applicable


t The California Geological Survey continues to map Sonoma County but some areas of the County have not yet
been completely mapped
t The California Geological Survey continues to map Sonoma County bus some areas of the county have not yet
been completely mapped
o The'sea level rise map is not a hazard map. It is not appropriate to assess infrastructure exposure to sea level rise.
I0 Tsunami evacuation planning maps were not available inside the San Francisco Bay in ZôOS. ttris nrap became
available in December 2009. Miles of exposed infrasffucture is not an appropriate analysis for this hazard.It should
be noted that this map is not a hazard map and should be used for evacuation planning purposes only. The
inundation line represents the highest inundation at any particular location from a suite of tsunami sources. It is not
representative of any single tsunami.
IrDrought is not a hazardforroadways.
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Exposure of City-Owned Buildings, PIus Critical Healthcore Facílities and Schools


Finally, the City examined thehazardexposure of critical health care facilities, schools, and city-
owned buildings based on the information on ABAG's website at
http://quake.abas.ca.sov/mitisation/pickcrit.html. The City provided a list of the critical
facilities it owns to ABAG. ABAG provided a detailed assessment of the hazard exposure of
each of its facilities. The following number of facilities is exposed to the various hazards
analyzed;


Exposure (number of facilitv tynes)


Hazard


Hospitals Schools
Locally owned


critical
facilities


Locally owned
bridges and
interchanses


Plan
Year
200s


Plan
Year
2010


Plan
Year
2005


Plan
Year
2010


Plan
Year
200s


Plan
Year
2010


Plan
Year
2005


Plan
Year
2010


Total Number of Facilities 2 2 l5 l1 lt8 54 l8 16


Earthquake Shaking
(within highest two
shakins catesories)


2 2 l5 t7 ll8 54 l8 16


Liquefaction
Susceptibil ity (within
moderate, higlr; or very
high liquefaction
susceotibiliw


2 2 l5 t7 114 54 l8 t6


Liquefaction Hazard
(within CGS study zone)
Earthquake-lnduced
Landslides (within CGS
studv zone)l
Earthquake Faultìrrg
(within CGS zone)


0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0


Flooding (within 100 year
floodnlain)


I 0 12 0


Flooding (within 500 year
floodnlain)
Landslides (within areas


of existins landslides)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0


Wildfires (subject to high,
very high, or extreme
wildfire threat)


Not
Listed


0 Not
Listed


0 Not
Listed


0 Not
Listed


0


Wildland-Urban Interface
Fire Threat


2 I 2 3 l8 t0 0 0


Dam Inundation 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0


I The California Geological Survey continues to map Sonoma County but some areas of the County have not yet
been completely mapped.
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Sea Level Rise (exposed
to 16in sea level rise)2
Sea Level Rise (exposed
to 55in sea level rise)3
Tsunamis* (within
inundation area)
Drought'


2 
Sea level rise data was not available


3 Sea level rise data was not available
a Tsunami evacuation planning maps were not available inside the San Francisco Bay in 2005. This map became
available in December 2009.|t should be noted that this map is nof ahazard, map and should be used for evacuation
planning purposes only. The inundation line represents the highest inundation at any particular location from a suite
of tsunami sources. It is not representative of any single tsunami.
5 Drought will not affect localiy owned facilitiei direõtly.


Repetitive Loss P roperti es


In spite of the limited areas of the City that are listed as flood-prone ones, there are no repetitive
loss properties in the City based on the information at
http ://quake.abas.ca.sov/mitigation/pickfl ood.html.


Other risks


The City plans to work with ABAG to develop specific information about the kind and level of
damage to buildings, infrastructure, and critical facilities which might result from any of the
hazards previously noted. As these impacts are not fully developed, the City has reviewed the
hazards identified and ranked the hazards based on past disasters and expected future impacts.
The conclusion is that earthquakes (particularly shaking), pose the greatest risk for potential loss.


National Flood lnsurance Program


The City of Rohnert Park has participated in the National Flood Insurance Program since 1981.
The City does not participate in the Community Rating System. Staff anticipates seeking City
Council direction for participation in the Community Rating System. The City started
participation in the NFIP on June l, I 981 . An update, effective December 2,2008, was released
which reflected the cur¡ent requirements of the Ñf'p for non-coastal communities. In addition
to using FEMA maps to regulate flood hazard areas, the City may require elevation certifìcates at
the building permit stage to verify compliance with NFIp requirements.


Mitigation Goals and Objectives


The goal of the ABAG LHMP is to maintain and enhance a disaster-resistant region by reducing
the potential for loss of life, property damage, and environmental degradation from natural
disasters, while accelerating economic recovery from those disasters. This goal is unchanged
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from the 2005 plan and continues to be the goal of the City of Rotrnert Park in designing its
mitigation program.


Additionally, the City has the specific objective of reducing the number of public and private
buildings within the City that are vulnerable to the effects of earthquakes.


Mitigation Activities and Priorities


Evaluotion of Progress from 2005 Plan


In 2005, general mitigation actions and priorities were identified, but no mitigation actions and
priorities were identified for implementation. However, the City has been focused on mitigation
since the development of that plan and those actions are summarized here.


Economy Mitigation Strategies: The City reviews current code requirements and adopts the
most current and applicable building code standards. The City has adopted a Fire Sprinkler
Ordinance and works closely with the local Fire Protection District on requiring fire sprinkler
systems. The City's departments and divisions work closely in reviewing plans for compliance
with current code requirements to reduce the risks of damage to flooding and fires.


Education Mitigation Strategies: Education facilities are under the Rohnert Park-Cotati
Unif,red School District. The city does have a close working relationship with the school district
regarding these matters.


Environmental Mitigation Strategies: The City continues to enforce the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements for all development. Mitigation is
incorporated to ensure protection and preservation of the environment. The City has adopted
sustainable building practices and standards such as Cal Green and the 2010 California Building
Code and requires compliance in all construction and development projects. The City
encourages the use of reclaimed water and other energy saving measures are incorporated into
development projects such as drought tolerant landscape materials, water saving plumbing
fixtures, etc.


Government Mitigation Strategies: The City is an active participant in the local disaster
preparedness program, EOC and continues to work closely with the local Fire Protection District.
The City's Design Review Committee (DRC) meets weekly to review development projects.
The DRC includes representatives from fire and police.


Health Mitigation Strategies: Sonoma County is the responsible agency for these strategies.
The County would be notified of any health related facility construction within the City's
boundaries.
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Housing Mitigation Strategies: The City continues to review and adopt current building codes
and has adopted of Fire Sprinkler Ordinance. The City has also adopted a Fee Schedule that is
updated on a regular basis. The fees are collected on development projects to ensure that
development pays its fair share for improvements to storm drain, utility systems etc.


Infrastructure Mitigation Strategies: The City continues to work closely with the Regional
Water Quality Control Board and other resource agencies to ensure the protection of local creeks
and waterways and participates in the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(NIPDES), part of the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) Phase II Storm'Water Program
to protect our creeks and rivers by addressing storm water runoff. The City continues to update
their Design and Construction Standards to ensure compliance with new local, state, and federal
requirements and has adopted an Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) for the efficient
management and use of water supply.


Land Use Mitigation Strategies: The City continues to enforce relations for new development
in or near floodplains, encouraging buffer/setback area from waterways. The City's Zoning
Ordinance has established creek setbacks to ensure creek protection and to limit impacts from
flooding. The City incorporates Best Management Practices for all development practices and
requires the installation of erosion control measures prior to the start of construction. These
measures are monitored to ensure that they are in good repair and in place during the course of
construction.


Future tulitigation Actions and Priorities


Representatives from multiple departments and the Design Review Committee discussed on a
regular basis the City of Rohnert Park 2005 strategies, to identify and prioritize additional
mitigation strategies to update the list.


The City planning team also prioritized specific mitigation tasks for the next 5 years. This list
includes implementation process, funding strategy, and approximate time frame.


In 2010, the City Council considered adoption of the 2010 Califomia Code of
Regulations, Title 24. The code became effective January 7,2011 and applies to all
construction activity within city boundaries. The California Building Code is comprised
of 12 parts that incorporate public health, safety, energy, green building and access
standards used in the design and construction of buildings. The new code provisions will
allow the City to utilize the latest technologies, advances in construction standards and
seismic design for use in residential and commercial construction. (ECON f-1, HNSG-f-l)
In May 2011, the City adopted the 2010 Urban Water Management Plan. The plan
addresses adequate \¡/ater supply for existing and projected growth for the City.
The 2010 UV/MP shows that the City's combined projected water supplies, including
Agency water, groundwater and recycled water, are sufficient to meet projected demands.
The City's projected water supply portfolio is highly stable because it relies largely on
water supplies that are not subject to hydrologic constraints. Although the Urban
Management Planning Act only requires that the UWMP address water supplies for the
next29 years, the City chose to analyze water supplies for the next25 years.
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Sewer Interceptor Outfall Phase II - In 2007 aparallel force main was constructed
between the City wastewater pump station and the Regional 'Wastewater Treatment Plan.
Phase II of this project will upgrade the original force main providing a level of
redundancy as there are now two force mains allowing more resistance to the effect of
earthquake and liquefaction. In addition, at build-out, both mains will be needed during
the flows that occur during floods when infiltration is greatest. This project is currently
in the pre-design investigation state and is estimated at 4.3 million. The project will be
financed through the Public Facilities Finance Plan (PFFP). (INFR-b-4)
Pre-design hydrology studies are now underway on the Copeland Creek Refugia. This
project is a planned upstream detention basin which will help to mitigate against flooding
along Copeland Creek. The project is in the Public Facilities Finance Plan (PFFP) and is
estimated at2.6 million. (INFR)
Northeast Flood Control Basin. This project is a planned upstream detention basin which
will help to mitigate against flooding from the northeastern creeks in Rohnen Park. The
project is in the Public Facilities Finance Plan (PFFP) and is estimated at24.0 million.
The timing of this basin will corespond to development construction in this area.
(rNFR-d-5)
The Rohnert Park Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan was updated and adopted by the
City Council in 2008. New development is required to provide for the addition of
pedestrian trails and bike lanes within their development plans. This includes
improvements along creek corridors, pedestrian pathways, and addition/improvements
related to bike lanes. The City's goal is to reduce reliance on automobiles reducing green
house gases and mitigate the effects of global warming. (ENVI-b-4)
Eastside Trunk Sewer. Phase I of the eastside Trunk Sewer was constructed in 2008. It
provides redundancy to flows from the City under Highway 101, which mitigates against
the effects of earthquake and liquefaction. Phase 2 of the eastside trunk sewer will
extend this redundancy to the southwest part of the city. This project is at design
completion. The pipeline construction is included in the Public Facilities Finance Plan
(PFFP). A follow-on Phase 3 project will further extend this pipeline to the northwest
part of the city. This project is also in the PFFP and is partially completed. (INFR)
Water Line Improvements. To increase water redundancy, the City has a water project
that increases flow, pressure and redundancy throughout the City, which will help to
mitigate against the effects of earthquake and liquefaction. These pipelines are also
essential to providing the needed pressure and flow to defend against fires at the
Wildland Urban interface. This project includes two new connections to the Sonoma
County Water Agency (SWCA) high pressure aqueduct. The pipeline construction and
one SCWA.connection are in the PFFP and are estimated at2.5 million. The other
connection to the SCWA aqueduct will correspond to ne development in the southwest
part of the city. (INFR)
Seismic Retrofit of the Wastewater Pump Station. Completion of Phase 2 of the
wastewater force main also includes upgrading the pump station. This construction is
currently estimated at$'2.3 million and is included in the PFFP. This will help provide
additional protection against the effects of earthquake and liquefaction. (INFR)


2010LocalHazard Mitigation Plan 13


City of Rohnert Park Annex
Februar.v- 15,2012







On-Going t/litigation StroteEy Programs


The City has many on-going mitigation programs that help create a more disaster-resistant
region. The following list highlights those programs identified as Exisf ing Prograns in the
mitigation strategy spreadsheet. Others are on-going programs that are currently underfunded. It
is the City's priority to fìnd additional funding to sustain these on-going programs over time.


¡ Adoption and Training on California Code of Regulations, Title 24. (HSNG)
o Continue to be involved in the EOC through partnerships with local emergency response


teams; (ECON, GOVT, HSNG)
. Ensure that new development complies with CEQA and Greenhouse Gas and Energy


Requirements; (ENV a-3, b-l through b-13
. Participation in FEMA's National Flood Insurance Program; (GOVT d-5)
o Participation in general mutual-aid agreements and agreements with adjoining


juriSdictions for cooperative response to fires, floods, earthquakes, and other disasters;
(GoVT-c-13)


o Incorporate FEMA guidelines and suggested activities into local government plans and
procedures for managing flood hazards (LAND-c-2)


o Continue to repair and make structural improvements to storm drains, pipelines, and/or
channels to enable them to perform to their design capacity in handling water flows as
part of regular maintenance activities (INFR)


lncorporation into Existing Planning Mechanisms


The City has several planning mechanisms:
I General Plan Safety Element
t Capital Improvements Plan


The City has a Safety Element in its General Plan that includes a discussion of fire, earthquake,
flooding, and landslide hazards. In addition, the City enforces the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), which, since i988, requires mitigation for identified natural
hazards. The City has used these pre-existing programs as a basis for identifying gaps that may
lead to disaster vulnerabilities in order to work on ways to address these risks through mitigation.


The Design Review Committee (DRC) will continue to evaluate ways in which mitigation
strategies identified in this planning process can be incorporated into other projects going on
within the City to support risk reduction across a broad range of projects and plans.


Plan Update Process


As required Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, the City of Rohnert Park will update this plan
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annex at least once every five years, by participating in a multi-agency effort with ABAG and
other agencies to develop a multi-jurisdictional plan.


The City of Rohnerl Park Planning Deparlment will ensure that monitoring of this Annex will
occur. The plan will be monitored on an on-going basis. However, the major disasters affecting
our County, legal changes, notices from ABAG as the lead agency in this process, and other
triggers will be used. Finally, the Annex will be a discussion item of a meeting of Department
managers at least once a year in April. At that meeting, the department heads will focus on
evaluating the Annex in light of technological and political changes during the past year or other
significant events. The Department Managers will be responsible for determining if the plan
should be updated.


The City is committed to reviewing and updating this plan annex at least once every five years,
as required by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000. The City of Rohnert Park Planning
Department will contact ABAG four years after this plan is approved to ensure that ABAG plans
to undertake the plan update process. If so, the County againplans to participate in the multi-
jurisdictional plan. If ABAG is unwilling or unable to act as the lead agency in the multi-
jurisdictional effort, other agencies will be contacted, including the County's Office of
Emergency Services. Counties should then work together to identify another regional forum for
developing a multi-jurisdictional plan.


The public will continue to be involved whenever the plan is updated and as appropriate during
the monitoring and evaluation process. Prior to adoption of updates, the City will provide the
opportunity for the public to comment on the updates. A public notice will be posted prior to the
meeting to announce the comment period and meeting logistics.


Mitigation Plan Point of Contact


Name: Marilyn Ponton
Title: Planning and Building Manager
Mailing Address: 130 Avram Avenue
Telephone: (707) 588-2231
Email: mponton@rpcity.org


Alternate Point of Contact
Name: Darrin Jenkins
Title: Development Services Director
Mailing Address: 130 Avram Avenue
Telephone: (707) 588-2243
Email : dj enkins@rpcity. org
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Exhibit A - Jurisdiction Boundary Map
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Exhibit B - Public Meeting Announcements/Comments


.'.:'
N0TlcE ls HEREBY crvEN thsl rhe pLANNING coMMrssrot¡ or rhe crry of Rohnerr
Parkìiill on Septelbôr8, 20i I, at lhe hour ot 6t00 p.m. or aslsoon iioeaner a, fte
I:19 l rfachqd, in thê Cily Council Chqmbers, ti0 Avram Avenue, notrnen Þaif,
rsv¡ew and r€cetv€ commenl o¡ lhê D¡Êft Locsl Hazå¡d Mitigation plan Ânnex 20fd
for-the Clty oJ Bphnert pårk, Tie City ot Rohnert park hâs ,irrteUioärrirtprf, tn
lhe.Asloclat¡on of Bay.Area Govornments (ABAG) prspsrÊtion ot a Låc¡t H¡zarO
M¡tlg€llon Plan lor thô rcglon Bnd has prepärea anå uiUaleA a pratt Ànnex to ttre
ABAG umbretta documenrtbÊr lvljr speak io rhe rocar porenuar lotnsru;iiãrciii;rs ,


and.assess h0\y lhe Clly.ls.egulppod to respond lo such dlsesters,,Once revÌeired
þy llì0 Plaßnlng commissfonirhe Dratt Annex 201û wr¡r be submriled by ÀBAc torhe


NøflCE 0F ptat{r{tNc coM!ilsstoN REvtEw oF tnlrt¡¡l¡r¡ræ eõ,ro
rgcÂL HAZARD !¿mcÂnqNt!^tt ronme ctw iiË nóiurRrranr


I-1!1:lE*etsgf ry.¡t.Bnasemenr Assngy (FEüa) ror rãøã" ana-rpfrãuar p,ro, ro
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Exhibit B - Public Meeting Announcements/Comments
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Exhibit B - Public Meeting Announcements/Comments


INTER OFFICE MEMO


To: Meeting Notes File


From: Marilyn


Date: Sept 8,2011


Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan- Public Hearing Comments


The City of Rohnert Park has held two public hearings on the Hazard Mitigation Plan Annex
2010 to date- 1) Planning Commission- September 8,2011 and2) City of Rohnert Park w,ebsite
of draft Hazard Mitigation Plan Annex 2010 for public review and comment from August 3 I ,
2011 thru September 14,2011.


Public comments received included:


A request by reviewers for mitigation strategies focusing on the hazard abatement and planning
for underground natural gas pipelines. The comment was directed at the issues faced by the City
of San Bruno in the recent natural gas pipeline explosions and failure.
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NOTICE OF PT]BLIC HEARING


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City Council of the Cþ of Rohnert Park will be holding a


PUBLIC HEARING


WHERE: Rohnert Park City Hall - Council Chamber
130 Avram Avenue
Rohnert Park, California


WHEN: Tuesday February 28,2012,at the hour of 6:00 p.m.
or as soon thereafter as the matter is reached on the agenda.


PURPOSE: NOTICE OF CITY COUNCIL RE\rIEW ANI)
CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT LOCAL HAZARI)
MITIGATION PLAN ANNEX FOR THE
CITY OF ROHNERT PARK


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City Council of the City of Rohnert Park will on
Tuesday, the 28th day of February, 2012, at the hour of 6:00 p.m. (or as soon thereafter as the
matter is reached during the City Council meeting), in the City Council Chambers, 130 Avram
Avenue, Rohnert Park, review the Draft Local Hazard Mitigation Plan Annex for the City of
Rohnert Park. The City of Rohnert Park has elected to participate in the Association of Bay Area
Governments' (ABAG) preparation of a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan for the region and has


prepared aDraftAnnex to the ABAG umbrella document that will speak to the local potential for
natural disasters and assess how the City is equipped to respond to such disasters. Once


reviewed and adopted by the Council, the A¡nex would be submitted by AB.A.G to the Federal


Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) for review and approval prior to formal incorporation
in the larger ABAG document.


Representatives of this proposal will be available to respond to questions.


All persons interested in this matter should appear at the Februarv 28.2012 City Council meeting.
Written statements may be submitted to the City Clerk in advance for presentation to the Council
as part of the public hearing.


NOTE: If you challenge this matter in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you
or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written coffespondence
delivered to the City of Rohnert Park at, or prior to, the public hearing.


Documents related to this item are available for public review during normal business hours at the
City Clerk's Office, 130 Awam Avenue, Rohnert Park, CA, (707) 588-2225.


Questions regarding this matter should be directed to Development Services Deþartment,
707 s88-2231.


Dated: .February 14, 2012
Published: February 17, 2012


Carol Adams, Interim City Clerk
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RESOLUTION No. 2015 -172


A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROHNERT PARK


IDENTIFYING THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS FOR FIRE DEPARTMENT


RESPONSE AWAY FROM THEIR OFFICIAL DUTY STATION AND ASSIGNED


TO AN EMERGENCY INCIDENT


WHEREAS, the Rolmert Park Department of Public Safety is a public agency located in
the County of Sonoma, State of California, and


WHEREAS, the City of Rohnert Park has in its employ, fire department response
personnel include: Fire Chief, Division Chief, Fire Captain, Engineer, Firefighter /EMT, and


Firefighter; and


WHEREAS, Rohnert Park response personnel are occasionally assigned to respond to
emergencies outside of the City in response to requests for mutual aid from outside agencies; and


WHEREAS, the State of California has recently entered into an agreement with Federal
Fire Agencies entitled " AGREEMENT FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT FIRE AND


EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE TO THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA AND FEDERAL FIRE


AGENCIES" ( hereinafter " Agreement "); and


WHEREAS, pursuant to the Agreement the City will be reimbursed, portal to portal, for
the time personnel are assigned to emergencies outside of the City in response to requests for
mutual aid from outside agencies based upon the City' s identified and allowable business
practices, arrangements and internal established agreements, including its current Memorandum
of Understanding; and


WHEREAS, the Agreement requires that the City confirm by resolution to be filed with
the State of California Office of Emergency Services Fire and Rescue Division, that the City will
compensate personnel in accordance with the current Memorandum of Understanding as well as
the City' s personnel rules and regulations in order to receive full reimbursement for personnel
time worked away from their official duty station and assigned to an emergency incident, in
support of an emergency incident, or prepositioned for emergency response; and


WHEREAS, it is the City desires to continue to provide fair and legal payment to all its
Public Safety response personnel for time worked away from their official duty station and
assigned to an emergency incident in support of an emergency incident, or prepositioned for
emergency response; and


WHEREAS, the City will compensate Public Safety response personnel for overtime in
accordance with the current Memorandum of Understanding as well as Rohnert Park' s personnel
rules and regulations, while in the course of their employment and away from their official duty
station and assigned to an emergency incident in support of an emergency incident, or pre - 
positioned for emergency response; and


WHEREAS, this Resolution does not amend or modify any terms or provisions of the
current Memorandum of Understanding, City of Rohnert Park' s personnel rules and regulations, 
or any other directives or policies regarding personnel compensation. 
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Now, Therefore, Be It Hereby resolved by the City Council of the City of Rohnert Park
that: 


1. Rohnert Park Department of Public Safety personnel shall be compensated according to
Memorandum of Understanding ( MOU), Personnel Rules and Regulations, and /or other


directive that identifies personnel compensation in the workplace. 


2. The City will compensate its emergency employees from the time of initial dispatch from
home base to the time of return to home base ( portal to portal), while in the course of their


employment and away from their official duty station and assigned to an emergency incident, 
in support of an emergency incident, or pre - positioned for emergency response. 


3. In the event a personnel classification does not have an assigned compensation rate, a " Base


Rate" as set forth in an organizational policy, administrative directive or similar document
will be used to compensate such personnel. 


4. The Rohnert Park Department of Public Safety will maintain a current salary survey or
acknowledgement of acceptance of the " base rate" on file with the California Governor' s


Office of Emergency Services, Fire Rescue Division. 


5. Personnel will be compensated ( portal to portal) beginning at the time of dispatch to the
return to jurisdiction when equipment and personnel are in service and available for agency
response. 


6. Fire department response personnel include: Fire Chief, Division Chief, Fire Captain, 


Engineer, Firefighter /EMT, and Firefighter. 


DULY AND REGULARLY ADOPTED this
27th


day of October 2015. 


CITY OF ROHNERT PARK


Amy O. Ahanotu, Mayor
ATTEST: 


Lf _ensft, - oj, AA_ 
J Anne M. Buergler, Cit Clerk


CALLINAN: MACKENZIE: ` STAFFORD:_ BELFORTE: Al-i AHANOTU: 


AYES: ( `; ) NOES: ( 0 ) ABSENT: ( 0 ) ABSTAIN: ( cD ) 
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Cooperative Agreement for
Joint Disaster Management and Training


This agreement is made by, between and among the City ofCotati (" Cotati"), the City of
Robnett Park (" Robnett Park"), and the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District .


RAFD''), collectively referred to as the " Parties".


Recitals


A. The Communities ofCotati, Robnett Park, Sonoma State University (SSU),


Penngrove and Liberty Valley all share contiguous boundaries. To provide
emergency services for the Communities on a daily basis, the Parties share
resources and assist one another when necessary through automatic and mutual


aid agreements.


B. The Parties recognize that during a large scale disaster, there will be a great need


for assistance by the Communities and there will be limited emergency response
assets available.


C. An extended Disaster operation that affects the Communities will be difficult to


staff and manage individually. Reduced funding has negatively affected each of


the agencies ability to manage, train for and respond to a large scale disaster.


D. The Parties agree that jointly organizing, sharing and managing the response to


disasters is in the best interests of the public.


E. This Agreement provides the guidelines for unified management and training
including grant acquisition) ofdisaster operations, including the operations ofa


unified Emergency Operations Center (EOC), sharing of facilities and personnel,
deployment of field personnel, sharing of Public Works assets.


F. The Parties recognize the Rancho Adobe Fire District as including all areas of the


Fire District, including the communities ofPenngrove and Liberty Valley. The


parties will work together with the Sonoma County Dept. of Public Works and


Transportation to utilize staffand equipment from the Cotati Road Yard.
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Agreement


1. RECITALS


The above recitals are true and correct


2. CO:MMUNICA TIONSIDESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVES


The Parties shall each submit a list ofdesignated representatives. for each primary
EOC position (Management, Operations, Planning, Public Information, Logistics,
Finance) and their 24 hour contact information. Training, procedures and a


staffing plan shall be developed to maximize the benefit ofunified staffing for


potential lengthy operations.


3. FIELD OPERATIONS


When a disaster is evident or officially declared, the primary EOC, located at the


Robnett Park Public Safety Building, will be opened for joint coordination and


management of incidents affecting the Communities. Any of the Parties can


request activation of the EOC, based upon their needs and circumstances. Each


Party will send a representative to the unified EOC, who will act on behalf of their


agency and assist in the coordination ofa joint response utilizing the combined


resources. Response to incidents will be based upon the level ofthreat to life,


property and infrastructure.


The EOC staffwill assess needs based on requests from field staffand an


evaluation ofpotential damage. The unified EOC will act on behalfof and in the


best interests of the Parties to communicate with the Sonoma County/Operational
Area for damage reports and assistance requests. All resource and mutual aid


requests to/from the Sonoma County/Operational Area will be coordinated


through the unified EOC.


In the event that the Robnert Park Public Safety Building is not habitable for an


EOC, the City of Cotati Police Department (Cotati EOC) will be the alternate


location.
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Cooperative Agreement for
Joint Disaster Man¿rgement and Training


This agreement is made by, between and among the City of Cotati (,Cotati'), the City of
Rohnert Park ('Rohnert Park"), and the Rancho Adobe Fi¡e Protection District
('eRAID'), collectively referred to as the '?arties,'.


Recitals


A. The Communities of Cotati, Rohnert Park, Sonoma State University (SStf,
Penngrove and Liberty Valley all share contiguous boundaries. To provide
emergency services for the Commurities on 4 daily basis, the Parties share
resou¡ces and assist one another when necessary through automafic and mutual
aid agreements.


B. The Parties recognize that during a læge scale disaster, there will be a great need
for assistance by the Commrmities and there will be limited emergency response
assets availabìe.


C. An extended Disaster operation that affects the Communities will be difficult to
staffand manage individualiy. Reduced frrnding has negativeiy affected each of
the agencies ability to manage, tain for and respond to a large scale disaster.


D. The Parties agree thatjointly organizing sharþg and managing thÊ response to
disasters is in the best interests oftho public.


E. This Agreement provides the guidelines for unified management and taining
(including grant acquisition) ofdisaster operations, including the operations ofa
unified Emergency Operations Center (EOC), sharing of facilities and personnel,
deployment offield personnel, sharing ofPublic V/orks assefs.


F. The Pa¡ties recognize the Rancho Adobe Fire District as including all a¡eas of the
Fire Disftic! including the communities ofPenngrove and Libefy Valley. The
pariies will work together with the Sonoma County Dept. of Public Works and


Transportation to utilize staff and equipment from the Cotati Road Yard.
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Agreement


RECITAIS


The above recitals are bue and conect


COMMT]NICATIONSIDESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVES


The Parties shall each submit a list ofdesignated reprcsentatives for each primary
EOC position (Managemen! Operations, Planning, Public Information, Logistics,
Finance) and their 24 hour contact information. Training, procedures and a
staffing plan shall be developed to maximize the benefit of unified staffing for
poúential lengthy operations.


FIELÐ OPEBATIONS


When a disaster is evide.nt or off,rcially declared, the primary EOC, located at the


Robnert Pa¡k Public Safety Building will be opened forjoint coordination and


management of inciderts affecting the Communities. Any of the Pafies oan
request activation ofthe EOC, based upon their needs and ci¡cr¡mstances. Each
Pa{y will send a representative to the rmified EOC, who will act on behalf of their
agenoy and assist in the coo¡dination ofajoint response utilizing the combined
resources. Response to incidents will be based upon the level oftJreat to life,
property and infrastructure.


The EOC staff will assess needs based on requests ûom field staffand an
evaluafion of potential damage. The unified EOC will act on behalf of and in the
best interests of the Parties to communicate with the Sonoma County/Operational
Area for damage reports and assistance rcquests. All resource and mutual aid
requests to/ûom the Sonoma County/Operational Area l'r'ill be coordinated
tlrough the mifid EOC.


In the event that Îfte Rohne¡t Pa¡k Public Safety Building is not habitabie for an


EOC, the City of Cotati Police Departrnent (Cotati EOC) will be the altemaæ
looation.







EOC OPERATIONS


Essential EOC positions (Management, Operations, Planning, Logistics, Finance,
Sonoma State Liaison {if possible}, Auxiliary Commwricafions) will be staffed as
soon as possible, at the request ofany Party. Rohnert Pa¡k st¿ffwill facilitafe the
opening and set ùp ofthe EOC, including tables, chairs, computers, signage,
auxiliary comnrmication equipmenf, maps, forms, etc. Agency representatives
will brief EOC staffof specific conditions, needs and requests ftom their
Community. Personnel will work collaboratively to staffthe essential EOC
positions and create action plans for response, staffing and mitigation.


The objective ofthis agreement is to sha¡e and coordinate resou¡ces for an
extended operation, both for in the field and at the EOC. Qualified
representatives from each agency will assist in staffing the EOC. This does not
preclude each agency from staffing their own rqnesentatives at an agency's home
location to assist the public, provide public information, briefeleoted ofücials,
assess damage, assist field personrel, etc.


To avoid duplication of communications and resources, the unified EOC shall be
the primary ordering, plarming, and operations coordination point for all incidents
within the Communities


EOC SECURITY


Al[ personnel from the combined agencies assigned to staffpositions at the EOC


shall be issued an identifioation badge. Badges shall be provided by Rohnert
Pa¡k. Visitors to the EOC will be provided with a visitor's aooess badge at the


reception area ofthe Public Safety Building. Only agency authorized personnel


shall be allowed access at the EOC.


FINANCE-COSTRECOVERY


Eaoh agency shall maint¿in and tack their respective iæms of cost recovery
including overtimg vendor supplies, infrasnuctu¡e damage estimates and other
persormel expensos for v/hich the agçncy may seek State and:/or Federal


reimbr¡rsements. the objective ofthis agreement is to share staffing and


resoüces for the benefit ofthe communities, but it will be important to separately
track and submit any reimbursement items that an agency wishes to submit
through the ofFrcial cha¡urels to the St¿te.


t







7. TRAINING


A taining plan will be developed each year to project various levels of haining
for agency staff. This may include specialized seotion ûaining at the EOC, balic
disaste¡ service worker orÍentation (NIMS requirements) and field personnel.
hsúuctors, materials and associated costs wíll be shared among tlè parties.
Periodicall¡ it will be necessary to conduct exercises (tabletop and full scale) to
test and validate the planning process.


GRANTREOUESTS


The Parties shall work together to apply for grant funding for training equipment
a¡d exercises when possible.


8.


9. ADDITIONALREOUIREMENTS


Parties aclinowledge that they have each conhibuted to the making of this
Agreement and that, in the event ofa dispute over the interpretation of îhis
Agreement, the language ofthe Agreement will not be consfued against ono
party in favor ofthe other. Parties acknowledge that fley have each had an
adequate opportunity to consult with counsel in the negotiation and participation
of tbis Agreement.


10. AGREEMENT BECOMING EFFECTTVE


This agreement shall become effective upon execution by the Parties.


11, TERMINATION


A-ny pa¡ty may terminate its participation in this Agreement by giving ninety (90)
calendar days advance written notice to all other parties of its intent to terminate
its participation in this Agreement.
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IN WTINESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed fhis Agreement as of
the dat€ last signed by the Partìes to the Agreement.


City of Cotati


Daþ: ll-n-01


Date: ) /tol ulLtw
Rancho A¿lobe Fird Di#ct ^ n


,rtW
Frank Treanor, Fire Chief


Date: *Z'otî "







AGREEMENT FOR PROFESIONAL FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES


This Agreement for Professional Fire and Emergency Services ( "Agreement "), dated as of October


8, 2013 ( " Effective Date ") is made and entered into by and between the County of Sonoma, a political
subdivision of the State of California (hereinafter " County "), the City of Rohnert Park, a general law city in
the State of California, Central Fire Authority of Sonoma County, and Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District
hereinafter " Agencies "). 


RECITALS


WHEREAS, Agencies are local governments within Sonoma County with the responsibility to
provide fire and emergency services including first response for emergency medical services to citizens of
Sonoma County and visitors to Sonoma County; and


WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority provided in Government Code section 8631 and 54980 et
seq. and other laws, Agencies participate in a statewide mutual aid system with other agencies with similar
responsibilities for the provision of such services; and


WHEREAS, a new casino and resort is expected to increase the need for such services in the
areas served by Agencies, and the new casino and resort is anticipated to open to the public on November
5, 2013; and


WHEREAS, the increase in services related to the opening of the new casino and resort is
expected to be required for a limited period of time; and


WHEREAS, County has entered into an intergovernmental mitigation agreement with the
Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria, the owners of the new casino and resort, in order to mitigate the
impacts of the casino and resort on such fire and emergency services, among others ( "Intergovernmental


Mitigation Agreement "); and


WHEREAS, County wishes to mitigate the increased need for such services, in part by providing
additional resources to Agencies paid for by the funds provided under the Intergovernmental Mitigation
Agreement. 


NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals and the mutual covenants
contained herein, the parties hereto agree as follows: 


AGREEMENT


1. Scope of Services. 


Agency shall perform Fire and Emergency Services as defined and required under the Incident Action Plan, 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit " A," and is incorporated herein by this reference. The Parties
acknowledge that the Incident Action Plan may be modified subject to the parties governed by the Incident
Action Plan ( which include Rohnert Park Public Safety Department, Central Fire Authority of Sonoma







County, Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District, and County of Sonoma Fire and Emergency Services
Department) meeting and conferring and reaching a ma nriiy decision


Agencies shall cooperate with County and other agencies and private providers in accordance with the
Incident Action Plan in the performance of all Fire and Emergency Services hereunder. 


2. Payment. 


Agencies shall be paid in accordance with the following terms, so long as the County retains sufficient
funds pursuant to Section 2( a)( ii) of the Intergovernmental Mitigation Agreement: 


The City of Rohnert Park shall be paid on an hourly rate for time and material /expense basis in accordance
with the rates set by the Rohnert Park Fire Division Fee Schedule and related information, which is attached
hereto as Exhibit "B" and incorporated by this reference. The Central Fire Authority of Sonoma County and
Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District shall be paid on an hourly rate for time and material /expense basis in
accordance with the rates set each year in the Agreement For Local Government Fire and Emergency
Assistance to the State of California and Federal Fire Agencies, using the definitions and forms used with that
agreement for documentation of work performed and payment therefore. 


Agencies shall be advanced the estimate of costs for services for the Operational Period identified in the IAP. 
Such estimation shall be made jointly with each Agency and the County Director of Fire and Emergency
Services or designee and Agencies shall provide such assistance as reasonably necessary to conduct the
estimation. 


Advanced funds in each Agency' s possession that remain unused for the purposes of performing services
required under the Incident Action Plan at the tetinination of this agreement shall be returned to the County
within 30 days of the termination unless otherwise mutually agreed by Agency and County. 


Agencies shall also cooperate with County in any required review of services performed and payments made
under this contract including those of the County' s annual audit and any review required under the terms of
the Intergovernmental Mitigation Agreement between the County and the Federated Indians of Graton
Rancheria which is providing mitigation payments for the services performed hereunder. 


No other expenses are authorized except those required under the Incident Action Plan and shall not be
reimbursed, 


3. Term of Agreement. 


The term of this Agreement shall be from October 8, 2013 to June 30, 2014 unless terminated earlier in
accordance with the provisions of Section 4 below. This Agreement shall also terminate upon the expiration
of funds available pursuant to Section 2( a)( ii) of the Intergovernmental Mitigation Agreement. 







4. Tel inination. 


Any Party shall have the right to terminate this Agreement by giving thirty (30) days written notice to the
other Parties. 


5. Waiver of Claims


Except as provided for in this Section and Section 2 ( Payment) above, the Parties to this Agreement hereby
waive all claims between and /or against each other arising from the performance of this Agreement, 
including, but not limited to, claims for compensation for loss or damage to each other' s property, and
personal injury, including death, of employees, agents, and contractors, except that this waiver shall not apply
to intentional torts. 


With respect to loss or damage to equipment where the loss or damage is directly attributable to the services
performed as required by the Incident Action Plan and not due to nounial wear and tear or negligent or
unlawful operation by Agency such loss or damage shall be eligible for compensation. The Parties agree to
work in good faith to determine the appropriate amount and timeframe and method for such compensation
and agree that insurance may provide such compensation if available. 


6. Changes to the Agreement. 


Changes to the Agreement may be authorized only by written amendment to this Agreement, signed by the
Parties. Minor changes, which do not increase the amount paid under the Agreement, and which do not
significantly change the scope ofwork or significantly lengthen time schedules may be executed by the
County Administrator and /or City Manager. The Board of Supervisors and /or City Council must authorize all
other extra or changed work. 


7. Assignment and Delegation. 


No Party hereto shall assign, delegate, sublet, or transfer any interest in or duty under this Agreement without
the prior written consent of the other, and no such transfer shall be of any force or effect whatsoever unless
and until the other party shall have so consented. 


8. Notices. 


All notices shall be made in writing and shall be given by personal delivery or by U.S. Mail or courier
service. Notices, bills, and payments shall be addressed as follows: 


TO: COUNTY: Chris Thomas County Administrator' s Office 575 Administration Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95403


TO: CITY: Darrin Jenkins, Assistant City Manager, 130 Avram Avenue, Rohnert Park, 
CA 94928







TO: CENTRAL FIRE: Doug Williams, Fire Chief, 8200 Old Redwood Hwy Windsor, CA
9s4A2


TO: RANCHO ADOBE: Frank Treanor, Fire Chief, 11000 Main Street, Penngrove, CA. 


9. Miscellaneous Provisions. 


The waiver by County or any Agency of any breach of any term or promise contained in this Agreement shall
not be deemed to be a waiver of such term or provision or any subsequent breach of the same or any other
term or promise contained in this Agreement. 


To the fullest extent allowed by law, the provisions of this Agreement shall be construed and given effect in a - 
manner that avoids any violation of statute, ordinance, regulation, or law. The Parties covenant and agree that
in the event that any provision of this Agreement is held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, 
void, or unenforceable, the remainder of the provisions hereof shall remain in full force and effect and shall in


no way be affected, impaired, or invalidated thereby. Agencies and County acknowledge that they have each
contributed to the making of this Agreement and that, in the event of a dispute over the interpretation of this
Agreement, the language of the Agreement will not be construed against one Party in favor of another. 
Agencies and County acknowledge that they have each had an adequate opportunity to consult with counsel
in the negotiation and preparation of this Agreement. 


Wherever in this Agreement the consent or approval of one Party is required to an act of another party, such
consent or approval shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed. 


Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be construed to create and the parties do not intend to create any
rights in third parties. 


This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted according to the substantive law of California, 
regardless of the law of conflicts to the contrary in any jurisdiction. Any action to enforce the terms of
this Agreement or for the breach thereof shall be brought and tried in Santa Rosa or the forum nearest to


the city of Santa Rosa, in the County of Sonoma. 


The captions in this Agreement are solely for convenience of reference. They are not a part of this
Agreement and shall have no effect on its construction or interpretation. 


This writing is intended both as the final expression of the Agreement between the Parties hereto with
respect to the included terms and as a complete and exclusive statement of the terms of the Agreement, 


pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Section 1856. No modification of this Agreement shall be


effective unless and until such modification is evidenced by a writing signed by the Parties. 


All express representations, waivers, indemnifications, and limitations of liability included in this Agreement
will survive its completion or termination for any reason. 


Time is and shall be of the essence of this Agreement and every provision hereof. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the Effective Date. 







AGENCY: RANCHO ADOBE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT


By. 


Name: 


Title: 
ierof Dif 72


Date: / ( 2/ / 


COUNTY: COUNTY OF SONOMA


ATTEST: 


Chair Board of Supervisors


cj A i i
j, 41' 11 C.% LL L.u) 


Clerk of the Board of Supervisors


APPROVED AS TO FORM FOR COUNTY: 


County CounselBy: 


Date: /( 2( 3 1// 







ACTFNCY• CATTY OF ROHNRRT PARK


By: 


Name: 


Title: 


Date: 


AGENCY: CENTRAL FIRE AUTHORITY


By: 


V


Name: , 777


Title: ; WC- 7


Date: 0 2g// 3







AGENCY: CITY OF ROHNERT PARK


Name: Gabriel Gonzalez


Title: City Manager


Date: 10/ 24/ 2013


hnert Park Ci" y Cle


AGENCY: CENTRAL FIRE AUTHORITY


By: 


Name: 


Title: 


Date: 


APPROVED AS TO FORM FOR CITY OF ROHNERT PARK: 


Ycs„, 
Alexandra Barnhill


Assistant City Attorney







Exhibit B


The Parties acknowledge that the FS 59 fee for standby engine is a service fee for providing a fire engine
staffed with a minimum of two personnel. The basis for the fee is calculated by multiplying the hourly base
rate times two Public Safety Officers (2 x $120. 00) = $ 240. 00 per hour. The fee is calculated at a minimum


of 1 hour and then thereafter at the billable hourly rate of $240. 00. Each additional officer assigned to a fire
engine will be billed at $ 120. 00 each. 


Fire Captain - Contract OT Rate 120. 00 an hour


Fire Engineer ' Contract OT Rate 120. 00 an hour


Firefighter - Contract OT Rate 120. 00 an hour


Total for 12 hour coverage with 3 person crew at contract rate = $ 4320. 00


Total for 12 hour coverage with 2 person crew at contract rate ( supplemented with patrol staffing for 3rd
person, if needed) = $ 2880. 00







AUTO AID AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROHNERT PARK AND


RANCHO ADOBE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT


THIS AUTO AID AGREEMENT ( "Agreement ") is entered into as of the
ls` 


day of March, 2011, 
by and between the CITY OF ROHNERT PARK ( "City "), and RANCHO ADOBE FIRE


PROTECTION DISTRICT ( "District "). City and District are collectively referred to herein as
the " Parties." 


WHEREAS, on or about May 17, 1996, City and District entered into that certain
Automatic Aid Agreement for the purpose of emergency fire response enhancement for both
parties ( "First Agreement "); 


WHEREAS, on or about January 22, 2002, City and District entered into that certain
Auto Aid Agreement that superseded and replaced the First Agreement ( "Second Agreement "); 


and


WHEREAS, City and District now desire to enter into a new Auto Aid Agreement to
supersede and replace all previous agreements between the parties for the purpose of expanding
automatic aid to additional areas within the City and District. 


AGREEMENT


NOW, THEREFORE, for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and adequacy of
which is acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows: 


1. Incorporation of Recitals. The recitals set forth above, and all defined terms set


forth in such recitals and in the introductory paragraph preceding the recitals, are hereby
incorporated into this Agreement as if set forth herein in full. 


2. City Response. The City' s Department of Public Safety ( "Department ") shall


provide District with the following appropriate and immediately available resources. As used
throughout this Agreement, " appropriate and immediately available resources" means the type
and quantity of equipment and personnel that must be provided (a) given the nature of each
particular incident, and ( b) as soon as possible given the assisting agency' s demands. 


A. An engine with a minimum of two personnel on report of a structure fire, 


water flow alarm sounding, or vegetation fire at the following locations: 


1) Addresses located on, or south of East Cotati Avenue, east of


Highway 101 and north of Penngrove Avenue; 


2) Addresses located on, or east of Snyder Lane; 


3) Addresses within the District on or east of Petaluma Hill Road, to


include locations on Sonoma Mountain that are accessed by Petaluma Hill Road between Adobe
Road to the south and Snyder Lane to the north; 
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4) Addresses located north of Highway 116 and east of Locust
Avenue; 


5) Addresses located west of Snyder Lane, north of the City of
Rohnert Park; 


B. Upon the future establishment by City of twenty -four (24) hour fire ground
commander coverage, one Battalion Chief if determined to be available by Department given
City demands, in addition to the coverage outlined above, to all District locations described
above. 


C. An engine with extrication equipment and a minimum of two personnel on


report of a vehicle collision at the following locations: 


1) Locations on East Cotati Avenue


2) Locations on Snyder Lane


3) Locations on Mountain View Avenue


4) Locations on Petaluma Hill Road


5) Locations on Highway 101 between Rohnert Park Expressway and
the Highway 116 interchange


6) Locations on Old Redwood Highway, north of East Railroad
Avenue


7) Locations on Railroad Avenue, east of Highway 101


8) Locations on Mountain View Avenue


3. Joint City /District Response. On report of a call for medical aid at Sonoma State
University or the Canon Manor Subdivision, City shall respond with appropriate and
immediately available resources from Rohnert Park Fire Station 4. Simultaneously, District shall
respond with appropriate and immediately available resources from either its Cotati or Penngrove
Fire Station. If warranted, the first engine on scene will cancel the other responding engine by
calling the appropriate dispatch center. 


4. District Response. District shall provide City with the following appropriate and
immediately available resources: 


A. An engine with a minimum of two personnel and one Battalion Chief if


determined to be available by District given District demands on report of a structure fire or
water flow alarm sounding anywhere within the City' s jurisdictional boundaries. 
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B. One Battalion Chief, if determined to be available by District given
District demands, and full wild land response on report of a vegetation fire anywhere within or


abutting the City' s jurisdictional boundaries. 


C. An engine with extrication equipment and a minimum of two personnel on


report of vehicle collision to the following locations: 


1) Highway 101 within the Rohnert Park city limit and northward to
the Santa Rosa Avenue interchange


2) East Cotati Avenue within the city limits of Rohnert Park


5. Compensation. 


A. For the services provided by District to City, City shall pay District a total
of $28, 500 per year in two separate installments ( "Payment "). The timing of such Payment
installments shall be tied to the dates on which City receives its share of property tax revenues
from the County of Sonoma. Payment shall be made within forty five (45) days following receipt
by City of such tax revenues. Each year commencing July 1, 2012, Payment shall be modified in
accordance with the Consumer Price Index for the San Francisco - Oakland -San Jose Area. 


B. The first Payment installment shall commence in the tax year following
the reorganization of services for parcels commonly known as the Southeast Specific Plan and
more particularly described as APN 047 -111 -030. If District terminates this Agreement for any
reason, City shall not be obligated to make any Payment after the effective date of such
termination. 


6. Joint City /District Obligations. 


A. City and District shall establish a reliable, expeditious means of requesting
Automatic Aid" by their respective dispatch centers. 


B. City and District shall establish a training program to address inter - agency
operations to facilitate the provision and reception of "Automatic Aid." In addition, a


cooperative effort shall be made to assist in establishing, supporting, and maintaining minimum
standard skills, such as those safety standards recommended by the National Fire Protection
Agency (NFPA) and /or State Fire Marshall' s Office (SFM) for all established fire ground
positions. This endeavor shall be addressed with more specificity in a separate Mutual Training
Agreement, which the Parties intend to enter into within one year following execution of this
Agreement. 


C. City and District shall have the option to decline response to request for
Automatic Aid" due to current emergency operations or commitment to existing emergency


situations. Further, this Agreement shall not take precedence over the responsibility of either


agency to its own jurisdictions in the event of a major disaster. 


D. City and District shall endeavor to release the other as early in the incident
as possible. 
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7. Indemnity. District shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless City, its affiliates
and their officers, employees, directors and agents from any and all claims, liabilities, costs, and
expenses that arise from or may be attributable to the errors, omissions or fault of District or arise
from the performance of District' s services under this Agreement. 


City shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless District, its affiliates and their officers, 
employees, directors and agents from any and all claims, liabilities, costs, and expenses that arise
from or may be attributable to the errors, omissions or fault of City or arise from the performance
of City' s services under this Agreement. 


8. Assignment Prohibited. Neither City nor District may assign any right or
obligation pursuant to this Agreement. Any attempted or purported assignment of any right or
obligation shall be void and of no effect. 


9. Termination. This Agreement and all obligations hereunder may be terminated at
any time, with or without cause, by either Party upon one - hundred and eighty ( 180) days' written
notice; provided, however, that any such notice be received before December 31 of the year
preceding termination to allow the respective agency to budget accordingly. 


10. Merger; Amendment. This Agreement constitutes the complete and exclusive


statement of the agreement between City and District, and upon its execution, shall supersede any
previous agreements, whether verbal or written, concerning the same subject matter. This
Agreement may be amended or extended from time to time by written agreement of the Parties. 
The Parties agree to revisit this Agreement every five years, or at any time upon written
notification from either party, to consider potential amendments. 


11. Interpretation. This Agreement shall be interpreted as though it was a product of a


joint drafting effort and no provisions shall be interpreted against a party on the ground that said
party was solely or primarily responsible for drafting the language to be interpreted. 


12. Litigation Costs. If either party becomes involved in litigation arising out of this
Agreement or the performance thereof, the court in such litigation shall award reasonable costs


and expenses, including attorneys' fees, to the prevailing party. In awarding attorneys' fees, the
court will not be bound by any court fee schedule, but shall, if it is in the interest of justice to do
so, award the full amount of costs, expenses, and attorneys' fees paid or incurred in good faith. 


13. Time of the Essence. Time is of the essence of this Agreement. 


14. Written Notification. Any notice, demand, request, consent, approval or
communication that either party desires or is required to give to the other party shall be in writing
and either served personally or sent by prepaid, first class mail. Any such notice, demand, etc. 
shall be addressed to the other party at the address set forth hereinbelow. Either party may
change its address by notifying the other party of the change of address. Notice shall be deemed
communicated within 48 hours from the time of mailing if mailed as provided in this section. 
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If to City: Director of Public Safety
Department of Public Safety
500 City Center Drive
Rohnert Park, CA 94928


City Manager
City of Rohnert Park
130 Avram Ave


Rohnert Park, CA 94928


If to District: Fire Chief


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District


P. O. Box 1029


Penngrove, CA 94951


15. City Not Obligated to Third Parties. City shall not be obligated or liable for
payment hereunder to any party other than District. 


16. Waiver. No failure on the part of either party to exercise any right or remedy
hereunder shall operate as a waiver of any other right or remedy that party may have hereunder. 


17. Severability. If any one or more of the provisions contained herein shall for any
reason be held to be invalid, illegal or unenforceable in any respect, then such provision or
provisions shall be deemed severable from the remaining provisions hereof, and such invalidity, 
illegality or unenforceability shall not affect any other provision hereof, and this Agreement shall
be construed as if such invalid, illegal or unenforceable provision had not been contained herein. 


18. Execution. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of
which shall constitute one and the same instrument and shall become binding upon the parties
when at least one copy hereof shall have been signed by both parties hereto. In approving this
Agreement, it shall not be necessary to produce or account for more than one such counterpart. 


19. Venue. In the event that suit shall be brought by either party hereunder, the
parties agree that trial of such action shall be held exclusively in a state court in the County of
Sonoma, California. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, City and District have executed this Agreement as of the date
first above written. 


CITY OF ROHNERT PARK


By: 
Gabriel A. Gonzalez, City ager


Dated: 1 - 1 c


Per Resolution No. 2011 -21 adopted by the
Rohnert Park City Council on March 8, 2011


APPROVED AS TO FORM: 


City Attorney


William Arno


Rancho Adob


M
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STAFF REPORT


RECOMMENDED ACTION: 


Council consideration and approval of new Auto Aid Agreement to supersede and replace


previous agreement between the City and Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District, for the purpose
of expanding both services and response areas to each other. 


BACKGROUND


In mid 1996, Department of Public Safety administrative personnel recognized the need for
additional emergency response resources for both the City and neighboring Rancho Adobe Fire
Protection District. Ina cooperative effort, both entities entered into a joint Auto Aid


Agreement, which was to provide emergency fire apparatus and personnel specifically to the old
Hewlett- Packard plant and Sonoma State University, along with some limited geographic
portions of both jurisdictions (as far as Southwest Blvd within the City). Although this was an


instrumental process and endeavor, it was fairly limited in nature and concept. 


In 2002, the original response agreement was revised and enhanced, to include further
geographic coverage to Golf Course Drive on the east of Highway 101 and RPX on the west side
of such. This was due to concerns by both jurisdictions as to their own limited staffing and delay
of response on initial alarms due to response distances. Both entities examined and identified


those areas where they had the largest area of shortfall or potential life loss or liability. 


At that time, for Rohnert Park, structure fire responses posed the greatest potential for life loss. 
Safe operations at high -speed collision scenes posed the next greatest exposure to personnel and


need for additional personnel. Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District shared those two priorities
and also faced the need for support to incipient vegetation fires in populated areas of their
northern response district that bordered or was near Rohnert Park. 


Due to both severe budgetary impacts and resulting personnel reductions being experienced by
both entities, it was deemed prudent to cooperatively re- evaluate and examine the current
agreement. This was in an effort to determine if there were areas of increased geographic
response within either jurisdictions or service provision that could be implemented /increased in


order to reduce emergency fire response time and increase service enhancement to the residents
of both our jurisdictions, in the most realistic and cost effective manner possible. 


PURPOSE /JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION


Both the City and Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District have limited financial resources, yet the
operational needs of both entities are greater. We recognize that expedient and efficient


emergency fire and medical response to the citizens of both jurisdictions is a top priority. This







enhanced Auto Aid Agreement provides both increased emergency response resources to the
citizens of the City and District, while keeping both response times and operational costs to a
minimum. In addition, it provides increased integration and an enhanced working relationship
between our entities. This will in turn develop a greater partnership in the areas of training and
mutual cost savings for both the City and District. During this economic recession, now more
than ever, we must make such efforts to maintain professional, efficient and cost effective


services to the citizens and communities we serve. This new and enhanced Auto Aid Agreement
between our entities does just that. 


FISCAL IMPACT /FINANCING


For the services provided by the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District to the City of Rohnert
Park, the District shall be paid a total of $28, 500 per year in two separate installments. The
timing of such payment installments shall be tied to the dates on which City receives its share of
property tax revenues from the County of Sonoma. Payment shall be made within forty five (45) 
days following receipt by City of such tax revenues. Each year, Payment shall be modified in
accordance with the Consumer Price Index for the San Francisco - Oakland -San Jose Area. 


The first Payment installment shall commence in the tax year following the reorganization of
services for parcels commonly known as the Southeast Specific Plan and more particularly
described as APN 047 - 111 -030. If District terminates this Agreement for any reason, City shall
not be obligated to make any payment after the effective date of such termination. 


IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES OR PROJECTS


The Southeast Specific Plan greatly impacted the tax revenues received by the Rancho Adobe
Fire Protection District, thus affecting its ability to possibly sustain provision of current
supplemental and automatic emergency response to our jurisdiction. Recognizing this financial


impact City staff worked with the Southeast Specific Plan developer and Rancho Adobe Fire
Protection District to create a financial agreement to assist Rancho Adobe Fire Protection
District' s revenue. 


By approving and adopting this new Auto Aid Agreement, the City of Rohnert Park shall receive
increased emergency fire response resource coverage to include all current and future
jurisdictional boundaries of the City. This will provide an enhanced service to our citizens, 


supplementing an already efficient and cost effective service model, provided by our Public
Safety service concept practiced now. 


Currently, the Department of Public Safety only has twenty -four (24) hour fire company officer
coverage. Although we have command level fire ground personnel working the daytime hours, 
they usually have to respond off -duty from their residence during the late evening /early morning
hours, for any larger /more serious emergency incident requiring such oversight and direction. 
The City will receive an on -duty fire ground command level officer ( Battalion Chief) from
Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District, whenever their resources are automatically dispatched
into our jurisdiction for a reported structure fire, commercial or water flow alarm sounding. This







will immediately provide an additional command level overhead persomnel resource at the initial
response to an incident, during all times of the day or night, where such command and safety
operational resources are vital. 


As the jurisdictional boundaries of the City spread outward with the planned development of
projects such as both the Southeast and University Districts, our boundaries will encroach more
into the urban interface, resulting in an increased likelihood of related vegetation fires. 
Currently, the City has no agreement for an automatic wildland response to such potential
incidents. Within this new service response agreement, the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection
District will provide a full wildland response, with specialty apparatus and equipped personnel, 


within or abutting our City' s jurisdictional boundaries. 


Initial and on -going training is a vital part of fire and medical emergency response. It is also one
of the areas hardest to maintain due to both budgetary and time constraints involved. The new


Auto Aid Agreement will also address the provision of not only inter - agency operations training
relative to facilitate the provision and reception of "Automatic Aid ", but provide a cooperative


effort to assist both entities in establishing, supporting and maintaining minimum standard


emergency response skills. Consequently, not only will professional inter - agency relationships
be enhanced, but skill levels and training efficiency will increase. 


Lastly, the new agreement provides for an increased termination time of one hundred and eighty
180) days written notice, compared to the current thirty day ( 30) clause in effect. This will


provide either entity the ability to adequately seek and budget for possible alternative resource
assistance. In the event such agreement is terminated by the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection
District, any associated monetary compensation is no longer obligated. 


CONCLUSION


The Department of Public Safety seeks Council direction and approval to proceed with the
proposed newly enhanced Auto Aid Agreement. 


It is recommended that the City Council approve the resolution adopting an enhanced Auto Aid
Agreement between the City and Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District and authorize the City
Manager to execute said Agreement. 







TO: Joe Netter, City Manager


FROM: Tom Bullard, Director of Public Safety


BY: Bob Cassel, Commander — Fire Services


DATE: January 11, 2002


SUBJECT: Expansion of Automatic Aid Agreement with Rancho Adobe Fire


District


SUMMARY: 


It is recommended that the City of Rohnert Park and Rancho Adobe Fire District
expand the Automatic Aid Agreement to include response of: Rancho Adobe to


respond into a major portion of the city on all structure fire and waterflow alarms
and to vehicle collisions on Highway 101; and, Rohnert Park to respond to
structure fire and waterflow alarms, vehicle collisions and vegetation fires in


Rancho Adobe area generally north of Penngrove and east of Highway 101. 


The existing agreement between the City of Rohnert Park and Rancho Adobe
Fire District was last updated in May of 1996. At that time the boundaries and
levels of supportive response was increased to include Rancho Adobe


responding into Rohnert Park as far north as Southwest Blvd. The agreement


also called for response of Rohnert Park in the areas of Sonoma State


University, Cotati " L" section and areas along and north of Railroad Ave. 


Examination of the past five year's responses indicates that the City of Rohnert
Park routinely requests assistance to structure fire responses from Rancho
Adobe. Further examination has indicated that Rancho Adobe has not regularly
invoked the Automatic Aid Agreement except in the general area of the City of
Cotati. Discussion between command staff of both departments had indicated


that both departments are lacking in initial attack staffing. Further complications


have developed with the pending NFPA adoption of standards 1710 and 1720
and the requirement of an established Rapid Intervention Crew prior to interior


firefighting. 


To address these issues the staff of both departments examined the potential for


a " boundary drop" that would allow for the closest resource to be immediately
assigned to an incident and additional resources to be ordered and assigned as


needed. After lengthy discussion and examination of the dispatching disparities
between the two agencies it was decided that until such time as a consistent


dispatch system with immediate communications could be implemented, the


boundary drop proposal was prone to failure. However, the discussion did lead
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to the issues of limited staffing and delay of response on initial alarms due to
response distances. To address these issues staff entered into a revision of the


existing Automatic Aid Agreement. 


Both departments examined and identified those areas where they had the
largest area of shortfall or potential for life loss or liability. For Rohnert Park, 


structure fire responses pose the greatest potential for life loss. Safe operations


at high -speed collision scenes pose the next greatest exposure to personnel and
need for additional personnel. Rancho Adobe shares these two priorities and


also faces a need for support to incipient vegetation fires in populated areas to
insure protection of structures. Response times to various areas was also


discussed and both departments identified the need for a more immediate
response of aid in fire situations and access to the Highway 101 corridor for
vehicle collisions. 


Analysis of the past 12 months of responses in both departments was conducted


and it was learned that the City of Rohnert Park dispatched 43 structure alarms
in calendar year 2000 and responded to approximately 18 vehicle collisions on
Highway 101. These two types of response for Rohnert Park were proposed due


to the needed staffing on both of these types of scene to insure safe, effective
operations. 


Looking at Rancho Adobe Fire District, it was found that Rancho Adobe


responded to 17 structure alarms, 33 vegetation fires and 53 vehicle collisions
within the same time frame and in an area defined as within Rohnert Park's
response capabilities. 


Each of these call volumes was elicited from " types of calls initially dispatched" 
as opposed to actual calls found on arrival. This was done to insure that the


analysis would reflect the future call volume based on type of call dispatched. 


Some limitations and inequities apply to both parties. Examples of this include: 


The number of incidents favor Rancho Adobe receiving more aid that they are
providing (93 vs. 66). Timely response provides for Rancho Adobe responding to
Rohnert Park's high - density residential areas in and around Rancho Feliz and
Las Casitas mobile home parks. This favors better service being provided to
Rohnert Park. Rohnert Park possesses an aerial apparatus that will be


committed to Sonoma State University that Rancho Adobe does not have an
equivalent reciprocal resource. An evaluation of all the inequities, however, 


results in a fair balance of contribution of resources and aid. 


Some areas of both jurisdictions were not included in the expansion of the
agreement. In Rohnert Park this includes the areas north of Golf Course Drive, 


east of Highway 101; and generally north of Business Park Drive, west of


Highway 101. Time and motion studies indicated that service to these areas


would be better addressed through an agreement with Rincon Valley Fire District. 
Areas in Rancho Adobe that are remote from Rohnert Park would likewise be
better served through agreements with other neighboring agencies. 
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Staffing on all identified types of calls, in both agencies, is the most critical issue
that is being faced. Expansion of the Automatic Aid Agreement areas would


provide for additional staffing being dispatched immediately upon alarm as
opposed to delays associated with each department arriving on scene, 


conducting a size -up and then requesting mutual aid. Mutual Aid also places a


higher level of burden on the Mutual Aid provider. Automatic Aid, as proposed in


this agreement, includes assignment of resources at their normal staffing levels. 
Mutual Aid assignments would necessitate the staffing of units to meet Type 1 or
2 Engine Company levels (four or three personnel respectively). 


There will be an increased level of response to both agencies as a result of the
expansion of the agreement. Each agency can expect an increase in dispatches
between 75 to 100 per year. However, immediate response and size up on


scenes by initial arriving units are expected to cancel and return un- needed
resources. 


The map attached approximates the areas of response for each aid - providing
agency. The yellow indicates areas and addresses in Rancho Adobe that
Rohnert Park would provide aid to. The blue defines the area where Rancho


Adobe would provide aid. The red stripes indicate the areas where both


jurisdictions would respond to vehicle collisions. Also attached are the proposed


updated agreement and the existing agreement. 


RECOMMENDATION: 


The City Council should approve the updated agreement by adopting the
attached resolution. 


Attachments: 


Proposed Updated Automatic Aid Agreement dated 115/ 02
Automatic Aid Agreement dated 5/23/96
Proposed Resolution for Council Consideration


CITY MANAGER'S RECOMMENDATION: onsent Item () Regular Time


Approval ( ) Public Hearing Required


Not Recommended


Submitted with Comment


Policy Determination by Council


City Comments:_ 


City Manager' s Signature: 


JH -h: \shells \council agenda transmittal


Date: I- 


to, 


1;% 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2002 -18


A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROHNERT
PARK AMENDING AND UPDATING THE AUTHORIZED AUTOMATIC AID
AGREEMENT WITH THE RANCHO ADOBE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT


BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Rohnert Park that certain
agreement by and between the City of Rohnert Park and the Rancho Adobe Fire
Protection Districts is hereby accepted and approved regarding the Automatic Aid
Agreement for response to fire and emergency situations within both jurisdictions as
indicated by the attached document. 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of the Department of Public


Safety is hereby authorized and directed to execute same for and on behalf of the City of
Rohnert Park. 


DULY AND REGULARLY ADOPTED this 22nd day ofJanuary 2002


CITY OF ROHNERT PARK


1


MACKENZIE: AYE REILLY: AYE SPIRO: AYE YIIDAK- MARTINEZ: AYE FLORES: AYE


AYES: ( 5) NOES: ( 0) ABSENT: ( 0) ABSTAIN: ( 0) 







City of Rohnert Park — Department of Public Safety
Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District


AUTO AID AGREEMENT


The following agreement has been written to modify the Automatic Aid
Agreement between the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District and the City
of Rohnert Park adopted May 17, 1996. This new Aid Agreement has been


developed to expand automatic aid to areas within the City of Rohnert Park
and the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District. This agreement supersedes


any and all former agreements pertaining to automatic aid between the City
of Rohnert Park and the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District that, on the
implementation of this agreement, are null and void. 


The City of Rohnert Park, Department of Public Safety, shall provide
Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District the appropriate immediately
available resource: 


On report of structure fire, waterflow alarm sounding or


vegetation fire at the following locations, the response of an
appropriate, immediately available engine with a minimum of
two personnel to: 


o Addresses located on, or south of East Cotati Avenue, 
east of Highway 101 and north or Penngrove Avenue


o Addresses located on, or east of Snyder Lane


o Addresses within Rancho Adobe Fire District on or east
of Petaluma Hill Road, north or Adobe Road


o Addresses located north of Highway 116 and east of
Locust Avenue


o Addresses located west of Snyder Lane north of the
City of Rohnert Park


On report of vehicle collision, the response of an appropriate, 
immediately available engine with extrication equipment and a
minimum of two personnel to: 


o Locations on East Cotati Avenue


o Locations on Snyder Lane


o Locations on Mountain View Avenue


o Locations on Petaluma Hill Road
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o Locations on Highway 101 between Rohnert Park


Expressway and the Highway 116 interchange
o Locations on Old Redwood Highway, north of East


Railroad Avenue


o Locations on Railroad Ave. east of Highway 101


o Locations on Mountain View Avenue


On report of a structure fire or waterflow alarm sounding at
Sonoma State University, the response of a Type II aerial unit, 
with a minimum of two personnel. 


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District will provide to the City of
Rohnert Park: 


On report of structure fire or waterflow alarm sounding at the
following locations, the response of an appropriate, 


immediately available engine with a minimum of two personnel
to: 


o Addresses located south of, or on the south side of Golf
Course Drive, east of Highway 101


o Addresses south of, or on the south side of, Rohnert
Park Expressway, west of Highway 101


On report of vehicle collision, the response of an appropriate, 
immediately available engine with extrication equipment and a
minimum of two personnel to: 


o Highway 101 within the Rohnert Park city limit and
northward to the Santa Rosa Ave. interchange


o East Cotati Ave. within the city limits of Rohnert Park


Each agency shall establish a reliable, expeditious means of


requesting " Automatic Aid" by their respective dispatch center to the
other agency's dispatch center. 


Each agency shall establish a training program to address


interagency operations to facilitate the provision and reception of
Automatic Aid ". 
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Each agency shall have the option to decline response to request for
Automatic Aid" due to current emergency operations or commitment


to existing emergency situations. 


Each agency shall endeavor to release the rendering Automatic Aid
resources as early in the incident as possible. 


This agreement will not take precedence over the responsibility of
either agency to their own jurisdictions in the event of a major
disaster


It is agreed that thirty (30) days notice is required before either party
to this agreement may cancel or modify their participation as set forth
in this document. 


CITY OF ROHNERT PARK


v


Tom B lard, D' ect r


Depart f Public Safety


Date


Per Resolution No. 2002 -18 adopted


by the Rohnert Park City Council at
its meeting of January 22, 2002. 


Approved as to form: 


Betsy Stra is, City Attorney


Page 3 of 3) 


195


Vern Losh, Chief


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District


Date
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INTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM


TO: Patrick E. Rooney
Director of Public Safety


SUBJ: Automatic Aide


look


to


to


to , M


FROM: James D. Baker, LT


Fire Services Division


DATE: May 16, 1996


I have listed all of the automatic aide calls for the last six months. I have listed both our
responses to Rancho Adobe and their calls to Rohnert Park. On the average there is
about one call per month. With the expanded agreement this may increase by two or
three. 


RANCHO ADOBE TO ROHNERT PARK: 


April 10, 1996
March 18, 1996


February 10, 1996
January 28, 1996
January 8, 1996
December 2, 1995


8640 Lordsmanor Way
7617 Camino Colegio


8511 Liman Way
175 Cascade


5450 Snyder Lane


8669 Lancaster Drive


ROHNERT PARK TO RANCHO ADOBE: 


May 13, 1996
February 29, 1996
February 27, 1996
February 5, 1996
January 5, 1996
December 21, 1995


JDB /ct


903 E. Cotati Avenue


5154 Snyder Lane ( Creekside School) 


1701 E. Cotati Avenue ( S. S. U.) 
298 E. Cotati Avenue


5290 Snyder Lane


1701 E. Cotati Avenue (S. S. U.) 







City of Rohnert Park - Department of Public Safety
Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District


AUTO AID AGREEMENT


The following agreement has been written to formalize the present Automatic Aid
Agreement between the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District and the City of Rohnert
Park for response to Hewlett- Packard and Sonoma State University. In addition this


new Aid Agreement has been developed to further expand automatic aid to areas within


the City of Rohnert Park and the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District. This


agreement supersedes any and all former agreements pertaining to automatic' aid
between the City of Rohnert Park and the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District which, 
on the implementation of this agreement, are null and void. 


The City of Rohnert Park, Department of Public Safety, shall provide Rancho Adobe
Fire Protection District the response of Type I engines and/or an aerial unit to Sonoma


State University should a major fire or major event occur at that location. 


The City of Rohnert Park, Department of Public Safety, shall provide to Rancho Adobe
Fire District the response of one Type I engine, and as needed, other available


necessary equipment to the following defined areas: 


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District addresses that are on or south of East Cotati
Avenue. Addresses on or west of Petaluma Hill Road that are south of the creek called


Copeland Creek. Addresses on or north of Railroad Avenue between Petaluma Hill


Road and Old Redwood Hwy. Addresses on or east of Old Redwood Highway between
Railroad Avenue and East Cotati Avenue. 


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District addresses on Snyder Lane. 


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District will provide to the City of Rohnert Park the
response of one Type I engine, and as needed, other available necessary equipment to
Hewlett- Packard should a structure fire or major event occur at that location. 


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District will provide to the City of Rohnert Park the
response of one Type I engine, and as needed, other necessary equipment to
addresses on or south of Southwest Boulevard. Also properties that lay south of
Copeland Creek between Snyder Lane and Petaluma Hill Road that are within the







corporate city limits of Rohnert Park. Response will also be made to any address on
Snyder Lane that are within the corporate city limits of Rohnert Park. 


Communications between the two agencies will be through Central Dispatch, Fire
Green Net. Central Dispatch will assign a tactical radio channel should one be


required. 


This agreement will not take precedence over the responsibility of either agency to their
own jurisdictions in the event of a major disaster. Also this agreement will be reviewed


on an annual basis by both agencies. 


It is agreed that thirty (30) days notice is required before either party to this agreement
may cancel or modify their participation as set forth in this document. 


Patrick E. Rooney, Director
Department of Public Safety
City of Rohnert Park


r


Date


I


Fred Bechtold, Assistant Chief


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection


District


Z2 - 
Date


z
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Hauff, Judy . 66


From: Hauff, Judy


Sent: Friday, January 21, 2005 11: 20 AM


To: Smith, Tim


Cc: Mackenzie, Jake; Vidak- Martinez, Vicki; Flores, Armando; Spradlin, Amie; Leivo, Carl


Subject: RE: PD - Rancho Adobe cuts


As requested, the following notice will be distributed in today's supplemental packets for the 1/ 25/05 agenda
items. It will be included on the current "communications" list, so may be brought up at that time on the Council
agenda, or during "matters from Council" under "other informational items ". 


Judy Hauff, City Clerk
City of Rohnert Park
6750 Commerce Blvd. 
Rohnert Park, CA 94928
Phone: 707 -588 -2216
FAX: 707 -588 -2274


email: Jhauff@rpcfty.org


From: Smith, Tim


Sent: Friday, January 21, 2005 8: 59 AM
To: Hauff, Judy
Cc: Mackenzie, Jake; Vidak - Martinez, Vicki; Flores, Armando; Spradlin, Amie; Leivo, Carl
Subject: PD - Rancho Adobe cuts


Please add this as a matter from Council. Thanks, Tim


Rancho Adobe fire district cuts hours, jobs


Penngrove station to close weekdays, 2 positions dropped


Friday, January 21, 2005


By TOBIAS YOUNG
THE PRESS DEMOCRAT


In a cost - cutting move, the Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District will slash hours at
its Penngrove station beginning Feb. 1. 


The move will leave only one of the south county fire district's three stations open around the clock. That station is
in Cotati. 


On a 5 -1 vote, the Rancho Adobe board of directors also eliminated two of the 14 full -time positions in the district, 
which uses a combination of paid and volunteer firefighters. 


Fire Chief Vern Losh blamed growing budget deficits for the cutbacks. 


He said the district has been dipping into reserves to balance its $2 million budget. The cutbacks approved
Wednesday will save about $217,000 a year, district officials said. 


Critics pointed to wage and benefit increases granted to Rancho Adobe employees in recent years but Losh said
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district firefighters are paid less than their counterparts in other agencies. There will be no raises this year, he
said. 


Voters in the 80- square -mile Rancho Adobe Fire District, which covers Cotati, Penngrove and rural
neighborhoods near Petaluma, rejected a parcel tax increase in 2002. 


The district, which is funded by property taxes and a $ 40 parcel tax, is considering placing another parcel tax
increase on the ballot in 2006. 


Jack Rosevear, the deputy fire chief, said the district needs additional revenue for expenses like maintenance, 
engine replacement, workers compensation insurance and cost -of- living increases for firefighters. 


He said a parcel tax also might allow the district to restore some of the cutbacks approved this week. 


Beginning Feb. 1, the Penngrove station will be staffed overnight and on weekends. The Liberty Valley station
west of Petaluma will be staffed during the day on weekdays. 


The consolidation will allow the district to assign three firefighters to the engine, which has had only two, 


Lash recommended that the Liberty station be closed entirely, at least temporarily. 


But after a hearing Wednesday in front of a packed house at the Cotati fire station, the Rancho Adobe board of
directors voted to reduce hours at Penngrove instead. 


Losh said the decision may be revisited by the board periodically. 


I think we need more information on run statistics and response times before any long -term solution is decided
on," he said Thursday. 


Liberty Valley residents turned out in force Wednesday to oppose closure of the local station, citing a board
promise never to close it if a 1991 parcel tax was approved, which it was. 


Elected officials have to be careful when they make long -term commitments," Losh said. "They probably had a lot
more control of their destiny when those statements were made." 


Cotati is far and away the busiest of the district's three stations. It logged 998 calls last year, while Penngrove had
687 and Liberty had 192, Losh said. 


Although the board eliminated two vacant positions, it agreed to fill a third by hiring a team of part-time firefighters
at a cost of $72,000 to $ 120, 000 a year. 


Rosevear said the additional help will allow the district to reduce the amount of mandatory overtime for
firefighters, adding that the practice is wearing down crews and hurting morale. 


1/ 21/ 2005







C) fiU. UI JUr. . / "U HLI''I . 


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District


11000 Main Street


P.O. Box 1029 . 
Penngrove, California 94951 1 R` 


MAR. a 2002


SONOMA_COU


March 5, 2002


Chaiznnan Michael Cale and Commissioners


Sonoma County LAFCO
575 Administration Drive, Room 104A
Santa Rosa. CA 95403


rHut k7,/ 02


Qpr1CH0


Telephorie: ( 707) 795 -6011


Pax: ( 707) 795 -5177


Re: File 01. 25; Amendment No. 4 to City of Rohnert. Park Sphere of Influence and Municipal Services
Review


Dear Clrainnan Cale and Corrunissioners: 


The board of the Rttncbo -Adobe Fire Protection District has authorized me to write to you to underscore the
comments nxade by our representative, Commissioner Dawn Mittlexiaui, at. the LAFCO hearing last month
on the proposed alteradox of the Rohnert Park Sphere of Influence ( SOI). Our board inenxbers are ven
concerned about the SOI in light of the significant peak hour traffic congestion within our district
boundaries -both current and projected. As it is, the admitted 'T" levels of service (LOS) make our
emergency response times problematical even without. the growth envisioned by the Ciry of Rohnert l'ark' s
new general plait and the expanded sphere of infl uence. 


We note that the LAFCO February 6, 2002 staff report, addresses ( lie issue of police and fire protection at
page 19. However, the primary substantive issue addressed is staffing requirements, We believe that. a
meaningful SOI determination needs to include adequate information about our emergency response tines
and feasible mitigation for the escalating traffic problems. The SOT does not substantively mitigate the
significant traffic impacts in the Penngrove and Cotati areas: as indicated in your stafreport, the £nitigatioxx
is simply that Rolrncrt . Park will agree to participate in its fair share of funding if and when a regional
iraf )c solution is developed. As the SOI is the first step in significant deveioprnew withiv our district, -,a'e
ask that the questions be answered before approval of the SOL


We therefore respectfully regtiesr that LAFCO instead defer consideration of approval of the Rolunert Park
SOI pending reasonable analysis uid mitigation of impacts relative to emergency response tinxes. Without
the availability of critical urban services such as fire protection, the requirements of the Government. Code
caxuiot be rnet. We retrain available to assist your staff in any way we can. 


Th vexy much for your consideration. 


1,e1a11d ishman, Chairman


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District


Board ofDirectors







City of


ROHNERT


February 26, 2002


Leland Fishman
ENGINEERING Chairman
DEPARTMENT


Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District


11000 Main Street


P.O. Box 1029


Penngrove, CA 94951


Dear Mr. Fishman: 


Thank -you for inviting us to your District meeting on Thursday, February 28, 2002. 
We note that the District will be discussing " LAFCO- Rohnert Park Sphere of


Influence Expansion" as the fourth item on its agenda. Unfortunately, the City
Engineer has a conflict that the evening with a Workshop on Water Supply
sponsored by the principal cities and water districts that contract with the Sonoma
County Water Agency. I am unable to attend due to a conflict with a regularly


scheduled Rohnert Park Planning Commission meeting. 


At the LAFCO hearing held on February 6 to consider the City' s application to
amend its sphere of influence, Commissioner Mittleman voiced her concerns, on
behalf of the Rancho Adobe Fire District, about the impact of traffic congestion
through the Penngrove area on the District' s provision of services. Enclosed for


your review and information is a copy of the City' s Environmental Impact Report on
the Rohnert Park General Plan 2000 which includes an extensive traffic analysis of


the growth anticipated within the voter - approved urban growth boundary. 


I understand that representatives of the Rohnert Park Public Safety Department met
with representatives of the District' s staff in advance of the LAFCO hearing to
discuss the provision of fire service within the expanded sphere of influence. We


appreciate the excellent working relationship between the District and the City' s
Public Safety Department and we will be happy to provide the District with
additional information on the City' s sphere of influence application at your request. 


Sincerely, 


Nancy Kauffman
Planning and Community Development Director


enclosure


cc: Joseph Netter, City Manager


6750 Commerce Boulevard • Rohnert Park, CA 94928 -2486 • ( 707) 588 -2239 • Fax ( 707) 588 -2238







TRUCK SHARING AGREEMENT


THIS AGREEMENT is entered into as of the 14th day of
November ' 2008 by and between CITY OF ROHNERT PARK, herein called the
City ", and Rancho Adobe Fire District, herein called the "District ". 


Recitals


WHEREAS, District desires to engage City in a program where City and District
would jointly use City's fire truck ( Rohnert Park Truck 2 ( 9950) 75' Aerial Ladder /Quint) 


Truck "). 


WHEREAS, the goal of the Truck joint use program is to provide a wider range


of exposure of the Truck to City and District personnel through greater utilization, 
resulting in increased training, familiarity, knowledge, and overall operational skill of this
vital and value resource. 


WHEREAS, it is contemplated that the Truck joint use program will allow City


personnel to gain additional, necessary training and preparation for ongoing use of the
Truck and will also permit the City and the District to participate in a regional and
collaborative program that may result in increased safety of both communities. 


WHEREAS, City and District desire to jointly use the City's fire truck for a trial
period pursuant to this Agreement. 


Agreement


NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES HERETO AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 


1. Use ofTruck. City and District shall jointly provide staffing and training for
use of the Truck in response to City ofRohnert Park and Rancho Adobe (Cotati) first
alarm incidents and other incidents when a staffed truck company is needed. The District


and City would jointly provide staffing and training. 


2. Staffing. Rancho Adobe Station 1 crew (Captain & Engineer) would initially


provide response staffing. When the Truck responds to incidents outside of the City of
Rohnert Park, a City engine company will respond with the Truck and operate together as
one crew. 


3. Fuel /Maintenance. The City shall be responsible for fueling the Truck, except
that the District shall be responsible for providing fuel or reimbursing the City for fuel
used in connection with the operation of the Truck in the District. The City and District
shall jointly decide on reporting requirements in connection with each parties' obligation
to provide fuel. The City shall be responsible for schedule maintenance of the Truck. 
The District mechanic may handle small fix -it items when available and appropriate. The
City will provide routine ladder testing in accordance with its existing normal schedule. 
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The City will provide a fire apparatus engineer to coordinate with District staff for care
and maintenance of the Truck. 


4. Insurance; Indemnity. District shall add Truck to the District's apparatus


insurance policy (approved by City). Damages to the Truck and /or Truck equipment will


be reviewed jointly by the City Fire Commander and District Chief to determine repair
responsibility. Each party shall hold the other harmless from and against any and all
claims arising out of the other parties' negligence or misconduct in connection with the
operation of the Truck. 


5. Equipment. The Truck is fully equipped. Accordingly, all equipment
currently on the Truck shall remain in place and may only be utilized by City and District
personnel. Additional equipment may be added by Rancho Adobe as necessary and
desired upon prior notice to and consent from the City Fire Commander. 


6. Training. Orientation and technical training on all mechanical functions
of the Truck to be provided to District by qualified City Fire staff. City and District
crews shall work together to develop standard operating procedures on the use of the
Truck and functions of a truck company. City and District Crews shall work together to
develop more advanced skills and develop training techniques to teach other City and
District personnel. City and District shall make efforts to sponsor a Truck academy for
personnel to receive expert training on truck company operations. USAR operations will
be conducted jointly with truck company operations as appropriate. 


7. Operations. Currently, the District provides a Type 1 engine with a crew
of 2 ( minimum) to all Rohnert Park structure fires and commercial fire alarms ( indicating


fire-'). _ --' 
1 Tl].. a --* .. L _ .___ 7A ....,.- ..._. 7 a- n„ L._.... n-- 1. 


a possible structure fire-). IJIIUGr LIliS piopUsal, LJISLIIL: 1 WUUIU IUNpk) llU W ltUIUIUIL Edit, 


incidents with Truck 2 and operate under the direction of the Incident Commander


according to established Standard Operating Procedures. Designated City personnel
would assist the District crew to complete tasks as directed by the Incident Commander. 


8. Applicability of Auto Aid Agreement. Currently, a District engine may be
requested mutual aid for Rohnert Park incidents (i.e. vehicle extrication, technical


rescue). Under this Agreement, the District crew, if available, would respond with the


Truck and assist with crew and equipment. If the Truck responds to an incident outside


of the Rohnert Park, a City engine company will respond to the incident and combine
crews to form the truck company. The engine may be used to support the Truck as
directed by the Incident Commander. 


9. Response. It is understood amongst the parties hereunder that District


cannot guarantee 100 percent response. In cases when the Truck cannot respond initially, 


City personnel will attempt to staff the Truck with off -duty personnel, as is currently the
protocol, but from a different location. 


10. Radio Designator. The following radio designations shall be used for the
Truck: When responding to Rohnert Park Incidents: " Truck 2." When responding
outside of Rohnert Park: " Truck 9950." 


2
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11. Signage. District may add magnetic signs of Rancho Adobe Fire District
to the sides of the Truck to identify the co- staffing arrangement. 


12. Recall. City reserves the right, in it's sole discretion, to recall the Truck
without crew) as needed for maintenance, apparatus replacement ( front line engine


down), etc. 


13. Trial Period. This Agreement shall be effect for one - hundred eighty days
following the date set forth in the introductory paragraph of this Agreement. This trial
period shall be utilized by City and District to evaluate the ability and cost effectiveness
ofproviding the Rohnert Park and Cotati communities with a staffed truck company to
increase the effectiveness of fire ground operations. 


14. Right to Terminate. Either party has the right to terminate the agreement


at any time. 


CITY OF ROHNERT PAIA


BY: Lle


City Manager


RANC / ADO E FIRE DISTRICT


BY J C %• jRitUW--_ 
ITS: 


ATTEST : ; PROVED AS TO FORM: 


City Clerk v 
PF City Attorney


3
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ACORD CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE
DATE ( MMIDD /YYYY)' 


10/27/2008


PRODUCER THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION


MARSH RISK & INSURANCE SERVICES ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE


1 CALIFORNIA STREET HOLDER. THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR
CALIFORNIA LICENSE NO. 0437153 ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES BELOW. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111


102271 - FAIRA -APFD -07/ 08 Woodla INSURERS AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC # 


I INSURED ----- - - - INSURER A: American Alternative Insurance Corporation : 19720
Rancho Adobe Fire - - - - 


Protection District INSURER B. 


P. O. Box 1029 IN c: - - -- —


I


j Penngrove, CA 94951


INSURER D: 


INSURER E: 


COVERAGES


THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD INDICATED. 
NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE
MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS, EXCLUSIONS AND
CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. AGGREGATE LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS. 


1NSR ADD' 
TYPE OF INSURANCE


ILTRINSRDi
POLICY NUMBER


OLICY EFFECTIVE


DATE ( MM /DD /YY) 


POLICY EXPIRATION


DATE ( MMIDD /YY) 
LIMITS


GENERAL LIABILITY EACH OCCURRENCE


DAMAGE TO RENTED
PREMISES( Ea occurence) COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY


MED EXP (Any one person) 
CLAIMS MADE OCCUR


PERSONAL & ADV INJURY j


GENERAL AGGREGATE


GENERAL AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER PRODUCTS COMP /OP AG
i


PRO- 
POLICY r ' JECT LOC


A
AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY VFIS -CM- 1011640 -5 07/ 01/ 08 07/ 01/ 09 COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT 1, 000, 000


X ANY AUTO
Ea accident) 


ALL OWNED AUTOS BODILY INJURY


Per person) 
SCHEDULED AUTOS


BODILY INJURYX HIRED AUTOS


X NON -OWNED AUTOS
Per accident) 


PROPERTY DAMAGE
X GARAGE LIABILITY -- Per accident) 


j GARAGE LIABILITY AUTO ONLY - EA ACCI T$ 


ANY AUTO OTHE R THAN
EA A_ 


AUTO ONLY: 
AGG


EXCESS /UMBRELLA LIABILITY EACH OCCURRENCE


AGGREGATEII, OCCUR _. CLAIMS MADE


DEDUCTIBLE


RETENTION $ 


i, WORKERS COMPENSATION AND WC STATU- I IOTH- 


EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY
l_....1_ER. 


L. EACH ACCIDENT


ANY PROPRIETOR /PARTNER /EXECUTIVE
OFFICER /MEMBER EXCLUDED? H . L. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYE


H. L. DISEASE - POLICY LIMITIf yes, describe under
SPECIAL PROVISIONS below


OTHER


A AUTO PHYSICAL DAMAGE VFIS -CM- 1011640 -5 07/ 01/ 08 07/ 01/ 09 LIMIT: AGREED VALUE


PER SCHEDULE ON FILE
COMPlCOLL


EMERGENCY VEHICLES DEDUCTIBLE: $ 3, 000


I DESCRIPTION OF OPERATION SILOCATIO NS /VE H IC LE5IEXG LUS IUN5 AUUEU BY ENUUKSEMEN uSrEGIAL rKVVISIUNa


I Evidance of insurance as respects 1995 Smeal S75 Ladder Truck, VIN # 1 HTSDADRI SH664407, valued at $ 650,000. 


CERTIFICATE HOLDER SEA- 001260053 -05 CANCELLATION


Evidence of Insurance


SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE THE


EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, THE ISSUING INSURER WILL ENDEAVOR TO MAIL


30 DAYS WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER NAMED TO THE LEFT, 


BUT FAILURE TO DO SO SHALL IMPOSE NO OBLIGATION OR LIABILITY OF ANY KIND


UPON THE INSURER. ITS AGENTS OR REPRESENTATIVES. 


ACORD 25 ( 2001108) -_ 


JSusan


Balnkenburgnce
servicesO~ 


ACORD CORPORATION 1988
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THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY, PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


NEVADA CHANGES -- CANCELLATION


AND NONR,ENEWAL


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


BOILER AND MACHINERY COVERAGE PART
CAPITAL ASSETS PROGRAM ( OUTPUT POLICY) COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL AUTOMOBILE COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL. GENERAL LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL INLAND MARINE COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL LIABILITY UMBRELLA COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL PROPERTY COVERAGE PART
CRIME AND FIDELITY COVERAGE PART
EMPLOYMENT- RELATED PRACTICES LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
FARM COVERAGE PART
FARM UMBRELLA LIABILITY POLICY
LIQUOR LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
POLLUTION LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
PRODUCTS /COMPLETED OPERATIONS LIABILITY COVERAGE PART


A. The following are added to the Cancellation
Common Policy Condition: 


7. a. Midterm Cancellation


If this policy has been in effect for 70 days
or more, or if this policy is a renewal of a
policy we issued, we may cancel only for
one or more of the follow ng reasons: 


1) Nonpayment of premium; 


2) Conviction of the insured of a crime aris- 


ing out of acts increasing the hazard in- 
sured against; 


3) Discovery of fraud or material misrepre- 
sentation in obtaining the policy or in
presenting a claim thereunder; 


4) Discovery of an act or omission or a vio- 
lation of any condition of the policy which
occurred after the first effective date of


the current policy, and substantially and
materially increases the hazard insured
against; 


5) A material change in the nature or extent


of the risk, occurring after the first effec- 
tive date of the current policy, which
causes the risk of loss to be substan- 


tially and materially increased beyond
that contemplated at the time the policy
was issued or last renewed; 


6) A determination by the commissioner
that continuation of our present volume


of premiums would jeopardize our sol- 


vency or be hazardous to the interests of
our policyholders, creditors or the public; 


7) A determination by the commissioner
that the continuation of the policy would
violate, or place us in violation of, any
provision of the code. 


b. Anniversary Cancellation


If this policy is written for a term longer than
one year, we may cancel for any reason at
an anniversary, by mailing or delivering writ- 
ten notice of cancellation to the first Named


Insured at the last mailing address known to
us at least 60 days before the anniversary
date. 


B. The following is added as an additional Condition
and supersedes any other provision to the con- 
tra ry: 
NONRENEWAL


1. If we elect not to renew this policy, we will mail
or deliver to the first Named Insured shown in
the Declarations a notice of intention not to re- 
new at least 60 days before the agreed expira- 
tion date. 


If notice is mailed, proof of mailing will be suffi- 
cient proof of notice. 
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SIGNATURE ENDORSEMENT
Named Insured Endorsement Number


Policy Number Endorsement Effective


Countersigned by


Authorized Re resentative


i he above Is required to be completed only when this endorsement Is issued subsequent to the preparation of the policy. 
THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY


The Company has caused this policy to be signed by its President and Secretary, but this policy shall not
be valid unless countersigned by an authorized representative of the Company, where required. 


American Alternative Insurance Corporation


Secretary • 
Pres'sde


VLCW01( 05 /96) Copyright, American Alternative Insurance Corporation, 1996 Page 1 of 1


All Other Terms and Conditions Remain unchanged. 







American Alternative Insurance Corporation


AMC Statutory Home Office. 1013 Centre Road • Wilmington, DE 19805
Cd Administrative Office: 555 College Road East • Princeton," 0&543 -5241 • ( 800) 905 -4954
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Named Insured: Fire Agencies Insurance Risk Authority Policy Number: VFIS -CM- 1011640 -5
FAIRA) and all entities listed on the Renewal of: VFIS- CM- 101]. 640 -4


Schedule of Named insureds


451 Airport Road, Suite D Policy Period: From 711108 to 711109
Novato, CA 94945 12. 01 AM Standard Time


Type of Entity: Joint Powers Authority
Business Description: Emergency Service Organization


IN RETURN FOR THE PAYMENT OF THE PREMIUM, AND SUBJECT TO ALL TERMS OF THIS POLICY, WE AGREE WITH YOU TO
PROVIDE THE INSURANCE AS STATED IN THIS POLICY. 


I
This coverage part provides only those coverages activated by a covered auto symbol or a premium shown below: 


Coverage Covered Limit of Insurance Premium
Auto this is the most we will pay for


Symbols any one accident or loss) 


Liability (combined single limit) 1 1, 000,000 each accident INCLUDED


Auto Medical Payments 7 10,000 each person INCLUDED


Uninsured Motorists ( UM / UIM) 2 1,000,000 each accident INCLUDED


Physical [Damage— Comprehensive 7, 8 Refer to ITEM THREE INCLUDED


Physical Damage -- Collision 7, 8 Refer to ITEM THREE INCLUDED


Covered auto symbols (see the policy form for detailed definitions): 
1-- any auto 4 —owned autos other than private 7 — scheduled autos


passenger


2 —all owned autos 5 —owned autos subject to no -fault 8 — hired autos


3 — owned private passenger autos 6 —owned autos subject to a compulsory 9 — non -owned autos


UM law
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Named Insured: Fire Agencies Insurance Risk Policy Number: VFIS -CM- 1011640 -4
Authority (FAIR.A) - Policy Period: 711107 to 711108


OREIV


MIMS


This policy consists of the following forms: 


Form Number Title


N11000 02102 Schedule of Named Insureds


11- 0017 ( 11! 98 Common Policy Conditions


1-0021 07102 Nuclear Energy Liabifty Exclusion Endorsement Broad Form


CA0001 10101 Business Auto Coverage Form


CA0038 12102 War Exclusion


CA0051 12104 Changes in Coverage Forms - Mobile Equipment Sub ect to Motor Vehicle Insurance Laws


CA2002 12193 Sound Receiving Equipment Coverage -- Fire, Police and Emergency Vehicles


CA2018 12/93 Professional Services Not Covered


CA9948 0/ 0 j_ Pollution Liability - Broadened Coverage for Covered Autos - Business Auto and Truckers Coverage Fonns


IR9999 Blanket Additional Insureds


AU1001 03/ 06 EmergentSyervice Organization Auto Physical Damage Coverage Endorsement


AU1002 {03/ 00) Agreed Value Endorsement


AU1004 01196 Limitation - Named Insured


AU1005 10197 Waiver of Governmental or Charitable Immunity Endorsement - Property Damage


AU1006 01/ 96 Care, Custody or Control Exclusion Endorsement


AU1007 10197 Commandeered Auto Definition Endorsement


AU 1009 ( 03/ 00) Incidental Garage Operations


AUGA02 (05105} California - Public Entity or Emergency Service Or anization Auto Liability Coverage Endorsement


CA0143 05107 California Changes


CA0424 05/05 California Auto Medlcal Payments Coverage


CA2154 05/05 California Uninsured Motorists Coverage - Bod€€y €niury


IL0270 09107 California Changes - Cancellation and Nonrenewal


CA0136 10/01 Nevada Changes


CA2127 03/ 06 Nevada Uninsured Motorists Coverage


IL0110 07/01 Nevada Chan es Concealment, Misre resentation or Fraud


IL0251 01102 Nevada Changes - Cancellation and Nonrenewal


VLCW01 ( 05/96) 1 Signature Endorsement


In return for payment of the premium, and subject to all the terms of this policy, we agree with you to
provide the insurance as stated in the policy. The policy consists of this Declarations and any coverage
forms and endorsements listed here or qisewliere in tthe;


i
policy. 


dv 7129108


Authorize ( countersignature, where required) Date
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THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


NUCLEAR ENERGY LIABILITY EXCLUSION
ENDORSEMENT


Broad Form) 


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


COMMERCIAL AUTOMOBILE COVERAGE PART


COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
FARM COVERAGE PART


LIQUOR LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
OWNERS AND CONTRACTORS PROTECTIVE LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
POLLUTION LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
PRODUCTS/ COMPLETED OPERATIONS LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
RAILROAD PROTECTIVE LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK POLICY


1. The insurance does not apply: B. Under any Medical Payments coverage, to


A- Under any Liability Coverage, to " bodily injury' 
property ": 


expenses incurred with respect to " bodily injury" 
resulting from the " hazardous properties" ofor damage
nuclear material" and arising out of the opera - 


1) With respect to which an " insured" under tion of a " nuclear facility" by any person or or- 
the policy Is also an insured under a nuclear ganizabon. 


energy liability policy issued by Nuclear En- 
ergy Liability Insurance Association, Mutual C, Under any Liability Coverage, to " bodily injury' 


property " hazardous
Atomic Energy Liability Underwriters, Nu- 


or damage" resulting from


Canada _ _, _ _ rclear insurance Association or , anaaa Uc
nrooerties" of "nuclear material "; if: 


any of their successors, or would be an in- 1) The "nuclear material" ( a) is at any " nuclear
sured under any such policy but for its ter- facility" owned by, or operated by or on be- 
mination upon exhaustion of its limit of li- half of, an " insured" or ( b) has been dis- 


ability; or charged or dispersed therefrom; 


2) Resulting from the " hazardous properties" 2) The "nuclear material" is contained in " spent
of " nuclear material" and with respect to fuel" or " waste" at any time possessed, 
which ( a) any person or organization is re- handled, used, processed, stored, trans - 


quired to maintain financial protection pur- ported or disposed of, by or on behalf of an
suant to the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, or insured "; or


any law amendatory thereof, or ( b) the " in- 3) The " bodily injury` or " property damage" 
sured" is, or had this policy not been issued arises out of the furnishing by an " insured" 
would be, entitled to indemnity from the of services, materials, parts or equipment in
United States of America, or any agency connection with the planning, construction, 
thereof, under any agreement entered into maintenance, operation or use of any " nu- 
by the United States of America, or any clear facility ", but if such facility is located
agency thereof, with any person or organi- within the United States of America, its ter - 
zation. ritories or possessions or Canada, this ex- 


clusion ( 3) applies only to " property dam- 
age" to such " nuclear facility' and any
property thereat. 
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COMMERCIAL_ AUTO


CA 00 01 10 01


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM


Various provisions in this policy restrict coverage. 
Read the entire policy carefully to determine rights, 
duties and what is and is not covered. 


Throughout this policy the words " you" and " your" 
refer to the Named Insured shown in the Declara- 
tions. The words " we ", "us" and " our" refer to the


Company providing this insurance. 
Other words and phrases that appear in quotation


marks have special meaning. Refer to Section V -- 
Definitions. 


SECTION I - COVERED AUTOS


Item Two of the declarations shows the " autos" that
are covered "autos" for each of your coverages. The
following numerical symbols describe the " autos" 
that may be covered " autos ". The symbols entered
next to a coverage on the Declarations designate the


only "autos" that are covered " autos ". 
A. Description Of Covered Auto Designation


Symbols


Symbol Description Of Covered Auto Designation Symbols


1 An " Auto" 


2 Owned "Autos" Only those "autos" you own ( and for Liability Coverage any "trailers" you don' t own
Only while attached to power units you own). This includes those "autos" you acquire


ownershi of after the poligy begins. 
3 Owned Private Only the private passenger "autos" you own. This includes those private passenger


Passenger " autos" you acquire ownership of after the policy begins. 
Autos" Only


4 Owned "Autos" Only those "autos" you own that are not of the private passenger type ( and for Li- 
Other Than Pri- ability Coverage any "trailers" you don' t own while attached to power units you
vate Passenger own). This Includes those " autos" not of the private passenger type you acquire
Autos" Only ownership of after the policy begins. 


5 Owned "Autos" Only those "autos" you own that are required to have No -Fault benefits in the state
Subject To No- where they are licensed or principally garaged. This includes those " autos" you ac- 
Fault quire ownership of after the policy begins provided they are required to have No- 


Fault benefits in the state where they are licensed or rind all garaged_ 
6 Owned "Autos" Only those "autos" you own that because of the law in the state where they are li- 


Subject To A censed or principally garaged are required to have and cannot reject Uninsured
Compulsory Motorists Coverage. This includes, those "autos" you acquire ownership of after the
Uninsured Mo- policy begins provided they are subject to the same state uninsured motorists re- 
torists Law quirement


7 Specifically De- Only those "autos" described in Item Three of the Declarations for which a pre- 
scribed "Autos" mium charge is shown ( and for Liability Coverage any " trailers" you don' t own while


attached to any power unit described In Item Three). 
8 Hired "Autos" Only those "autos" you lease, hire, rent or borrow. This does not include any "auto" 


Only you lease, hire, rent, or borrow from any of your "employees ", partners ( if you are a
partnership), members ( if you are a limited liability company) or members of their
households. 


9 Nonowned Only those "autos" you do not own, lease, hire, rent or borrow that are used in con - 
Autos" Only nection with your business. This includes "autos" owned by your "employees ", part- 


ners ( if you are a partnership), members ( if you are a limited liability company), or
members of their households but only while used in your business or your personal
affairs. 
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c. Anyone liable for the conduct of an " in- 
sured" described above but only to the ex- 
tent of that liability. 


2. Coverage Extensions


a. Supplementary Payments


In addition to the Limit of Insurance, we will


pay for the " insured ": 
1) All expenses we incur. 


2) Up to $ 2,000 for cost of bail bonds ( in- 
cluding bonds for related traffic law vio- 
lations) required because of an " acci- 


dent" we cover. We do not have to fur- 
nish these bonds. 


3) The cost of bonds to release attach- 


ments in any "suit" against the " insured" 
we defend, but only for bond amounts
within our Limit of Insurance. 


4) All reasonable expenses Incurred by the
insured" at our request, including actual


loss of earnings up to $ 250 a day be- 
cause of time off from work. 


5) All costs taxed against the " insured" in


any " suit" against the " insured" we de- 
fend. 


6) All Interest on the full amount of any
judgment that accrues after entry of the
judgment in any " suit' against the " in- 
sured" we defend, but our duty to pay
interest ends when we have paid, of- 


fered to pay or deposited in court the
part of the judgment that is within our
Limit of Insurance. 


b. Out -Of -State Coverage Extensions


White a covered " auto" is away from the
state where it is licensed we will: 


1) Increase the Limit of Insurance for Li- 


ability Coverage to meet the limits
specified by a compulsory or financial
responsibility law of the jurisdiction
Where the covered " auto" is being used. 
This extension does not apply to the limit
or limits specified by any taw governing
motor carriers of passengers or prop- 


erty. 


2) Provide the minimum amounts and
types of other coverages, such as no- 


fault, required of out -of -state vehicles by
the jurisdiction where the covered " auto" 


is being used. 


We will not pay anyone more than once for
the same elements of loss because of
these extensions. 


B. Exclusions


This insurance does not apply to any of the fol- 
lowing: 


1. Expected Or Intended Injury


Bodily injury" or " property damage" expected
or intended from the standpoint of the " in- 
sured". 


2. Contractual


Liability assumed under any contract or agree- 
ment. 


But this exclusion does not apply to liability for
damages: 


a. Assumed in a contract or agreement that is


an " insured contract" provided the " bodily
injury" or " property damage" occurs subse- 
quent to the execution of the contract or


agreement; or


b. That the " insured" would have in the ab- 
sence of the contract or agreement. 


3. Workers' Compensation


Any obligation for which the " insured" or the
insured' s" insurer may be held liable under any


workers' compensation, disability benefits or
unemployment compensation law or any similar
law. 


4. Employee indemnification And Employer's


Liability


Bodily injury" to: 


a. An "employee" of the " insured" arising out of
and in fha nnnrca nf- 


1) Employment by the " insured "; or


2) Performing the duties related to the con- 
duct of the " insured' s" business; or


b. The spouse, child, parent, brother or sister
of that " employee" as a consequence of
Paragraph a. above. 


This exclusion applies: 


1) Whether the ' insured" may be liable as
an employer or in any other capacity; 
and


2) To any obligation to share damages with
or repay someone else who must pay
damages because of the injury. 


But this exclusion does not apply to " bodily in- 
jury" to domestic " employees" not entitled to
workers' compensation benefits or to liability
assumed by the " insured" under an " insured
contract". For the purposes of the Coverage
Form, a domestic " employee" is a person en- 
gaged in household or domestic work per- 


formed principally in connection with a resi- 
dence premises. 
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Paragraphs b. and c. above of this exclu- 
sion do not apply to " accidents" that occur
away from premises owned by or rented to
an " insured" with respect to " pollutants" not
in or upon a covered "auto" if: 


1) The " pollutants" or any property in which
the " pollutants" are contained are upset, 


overturned or damaged as a result of the
maintenance or use of a covered " auto'; 


and


2) The discharge, dispersal, seepage, mi- 
gration, release or escape of the " pollut- 


ants" is caused directly by such upset, 
overturn or damage. 


12. War


Bodily injury" or " property damage" due to war, 
whether or not declared, or any act or condition
incident to war. War includes civil war, insur- 
rection, rebellion or revolution. This exclusion
applies only to liability assumed under a con- 
tract or agreement. 


13. Racing
Covered " autos" while used In any professional
or organized racing or demolition contest or
stunting activity, or while practicing for such
contest or activity. This insurance also does not
apply while that covered " auto" is being pre- 
pared for such a contest or activity. 


C. Limit Of Insurance


Regardless of the number of covered " autos ", "in- 


sureds", premiums paid, claims made or vehicles


involved in the • accioenr > me most we will day wr
the total of all damages and "covered pollution cost


or expense" combined, resulting from any one "ac- 
cident" Is the Limit of Insurance for Liability Cover- 
age shown in the Declarations. 


All " bodily injury", " property damage" and " covered
pollution cost or expense" resulting from continu- 
ous or repeated exposure to substantially the
same conditions will be considered as resulting
from one "accident ". 


No one will be entitled to receive duplicate pay- 
ments for the same elements of " loss" under this


Coverage Form and any Medical Payments Cov- 
erage Endorsement, Uninsured Motorists Cover- 
age Endorsement or Underinsured Motorists Cov- 
erage Endorsement attached to this Coverage
Part. 


SECTION III — PHYSICAL DAMAGE COVERAGE


A. Coverage


1. We will pay for " loss" to a covered "auto" or its
equipment under: 


a. Comprehensive Coverage


From any cause except: 
1) The covered " auto's" collision with an- 


other object; or


2) The covered "auto' s" overturn. 


b. Specified Causes Of Loss Coverage


Caused by: 


1) l=ire, lightning or explosion; 
2) Theft; 


3) Windstorm, hail or earthquake; 


4) Flood; 


5) Mischief or vandalism; or


S) The sinking, burning, collision or derail- 
ment of any conveyance transporting the
covered "auto ". 


c. Collision Coverage


Caused by: 
1) The covered " auto's" collision with an- 


other object; or


2) The covered " auto's" overturn. 


2. Towing . 


We will pay up to the limit shown in the Decla- 
rations for towing and labor costs incurred each
time a covered auto" of the private passenger
type is disabled. However, the labor must be
performed at the place of disablement. 


3. Glass Breakage — Hitting A laird Or Animal — 
Falling Objects Or Missiles


If you carry Comprehensive Coverage for the
damaged covered " auto ", we will pay for the
following under Comprehensive Coverage: 
a. Glass breakage; 


b. " Loss" caused by hitting a bird or animal; 
and


c. " Loss" caused by falling objects or missiles. 


However, you have the option of having glass
breakage caused by a covered "auto's" collision
or overturn considered a " loss" under Collision
Coverage. 
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Exclusions 4.c. and 4.d. do not apply to: 


a. Equipment designed solely for the repro- 
duction of sound and accessories used with


such equipment, provided such equipment


is permanently installed In the covered
auto" at the time of the " loss" or such


equipment is removable from a housing unit
which is permanently installed In the cov- 
ered " auto" at the time of the " loss ", and


such equipment is designed to be solely
operated by use of the power from the
auto's" electrical system, in or upon the


covered "auto'; or


b. Any other electronic equipment that is: 


1) Necessary for the normal operation of
the covered " auto" or the monitoring of
the covered " auto's" operating system; 
or


2) An integral part of the same unit housing
any sound reproducing equipment de- 
scribed in a. above and permanently in- 
stalled In the opening of the dash or
console of the covered " auto" normally
used by the manufacturer for installation
of a radio. 


5. We will not pay for " loss" to a covered " auto" 
due to " diminution in value ". 


C. Limit Of Insurance


1. The most we will pay for "loss' in any one " ac- 
cident" is the lesser of: 


a. The actual cash value of the damaged or


stolen property as of the time of the " loss' 
or


b. The cost of repairing or replacing the dam- 
aged or stolen property with other property
of like kind and quality. 


2. An adjustment for depreciation and physical


condition will be made in determining actual
cash value in the event of a total " loss ". 


3. If a repair or replacement results in better than


like kind or quality, we will not pay for the
amount of the betterment. 


D. Deductible


For each covered " auto ", our obligation to pay for, 
repair, return or replace damaged or stolen prop- 
erty will be reduced by the applicable deductible
shown in the Declarations. Any Comprehensive
Coverage deductible shown in the Declarations


does not apply to " loss" caused by fire or lightning. 


SECTION Iv-- BUSINESS AUTO CONDITIONS


The following conditions apply in addition to the
Common Policy Conditions: 
A. toss Conditions


1. Appraisal For physical Damage toss


If you and we disagree on the amount of "loss ", 


either may demand an appraisal of the " loss ". 
In this event, each party will select a competent
appraiser. The two appraisers will select a
competent and impartial umpire. The apprais- 


ers will state separately the actual cash value
and amount of " loss ". If they fall to agree, they
will submit their differences to the umpire. A
decision agreed to by any two will be binding. 
Each party will: 


a. Pay its chosen appraiser; and
b. Bear the other expenses of the appraisal


and umpire equally. 


If we submit to an appraisal, we will still retain


our right to deny the claim. 


2, duties In The Event Of Accident, Claim, Suit
Or Loss


We have no duty to provide coverage under
this policy unless there has been full compli- 
ance with the following duties: 
a. In the event of " accident ", claim, " suit" or


loss ", you must give us or our authorized
representative prompt notice of .the " acci- 


dent" or "loss ". Include: 


1) How, when and where the " accident" or
loss` occurred; 


2) The "Insured's" name and address; and


3) To the extent possible, the names and


addresses of any injured persons and
witnesses. 


b. Additionally, you and any other involved " in- 
sured" must: 


1) Assume, no obligation, make no payment
or incur no expense without our consent, 
except at the " insured' s" own cost. 


2) immediately send us copies of any re- 
quest, demand, order, notice, summons


or legal paper received concerning the
claim or "suit ". 


3) Cooperate with us In the Investigation or
settlement of the claim or defense
against the "suit ". 


4) Authorize us to obtain medical records
or other pertinent information. 
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d. When this Coverage Form and any other
Coverage Form or policy covers on the
same basis, either excess or primary, we
will pay only our share, Our share is the
proportion that the Limit of Insurance of our
Coverage Form bears to the total of the lim- 
its of all the Coverage Forms and policies


covering on the same basis. 
6. Premium Audit


a. The estimated premium for this Coverage
Form is based on the exposures you told us


you would have when this policy began. We
will compute the final premium due when
we determine your actual exposures. The
estimated total premium will be credited
against the final premium due and the first
Named Insured will be billed for the bal- 


ance, if any. The due date for the final pre- 
mium or retrospective premium is the date
shown as the due date on the bill. If the es- 
timated total premium exceeds the final
premium due, the first Named Insured will
get a refund. 


b. If this policy is issued for more than one
year, the premium for this Coverage Form
will be computed annually based on our
rates or premiums in effect at the beginning
of each year of the policy. 


7. Policy Period, Coverage Territory
Under this Coverage Form, we cover " acci- 


dents" and " losses" occurring: 


a. During the policy period shown in the Decla- 
rations; -and


b. Within the coverage territory. 


The coverage territory is: 
a. The United States of America; 


b. The territories and possessions of the
United States of America; 


c. Puerto Rico; 


d. Canada; and


e. Anywhere in the world if: 


1) A covered " auto" of the private passen- 
ger type is ] eased, hired, rented or bor- 
rowed without a driver for a period of 30
days or less; and


2) The " insured's" responsibility to pay
damages is determined in a " suit" on the
merits, in the United States of America, 
the territories and possessions of the
United States of America, Puerto Rico, 


or Canada or in a settlement we agree
to. 


We also cover " loss" to, or "accidents" involv- 


ing, a covered " auto" while being transported
between any of these places. 


8. Two Or More Coverage Forms Or Policies


Issued By Us


If this Coverage Form and any other Coverage
Form or policy issued to you by us or any com- 
pany affiliated with us apply to the same " acci- 
dent", the aggregate maximum Limit of Insur- 
ance under all the Coverage Forms or policies


shall not exceed the highest applicable Limit of
Insurance under any one Coverage Form or
policy. This condition does not apply to any
Coverage Form or policy issued by us or an af- 
filiated company specifically to apply as excess
Insurance over this Coverage Form. 


SECTION V — DEFINITIONS


A. " Accident" includes continuous or repeated expo- 


sure to the same conditions resulting in " bodily in- 
jury" or "property damage ". 


B. " Auto" means a land motor vehicle, " trailer' or


semitrailer designed for travel on public roads but


does not include " mobile equipment ". 


C. " Bodily injury" means bodily injury, sickness or dis- 
ease sustained by a person including death re- 
sulting from any of these. 


D. " Covered pollution cost or expense" means any
cost or expense arising out of: 


1. Any request, demand, order or statutory or
regulatory requirement; or


2. Any claim or "suit" by or on behalf of a govern - 
mentai authority detiiandiing


that the " insured" or others test for, monitor, clean


up, remove, contain, treat, detoxify or neutralize, or
in any way respond to, or assess the effects of
pollutants ". 


Covered pollution cost or expense" does not in- 


clude any cost or expense arising out of the actual, 
alleged or threatened discharge, dispersal, seep- 
age, migration, release or escape of "pollutants ": 


a. That are, or that are contained in any prop- 
erty that is: 


1) Being transported or towed by, handled, 
or handled for movement into, onto or
from the covered "auto'; 


2) Otherwise in the course of transit by or
on behalf of the " insured "; 


3) Being stored, disposed of, treated or
processed in or upon the covered " auto "; 
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K, " Mobile equipment" means any of the following
types of land vehicles, including any attached ma- 
chinery or equipment: 


1. Bulldozers, farm machinery, forklifts and other
vehicles designed for use principally off public
roads; 


2. Vehicles maintained for use solely on or next to
premises you own or rent; 


3. Vehicles that travel on crawler treads; 


4. Vehicles, whether self - propelled or not, main- 


tained primarily to provide mobility to perma- 
nently mounted: 


a. Power cranes, shovels, loaders, diggers or
drills; or


b. Road construction or resurfacing equipment
such as graders, scrapers or rollers. 


5. Vehicles not described in Paragraphs 1., 2., 3., 
or 4, above that are not self-propelled and are


maintained primarily to provide mobility to per - 
manently attached equipment of the following
types: 


a. Air compressors, pumps and generators, 


including spraying, welding, building clean - 
ing,. _ geophysical_ exploration,.. lighting and
well servicing equipment; or


b. Cherry pickers and similar devices used to
raise or lower workers. 


b. Cherry pickers and similar devices mounted
on automobile or truck chassis and used to
raise or lower workers; and


c. Air compressors, pumps and generators, 


including spraying, welding, building clean- 
ing, geophysical exploration, lighting or well
servicing equipment. 


L. " Pollutants" means any solid, liquid, gaseous or
thermal irritant or contaminant, including smoke, 
vapor, soot, fumes, acids, alkalis, chemicals and
waste. Waste Includes materials to be recycled, 
reconditioned or reclaimed. 


M. " Property damage" means damage to or loss of
use of tangible property. 


N. " Suit" means a civil proceeding in which: 


1. Damages because of " bodily injury" or " prop- 
erty damage'; or


2. A "covered pollution cost or expense ", 


to which this insurance applies, are alleged. 


Suit" includes: 


6. Vehicles not described in Paragraphs 1., 2., 3. 
or 4, above maintained primarily for purposes
other than the transportation of persons or
cargo. However, self- propelled vehicles with p, 


the following types of permanently attached
equipment are not " mobile equipment" but will
be considered "autos ": 


a. An arbitration proceeding in which such
damages or " covered pollution costs or ex- 
penses" are claimed and to which the " in- 
sured" must submit -or does submit-with our
consent; or


b. Any other alternative dispute resolution pro- 
ceeding In which such damages or "covered
pollution costs or expenses" are claimed


and to which the insured submits with our
consent. 


7emporary worker" means a person who is fur- 
nished to you to substitute for ,a permanent " em- 
ployoo" on leave or to meet seasonal or short -term
workload conditions. 


a. Equipment designed primarily for: P. " Trailer" includes semitrailer. 


1) Snow removal; 


2) Road maintenance, but not construction


or resurfacing; or


3) Street cleaning; 
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e. Insurrection, rebellion, revolution, usurped IF


power, or action taken by governmental
authority in hindering or defending against
any of these. 


E. Changes In Personal Injury Protection
Coverage


1. If Personal Injury Protection, no- fault, or other
similar coverage is attached, and; 


a. Contains, in whole or in part, a War exclu- 


sion, that exclusion is replaced by Para- 
graph 2. 


b. Does not contain a war exclusion, Para- 
graph 2. is added. 


2. This insurance does not apply to: 
WAR


Bodily injury" or "property damage ", if applica- 
ble, arising directly or indirectly, out of: 


a. War, including undeclared or civil war; 


b. Warlike action by a military force, including
action in hindering or defending against an
actual or expected attack, by any govern- 
ment, sovereign or other authority using
military personnel or other agents; or


c. Insurrection, rebellion, revolution, usurped


power, or action taken by governmental
authority in hindering or defending against
any of these. 


Changes lit Single Interest Automobile


Physical Damage Insurance Policy


The War exclusion is replaced by the following: 


a. War, including undeclared or civil war; 


b. Warlike action by a military force, including
action in hindering or defending against an
actual or expected attack, by any govern- 
ment, sovereign or other authority using
military personnel or other agents; or


c. Insurrection, rebellion, revolution, usurped


power, or action taken by governmental
authority in hindering or defending against
any of these. 
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COMMERCIAL AUTO


CA 20 0212 93


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


SOUND RECEIVING EQUIPMENT COVERAGE -- FIRE, 


POLICE AND EMERGENCY VEHICLES


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following_ 


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM
BUSINESS AUTO PHYSICAL DAMAGE COVERAGE FORM


With respect to coverage provided by this endorsement, the provisions of the Coverage Form apply unless
modified by the endorsement. 
PHYSICAL DAMAGE COVERAGE is changed as follows: 


The exclusion relating to Audio, Visual and Data Electronic Equipment does not apply to any equipment that is
installed in a covered "auto" which is: 


1. Owned by a police or fire department; 


2. Equipped as an emergency vehicle and owned by a political body or any of its agencies; or


3. Equipped as an emergency vehicle and owned by a volunteer fire department, volunteer rescue squad or
volunteer ambulance corps. 
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COMMERCIAL AUTO? 


CA 99 48 09 02


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


POLLUTION LIABILITY -- BROADENED COVERAGE


FOR COVERED AUTOS -- BUSINESS AUTO, 


MOTOR CARRIER AND TRUCKERS COVERAGE FORMS


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM
MOTOR CARRIER COVERAGE FORM
TRUCKERS COVERAGE FORM


With respect to coverage provided by this endorsement, the provisions of the Coverage Form apply unless modi- 
fied by the endorsement. 


A. Liability Coverage is changed as follows: 
1. Paragraph a. of the ' Pollution Exclusion ap- 


plies only to liability assumed under a contract
or agreement. 


2. With respect to the coverage afforded by Para- 
graph A.I. above, Exclusion B.6. Care, Cus- 


tody Or Control does not apply. 
D. Changes in Definitions


For the purposes of this endorsement, Paragraph
D. of the Definitions Section is replaced by the
following: 


p. " Covered pollution cast or expense" means any
cost or expense arising out of: 


1. Any request, demand, order or statutory or
regulatory requirement; or


2. Any claim or "suit" by or on behalf of a gov- 
ernmental authority demanding


that the " insured" or others test for, monitor, 
clean up, remove, contain, treat, detoxify or
neutralize, or in any way respond to, or assess
the effects of "pollutants ". 


Covered pollution cost or expense" does not


include any cost or expense arising out of the
actual, alleged or threatened discharge, disper- 
sal, seepage, migration, release or escape of
pollutants ": 


a. Before the " pollutants" or any property in
which the " pollutants" are contained are


moved from the place where they are
accepted by the " insured" for movement
into or onto the covered "auto'; or


b. After the " pollutants" or any property in
which the " pollutants" are contained are


moved from the covered " auto" to the


place where they are finally delivered, 
disposed of or abandoned by the " in- 
sured". 


Paragraphs a. and b. above do not apply to
accidents" that occur away from premises


owned by or rented to an " insured" with re- 
spect to " pollutants" not in or upon a cov- 
ered " auto" if: 


4t Tho " nnilufante" nr nn nrnnarty in


which the " pollutants" are contained


are upset, overturned or damaged as
result of the maintenance or use of


covered "auto "; and


2) The discharge, dispersal, seepage, 
migration, release or escape of the
pollutants" is caused directly by


such upset, overturn or damage. 
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AATC . . 
American AtteMlIlue Insurance Gorpnrattnn


EMERGENCY SERVICE ORGANIZATION


AUTO PHYSICAL DAMAGE COVERAGE ENDORSEMENT


Named Insured Endorsement Number


Policy Number Endorsement Effective


Countersigned by


Authorized Representative) 


the above is required to be completed only when this endorsement is issued subsequent to the preparation of the policy. 


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


AUTO COVERAGE PART


COMMERCIAL AUTO COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL AUTOMOBILE POLICY


SECTION III - PHYSICAL DAMAGE COVERAGE


TOWING


Coverage A.2., Towing, is deleted and replaced by the following: 


For any "auto" listed in the schedule of vehicles for which a premium charge has been made for
Comprehensive coverage, we will pay reasonable towing and labor costs incurred for towing the
vehicle from the scene of disablement, or labor costs incurred to make temporary repairs to
restart the vehicle so it can be driven from the scene, provided: 


a. the labor is performed at a place of disablement other than your normal garaging
location for such "auto"; and


b. the towing does not exceed 200 miles from the place of disablement. 


GLASS BREAKAGE


Coverage A.3., Glass Breakage -- Hitting a Bird or Animal — Falling Objects or Missiles, is deleted
and replaced by the following: 


If you carry Comprehensive Coverage for the damaged covered " auto ", we will pay for the
following under Comprehensive Coverage: 


a. Full window glass breakage, without deductible; 
b, " Loss" caused by hitting a bird or animal; and
C. " Loss" caused by failing objects or missiles. 


AU1001 ( 03/ 06) Copyright 2006 American Altemative Insurance Corporation. Page 1 of 3
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The following replaces paragraph C. Limit of Insurance: 


The most we will pay for "loss" to a " forestry vehicle" or "forestry equipment' in any one "accident" 
is the lesser of: 


a. The actual cash value of the damaged or stolen property as of the time of the "loss'; or


b. The cost of repairing or replacing the damaged or stolen property with other property of like
kind and quality. 


An adjustment for depreciation and physical condition will be made in determining actual cash
value in the event of a total " toss ". No payment will be made under this extension unless the


damaged or stolen property its actually repaired or replaced. Repairs to or replacement of the
damaged or stolen property with the same kind of property must be done within a year of the date
of "loss'. If a repair or replacement results in better than like kind or quality, we will not pay for the
amount of the betterment. 


For any Comprehensive " losses" covered by this extension, we will use the smallest
Comprehensive deductible applying to any of your scheduled " autos ". For any Collision " losses" 
covered by this extension, we will use the smallest Collision deductible applying to any of your
scheduled "autos ". 


We shall have no salvage rights to any "forestry vehicle" or "forestry equipment". 


DEDUCTIBLE WAIVER


The following is added to paragraph D. Deductible: 


If a " loss" covered under this policy also involves a " loss" under an emergency service
organization Portable Equipment or Property coverage part issued by us, only one deductible, the
largest, will be applied. The deductible under the other coverage parts will be waived. Regardless


of the number of covered " autos" suffering a physical damage " loss" while engaged in a single
emergency, only one deductible, the largest, shall apply to the entire event. 
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All other provisions of SECTION III - PHYSICAL DAMAGE COVERAGE - are unchanged. 


Additional definitions applicable to this endorsement: 


Auto" shall include its equipment other than portable firefighting and rescue related equipment. 


Permanently attached equipment" means equipment that is welded, bolted or permanently screwed
to the dashboard, firewall or body of the "auto." Equipment Inserted on permanently installed slide
brackets with or without the use of setscrews or tension, or portable firefighting and rescue related
equipment, shall not be construed as " permanently attached equipment." 


The following is added to item B. OWNED AUTOS YOU ACOUIRE AFTER THE POLICY BEGINS of
Section I — COVERED AUTOS: 


3. if symbols 7 and 8 are entered next to a coverage in Item Two of the Declarations, for owned " autos" 
or "autos" you lease for a period of six months or more, acquired after the policy begins and not
described In the Declarations, we will pay under the Comprehensive or Collision coverages the least
of the following: 


a. the cost of repairing the damaged property; or


b. the cost to replace a part or parts of the damaged property as of the time of the " loss" with a
part or parts of like kind and quality, without deduction for depreciation; or


c. the actual cash value of the newly acquired "auto" or your actual cost of purchase of the newly
acquired " auto," whichever is more; 


provided that the newly acquired "auto" is an emergency vehicle and you agree to notify us as soon as
possible. This coverage will cease at the end of the policy period during which the "auto" was
acquired. 
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WAIVER OF GOVERNMENTAL OR CHARITABLE IMMUNITY


ENDORSEMENT -- PROPERTY DAMAGE
Named Insured Endorsement Number


Policy Number Endorsement Effective


Countersigned by


Authorized Representative) 


fhe above is required to be completed only when this endorsement is issued subsequent to the preparation of the policy. 


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM


We will waive, both in the adjustment of claims and in the defense of any "property damage" suit against
the " insured ", any charitable or governmental immunity of the " insured ", unless the " insured" requests in
writing that we not do so. 


Waiver of immunity as a defense will not subject us to liability for any portion of a claim or judgment in
excess of the applicable limit of insurance. 


AU1005 (10197) Copyright, American Alternative Insurance Corporation, 1997 Page 1 of 1


All Other Terms and Conditions remain unchanged. 







AMC
dmetfc rf tllherr Alwe.InSrrrr7cr E rptli&tlGk


COMMANDEERED AUTO DEFINITION ENDORSEMENT
Named insured Endorsement Number


Policy Number Endorsement Effective


Countersigned by


Authorized Representative) 


The above is required to be completed only when this endorsement is issued subsequent to the preparation of the policy. 


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM


SECTION V - DEFINITIONS


The following definition is added: 


Commandeered auto" means an "auto" belonging to someone else that you seize, confiscate or take
arbitrarily by force, into your temporary care, custody or control while using it as part of an "emergency
situation." " Commandeered auto" does not include an " auto" owned by or available to an employee or
volunteer of your organization from whom you have tacit approval to use the "auto ". 


Emergency Situation" means an unexpected situation demanding Immediate official action, 
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CALIFORNIA - 


PUBLIC ENTITY OR EMERGENCY SERVICE ORGANIZATION
AUTO LIABILITY COVERAGE ENDORSEMENT


Named Insured Endorsement Number


Policy Number _ Endorsement EffecUve


Countersigned by


Authorized Representative) 


The above is required to be completed only when this endorsement is issued subsequent to the preparation of the policy. 


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


This endorsement modifies Insurance provided under the following: 


AUTO COVERAGE PART


COMMERCIAL AUTOMOBILE POLICY


SECTION I - COVERED AUTOS


A. DESCRIPTION OF COVERED AUTO DESIGNATION SYMBOLS
A "commandeered auto° shall be deemed to be a covered "auto" you own. 


SECTION it - LIABILITY COVERAGE


VOLUNTEERS AND " EMPLOYEES ".AS " INSUREDS" 


A.1., Who Is An Insured, is modified by the addition of paragraph d., as follows: 


d. Any volunteer or " employee" of yours while using a covered "auto" you don' t own, hire or borrow in
your business or your personal affairs. Insurance provided by this extension is excess over any
other insurance available to any volunteer or "employee ". 


TEMPORARY SUBSTITUTE VEHICLE COVERAGE


A.1., Who Is An Insured, is modified by the addition of paragraph e., as follows: 


e. The owner or anyone else from whom you rent, lease or borrow a substitute vehicle is an
insured" but only for that covered " auto ". The substitute must be for a similar scheduled vehicle


which is out of normal use because of its breakdown, repair, servicing, loss or destruction. The
substitute " auto" will be considered a covered " auto" you own and not a covered " auto" you rent, 
lease, or borrow. 


AUCA02 ( 05/05) Copyright, American Alternative Insurance Corporation, 2005 Page ' I of 2







COMMERCIAL. AUTO


CA 0143 05 07


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


GAL.IFORNIA GHANGES


For a covered " auto" licensed or principally garaged in or " garage operations" conducted in California this en- 
dorsement modifies Insurance provided under the following: 


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM
BUSINESS AUTO PHYSICAL DAMAGE COVERAGE FORM
GARAGE COVERAGE FORM
MOTOR CARRIER COVERAGE FORM
TRUCKERS COVERAGE FORM


With respect to coverage provided by this endorsement, the provisions of the Coverage Form apply unless modi- 
fied by the endorsement. 


A: The term " spouse" is replaced by the following: b. The other provides coverage to a person


Spouse or registered domestic partner under Cali- 
not engaged in that business, and


fornia law. • c. At the time of an " accident" an " insured" 


B. The following are added to the Other Insurance
under the Coverage Form described in
Paragraph 2. a. is operating an " auto" 


Condition in the Business Auto and Garage Cov- 
owned by a person described in Paragrapherage Forms and the Other insurance — Primary 2,11b., then the Coverage Form Issued to the


And Excess Insurance Provisions in the Motor business described in Paragraph 2. a. is
Carrier and Truckers Coverage Forms and super- 


primary and liability coverage issued to
sede any provisions to the contrary: a person described in Paragraph 2.b. is ex- 
1. When this Coverage Form and any other Cov- cess over any coverage available to the


erage Form or policy providing liability cover- business. 
age apply to an "auto" antiw,. ,.,.., ,_ _, . __._ _..,. 


3. vvnen this coverage corm and any Diner nov- When Coverage other


a. One provides coverage to a Named Insured erage Form or policy providing liability cover - 
engaged in the business of selling, repair- age apply to a " commercial vehicle" and: 
ing, servicing, delivering, testing or road- a. One provides coverage to a Named In- 
testing " autos and sured, who In the course of business, rents


b. The other provides coverage to a person or leases " commercial vehicles" without op- 
not engaged in that business, and erators, and


c. At the time of an " accident", a person de- b. The other provides coverage to a person
scribed in Paragraph 1. 1b. is operating an other than as described in Paragraph 3. a., 
auto" owned by the business described in and


Paragraph 1. a., then that person's liability
coverage is and the Coverage


a. At the time of accident", a person who


Insuredprimary
Form issued to a business described in


is not the Named of the policy


Paragraph 1. a. is excess over any cover- 
scribed t


Paragraph and who is not
such Named In- the agent or employee" " o In- 


age available to that person. age
sured is operating a " commercial vehicle" 


2. When this Coverage Form and any other Cov- provided by the business covered by the
erage Form or policy providing liability cover- Coverage Form or policy described in
age apply to an "auto" and: Paragraph 3.a., then the liability coverage
a. One provides coverage to a Named Insured provided by the Coverage Form or policy


engaged in the business of selling, repair- described In Paragraph 3. b. is primary, and


ing, servicing, delivering, testing or road - the liability coverage provided by the Cov - 
testing "autos ", and erage Form or policy described in Para- 


graph 3. a. is excess over any coverage
available to that person. 
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COMMERCIAL AUTO


CA 04 24 05 05


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


CALIFORNIA AUTO MEDICAL. PAYMENTS COVERAGE


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM


GARAGE COVERAGE FORM
MOTOR CARRIER COVERAGE FORM
TRUCKERS COVERAGE FORM


With respect to coverage provided by this endorsement, the provisions of the Coverage Form apply unless modi- 
fied by the endorsement. 


A. Coverage


We will pay reasonable expenses incurred for
necessary medical and funeral services to or for
an " insured" who sustains " bodily injury" caused by
accident". We will pay only those expenses in- 


curred, for services rendered within three years
from the date of the "accident". 


B. Who Is An Insured


1. You while " occupying" or, while a pedestrian, 
when struck by any "auto". 


2. If you are an individual, any " family member" 
while " occupying" or, while a pedestrian, when
struck by any "auto". 


3. Anyone else " occupying" a covered " auto" or a
temporary substitute for a covered " auto ". The
covered "auto" must be out of service because


of its breakdown, repair, servicing, loss or de- 
struction. 


C. Exclusions


This insurance does not apply to any of the follow- 
ing: 
1. " Bodily injury" sustained by an " insured" while


occupying" a vehicle located for use as a
premises. 


2. " Bodily injury" sustained by you or any " family
member" while " occupying" or struck by any
vehicle (other than a covered " auto ") owned by
you or furnished or available for your regular
use. 


3. " Bodily injury" sustained by any " family mem- 
ber" while " occupying" or struck by any vehicle
other than a covered " auto ") owned by or fur- 


nished or available for the regular use of any
family member". 


4. " Bodily injury" to your "employee" arising out of
and in the course of employment by you. How- 
ever, we will cover " bodily injury" to your do- 
mestic " employees" if not entitled to workers' 


compensation benefits. For the purposes of
this endorsement, a domestic " employee" is a
person engaged in household or domestic work


performed principally in connection with a resi- 
dence premises. 


5. " Bodily injury" to an " insured" while working in a
business of selling, servicing, repairing or park- 
ing "autos" unless that business is yours. 


6. " Bodily injury" caused by declared or unde- 
clared war or insurrection or any of their conse- 
quences. 


7. " Bodily injury" to anyone using a vehicle without
a reasonable belief that the person is entitled to
do so. 


8. ' Bodily injury" sustained by an " insured" while
occupying" any covered " auto" while used in


any professional racing or demolition contest or
stunting activity, or while practicing for such
contest or activity. This insurance also does not
apply to any " bodily injury" sustained by an " in- 
sured" while the " autd' is being prepared for
such a contest or activity. 
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POLICY NUMBER: COMMERCIAL AUTO


CA 21 54 05 05


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


CALIFORNIA UNINSURED MOTORISTS COVERAGE - 
RODILY INJURY


For a covered " auto" licensed or principally garaged in or " garage operations" conducted in California this en- 
dorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM
GARAGE COVERAGE FORM
MOTOR CARRIER COVERAGE FORM
TRUCKERS COVERAGE FORM


With respect to coverage provided by this endorsement, the provisions of the Coverage Form apply unless modi- 
fied by the endorsement. 


This endorsement changes the policy effective on the inception date of the policy unless another date is indicated
below. 


Named Insured: 


Endorsement Effective Date: 


Countersignature Of Authorized Representative


Name: 


Title: 


Signature: 


Date: 


SCHEDULE


Limit Of Insurance


Each "Accident' 


Information required to complete this Schedule if not shown above will be shown in the fleclarations. 


A. Coverage


1. We will pay all sums the " insured" is legally
entitled to recover as compensatory damages
from the owner or driver of an " uninsured motor


vehicle ". The damages must result from " bodily
injury" sustained by the " insured" caused by an
accident ". The owner's or drivers liability for


these damages must result from the owner- 


ship, maintenance or use of the "uninsured mo- 
tor vehicle ". 


2. We will pay only after the limits of liability under
any liability bonds or policies have been ex- 
hausted by payment of judgments or settle- 
ments. 


3. Any judgment for damages arising out of a
suit" brought without our written consent is not


binding on us. 
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We will not pay for any element of ' loss" if a c. " Suit" for " bodily injury" has been filed
person is entitled to receive payment for the against the uninsured motorist in a court of


same element of " loss" under any workers' competent jurisdiction. 


compensation, disability benefits or similar law. Written notice of the " suit' must be given to
E. Changes In Conditions us within a reasonable time after the " in- 


The Conditions are changed for California Unin- sured" knew, or should have known, that


sured Motorists Coverage -- Bodily Injury as fol- 
the other motorist is uninsured. In no event


lows: 
will such notice be required before two
years from the date of the accident. Failure


1. Duties In The Event Of Accident, Claim, Suit of the " insured" or his or her representative
Or Loss is changed by adding the following: to give us such notice of the " suit" will re- 


a. Promptly notify the police if a hit - and -run lieve us of our obligations under this Cover - 


driver is involved; and age Form only if the failure to give notice


b. Send us copies of the legal papers if a " suit" 
prejudices our rights. 


is brought. In addition, a person seeking 3. Transfer Of Rights Of Recovery Against
coverage under Paragraph b. of the defini- Others To Us is replaced by the following: 
tion of "uninsured motor vehicle" must: a. With respect to Paragraphs a., c. and d. of


1) Provide us with a copy of the complaint the definition of "uninsured motor vehicle ", if


by personal service or certified mail If we make any payment, we are entitled to
the " insured" brings an action against recover what we paid from other parties. 


the owner or operator of such " uninsured Any person to or for whom we make pay - 
motor vehicle "; ment must transfer to us his or her rights of


2) Within a reasonable time, make all recovery against any other party. This per - 


pleadings and depositions available for son must do everything necessary to secure
these rights and must do nothing that wouldcopying by us or furnish us copies at our jeopardize them. 


expense; and


3) Provide us with proof that the limits of
b. With respect to Paragraph b. of the defini- 


insurance under any applicable liability
tion of " uninsured motor vehicle if we


insured
bonds or policies have been exhausted make any payment and the recov- 


insured" 
by payment of judgments or settlements. ers from another party, the shall


hold the proceeds in trust for us and pay us
Lena! Artinn Anainst I is is rwr,larerl by the


N. ..__. _.. ._ 
e. - 1, . V,-  ,., ;,., .,., w
va,..n wG aivuu" — 11— Na, w. 


following: 4. Other Insurance in the Business Auto and
No legal action may be brought against us un- Garage Coverage Forms and Other Insurance
der this Coverage Form until there has been primary And Excess Insurance Provisions
full compliance with all the terms of this Cover- In the Truckers and Motor Carrier Coverage
age Form and with respect to Paragraphs a., c. Forms are replaced by the following: 
and d. of the definition of "uninsured motor ve- 
hicle" unless within two years from the date of


If there is other applicable insurance available


the " te " accident': 
under one or more policies or provisions of


a. Agreement as to the amount due under this
coverage: 


a, The maximum recovery under all Coverageinsurance has been concluded; 
Forms or policies combined may equal but


b. The " insured" has formally instituted arbitra- not exceed the highest applicable limit for
tion proceedings against us. In the event any one vehicle under any Coverage Form
that the " insured" decides to arbitrate, the or policy providing coverage on either a
Insured" must formally begin arbitration primary or excess basis. 


proceedings by notifying us in writing, sent
by certified mail, return receipt requested; or b. Any insurance we provide with respect to a


vehicle the Named Insured does not own


shall be excess over any other collectible
uninsured motorists insurance providing
coverage on a primary basis. 
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IL 02 70 09 07


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY, 


CALIFORNIA CHANCES - CANCELLATION


AND NONR.ENEWAL


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


CAPITAL ASSETS PROGRAM ( OUTPUT POLICY) COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL AUTOMOBILE COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL INLAND MARINE COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL PROPERTY COVERAGE PART
CRIME. AND FIDELITY COVERAGE PART
EMPLOYMENT- RELATED PRACTICES LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
EQUIPMENT BREAKDOWN COVERAGE PART
FARM COVERAGE PART
LIQUOR LIABILITY COVERAGE= PART
POLLUTION LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
PRODUCTS/COMPLETED OPERATIONS LIABILITY COVERAGE PART
PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY COVERAGE PART


A. Paragraphs 2. and 3. of the Cancellation Com- 
mon Policy Condition are replaced by the follow - 
Ing: 
2. All Policies In Effect For 60 Days Or Less


If this policy has been in effect for 60 days or
less, and Is not a renewal of a policy we have
previously issued, we may car-ice! this policy vy
mailing or delivering to the first Named Insured
at the mailing address shown in the policy and
to the producer of record, advance written no- 


tice of cancellation, stating the reason for can- 
cellation, at least: 


3. All Policies In Effect For More Than 60 Days


a. If this policy has been in effect for more
than 60 days, or is a renewal of a policy we
issued, we may cancel this policy only upon
the occurrence, after the effective date of
the policy, of one or more of the following: 
til Innn..vmont of nrAmh [m inc-ti [ riinn


payment due on a prior policy we issued
and due during the current policy term
covering the same risks. 


2) Discovery of fraud or material misrepre- 
sentation by: 


a. 10 days before the effective date of cancel- a) Any insured or his or her representa- 
lation if we cancel for: tive In obtaining this insurance; or
1) Nonpayment of premium; or b) You or your representative in pursu- 


2) Discovery of fraud by: ing a clalm under this policy. 


a) Any insured or his or her representa- 3) A judgment by a court or an administra- 
tive in obtaining this Insurance; or Live tribunal that you have violated a


b) You or your representative in pursu- 
California or Federal law, having as one
of its necessary elements an act which


ing a claim under this policy. materially Increases any of the risks In- 
b. 30 days before the effective date of cancel- sured against. 


lation if we cancel for any other reason. 
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C_ The following is added and supersedes any provi- 2) The Commissioner of Insurance finds


sions to the contrary: that the exposure to potential losses will


NONR1 NE,WAL threaten our solvency or place us in a
hazardous condition. A hazardous con - 


1. Subject to the provisions of Paragraphs C.2. dition includes, but is not limited to, a
and C. 3. below, if we elect not to renew this condition in which we make claims pay - 
policy, we will mail or deliver written notice stat- ments for losses resulting from an
ing the reason for nonrenewal to the first earthquake that occurred within the pre - 
Named Insured shown In the Declarations and ceding two years and that required a re- 
to the producer of record, at least 60 days, but duction in policyholder surplus of at
not more than 920 days, before the expiration least 25% for payment of those claims; 


or anniversary date, or


We will mail or deliver our notice to the first 3) We have: 
Named Insured, and to the producer of record, 


a) Lost or experienced a substantial
at the mailing address shown in the policy. reduction in the availability or scope


2. Residential Property of reinsurance coverage; or


This provision applies to coverage on real b) Experienced a substantial increase
property used predominantly for residential in the premium charged for reinsur- 
purposes and consisting of not more than four ance coverage of our residential


dwelling units, and to coverage on tenants' property insurance policies; and
household property contained in a residential
unit, if such coverage is written under one of


the Commissioner has approved a plan


the following: 
for the nonrenewals that is fair and aqul- 
table, and that is responsive to the


Capital Assets Program ( Output Policy) Cover- changes in our reinsurance position. 


age Part
c. We will not refuse to renew such coverage


Commercial Property Coverage Part solely because the first Named Insured has
Farm Coverage Part — Farm Property — Farm cancelled or did not renew a policy, issued
Dwellings, Appurtenant Structures And House- by the California Earthquake Authority that
hold Personal Property Coverage Form included an earthquake policy premium sur- 


a. We may elect not to renew such coverage charge. 


for any reason, except as provided in b., c. d. We will not refuse to renew such coverage
and d. below: solely because corrosive soil conditions ex- 


b. We will not refuse to renew such coverage ist on the premises. This Restriction ( d.) 


solely because the first Named Insured has applies only if coverage Is subject to one of
accepted an offer of earthquake coverage. the following, which exclude loss or dam - 


However, the following applies only to in- 
age caused by or resulting from corrosive
soil conditions: 


surers who are associate participating in- 
surers as established by Cal. Ins. Code 1) Capital Assets Program Coverage Form


Section 10089. 16. We may elect not to re- Output Policy); 
new such coverage after the first Named 2) Commercial Property Coverage Part — 
Insured has accepted an offer of earth- Causes Of Loss — Special Form; or
quake coverage, if one or more of the fol- 


3) Farm Coverage Part — Causes Of Loss
lowing reasons applies: Form - Farm Property, Paragraph t7. 
1 The nonrenewal is based on sound Covered Causes Of Loss -- Special. 


underwriting principles that relate to the
coverages provided by this policy and


3. We are not required send notice of nonre- 


that are consistent with the approved
sinewal in the following situations: n


rating plan and related documents filed a. If the transfer or renewal of a policy, without
with the Department of Insurance as re- any changes in terms, conditions, or rates, 
quired by existing law; is between us and a member of our insur- 


ance group, 
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COMMERCIAL AUTO


CA 01 36 10 01


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


NEVADA CHANGES


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM
GARAGE COVERAGE FORM
MOTOR CARRIER COVERAGE FORM
TRUCKERS COVERAGE FORM


With respect to coverage provided by this endorsement, the provisions of the Coverage Form apply unless modi- 
fied by the endorsement. 


I. Changes In Conditions c. At the time of an " accident" a person


A. For a covered " auto" licensed in, or " Garage
Operations" conducted in, Nevada, the Other


Insurance Condition is changed by adding the
following: 


1. When two Coverage Forms providing liabil- 
ity coverage apply to an "auto" and: 
a. One provides coverage to a named in- 


sured engaged in the business of sell- 


ing, repairing, servicing, delivering, test- 
ing, road testing, parking or storing
autos ", and


b. The other provides coverage to a person
not engaged in that business, and


c. At the time of an " accident" a person


described in 1. 1b. is operating the " auto ", 
then


that person's liability insurance is primary
and the Coverage Form issued to a busi- 


ness described in Ca. is excess over any
insurance available to that person. 


2. When two Coverage Forms providing liabil- 
ity coverage apply to an "auto" and: 
a. One provides coverage to a named in- 


sured engaged in the business of re- 


pairing or servicing "autos ", and


b. The other provides coverage to a person
not engaged in that business, and


described in 2. b. is operating an " auto" 


owned by the business described in 2. a. 
as a temporary substitute auto while that
person' s " auto" is being repaired or
serviced by the business _described in
2. a., then


that person's liability coverage is primary
and the Coverage Form issued to the busi- 


ness described in 2.a. is excess over any
insurance available to that person. 


B. The Conditions Provision is amended as fol- 
lows: 


The Transfer Of Rights Of Recovery Against
ll6i.^_ T.. 11n 0 - 4. inn rinoc not apply 4n
Medical Payments, 


II. Anti - Stacking Provisions


The contrasting type contained in this en- 
dorsernent is in compliance with Nevada


statutory requirements that anti - stacking provi- 
sions be prominently displayed in the policy, 
binder or endorsement. 


Exclusions 2. and 3. in the Auto Medical Payments
Coverage Endorsement are replaced by the following: 


2. " BODILY INJURY" SUSTAINED BY YOU


OR ANY " FAMILY MEMBER" WHILE


OCCUPYING" OR STRUCK BY ANY
VEHICLE ( OTHER THAN A COVERED
AUTO ") OWNED BY YOU OR FUR- 


NISHED OR AVAILABLE FOR YOUR
REGULAR USE. 
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The first two paragraphs of the Limit Of Insurance — 
Garage Operations" -- Covered " Autos" Provision


in Section 11 — Liability Coverage in the Garage
Coverage Form are replaced by the following: 


2. LIMIT OF INSURANCE — " GARAGE OP- 
ERATIONS"-- COVERED " AUTOS, 


FOR " ACCIDENTS" RESULTING FROM
GARAGE OPERATIONS" INVOLVING


THE OWNERSHIP, MAINTENANCE OR
USE OF COVERED " AUTOS", THE FOL- 
LOWING APPLIES: 


REGARDLESS OF THE NUMBER OF
COVERED " AUTOS ", " INSUREDS ", 
PREMIUMS PAID, CLAIMS MADE OR
VEHICLES INVOLVED IN THE " ACCI- 


DENT", THE MOST WE WILL PAY FOR
THE TOTAL OF ALL DAMAGES AND
COVERED POLLUTION COST OR EX- 


PENSE" COMBINED, RESULTING FROM
ANY ONE " ACCIDENT" INVOLVING A


COVERED " AUTO" IS THE EACH " ACCI- 
DENT" LIMIT OF INSURANCE -- " GA- 


RAGE OPERATIONS" — COVERED


AUTOS" FOR LIABILITY COVERAGE
SHOWN IN THE DECLARATIONS. 


DAMAGES AND " COVERED POLLUTION
COST OR EXPENSE" PAYABLE UNDER
THE EACH " ACCIDENT" LIMIT OF IN- 
SURANCE — "GARAGE OPERATIONS" -- 
COVERED " AUTOS" ARE NOT PAYABLE
UNDER THE EACH " ACCIDENT" LIMIT


OF INSURANCE — " GARAGE OPERA- 
TIONS" — OTHER THAN COVERED
AUTOS ". 


The Limit Of Insurance Provision in the Auto Medical


Payments Coverage Endorsement is replaced by the
following: 


D. LIMIT OF INSURANCE


REGARDLESS OF THE NUMBER OF COV- 
ERED " AUTOS ", " INSUREDS ", PREMIUMS
PAID, CLAIMS MADE OR VEHICLES IN- 
VOLVED IN THE " ACCIDENT`, THE MOST
WE WILL PAY FOR " BODILY INJURY" FOR
EACH " INSURED" INJURED IN ANY ONE
ACCIDENT" IS THE LIMIT OF AUTO MEDI- 


CAL PAYMENTS SHOWN IN THE DECLA- 
RATIONS. 


Paragraph 1. of the Limit Of Insurance And De- 
ductible Provision in the Garagekeepers Coverage


Endorsement is replaced by the following: 
D. LIMIT OF INSURANCE AND DEDUCTIBLE


REGARDLESS OF THE NUMBER OF
CUSTOMER'S AUTOS ", " INSUREDS ", 


PREMIUMS PAID, CLAIMS MADE OR
SUITS" BROUGHT, THE MOST WE


WILL PAY FOR " LOSS" AT EACH LOCA- 
TION IS THE GARAGEKEEPERS COV- 
ERAGE LIMIT OF INSURANCE SHOWN
IN THE SCHEDULE FOR THAT LOCA- 
TION MINUS THE APPLICABLE DE- 


DUCTIBLES FOR " LOSS" CAUSED BY
COLLISION: AND


a. THEFT OR MISCHIEF OR VANDAL- 
ISM; OR


b. ALL PERILS. 


The Limit Of Insurance Provision in the Farm Labor


Contractors Endorsement is replaced by the following: 
D. LIMIT OF INSURANCE


REGARDLESS OF THE NUMBER OF
COVERED " AUTOS ", ' INSUREDS ", 
PREMIUMS PAID, CLAIMS MADE OR
VEHICLES INVOLVED IN THE " ACCI- 
DENT", THE LIMIT OF INSURANCE IS AS
FOLLOWS: 


a. THE MOST WE WILL PAY FOR ALL
DAMAGES RESULTING FROM
BODILY INJURY" TO ANY ONE


PERSON CAUSED BY ANY ONE " AC- 
rtnF_?JT" Iq TNP i ImiT ni: , Rnnn v


INJURY" LIABILITY SHOWN IN THE
DECLARATIONS FOR " EACH PER- 
SON". 


b. SUBJECT TO THE LIMIT FOR " EACH
PERSON ", THI; MOST WE WILL PAY
FOR ALL DAMAGES RESULTING
FROM " BODILY INJURY" CAUSED BY


ANY ONE " ACCIDENT" IS THE LIMIT
OF " BODILY INJURY" LIABILITY
SHOWN IN THE DECLARATIONS FOR


EACH ACCIDENT ". 


c. THE MOST WE WILL PAY FOR ALL
DAMAGES RESULTING FROM


PROPERTY DAMAGE" CAUSED BY
ANY ONE " ACCIDENT" IS THE LIMIT
OF " PROPERTY DAMAGE" LIABILITY
SHOWN IN THE DECLARATIONS. 
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POLICY NUMBER: COMMERCIAL AUTO


CA 2127 03 06


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY, 


NEVADA UNINSURED MOTORISTS COVERAGE


For a covered " auto" licensed or principally garaged in, or " garage operations" conducted in, Nevada, this en- 
dorsement; modifies insurance provided under the following: 


BUSINESS AUTO COVERAGE FORM
GARAGE COVERAGE FORM


MOTOR CARRIER COVERAGE FORM
TRUCKERS COVERAGE FORM


With respect to coverage provided by this endorsement, the provisions of the Coverage Form apply unless modi- 
fied by the endorsement. 


This endorsement changes the policy effective on the inception date of the policy unless another date is indicated
below. 


Named Insured: 


E_ ndorsement Effective pate: 


Name: 


Title: 


Signature: 


IDate: 


Of


SCHEDULE


Limit Of Insurance: $ Each " Accident" 


Information required to complete this Schedule, if not shown above, will be shown in the Declarations, 
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b. Warlike action by a military force, including b. Any insurance we provide with respect to a
action in hindering or defending against an vehicle the Named Insured does not own


actual or expected attack, by any govern- shall be excess over any other collectible
ment, sovereign or other authority using uninsured motorists insurance providing
military personnel or other agents; or coverage on a primary basis. 


c. Insurrecfion, rebellion, revolution, usurped c. if the coverage under this Coverage Form is


power, or action taken by governmental au- provided: 


thority in hindering or defending against any 1) On a primary basis, we will pay only our
of these. share of the loss that must be paid un- 


D. Limit Of Insurance der insurance providing coverage on a


1. REGARDLESS OF THE NUMBER OF COW primary basis. Our share is the propor- 
ERED " AUTOS ", " INSUREDS ", PREMIUMS tion that our limit of liability bears to the


PAID, CLAIMS MADE OR VEHICLES IN- total of all applicable limits of liability for
VOLVED IN THE " ACCIDENT ", THE MOST coverage on a primary basis. 
WE WILL PAY FOR ALL DAMAGES RE- 2) On an excess basis, we will pay only our
SULTING FROM ANY ONE " ACCIDENT" IS share of the loss that must be paid un- 


THE LIMIT OF INSURANCE FOR UNIN- der insurance providing coverage on an
SURED MOTORISTS COVERAGE SHOWN excess basis. Our share is the propor- 


IN THE SCHEDULE OR DECLARATIONS, tion that our limit of liability bears to the


2. No one will be entitled to receive duplicate total of all applicable limits of liability for


payments for the same elements of "loss" un- 
coverage on an excess basis. 


der this Coverage Form and any Liability Cov- 2. Duties In The Event Of Accident, Claim, Suit
erage Form or Medical Payments Coverage Or Loss is changed by adding the following: 
Endorsement attached to this Coverage Part. a. Promptly notify the police if a hit -and -run
We will not make a duplicate payment under driver is involved; and


this Coverage for any element of " loss" for b. Promptly send us copies of the legal papers
which payment has been made by or for any- if a " suit" is brought. 
one who is legally responsible. 


Transfer Of Rights Of Recovery Against
We will not pay for an element of " loss" if ay Others To Us is replaced by the following: 
person is entitled to receive payment for the


same element of " loss" under any workers' a. If any person or organization to or for whom
compensation, disability benefits or similar law. 


kua makes navr»ant mr1pr thig C_.overage
V ••- 


Form has rights to recover damages from
E. Changes In ConditionsJ another, those rights are transferred to us. 


The Conditions are changed for Uninsured Motor- That person or organization must do every- 
ists Coverage as follows: thing necessary to secure our rights and


1. Other Insurance in the Business Auto and must do nothing after " accident" or " loss" to
Garage Coverage Forms and Other Insurance


Impair them. However, with respect to an


Primary And Excess Insurance Provisions
underinsured motor vehicle as defined in


in the Truckers and Motor Carrier Coverage
Paragraph b. of the definition of "uninsured


Forms are replaced by the following: motor vehicle ", this Condition does not ap- 
ply. 


If there is other applicable insurance available
b. If we make any payment and the " insured" under one or more policies or provisions of


recovers from another party, the " insured" coverage: 


shall hold the proceeds in trust for us and
a. THE MAXIMUM RECOVERY UNDER ALL pay us back the amount we have paid. 


COVERAGE FORMS OR POLICIES


COMBINED MAY EQUAL BUT NOT EX- 
CEED THE HIGHEST APPLICABLE LIMIT
FOR ANY ONE VEHICLE UNDER ANY
COVERAGE FORMS OR POLICY PRO- 
VIDING COVERAGE ON EITHER A PRI- 
MARY OR EXCESS BASIS. 
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IL 0110 07 01


THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANCES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY. 


NEVADA CHANGES -- CONCEALMENT, 
MISREPRESENTATION OR FRAUD


This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: 


BOILER AND MACHINERY COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL AUTOMOBILE COVERAGE PART


COMMERCIAL CRIME COVERAGE PART
COMMERCIAL INLAND MARINE COVERAGE PART


COMMERCIAL PROPERTY COVERAGE PART
FARM COVERAGE PART - FARM PROPERTY - OTHER FARM PROVISIONS FORM - ADDITIONAL
COVERAGES, CONDITIONS, DEFINITIONS


FARM COVERAGE PART - LIVESTOCK COVERAGE FORM
FARM COVERAGE PART - MOBILE AGRICULTURAL MACHINERY
AND EQUIPMENT COVERAGE FORM
STANDARD PROPERTY POLICY


The CONCEALMENT, MISREPRESENTATION OR


FRAUD Condition is replaced by the following: 
CONCEALMENT, MISREPRESENTATION OR
FRAUD


We will not pay for any loss ( "loss ") or damage in
any case of: 


1. Concealment or misrepresentation of a mate - 


rial fact; or


2. Fraud; 


committed by an ' inured ( "insured ") at any time
and relating to a claim under this policy. 
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SECTION 1: 
INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1  PURPOSE OF LOCAL MITIGATION PLAN REVIEW GUIDE 
The purpose of this Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide is to help Federal and State officials 
assess Local Mitigation Plans in a fair and consistent manner, and to ensure approved Local 
Mitigation Plans meet the requirements of the Stafford Act and Title 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) §201.6.1   
 
The target audience for this Guide is Federal and State officials that complete Local 
Mitigation Plan reviews.  Plan developers are directed to the Local Mitigation Planning 
Handbook2.  The Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide (or Plan Review Guide) and the Local 
Mitigation Planning Handbook (or Planning Handbook) may be used in tandem by plan 
reviewers and developers so that communities understand the technical requirements, as 
well as understand the various ways that plans can be developed to meet these 
requirements.  FEMA supports, coordinates and reviews local plans as a means to: 
 


• Foster federal, state, and local partnerships for hazard mitigation; 
• Promote more resilient and sustainable communities; and 
• Reduce the costs associated with disaster response and recovery by promoting 


hazard mitigation activities. 
 
This Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide, as interpretation and explanation for the 
Mitigation Planning regulation in 44 CFR Part 201, is the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency’s (FEMA) official source for defining the requirements of original and updated Local 
Mitigation Plans.  The Guide represents FEMA’s interpretation of a statutory or regulatory 
requirement.  By itself, the Guide does not impose legally enforceable rights and 
obligations, but sets forth a standard operating procedure or agency practice that FEMA 
employees follow to be consistent, fair, and equitable in the implementation of the 
agency’s authorities.  The Guide includes references to specific language in 44 CFR §201.6 
and descriptions of the relevant requirement to meet the Mitigation Planning regulation.    
   
   


                                                       
1 Section 322 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (Stafford Act), as 
amended, 42 U.S.C. 5165, and the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq., 
44 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 201. 
2 The Local Mitigation Planning Handbook is under development; once issued, the Plan Review Guide and 
Planning Handbook will supersede the Local Multi‐Hazard Mitigation Planning Guidance (also known as the 
“Blue Book”). 
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1.2  ORGANIZATION OF GUIDE 
This Plan Review Guide has six sections: 
 


Section 1:  Introduction 
Section 2:   Plan Review Guiding Principles 
Section 3:   Completing the Plan Review Tool 
Section 4:   Regulation Checklist 
Section 5:   Plan Review Procedure 
Appendix A: Plan Review Tool 


 
Section 1 describes the purpose and organization of the Plan Review Guide.  Section 2 
describes the overall guiding principles for Local Mitigation Plan reviews.   Section 3 
provides instructions on how FEMA will complete the Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool, 
including the Regulatory Checklist and Plan Assessment.  Section 4 provides the detailed 
guidance on how FEMA interprets the regulation through the Regulatory Checklist for all 
Local Mitigation Plan reviews.  Section 5 describes the Plan Review Procedure from 
submittal through approval, including methods of communication between FEMA, States 
and local governments that develop Local Mitigation Plans.  Finally, Appendix A includes the 
Plan Review Tool to document the evaluation of any Local Mitigation Plan.  
 
 
1.3  ROLES & RESPONSIBILITIES 
The primary audience for this Plan Review Guide is Federal and State officials or staff that 
complete reviews of Local Mitigation Plans developed to meet FEMA’s Mitigation Planning 
requirement under 44 CFR Part 201.  The requirement for plan reviews (44 CFR 201.6(d)(1)), 
reads: 
 


Plans must be submitted to the State Hazard Mitigation Officer (SHMO) for initial 
review and coordination. The State will then send the plan to the appropriate FEMA 
Regional Office for formal review and approval. Where the State point of contact for 
the FMA program is different from the SHMO, the SHMO will be responsible for 
coordinating the local plan reviews between the FMA point of contact and FEMA. 


 
The State is responsible for the initial review and coordination of the plan between the local 
government and FEMA.  Additional information on the roles of the State official completing 
the plan review is described in Section 5, Plan Review Procedure. 
 
FEMA is responsible for the final review and approval of all Local Mitigation Plans.  Once a 
Local Mitigation Plan is submitted by the State, FEMA is responsible for the overall 
coordination of plan review, revisions, tracking and approval.  
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1.4  MITIGATION PLAN UPDATES 
Local Mitigation Plans must be updated at least once every five years in order to continue to 
be eligible for FEMA hazard mitigation project grant funding.  Specifically, the regulation at 
44 CFR §201.6(d)(3) reads:  


 
A local jurisdiction must review and revise its plan to reflect changes in development, 
progress in local mitigation efforts, and changes in priorities, and resubmit it for 
approval within five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation project 
grant funding.   
 


The Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide addresses plan updates within each required 
Element, and more specifically in Element D, Plan Updates.   First, each required Element 
for Local Mitigation Plans must be met with current information.  For example, the planning 
process and public participation that were completed in the previous planning cycle will not 
meet the requirements for the planning process in the five‐year update.  Likewise, if the 
plan update does not include major disaster declarations that occurred since the previous 
plan was written, FEMA will not approve the plan update.  Although several sub‐elements 
(A1, B2 and C6) have explicit guidance for plan updates, all sub‐elements must be met with 
current information for FEMA approval of a plan update.  Second, Element D identifies the 
plan update requirements to “reflect changes in development, progress in local mitigation 
efforts, and changes in priorities” (44 CFR §201.6(d)(3)).   Specific guidance on how to meet 
each of these requirements is included in Element D, Plan Updates. 
 
 
1.5  FLOOD AND MULTI‐HAZARDS MITIGATION PLANS  
Some communities choose to develop Local Mitigation Plans that only address flood 
hazards.  In order to receive FEMA approval, flood mitigation plans must meet all Elements 
identified in the regulation at 44 CFR §201.6 and in the Regulation Checklist for flood 
hazards.  FEMA and State officials that review and approve a flood‐only mitigation plan will 
clearly inform the community that the community’s eligibility is limited to the flood 
mitigation programs authorized by the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as amended, 
and that the community will not be eligible for other FEMA assistance programs, such as 
Pre‐Disaster Mitigation (PDM) and Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP), that require a 
multi‐hazard mitigation plan. 
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SECTION 2:    
PLAN REVIEW GUIDING PRINCIPLES 
 
The purpose of hazard mitigation is to reduce potential losses from future disasters.  The 
intent of mitigation planning, therefore, is to maintain a process that leads to hazard 
mitigation actions.  Mitigation plans identify the natural hazards that impact communities, 
identify actions to reduce losses from those hazards, and establish a coordinated process to 
implement the plan.  (44 CFR §201.1(b))   
 


Hazard mitigation is any sustained action taken to reduce or eliminate the long‐term risk to 
human life and property from hazards (44 CFR 201.2).  Hazard mitigation activities may be 
implemented prior to, during, or after an event.   However, it has been demonstrated that 
hazard mitigation is most effective when based on an inclusive, comprehensive, long‐term 
plan that is developed before a disaster occurs.   


 
In 2004, FEMA published mitigation planning guidance with a ‘performance’ based 
approach, rather than a ‘prescriptive’ approach.  This means that the requirements identify, 
generally, what should be done in the process and documented in the plan, rather than 
specify exactly how it should be done. This performance approach continues along with a 
set of Guiding Principles to assist with the review of all Local Mitigation Plans.  This Local 
Mitigation Plan Review Guide also includes a description of the intent specific to each 
requirement.   
 
The following Guiding Principles will be applied to all plan reviews: 
 


1. Focus on Mitigation Strategy.  Plan reviews will emphasize actions and 
implementation of the hazard mitigation strategy.  All other sections of the plan 
contribute to and result in the hazard mitigation strategy and specific hazard 
mitigation actions.  For example, a sound hazard identification and risk assessment is 
an important part of the plan, but is the basis, in part, for the strategy which is the 
focus of the Local Mitigation Plan.  Submission of a Local Mitigation Plan for FEMA 
review and approval is not the end state, but is the beginning of implementing 
hazard mitigation action.   
 


2. Review for Intent, as well as Compliance.   Plan reviews will focus on whether the 
mitigation plan meets the intent of the law and regulation.  FEMA considers the 
overall plan and each Element (for example, planning process, risk assessment, 
mitigation strategy), as well as the individual requirements.   A comprehensive 
review of the plan assists FEMA to validate that the plan meets the overall intent of 
mitigation planning, whereas only a strict interpretation of individual requirements 
may cause unnecessary revisions.   
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3. Process is as important as the Plan itself.  FEMA will accept the planning process as 
defined by the community.  In hazard mitigation planning, as with most other 
planning efforts, the actual process of planning is as important as the plan itself.  
Said another way, the plan is only as good as the planning process that people chose 
to develop it.  Bringing together local officials, stakeholders and the public in a 
community‐driven planning process to develop the plan also helps build the 
community’s overall hazard mitigation program.  Therefore, FEMA considers the 
plan as the written record, or documentation, of the planning process. This is why 
some of the plan requirements ask for a “discussion” or “description” of generally, 
what must be documented in the plan, rather than specify exactly how it must be 
done.    
 


4. This is the Community’s Plan.  Plan reviews will recognize the effort and interest of 
each community that develops a mitigation plan.  To emphasize the importance of 
the community’s ownership of the plan, FEMA will recognize the inherent 
differences that exist among local governments with respect to size, resources, 
capability, and vulnerability.  FEMA will not penalize communities that have less 
capability or demonstrate little progress in hazard mitigation efforts over time.   In 
addition, FEMA will not require specific formats (for example, stand‐alone plan, 
chapter in emergency operations plan, or integrated into comprehensive plan), and 
FEMA will not require information above or beyond the requirements to be 
removed (for example, non‐natural, climate change).  In fact, FEMA acknowledges 
that some plans will simply “pass” the minimum plan requirements to receive FEMA 
approval.  However, communities of any size, resources or capability that 
demonstrate a genuine interest in and commitment to hazard mitigation through 
their planning process will be better positioned to receive FEMA technical and 
financial assistance to implement their actions or projects. 
 


5. Foster Relationships.  FEMA’s relationship with the State and community is as 
important as the words in the plan.  Although the plan review is a necessary step for 
FEMA approval, FEMA’s role is to provide technical assistance, not to be gatekeepers 
of plan approval.  FEMA will work with States to ensure the plan review is 
communicated clearly and in a timely manner. FEMA will communicate the 
requirement through constructive and positive feedback, particularly if clarification 
or additional documentation is needed.  FEMA understands that there is a whole 
planning process that has already happened, and FEMA’s review of the plan is 
intended to benefit the community’s hazard mitigation program.     
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SECTION 3:   
COMPLETING THE PLAN REVIEW TOOL 
 
The Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool (See Appendix A) 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.  
 
 
3.1  REGULATION CHECKLIST (Completion by FEMA required) 
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 
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. 
 
 
3.2  PLAN ASSESSMENT (Completion by FEMA Required) 
The purpose of the Plan Assessment is to offer the local community more comprehensive 
feedback 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 and is not required 
from the State.   The Plan 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.   
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The Plan Assessment is divided into two sections: 
 


A. Plan Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement 
B. 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 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. 
 


 


Sample Completed Plan Assessment  
 
I. Plan Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement 
 
Element A: Planning Process 
Plan strengths  
• Public involvement process, as described in the planning process section, comprised of meetings 


with homeowners associations and public representation on various county boards and councils.  
A letter included in the Plan also indicates that the Plan was placed in public libraries along with 
preparedness and other hazard notices; and that comments were received and incorporated. 
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Sample Completed Plan Assessment (continued) 
 
Opportunities for improvement: 
• Consider providing more detail on the planning process. For example, list every meeting 


conducted and agencies represented at these meetings. 
• Provide a list of comments received from all stakeholders, including the public. This information 


will provide specific direction for the next plan update.  
• Consider providing additional information on outreach methods, etc., for additional Community 


Rating System (CRS) credit. Contact the State CRS coordinator at 234‐234‐2345 for more 
information. 


• For the next plan update, consider gaining participation from the local media to help increase 
public awareness and participation.  Posting documents on the web will also allow for more 
citizens to participate. 


 
Element B: Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment 
Plan strengths: 
• Table 4.1 is an excellent presentation of the actions for each participating jurisdiction and 


identifies the responsible party, timeframe, hazard, possible funding source, priority, 
implementation schedule, and impediments to implementation.  


• The Plan adequately identifies geographic information system (GIS) data gaps to improve the 
impact analysis and contains an associated action to acquire additional data for seismic landslide 
maps.  


• The Plan does a good job of describing general development trends.  Countywide trends are well 
described, and some attempt is made to describe trends within each incorporated jurisdiction.  
The reliance on 1990 and 2000 Census data to highlight these changes is effective in 
communicating long term trends, but more current data from the 2010 Census, local 
information, or other sources may bring further clarity to the Plan.  Additionally, it may be useful 
to expand the discussion of development trends to include other agencies that may be 
represented in the Plan (for example, school districts and special districts) since changes in 
development may greatly impact the vulnerability for these jurisdictions.   


  
Opportunities for improvement: 
• Potential dollar losses are not addressed in this version and would be a good addition to the next 


update. The methodology on how loss estimates are prepared should also be included.  
• The maps presented within the Plan provide an excellent perspective on vulnerability for various 


jurisdictions, but more detail concerning these efforts to analyze hazards through advanced GIS 
methods would be useful.  For instance, it is evident that spatial analysis was conducted to 
determine if there were dams located in close proximity to structures owned by jurisdictions, but 
no information concerning the buffer distance (or definition of “close”) is included for this 
analysis.  


 
Element C: Mitigation Strategy 
Plan strengths:   
• The Plan contains excellent information on funding sources and resources for implementing 


mitigation actions.  It may also be useful to include contact information for the State Hazard 
Mitigation Officer and the State Mitigation Management website location among these 
resources since the State is responsible for coordinating the implementation of many of these 
programs within the State.   
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Sample Completed Plan Assessment (continued) 


Opportunities for improvement: 
• Some linkages between the mitigation strategy and Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment 


are evident, but could be better explained in future Plan Updates.  As more refined information is 
created for certain hazards (such as dam failure) it may be possible to target mitigation actions 
more specifically at certain hazard areas likely to be vulnerable to these hazards.  


• The Plan does a good job of identifying other resources such as U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) and Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) programs that may be useful for 
mitigation.  Linking these programs to mitigation actions could increase the effectiveness of the 
Plan and make it a more valuable resource for community officials and citizens.   


 
Element D: Plan Update, Evaluation, and Implementation (applicable to plan updates only) 
Plan strengths:   
• The XXX County Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee was formed to update and revise the 


plan as a multi‐jurisdictional plan. Items covered in this update addressed the annual review 
process. Section 1.2 states that the Plan will be reviewed and updated annually to monitor the 
progress of its mitigation strategies and to integrate new technologies. 


 
Opportunities for improvement: 
• The Plan documents changes that have occurred in the planning area as well as updates to the 


HIRA section.  A clearer linkage between these updates and changes that have occurred should 
be included. It may also be useful to provide description of any items that prevented progress on 
mitigation actions (for example, funding, regulations, political issues, authorities, etc.) so that 
these items may be addressed more fully during the next update.  


 


2. Resources for Implementing Your Approved Plan  
• The 2010 State of AAA Hazard Mitigation Plan identifies a number of potential funding resources 


for various mitigation actions. The grants identified in Chapter 7 of the State Plan are from both 
Federal and State sources. More information about applying for grants can be obtained from Joe 
Johns, AAA’s State Hazard Mitigation Officer. 


• FEMA is currently conducting a Risk MAP project in City of YYY. This project is in its infancy stage 
(LiDAR will be conducted in Fall 2011). In an effort to capitalize on current data and flood risk 
information, it is important that, during the Discovery Process, the municipality include 
representatives from departments that deal with flood risk (for example, hazard mitigation 
planning, emergency planning, and land use and zoning). 


• The AAA State Division of Emergency Management mitigation team is available to help identify 
possible forms of assistance (technical and financial) to improve GIS capabilities, conduct studies 
and implement projects identified in the Plan. 


• The AAA State DNR is currently working to create inundation maps for each high hazard dam in 
the State.  This information will be made available and will assist in creating a more accurate 
hazard profile for dam failure events within the planning area.  


• Benefit cost analysis (BCA) courses are offered through the State Hazard Mitigation Officer at 
123‐234‐3456. As a key component of Hazard Mitigation Assistance (HMA) sub‐application 
development, this course assists communities seeking funding for implementing effective 
mitigation projects.  This course will also provide supplemental material on changes to the 
Tornado Safe Room program and will be led by State Division of Emergency Management.   


• The FEMA Region has expressed interest in direct technical assistance on integrating non‐
regulatory flood risk products into hazard mitigation plans.  The availability of this assistance is 
limited, but additional information can be found at: 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=4763.  
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3.3  MULTI‐JURISDICTION SUMMARY SPREADSHEET (Optional) 
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). 
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SECTION 4: 
REGULATION CHECKLIST 
 
This section provides detailed guidance on how FEMA interprets the various requirements 
of the regulation for all Local Mitigation Plan reviews through a Regulatory Checklist.  The 
guidance is limited only to the minimum requirements of what must be in a Local Mitigation 
Plan, and does not provide guidance on how the community should develop a plan.   The 
Regulation Checklist includes the following Elements: 


4.1 ELEMENT A: Planning Process 
4.2 ELEMENT B: Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment  
4.3 ELEMENT C: Mitigation Strategy  
4.4 ELEMENT D: Plan Review, Evaluation, and Implementation   
4.5 ELEMENT E: Plan Adoption 
4.6 ELEMENT F: Additional State Requirements  


Many requirements in the Checklist call for the plan to “document” or “describe” 
information.  FEMA does not require specific formats for the plan or its content.  Required 
information to “document” can be provided in the plan through a variety of formats, such 
as narrative, tables, lists, maps, etc.  Examples provided in this Guide are samples of one or 
more approaches to meeting that particular requirement.  Examples are not inclusive of all 
possible solutions to meet a requirement, and they are not necessarily considered “best 
practices” or exemplary.  FEMA will recognize that there are many formats and types of 
documentation that may meet a particular requirement. 


Terms from the regulation are defined in this Guide, where necessary.  For example, many 
of the plan requirements ask for a “discussion” or “description.”  FEMA considers the plan 
as the written record, or documentation, of the planning process.  Therefore, many of these 
terms have the same meaning to document what was done.  In addition, this Guide uses the 
terms “jurisdiction” and “community” interchangeably.  For purposes of this Guide, these 
terms are equal to any local government developing a Local Mitigation Plan.  This is defined 
at 44 CFR §201.2 as: 


“any county, municipality, city, town, township, public authority, school district, special district, 
intrastate district, council of governments (regardless of whether the council of governments is 
incorporated as a nonprofit corporation under State law), regional or interstate government entity, or 
agency or instrumentality of a local government; any Indian tribe or authorized tribal organization, or 
Alaska Native village or organization; and any rural community, unincorporated town or village, or 
other public entity.” 


Finally, an important distinction must be made between the words “shall” and “should” in 
the Mitigation Planning regulation at 44 CFR Part 201.  The Regulation Checklist only 
includes the requirements where the regulation uses the words “shall” and “must,” and 
does not include the “should.”  When the word “should” is used, the item is strongly 
recommended to be included in the plan, but its absence will not cause FEMA to disapprove 
the plan. 
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4.1  ELEMENT A: PLANNING PROCESS 
Requirement 
§201.6(b) 
 
 
 
§201.6(b)(1) 
 
 
§201.6(b)(2) 
 
 
 
 
 
§201.6(b)(3) 
 
 
§201.6(c)(1) 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(4)(i) 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(4)(iii) 


An open public involvement process is essential to the development 
of an effective plan. In order to develop a more comprehensive 
approach to reducing the effects of natural disasters, the planning 
process shall include: 
 
(1) An opportunity for the public to comment on the plan during the 


drafting stage and prior to plan approval; 
 
(2) An opportunity for neighboring communities, local and regional 


agencies involved in hazard mitigation activities, and agencies that 
have the authority to regulate development, as well as businesses, 
academia and other private and non‐profit interests to be involved 
in the planning process; and 


 
(3) Review and incorporation, if appropriate, of existing plans, studies, 


reports, and technical information. 
 
[The plan shall document] the planning process used to develop the 
plan, including how it was prepared, who was involved in the process, 
and how the public was involved. 
 
[The plan maintenance process shall include a] section describing the 
method and schedule of monitoring, evaluating, and updating the 
mitigation plan within a five‐year cycle. 
 
[The plan maintenance process shall include a] discussion on how the 
community will continue public participation in the plan maintenance 
process. 


 
Overall Intent.  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 and the public to reach consensus on desired outcomes or to 
resolve a community problem.  The result is a common set of community 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.  
An effective and open planning process helps ensure that citizens understand risks and 
vulnerability, and they can work with the jurisdiction to support policies, actions, and tools 
that over the long‐term will lead to a reduction in future losses.  
 
Leadership, staffing, and in‐house knowledge in local government may fluctuate over time.  
Therefore, the description of the planning process serves as a permanent record that 
explains how decisions were reached and who involved.  FEMA will accept the planning 
process as defined by the community, as long as the mitigation plan includes a narrative 
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description of the process used to develop the mitigation plan—a systematic account about 
how the mitigation plan evolved from the formation of a planning team, to how the public 
participated, to how each section of the plan was developed, to what plans or studies were 
incorporated into the plan, to how it will be implemented.  Documentation of a current 
planning process is required for both new and updated plans. 
 


ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


A1. Does the Plan document the 
planning process, including how it 
was prepared and who was 
involved in the process for each 
jurisdiction? 
44 CFR 201.6(c)(1) 
 
Intent:  To inform the public and 
other readers about the overall 
approach to the plan’s development 
and serve as a permanent record of 
how decisions were made and who 
was involved. This record also is 
useful for the next plan update.  
 


a. Documentation of how the plan was prepared must include the 
schedule or timeframe and activities that made up the plan’s 
development as well as who was involved.  Documentation 
typically is met with a narrative description, but may also include, 
for example, other documentation such as copies of meeting 
minutes, sign‐in sheets, or newspaper articles. 
 
Document means provide the factual evidence for how the 
jurisdictions developed the plan. 


 
b. The plan must list the jurisdiction(s) participating in the plan that 


seek approval.   
 


c. The plan must identify who represented each jurisdiction.  The 
Plan must provide, at a minimum, the jurisdiction represented and 
the person’s position or title and agency within the jurisdiction. 


 
d. For each jurisdiction seeking plan approval, the plan must 


document how they were involved in the planning process.  For 
example, the plan may document meetings attended, data 
provided, or stakeholder and public involvement activities offered.  
Jurisdictions that adopt the plan without documenting how they 
participated in the planning process will not be approved. 
 
Involved in the process means engaged as participants and given 
the chance to provide input to affect the plan’s content.  This is 
more than simply being invited (See “opportunity to be involved 
in the planning process” in A2 below) or only adopting the plan. 
 


e. Plan updates must include documentation of the current planning 
process undertaken to update the plan. 


 


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?  44 CFR 
201.6(b)(2) 
 


a. The plan must identify all stakeholders involved or given an 
opportunity to be involved in the planning process.  At a 
minimum, stakeholders must include: 
1) Local and regional agencies involved in hazard mitigation 
activities; 


2) Agencies that have the authority to regulate development; and 
3) Neighboring communities. 
 
An opportunity to be involved in the planning process means that 
the stakeholders are engaged or invited as participants and given 
the chance to provide input to affect the plan’s content. 
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ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


 
Intent: To demonstrate a 
deliberative planning process that 
involves stakeholders with the data 
and expertise needed to develop the 
plan, with responsibility or authority 
to implement hazard mitigation 
activities, and who will be most 
affected by the plan’s outcomes.  
 


 
b. The Plan must provide the agency or organization represented 


and the person’s position or title within the agency. 
 


c. The plan must identify how the stakeholders were invited to 
participate in the process. 


 
Examples of stakeholders include, but are not limited to: 


 Local and regional agencies involved in hazard mitigation 
include public works, zoning, emergency management, local 
floodplain administrators, special districts, and GIS 
departments.   


 Agencies that have the authority to regulate development 
include planning and community development departments, 
building officials, planning commissions, or other elected 
officials.   


 Neighboring communities include adjacent counties and 
municipalities, such as those that are affected by similar 
hazard events or may be partners in hazard mitigation and 
response activities.  


 Other interests may be defined by each jurisdiction and will 
vary with each one.  These include, but are not limited to, 
business, academia, and other private and non‐profit 
interests depending on the unique characteristics of the 
community.  


 


A3. Does the Plan document how 
the public was involved in the 
planning process during the 
drafting stage? 
44 CFR 201.6(b)(1) and 201.6(c)(1) 
 
Intent:  To ensure citizens 
understand what the community is 
doing on their behalf, and to provide 
a chance for input on community 
vulnerabilities and mitigation 
activities that will inform the plan’s 
content.  Public involvement is also 
an opportunity to educate the public 
about hazards and risks in the 
community, types of activities to 
mitigate those risks, and how these 
impact them.  
 


a. The plan must document how the public was given the 
opportunity to be involved in the planning process and how their 
feedback was incorporated into the plan.  Examples include, but 
are not limited to, sign‐in sheets from open meetings, interactive 
websites with drafts for public review and comment, 
questionnaires or surveys, or booths at popular community 
events.   
 


b. The opportunity for participation must occur during the plan 
development, which is prior to the comment period on the final 
plan and prior to the plan approval / adoption.   







Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide    17 


ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


A4. Does the Plan document the 
review and incorporation of 
existing plans, studies, reports, and 
technical information?  44 CFR 
201.6(b)(3) 
 
Intent:  To identify existing data and 
information, shared objectives, and 
past and ongoing activities that can 
help inform the mitigation plan.  It 
also helps identify the existing 
capabilities and planning 
mechanisms to implement the 
mitigation strategy. 
 


a. The plan must document what existing plans, studies, reports, and 
technical information were reviewed.  Examples of the types of 
existing sources reviewed include, but are not limited to, the state 
hazard mitigation plan, local comprehensive plans, hazard specific 
reports, and flood insurance studies.    
 


b. The plan must document how relevant information was 
incorporated into the mitigation plan.  


 
Incorporate means to reference or include information from other 
existing sources to form the content of the mitigation plan.  


A5. Is there discussion on how the 
community(ies) will continue public 
participation in the plan 
maintenance process?  44 CFR 
201.6(c)(4)(iii) 
 
Intent: To identify how the public 
will continue to have an opportunity 
to participate in the plan’s 
maintenance and implementation 
over time.  
 


a. The plan must describe how the jurisdiction(s) will continue to 
seek public participation after the plan has been approved and 
during the plan’s implementation, monitoring and evaluation.  


 
Participation means engaged and given the chance to provide 
feedback. Examples include, but are not limited to, periodic 
presentations on the plan’s progress to elected officials, schools or 
other community groups, annual questionnaires or surveys, public 
meetings, postings on social media and interactive websites.  


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)?  44 CFR 201.6(c)(4)(i) 
 
Intent: To establish a process for 
jurisdictions to track the progress of 
the plan’s implementation. This also 
serves as the basis of the next plan 
update.  
 


a. The plan must identify how, when, and by whom the plan will be 
monitored.  Monitoring means tracking the implementation of the 
plan over time.  For example, monitoring may include a system for 
tracking the status of the identified hazard mitigation actions.  


 
b. The plan must identify how, when, and by whom the plan will be 


evaluated.  Evaluating means assessing the effectiveness of the 
plan at achieving its stated purpose and goals.  


 
c. The plan must identify how, when, and by whom the plan will be 


updated. Updating means reviewing and revising the plan at least 
once every five years.  


 
d. The plan must include the title of the individual or name of the 


department/ agency responsible for leading each of these efforts. 
 


 
   







18     Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide 


4.2  ELEMENT B. HAZARD IDENTIFICATION AND RISK ASSESSMENT  
Requirement 
§201.6(c)(2)(i) 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(2)(ii) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(2)(ii)(A) 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(2)(ii)(B) 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(2)(ii)(C) 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(2)(iii) 


[The risk assessment shall include a] description of the type, location 
and extent of all natural hazards that can affect the jurisdiction.  The 
plan shall include information on previous occurrences of hazard 
events and on the probability of future hazard events. 
 
[The risk assessment shall include a] description of the jurisdiction’s 
vulnerability to the hazards described in paragraph (c)(2)(i) of this 
section. This description shall include an overall summary of each 
hazard and its impact on the community.   All plans approved after 
October 1, 2008 must also address NFIP insured structures that have 
been repetitively damaged by floods. The plan should describe 
vulnerability in terms of: 
 


(A) The types and numbers of existing and future buildings, 
infrastructure, and critical facilities located in the identified hazard 
areas; 
 
(B) An estimate of the potential dollar losses to vulnerable 
structures identified in … this section and a description of the 
methodology used to prepare the estimate. 
 
(C) Providing a general description of land uses and development 
trends within the community so that mitigation options can be 
considered in future land use decisions. 


 
For multi‐jurisdictional plans, the risk assessment section must assess 
each jurisdiction’s risks where they vary from the risks facing the 
entire planning area. 
 


 
Overall Intent.  The risk assessment provides the factual basis for activities proposed in the 
strategy that will reduce losses from identified hazards.  A quality risk assessments makes a 
clear connection between the community’s vulnerability and the hazard mitigation actions.  
In other words, it provides sufficient information to enable the jurisdiction(s) to identify and 
prioritize appropriate hazard mitigation actions.   
 
Local risk assessments do not need to be based on the most sophisticated technology, but 
do need to be accurate, current, and relevant.  During a plan update, local jurisdictions 
assess current and expected future vulnerability to all hazards and integrate new hazard 
data such as recent hazard events and new flood studies.  In the mitigation plan review, 
FEMA looks at the quality of the information in the risk assessment, not the quantity of 
information in the risk assessment.  
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The Mitigation Planning regulation includes several “optional” requirements for the 
vulnerability assessment.  These are easily recognizable with the use of the term “should” in 
the requirement (See §201.6(c)(2)(ii)(A‐C)).  Although not required, these are strongly 
recommended to be included in the plan.  However, their absence will not cause FEMA to 
disapprove the plan.  These “optional” requirements were originally intended to meet the 
overall vulnerability assessment, and this analysis can assist with identifying mitigation 
actions. 


 
ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


B1. Does the Plan include a 
description of the type, location, 
and extent of all natural hazards 
that can affect each jurisdiction?  
44 CFR 201.6(c)(2)(i) and 44 CFR 
201.6(c)(2)(iii) 
 
Intent:  To understand the potential 
and chronic hazards affecting the 
planning area in order to identify 
which hazard risks are most 
significant and which jurisdictions or 
locations are most adversely 
affected.  
 


a. The plan must include a description of the natural hazards that 
can affect the jurisdiction(s) in the planning area.  


A natural hazard is a source of harm or difficulty created by a 
meteorological, environmental, or geological event3. The plan 
must address natural hazards. Manmade or human‐caused 
hazards may be included in the document, but these are not 
required and will not be reviewed to meet the requirements for 
natural hazards. In addition, FEMA will not require the removal of 
this extra information prior to plan approval. 


b. The plan must provide the rationale for the omission of any 
natural hazards that are commonly recognized to affect the 
jurisdiction(s) in the planning area. 


c. The description, or profile, must include information on location, 
extent, previous occurrences, and future probability for each 
hazard. Previous occurrences and future probability are addressed 
in sub‐element B2.  


 
The information does not necessarily need to be described or 
presented separately for location, extent, previous occurrences, 
and future probability. For example, for some hazards, one map 
with explanatory text could provide information on location, 
extent, and future probability.  


Location means the geographic areas in the planning area that are 
affected by the hazard. For many hazards, maps are the best way 
to illustrate location. However, location may be described in other 
formats.  For example, if a geographically‐specific location cannot 
be identified for a hazard, such as tornados, the plan may state 
that the entire planning area is equally at risk to that hazard. 


Extent means the strength or magnitude of the hazard.  For 
example, extent could be described in terms of the specific 
measurement of an occurrence on a scientific scale (for example, 
Enhanced Fujita Scale, Saffir‐Simpson Hurricane Scale, Richter 
Scale, flood depth grids) and/or other hazard factors, such as 
duration and speed of onset. Extent is not the same as impacts, 
which are described in sub‐element B3.  


                                                       
3 DHS Risk Lexicon, 2010 Edition.  http://www.dhs.gov/xlibrary/assets/dhs‐risk‐lexicon‐2010.pdf  
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ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


d. For participating jurisdictions in a multi‐jurisdictional plan, the 
plan must describe any hazards that are unique and/or varied 
from those affecting the overall planning area.  
 


B2. Does the Plan include 
information on previous 
occurrences of hazard events and 
on the probability of future hazard 
events for each jurisdiction?  44 CFR 
201.6(c)(2)(i) 
 
Intent:  To understand potential 
impacts to the community based on 
information on the hazard events 
that have occurred in the past and 
the likelihood they will occur in the 
future. 


a. The plan must include the history of previous hazard events for 
each of the identified hazards. 


 
b. The plan must include the probability of future events for each 


identified hazard.  
 
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 general descriptors are used, then they 
must be defined in the plan. For example, “highly likely” could be 
defined as equals near 100% chance of occurrence next year or 
happens every year.  


 
c. Plan updates must include hazard events that have occurred since 


the last plan was developed.  
 


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?  
44 CFR 201.6(c)(2)(ii) 
  
Intent:  For each jurisdiction to 
consider their community as a whole 
and analyze the potential impacts of 
future hazard events and the 
vulnerabilities that could be reduced 
through hazard mitigation actions.  


 
 
 


a. For each participating jurisdiction, the plan must describe the 
potential impacts of each of the identified hazards on the 
community.  


Impact means the consequence or effect of the hazard on the 
community and its assets.  Assets are determined by the 
community and include, for example, people, structures, facilities, 
systems, capabilities, and/or activities that have value to the 
community. For example, impacts could be described by 
referencing historical disaster impacts and/or an estimate of 
potential future losses (such as percent damage of total 
exposure).  


b. The plan must provide an overall summary of each jurisdiction’s 
vulnerability to the identified hazards. The overall summary of 
vulnerability identifies structures, systems, populations or other 
community assets as defined by the community that are 
susceptible to damage and loss from hazard events.  A plan will 
meet this sub‐element by addressing the requirements described 
in §201.6(c)(2)(ii)(A‐C). 


Vulnerable assets and potential losses is more than a list of the 
total exposure of population, structures, and critical facilities in 
the planning area. An example of an overall summary is a list of 
key issues or problem statements that clearly describes the 
community’s greatest vulnerabilities and that will be addressed in 
the mitigation strategy.   
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ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


B4. Does the Plan address NFIP 
insured structures within each 
jurisdiction that have been 
repetitively damaged by floods?  44 
CFR 201.6(c)(2)(ii) 
 
Intent: To inform hazard mitigation 
actions for properties that have 
suffered repetitive damage due to 
flooding, particularly problem areas 
that may not be apparent on 
floodplain maps. Information on 
repetitive loss properties helps 
inform FEMA hazard mitigation 
assistance programs under the 
National Flood Insurance Act.  
 


a. The plan must describe the types (residential, commercial, 
institutional, etc.) and estimate the numbers of repetitive loss 
properties located in identified flood hazard areas.  
 
Repetitive loss properties are those for which two or more losses 
of at least $1,000 each have been paid under the National Flood 
Insurance Program (NFIP) within any 10‐year period since 1978.   
 
Severe repetitive loss properties are residential properties that 
have at least four NFIP payments over $5,000 each and the 
cumulative amount of such claims exceeds $20,000, or at least two 
separate claims payments with the cumulative amount exceeding 
the market value of the building.  
 
Use of flood insurance claim and disaster assistance information is 
subject to The Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, which prohibits 
public release of the names of policy holders or recipients of 
financial assistance and the amount of the claim payment or 
assistance. However, maps showing general areas where claims 
have been paid can be made public. If a plan includes the names 
of policy holders or recipients of financial assistance and the 
amount of the claim payment or assistance, the plan cannot be 
approved until this Privacy Act covered information is removed 
from the plan. 
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4.3  ELEMENT C. MITIGATION STRATEGY 
Requirement 
§201.6(c)(3) 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(3)(i) 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(3)(ii) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(3)(iii) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
§201.6(c)(3)(iv) 
 
 
§201.6(c)(4)(ii) 


[The plan shall include the following:] A mitigation strategy that 
provides the jurisdiction’s blueprint for reducing the potential losses 
identified in the risk assessment, based on existing authorities, 
policies, programs, and resources, and its ability to expand on and 
improve these existing tools. 
 
[The hazard mitigation strategy shall include a] description of 
mitigation goals to reduce or avoid long‐term vulnerabilities to the 
identified hazards. 
 
[The hazard mitigation strategy shall include a] section that identifies 
and analyzes a comprehensive range of specific mitigation actions and 
projects being considered to reduce the effects of each hazard, with 
particular emphasis on new and existing buildings and infrastructure.  
All plans approved by FEMA after October 1, 2008, must also address 
the jurisdiction’s participation in the NFIP, and continued compliance 
with NFIP requirements, as appropriate. 
 
[The hazard mitigation strategy shall include an] action plan, 
describing how the action identified in paragraph (c)(3)(ii) of this 
section will be prioritized, implemented, and administered by the 
local jurisdiction.  Prioritization shall include a special emphasis on the 
extent to which benefits are maximized according to a cost benefit 
review of the proposed projects and their associated costs. 
 
For multi‐jurisdictional plans, there must be identifiable action items 
specific to the jurisdiction requesting FEMA approval or credit of the 
plan. 
 
[The plan shall include a] process by which local governments 
incorporate the requirements of the mitigation plan into other 
planning mechanisms such as comprehensive or capital 
improvements, when appropriate. 


 
Overall Intent.  The mitigation strategy serves as the long‐term blueprint for reducing the 
potential losses identified in the risk assessment.  The Stafford Act directs Local Mitigation 
Plans to describe hazard mitigation actions and establish a strategy to implement those 
actions.4   Therefore, all other requirements for a Local Mitigation Plan lead to and support 
the mitigation strategy.  
 


                                                       
4 Section 322(b), Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (Stafford Act), as amended, 
42 U.S.C. 5165. 
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The mitigation strategy includes the development of goals and prioritized hazard mitigation 
actions.  Goals are long‐term policy statements and global visions that support the 
mitigation strategy.   A critical step in the development of specific hazard mitigation actions 
and projects is assessing the community’s existing authorities, policies, programs, and 
resources and its capability to use or modify local tools to reduce losses and vulnerability 
from profiled hazards.   
 
In the plan update, goals and actions are either reaffirmed or updated based on current 
conditions, including the completion of hazard mitigation initiatives, an updated or new risk 
assessment, or changes in State or local priorities. 


 
 


ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


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?  44 CFR 201.6(c)(3) 
 
Intent: To ensure that each 
jurisdiction evaluates its capabilities 
to accomplish hazard mitigation 
actions, through existing 
mechanisms.  This is especially 
useful for multi‐jurisdictional plans 
where local capability varies widely. 
 


a. The plan must describe each jurisdiction’s existing authorities, 
policies, programs and resources available to accomplish hazard 
mitigation.   
 
Examples include, but are not limited to: staff involved in local 
planning activities, public works, and emergency management; 
funding through taxing authority, and annual budgets; or 
regulatory authorities for comprehensive planning, building codes, 
and ordinances.   
 


C2.  Does the Plan address each 
jurisdiction’s participation in the 
NFIP and continued compliance 
with NFIP requirements, as 
appropriate?  44 CFR 201.6(c)(3)(ii) 
 
Intent:  To demonstrate flood hazard 
mitigation efforts by the community 
through NFIP activities. Where FEMA 
is the official administering Federal 
agency of the NFIP, participation in 
the program is a basic community 
capability and resource for flood 
hazard mitigation activities.  
 


a. The plan must describe each jurisdiction’s participation in the NFIP 
and describe their floodplain management program for continued 
compliance.  Simply stating “The community will continue to 
comply with NFIP,” will not meet this requirement.  The 
description could include, but is not limited to: 
 


 Adoption and enforcement of floodplain management 
requirements, including regulating new construction in 
Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHAs); 


 Floodplain identification and mapping, including any local 
requests for map updates; or 


 Description of community assistance and monitoring 
activities. 
 


Jurisdictions that are currently not participating in the NFIP and 
where an FHBM or FIRM has been issued may meet this 
requirement by describing the reasons why the community does 
not participate.   
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ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


C3. Does the Plan include goals to 
reduce/avoid long‐term 
vulnerabilities to the identified 
hazards?  44 CFR 201.6(c)(3)(i) 
 
Intent:  To guide the development 
and implementation of hazard 
mitigation actions for the 
community(ies).  Goals are 
statements of the community’s 
visions for the future. 
 


a. The plan must include general hazard mitigation goals that 
represent what the jurisdiction(s) seeks to accomplish through 
mitigation plan implementation.  
 
Goals are broad policy statements that explain what is to be 
achieved.   
 


b. The goals must be consistent with the hazards identified in the 
plan.   


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?  44 CFR 
201.6(c)(3)(ii) and 44 CFR 
201.6(c)(3)(iv) 
 
Intent:  To ensure the hazard 
mitigation actions are based on the 
identified hazard vulnerabilities, are 
within the capability of each 
jurisdiction, and reduce or avoid 
future losses.  This is the heart of the 
mitigation plan, and is essential to 
leading communities to reduce their 
risk.  Communities, not FEMA, “own” 
the hazard mitigation actions in the 
strategy. 


a. The plan must include a mitigation strategy that 1) analyzes 
actions and/or projects that the jurisdiction considered to reduce 
the impacts of hazards identified in the risk assessment, and 2) 
identifies the actions and/or projects that the jurisdiction intends 
to implement.   
 
Mitigation actions and projects means a hazard mitigation action, 
activity or process (for example,  adopting a building code) or it 
can be a physical project (for example, elevating structures or 
retrofitting critical infrastructure) designed to reduce or eliminate 
the long term risks from hazards.  This sub‐element can be met 
with either actions or projects, or a combination of actions and 
projects.  
 
The mitigation plan may include non‐mitigation actions, such as 
actions that are emergency response or operational preparedness 
in nature.  These will not be accepted as hazard mitigation actions, 
but neither will FEMA require these to be removed from the plan 
prior to approval.   
 
A comprehensive range consists of different hazard mitigation 
alternatives that address the vulnerabilities to the hazards that the 
jurisdiction(s) determine are most important.   
 


b. Each jurisdiction participating in the plan must have mitigation 
actions specific to that jurisdiction that are based on the 
community’s risk and vulnerabilities, as well as community 
priorities.   


 
c. The action plan must reduce risk to existing buildings and 


infrastructure as well as limit any risk to new development and 
redevelopment.  With emphasis on new and existing building and 
infrastructure means that the action plan includes a consideration 
of actions that address the built environment.   
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ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


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?  44 CFR 
201.6(c)(3)(iii) and 44 CFR (c)(3)(iv) 
 
Intent: To identify how the plan will 
directly lead to implementation of 
the hazard mitigation actions.  As 
opportunities arise for actions or 
projects to be implemented, the 
responsible entity will be able to 
take action towards completion of 
the activities. 
 


a. The plan must describe the criteria used for prioritizing 
implementation of the actions.  
 


b. The plan must demonstrate when prioritizing hazard mitigation 
actions that the local jurisdictions considered the benefits that 
would result from the hazard mitigation actions versus the cost of 
those actions.  The requirement is met as long as the economic 
considerations are summarized in the plan as part of the 
community’s analysis.  A complete benefic‐cost analysis is not 
required.  Qualitative benefits (for example, quality of life, natural 
and beneficial values, or other “benefits”) can also be included in 
how actions will be prioritized. 


 
c. The plan must identify the position, office, department, or agency 


responsible for implementing and administering the action (for 
each jurisdiction), and identify potential funding sources and 
expected timeframes for completion. 
 


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?  44 CFR 201.6(c)(4)(ii) 
 
Intent:  To assist communities in 
capitalizing on all available 
mechanisms that they have at their 
disposal to accomplish hazard 
mitigation and reduce risk.   


a. The plan must describe the community’s process to integrate the 
data, information, and hazard mitigation goals and actions into 
other planning mechanisms.   
 


b. The plan must identify the local planning mechanisms where 
hazard mitigation information and/or actions may be 
incorporated.   


 
Planning mechanisms means governance structures that are used 
to manage local land use development and community decision‐
making, such as comprehensive plans, capital improvement plans, 
or other long‐range plans. 


 
c. A multi‐jurisdictional plan must describe each participating 


jurisdiction’s individual process for integrating hazard mitigation 
actions applicable to their community into other planning 
mechanisms. 


 
d. The updated plan must explain how the jurisdiction(s) 


incorporated the mitigation plan, when appropriate, into other 
planning mechanisms as a demonstration of progress in local 
hazard mitigation efforts.   


 
e. The updated plan must continue to describe how the mitigation 


strategy, including the goals and hazard mitigation actions will be 
incorporated into other planning mechanisms. 
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4.4 ELEMENT D. PLAN REVIEW, EVALUATION, AND IMPLEMENTATION (Plan Updates Only) 
Requirement 
§201.6(d)(3) 
 


A local jurisdiction must review and revise its plan to reflect changes 
in development, progress in local mitigation efforts, and changes in 
priorities, and resubmit if for approval within 5 years in order to 
continue to be eligible for mitigation project grant funding. 


 
Overall Intent.  In order to continue to be an effective representation of the jurisdiction’s 
overall strategy for reducing its risks from natural hazards, the mitigation plan must reflect 
current conditions.  This will require an assessment of the current development patterns 
and development pressures as well as an evaluation of any new hazard or risk information.  
The plan update is an opportunity for the jurisdiction to assess its previous goals and action 
plan, evaluate progress in implementing hazard mitigation actions, and adjust its actions to 
address the current realities.  
 
Where conditions of growth and revisions in priorities may have changed very little in a 
community, much of the text in the updated plan may be unchanged.  This is acceptable as 
long as it still fits the priorities of their community, and it reflects current conditions. The 
key for plan readers to recognize a good plan update is documentation of the community’s 
progress or changes in their hazard mitigation program, along with the community’s 
continued engagement in the mitigation planning process.   
 


ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


D1. Was the plan revised to reflect 
changes in development?  44 CFR 
201.6(d)(3) 
 
Intent:  To ensure that the 
mitigation strategy continues to 
address the risk and vulnerabilities 
to existing and potential 
development, and takes into 
consideration possible future 
conditions that can impact the 
vulnerability of the community.   
 


a. The plan must describe changes in development that have 
occurred in hazard prone areas and increased or decreased the 
vulnerability of each jurisdiction since the last plan was approved.  
If no changes in development impacted the jurisdiction’s overall 
vulnerability, plan updates may validate the information in the 
previously approved plan.   
 
Changes in development means recent development (for 
example, construction completed since the last plan was 
approved), potential development (for example, development 
planned or under consideration by the jurisdiction), or conditions 
that may affect the risks and vulnerabilities of the jurisdictions (for 
example, climate variability, declining populations or projected 
increases in population, or foreclosures). Not all development will 
affect a jurisdiction’s vulnerability. 
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ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


D2. Was the plan revised to reflect 
progress in local mitigation efforts?  
44 CFR 201.6(d)(3) 
 
Intent:  To evaluate and 
demonstrate progress made in the 
past five years in achieving goals 
and implementing actions outlined 
in their mitigation 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 actions that have not been completed, the 
plan must either describe whether the action is no longer relevant 
or be included as part of the updated action plan.   


 
 


D3. Was the plan revised to reflect 
changes in priorities?  44 CFR 
201.6(d)(3) 
 
Intent:  To ensure the plan reflects 
current conditions, including 
financial, legal, and political realities 
as well as post‐disaster conditions.   
 


a. The plan must describe if and how any priorities changed since the 
plan was previously approved.   


 
If no changes in priorities are necessary, plan updates may 
validate the information in the previously approved plan. 
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4.5 ELEMENT E. PLAN ADOPTION 
Requirement 
§201.6(c)(5) 
 


[The plan shall include…] Documentation that the plan has been 
formally adopted by the governing body of the jurisdiction requesting 
approval of the plan (e.g., City Council, County commissioner, Tribal 
Council).  For multi‐jurisdictional plans, each jurisdiction requesting 
approval of the plan must document that it has been formally 
adopted.  


 
Overall Intent.  Adoption by the local governing body demonstrates the jurisdiction’s 
commitment to fulfilling the hazard mitigation goals and actions outlined in the plan.  
Adoption legitimizes the plan and authorizes responsible agencies to execute their 
responsibilities.  Updated plans also are adopted anew to demonstrate community 
recognition of the current planning process, changes that have occurred within the previous 
five years, and validate community priorities for hazard mitigation actions.    
 


ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


E1. Does the Plan include 
documentation that the plan has 
been formally adopted by the 
governing body of the jurisdiction 
requesting approval?  44 CFR 
201.6(c)(5) 
 
Intent:  To demonstrate the 
jurisdiction’s commitment to 
fulfilling the hazard mitigation goals 
outlined in the plan, and to 
authorize responsible agencies to 
execute their responsibilities.   
 


a. The plan must include documentation of plan adoption, usually a 
resolution by the governing body or other authority.   


 
If the local jurisdiction has not passed a formal resolution, or used 
some other documentation of adoption, the clerk or city attorney 
must provide written confirmation that the action meets their 
community’s legal requirements for official adoption and/or the 
highest elected official or their designee must submit written 
proof of the adoption. The signature of one of these officials is 
required with the explanation or other proof of adoption.  


 
Minutes of a council or other meeting during which the plan is 
adopted will be sufficient if local law allows meeting records to be 
submitted as documentation of adoption.  The clerk of the 
governing body, or city attorney, must provide a copy of the law 
and a brief, written explanation such as, “in accordance with 
section ___ of the city code/ordinance, this constitutes formal 
adoption of the measure,” with an official signature.   
 
If adopted after FEMA review, adoption must take place within 
one calendar year of receipt of FEMA’s “Approval Pending 
Adoption.”  See Section 5, Plan Review Procedure for more 
information on “Approvable Pending Adoption.” 
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ELEMENT  REQUIREMENTS


E2. For multi‐jurisdictional plans, 
has each jurisdiction requesting 
approval of the plan documented 
formal plan adoption?  44 CFR 
201.6(c)(5) 
 
Intent:  To demonstrate the 
jurisdiction’s commitment to 
fulfilling the hazard mitigation goals 
outlined in the plan, and to 
authorize responsible agencies to 
execute their responsibilities. 
 


a. Each jurisdiction that is included in the plan must have its 
governing body adopt the plan prior to FEMA approval, even 
when a regional agency has the authority to prepare such plans.  


 
As with single jurisdictional plans, in order for FEMA to give 
approval to a multi‐jurisdictional plan, at least one participating 
jurisdiction must formally adopt the plan within one calendar year 
of FEMA’s designation of the plan as “Approvable Pending 
Adoption.”  See Section 5, Plan Review Procedure for more 
information on “Approvable Pending Adoption.” 
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SECTION 5: 
PLAN REVIEW PROCEDURE 
 
5.1  COMMUNICATING THE REVIEW 
FEMA will work with State counterparts to establish mutually agreeable methods of 
communication for Local Mitigation Plan reviews.  State officials completing reviews may 
have their own procedures or preferences for communication with the local government or 
with FEMA.  However, a clear understanding of how information on Local Mitigation Plan 
reviews will be relayed, and where necessary issues resolved, will foster more positive 
relationships between all parties and provide for greater understanding of unique local 
situations.   
 
FEMA:  At a minimum, the following communication techniques will be employed by FEMA 
in coordination with State offices responsible for the review of Local Mitigation Plans: 
 


 FEMA will provide a completed Plan Review Tool with the review determination, 
including a description of the required revisions in the Regulation Checklist, and 
recommendations in the Plan Assessment. 


 FEMA will send copies of all signed correspondence electronically, not just by mail, 
to reduce the overall review time.   
 


FEMA, States and Local Governments:  The following communication techniques may also 
be employed by FEMA in coordination with State offices responsible for the review of Local 
Mitigation Plans: 
 


 Joint Reviews: FEMA and the State may conduct a joint review by phone or in 
person to discuss the plan section‐by‐section, highlighting strengths of the 
community’s mitigation plan, as well as areas where improvements make the plan 
more effective at reducing risks to known hazards.   


 Involve the Locals: States may choose to include the local officials in joint reviews, or 
allow direct contact between FEMA and the local official to reduce review time.   


 Positive First Contact: When revisions are required, FEMA may contact the State 
directly by phone to discuss revisions and offer an opportunity for changes prior to 
issuing a “Required Revisions” letter.   


 Phone First:  When revisions are required, State and/or local officials are 
encouraged to call FEMA for any clarifications or questions rather than conduct 
communication in writing.  


 Share Drafts:  Local officials may share drafts of their entire plan, or at least the 
results of the risk assessment, with the State and/or FEMA well in advance of 
finalizing the plan. Early feedback from the State and/or FEMA will let the 
jurisdiction know that it is on the right track, that additional material needs to be 
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added, or that major revisions need to be made in time to develop and submit an 
approvable plan by established deadlines. 


 Stay on Schedule: States and local officials should coordinate with each other on 
procedures and schedules for State support of local mitigation planning efforts, 
initial State review of Local Mitigation Plans, and FEMA review and approval in time 
to meet deadlines. 


 Request Technical Assistance: States and local officials may request technical 
assistance from FEMA during the development of the Local Mitigation Plan, not 
simply contact FEMA at the point of review to ensure the planning process is 
understood and executed successfully.  


 
 
5.2  MITIGATION PLAN SUBMITTAL  
State:  The State is responsible for the initial review and coordination of all Local Mitigation 
Plans within that State.  Once initial review by the State is complete, the State submits the 
plan to the respective FEMA Regional office requesting a FEMA review (See FEMA Regional 
office contact information at: http://www.fema.gov/about/contact/regions.shtm).  This 
submittal consists of the following: 
 


a) Transmittal letter or email from the State Hazard Mitigation Officer, Governor’s 
Authorized Representative, or other delegated State officer; 


b) Local Mitigation Plan document to be reviewed; 
c) Plan Review Tool completed by the State; and 
d) If the Plan is already adopted by one or more of the participating local jurisdictions, 


copies of any adopting resolution(s) or letter(s). 
 


Plans may be submitted electronically or in paper copy, or both.  Hard copies may be 
required for review purposes, and electronic copies may be requested for recordkeeping.  If 
sending a paper copy, the State should include an “ATTENTION:” line on the mailing label 
with the name of the FEMA Mitigation Planner in the respective FEMA Regional office.    
 
FEMA:  Upon receipt, FEMA will provide confirmation to the State either by phone, email or 
mail. 
 
 
5.3   MITIGATION PLAN REVIEW  
 
Review Timeframes   
 
FEMA:  All Local Mitigation Plans submitted to FEMA will be reviewed by FEMA using this 
Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide and the corresponding Local Mitigation Plan Review 
Tool.   
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FEMA will work with State officials to ensure plans are reviewed in a timely manner and to 
prioritize the order of the review of all plans submitted.  All Local Mitigation Plans will be 
reviewed within 45 calendar dates, whenever possible.  If FEMA is unable to complete a 
Local Mitigation Plan review within 45 days of receipt from the State, the FEMA Regional 
Administrator, or his/her designee will either: 
 


a) Send a signed letter to be received by the State within 10 calendar days after the 
end of the 45‐day review period. The letter will include an explanation of the 
cause of any delays in the review of the Local Mitigation Plan and a reasonable 
projection of the date by which the plan review will be completed. If a 
completed review is sent to the State within 10 calendar days after the end of 
the 45‐day review period, a signed cover letter will indicate the reason for the 
delay. 


or 
 


b) Send a monthly status update to each State listing the status of all plans 
submitted to FEMA for review. This will include, at a minimum, the status of all 
plans received and currently under review, a reasonable projection of the date 
by which the plan review will be completed, and the cause for delays for any 
plans projected to be reviewed more than 45 days after receipt. This monthly 
update may also include plans approved, plans nearing expiration, or other 
status categories as deemed appropriate by FEMA. 


 
Upon completion of a Plan review, FEMA will prepare and forward a notification in the form 
of a "Requires Revisions", "Approvable Pending Adoption (APA)" or "Approval" letter to the 
State.  The notification to the State will include a copy of the Local Mitigation Plan Review 
Tool. 
 
Plan Revisions  
 
FEMA:  Local Mitigation Plans that do not meet all of the requirements in 44 CFR 201.6 are 
returned with a “Requires Revisions.”  The required revisions are indicated on the 
Regulation Checklist (in the Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool) and sent to the State. 
 
When a plan is not approved upon the first review, and requires revisions to meet 44 CFR 
Part 201, FEMA will complete subsequent plan reviews within 45 days of receipt from the 
State, whenever possible.  Items a and b above, Review Timeframes, apply to these 
subsequent plan reviews as well.   
 
The review of a revised Local Mitigation Plan and FEMA’s responses included in the 
Mitigation Plan Review Tool will take into consideration: 
 


a. only those Elements of the Tool where revisions were required in the previous 
review(s) to meet 44 CFR Part 201; 
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b. information in the plan was deleted or changed from its previous version to 
make the plan no longer meet that Element of the Local Mitigation Plan Review 
Tool; or 


c. the entire plan if received by the Region more than one year after the Region’s 
previous plan review was sent to the State. 
 


State:  Unless otherwise agreed upon between the State and FEMA, the State is responsible 
for forwarding the Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool to the local community.  The local 
community may work with the State, jointly with the State and FEMA, or directly with FEMA 
to make the revisions.  The local community resubmits the plan to the State, who is 
responsible again for initial review before forwarding the plan to FEMA.   
 
 
5.4   MITIGATION PLAN APPROVAL AND ADOPTION  
 
Approvable Pending Adoption.   
 
Approval Pending Adoption (APA) is a recommended and potentially time‐saving process by 
which jurisdictions submit the final draft Local Mitigation Plan for a review prior to formal 
jurisdictional adoption by the appropriate officials, agencies, or organizations.  If FEMA 
determines the plan is not approvable, the responsible local agency or office will be able to 
address deficiencies before taking the plan through adoption, therefore avoiding 
unnecessary delays in plan approval.    
 
FEMA:  If all Elements are met except adoption, FEMA determines that the Local Mitigation 
Plan is APA.  The FEMA Region sends an APA letter to the State who, in turn, forwards the 
determination to the local community.  The jurisdiction can then proceed with the adoption 
process, knowing the adopted plan will be approved.  When the APA plan is adopted by the 
jurisdiction, and FEMA has received the documentation of adoption, then it will be formally 
approved through a signed FEMA approval letter.   
 
State:  Unless otherwise agreed upon between the State and FEMA, all APA letters from 
FEMA are sent to the State; the State is responsible for communicating the status of the 
Plan with the local community. 
 
Local Government:  If adopted after FEMA review, adoption must take place within one 
calendar year of receipt of FEMA’s APA letter.  If the plan is not adopted within one 
calendar year of FEMA’s APA letter, the jurisdiction must update the entire plan and 
resubmit it for FEMA review.   The plan approval date begins the five‐year approval period 
and sets the expiration date for the plan.  The official approval date is indicated on the 
signed FEMA approval letter.  In addition to providing the approval date, it also indicates 
the expiration date of the plan.   
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As with single jurisdictional plans, in order for FEMA to approve a multi‐jurisdictional plan, 
at least one participating jurisdiction must formally adopt the plan within one calendar year 
of FEMA’s designation of the plan as APA.  Participants of a multi‐jurisdictional plan will 
assume the expiration date five years from the first jurisdiction’s approval date regardless 
of the other participant’s subsequent adoption date(s).  The five‐year approval period does 
not get “re‐set” each time another participating jurisdiction adopts the plan.   
 
For example, if jurisdiction #1 is the first jurisdiction to formally adopt the Blue County 
Multi‐Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan and receives FEMA’s “approval” of the plan on 
January 15, 2008, the plan will expire on January 15, 2013, exactly five years later.  If 
jurisdiction #2 does not formally adopt the same plan until July 15, 2009, its eligibility would 
expire on January 15, 2013, the same exact date that Blue County’s plan received 
“approval” when the plan was first approved.  Thus, jurisdiction #2 does not benefit from 
the full five‐year approval timeframe, but only 3½ years.  FEMA recommends that all 
participating jurisdictions coordinate the adoption process as soon as the plan has received 
APA status to ensure that all participants are covered by a plan for the full five years. 
 
Approved 
 
FEMA:  Once all Elements are ‘Met’ and the adoption resolution is received by the FEMA 
Regional office, FEMA will send an “Approved” letter signed by the Regional Administrator 
or his/her designee to the State.  This designee 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, jurisdiction(s) 
that have adopted the plan, date(s) of plan adoption, date of plan approval, and the 
expiration date of FEMA’s approval of the plan.   For multi‐jurisdictional plans, this 
information may be included in the Local Mitigation Plan Review Tool or other attachment.   
 
Approval letter(s) for multi‐jurisdictional plans will clearly read that the expiration date of 
FEMA’s approval of the plan applies for all participating jurisdictions, regardless of different 
adoption dates.  If the plan is multi‐jurisdictional and all participating jurisdiction’s 
adoptions are not received by FEMA at the same time, more than one approval letter will be 
sent to the State as additional adoptions are received by FEMA.  A completed Local 
Mitigation Plan Review Tool will accompany correspondence for all approved Local 
Mitigation Plans.  
 
State:  Unless otherwise agreed upon between the State and FEMA, all approval letters 
from FEMA are sent to the State; the State is responsible for communicating the approval 
with the local community. 
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APPENDIX A: 
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:  Date of Plan:  


 
 


Local Point of Contact:  
 


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 
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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.’  Sub‐
elements 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)  Met 


Not 
Met Regulation (44 CFR 201.6 Local Mitigation Plans) 


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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1. REGULATION CHECKLIST  Location in Plan 
(section and/or  
page number)  Met 


Not 
Met Regulation (44 CFR 201.6 Local Mitigation Plans) 


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  
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1. REGULATION CHECKLIST  Location in Plan 
(section and/or  
page number)  Met 


Not 
Met Regulation (44 CFR 201.6 Local Mitigation Plans) 


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.    


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. Plan Strengths and Opportunities for Improvement 
2. 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. 
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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: 
 


 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. 
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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, post‐
disaster 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. 
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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:  
 


 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? 
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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 


Requirements Met (Y/N) 
A.


Planning 
Process 


B.
Hazard 


Identification 
& Risk 


Assessment 


C. 
Mitigation 
Strategy 


D.
Plan Review, 
Evaluation & 


Implementation 


E.
Plan 


Adoption 


F.
State 


Require‐
ments 


1 
           


       
 


 


2 
           


       
 


 


3 
           


       
 


 


4 
           


       
 


 


5 
           


       
 


 


6 
           


       
 


 


7 
           


       
 


 


8 
           


       
 


 


9 
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  MULTI‐JURISDICTION SUMMARY SHEET 


# 
Jurisdiction 


Name 


Jurisdiction 
Type 


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


Plan 
POC 


Mailing 
Address 


Email  Phone 


Requirements Met (Y/N) 
A.


Planning 
Process 


B.
Hazard 


Identification 
& Risk 


Assessment 


C. 
Mitigation 
Strategy 


D.
Plan Review, 
Evaluation & 


Implementation 


E.
Plan 


Adoption 


F.
State 


Require‐
ments 


10 
           


       
 


 


11 
           


       
 


 


12 
           


       
 


 


13 
           


       
 


 


14 
           


       
 


 


15 
           


       
 


 


16 
           


       
 


 


17 
           


       
 


 


18 
           


       
 


 


19 
           


       
 


 


20 
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