Appendix B: Planning Process

Planning process documentation included in appendices in PDF version of the plan in the
following order:

Notice for public comment period

Affidavit of publication for comment period
Invitee list

Meeting notice press releases

Meeting letters and emails

Meeting agendas

Internet postings of meeting dates and notices
Meeting sign-in sheets

STAPLEE worksheets
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10/27/2020 Mail - Cunningham, Thomas E - Outlook

Christian County Hazard Mitigation

Cunningham, Thomas E <TCunningham@MissouriState.edu>

Mon 10/5/2020 11:58 AM

To: Cunningham, Thomas E <TCunningham@MissouriState.edu>

Bcc: 4bozer@sbcglobal.net <4bozer@sbcglobal.net>; abramovitztb@billings.k12.mo.us <abramovitztb@billings.k12.mo.us>;
aldrichd@chadwick k12.mo.us <aldrichd@chadwick.k12.mo.us>; amonsanto@christiancountysheriff.net
<amonsanto@christiancountysheriff.net>; armitagej@spokane.k12.mo.us <armitagej@spokane.k12.mo.us>;
Assessor@christiancountymo.gov <Assessor@christiancountymo.gov>; bbacon@cces911.org <bbacon@cces911.org>;
bcole@christiancountysheriff.net <bcole@christiancountysheriff.net>; bettis34@centurylink.net <bettis34@centurylink.net>;
bilyeuc@lpha.dhss.mo.gov <bilyeuc@Ipha.dhss.mo.gov>; bilyeutowing@aol.com <bilyeutowing@aol.com>;
brandtc@billings.k12.mo.us <brandtc@billings.k12.mo.us>; bsteele@nixa.com <bsteele@nixa.com>;
carvajals@cleverbluejays.org <carvajals@cleverbluejays.org>; caseyowens@ozarktigers.org <caseyowens@ozarktigers.org>;
cavenerr@billings.k12.mo.us <cavenerr@billings.k12.mo.us>; cellings705@gmail.com <cellings705@gmail.com>;
chief71@highlandvillefire.org <chief71@highlandvillefire.org>; Chief72@highlandvillefire.org <Chief72@highlandvillefire.org>;
chris.berndt@westerntaneyfire.com, <chris.berndt@westerntaneyfire.com,>

A draft copy of the Christian County Hazard Mitigation Plan is now available to view on the SMCOG website here. |
also went ahead and attached a copy of the plan to this email. Please review the document and send me any
comments/suggestions you have by the end of the day on Friday, October 16", The plan is quite lengthy, so |
would recommend doing a control+f search and specifically looking for your jurisdiction. Chapter 4, Mitigation
Strategy, is especially important, as it contains all of your action sheets. It should be noted that this is a draft copy
of the plan. Expect changes/updates to be made for the final copy.

You may also include the time spent reviewing the draft as part of your in-kind donation. We are still a few hours
short of the goal, so please be sure to record your time and return the sheet to me ASAP. If you don’t have a copy
of your timesheet, please to let me know and | can send you another.

Also, if you have any other materials that need to be returned to us, please do so as soon as possible. This would
include any Capabilities Assessment Questionnaires, Time Sheets, Action Sheets, or STAPLEE Sheets. It is VERY
IMPORTANT that you complete and return these to us as they are required documents needed to participate in
the plan.

If you have any other questions or concerns regarding the plan, please do not hesitate to reach out to me — |
would be happy to help in any way possible. Thank you all so much for your participation and | look forward to
hearing back from you!

Thomas Cunningham

Associate Planner

Southwest Missouri Council of Governments
110 Park Central Square | Springfield, MO 65806
Office: 417-836-6900

https://outlook.office.com/mail/search/id/AAQKAGM3M2MyZTVjLWE4ZTItNDA2Yi05YjUSLWU2ZjEwZDgyOWZIMAAQANDG67vqBkzSjvg1yuPZA%2F ...  1/1



Christian County Multijurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan

The preliminary draft of the Christian County Multijurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan is now available
for review and comment at www.smcog.org until Friday, October 30, 2020. The public is encouraged to
comment on the plan and ensure that the needs and values of residents are being addressed by
Christian County in mitigating the potential damages to people and property in the event of natural
hazards.

If you would like to view a copy of the plan or make comments on the plan, please contact Thomas
Cunningham, Associate Planner, Southwest Missouri Council of Governments, at
tcunningham@missouristate.edu.



mailto:tcunningham@missouristate.edu

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

SMCOG

HOME ABOUT PROGRAMS PUBLICATIONS

Christian County Hazard Mitigation Plan - Draft

October b, 2020

The initial draft of the Christian County Multi-jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan is now available here
for public review and comment. Please submit commments to Thomas Cunningham by the end of the day
on Friday, October 16.

Please note: this is an early draft version of the document. Expect changes and updates to be made.

Tags: SMCOG Christian County NHMP
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Jurisdiction Title/Position Frist Name | Last Name Mailing Address City Zip

American Red Cross of Southern MO Director, Emergency Services Julie Stolting 1545 N. West Bypass Springfield MO 65803
Billings Fire Protection District Chief Henry Bos P.O. Box 318 Billings MO 65610
Billings R-IV School District Elementary Principal Ben Abramovitz 118 W Mt Vernon Billings MO 65610
Billings R-1V School District Superintendent Cynthia Brandt 118 W Mt Vernon Billings MO 65610
Billings R-IV School District High School Principal Jennifer Wilson 118 W Mt Vernon Billings MO 65610
Billings Special Rd Dist Secretary Danny Garbee P.O. Box 328 Billings MO 65610
Billings Special Rd Dist President Todd D. Groves P.O. Box 328 Billings MO 65610
Chadwick Fire District Chief Rick Lawler 6419 State Hwy 125 S Chadwick MO

Chadwick R-I School Disrict Principal David Aldrich P.O. Box 274 Chadwick MO 65629
Chadwick R-I School Disrict Superintendent Dana Comstock P.O. Box 274 Chadwick MO 65629
Christian County Emergency Manager Phil Amtower 100 W. Church, Rm 100 Ozark MO 65721
Christian County County Coroner Mandi Armitage P.O. Box 1695 Nixa MO 65714
Christian County County Clerk Kay Brown 100 W. Church, Rm 206 Ozark MO 65721
Christian County Assessor Danny Gray 100 W. Church, Rm 301 Ozark MO 65721
Christian County Planning & Dev Administrator Todd Wiesehan 1106 W Jackson St Ozark MO 65721
Christian County Western Commissioner Hosea Bilyeu 100 W. Church, Rm 100 Ozark MO 65721
Christian County Sheriff Brad Cole 110 W. Elm Street, Rm 70 Ozark MO 65721
Christian County Captain Thomas Koch 110 W. EIm Street, Rm 70 Ozark MO

Christian County CC Sheriff Support Services Alicia Monsanto 110 W. Elm Street, Rm 70 Ozark MO

Christian County Presiding Commissioner Ralph Phillips 100 W. Church, Rm 100 Ozark MO 65721
Christian County Eastern Commissioner Mike Robertson 100 W. Church, Rm 100 Ozark MO 65722
Christian County Health Department Director Cindy Bilyeu 301 E. Brick St. Ozark MO 65721
Christian County Ambulance District Executive Administrator Christie Drew 1750 S. 15th Ave. Ozark MO 65721
Christian County Ambulance District Manager/Cox Health David Toner 1750 S. 15th Ave. Ozark MO 65721
Christian County EM Assistant Director Linda Barger 100 W. Church, Rm 100 Ozark MO 65721
Christian County EM Administrative Asst. Cheryl Mitchell 100 W. Church, Rm 100 Ozark MO 65722
Christian County Emergency Services Director Becky Bacon 110 W. EIm St, Room 50 Ozark MO 65721
Christian County Emergency Services Deputy Director Mike Lawton 110 W. Elm St, Room 50 Ozark MO 65722
City of Billings Emergency Coordinator Henry Bos 319 S. Republic Billings MO 65610
City of Billings City Clerk Ruth Haskins P.O. Box 207 Billings MO 65610
City of Billings Supt. Water & Sewer Mike Lewis P.O. Box 207 Billings MO 65610
City of Billings Mayor David Rauch P.O. Box 207 Billings MO 65610
City of Billings Chief of Police David Taylor P.O. Box 207 Billings MO 65631
City of Clever City Clerk Kristy Keithley 304 S. Clark Clever MO 65631
City of Clever Mayor Jaredd King 304 S. Clark Clever MO 65631
City of Clever Chief of Police Jeff Lofton 304 S. Clark Clever MO 65631
City of Fremont Hills Deputy Clerk Jeanette Curtis 1953 Fremont Hills Dr. Fremont Hills MO 65714
City of Fremont Hills Mayor Luke Davis 1953 Fremont Hills Dr. Fremont Hills MO 65714
City of Highlandville Mayor Clint Ellingsworth P.O. Box 157 Highlandville MO 65669




City of Highlandville Administrative Asst. Cindy Hogshooter P.O. Box 157 Highlandville MO 65669
City of Nixa Police Chief Joe Campbell P.O. Box 395 Nixa MO 65715
City of Nixa Public Works Director Doug Colvin P.O. Box 395 Nixa MO 65714
City of Nixa Planning & Development Director |Travis Cossey P.O. Box 395 Nixa MO 65714
City of Nixa Public Information Officer Drew Douglas P.O. Box 395 Nixa MO 65717
City of Nixa Admin Jimmy Liles P.O. Box 395 Nixa MO 65714
City of Nixa City Administrator Jimmy Liles P.O. Box 395 Nixa MO 65714
City of Nixa City Clerk Cindy Robbins P.O. Box 395 Nixa MO 65714
City of Nixa Mayor Brian Steele P.O. Box 395 Nixa MO 65714
City of Nixa Lieutenant Jeremy Whitehill P.O. Box 395 Nixa MO 65716
City of Ozark MS-4 Stormwater Compliance Tim Auchtung

City of Ozark Amber Ryan

City of Ozark Chief of Police Justin Arnold P.O. Box 295 Ozark MO 65721
City of Ozark City Administrator Steve Childers P.O. Box 295 Ozark MO 65721
City of Ozark Mayor Rick Gardner P.O. Box 295 Ozark MO 65721
City of Ozark City Clerk Sharon Mickey P.O. Box 295 Ozark MO 65721
City of Ozark Public Works Director Jeremy Parson P.O. Box 295 Ozark MO 65721
City of Ozark Planning & Development Director [Cameron Smith P.O. Box 295 Ozark MO 65721
City of Republic Emergency Manager Lynn Hollandworth 701 U.S. Hwy 60 East Republic MO 65738
City of Sparta Mayor Jenni Davis P.O. Box 246 Sparta MO 65753
City of Sparta Chief of Police Trampus Taylor P.O. Box 246 Sparta MO 65753
City of Sparta City Clerk Becky Vessar P.O. Box 246 Sparta MO 65753
Clever Fire Protection District Chief Ronnie Keithley 406 N EIm Ave Clever MO 65631
Clever R-V School District Superintendent Steve Carvajal 103 S Public Ave Clever MO 65631
Clever R-V School District Administrative Asst. Amber Cox 103 S Public Ave Clever MO 65631
Clever R-V School District Safety Coordinator Beniji Fenske 103 S Public Ave Clever MO 65631
Clever R-V School District Secretary to Superintendent Amber Gilmore 103 S Public Ave Clever MO 65631
Clever R-V School District School Board President Marla Shuler 103 S Public Ave Clever MO 65632
Garrison Special Rd Dist Secretary Julie Bettis Garrison MO 65657
Garrison Special Rd Dist President Raymond Stevens 410 Stevens Road Garrison MO 65657
Greene County OEM Director Larry Woods 330 W. Scott St Springfield MO 65802
Highlandville Fire Protection District Assistant Chief Lowell Miller 1162 Glossip Ave Highlandville MO 65669
Highlandville Fire Protection District Chief Kevin Stephens 1162 Glossip Ave Highlandville MO 65669
Logan Rogersville Fire Protection District Chief Richard Stirts 3427 S State Hwy 125 Rogersville MO 65742
National Weather Service Senior Meteorologist Doug Cramer 5805 West Highway EE Springfield MO 65802
National Weather Service WCM Steve Runnels 5805 West Highway EE Springfield MO 65802
National Weather Service Hydrologist Megan Terry 5805 West Highway EE Springfield MO 65802
Nixa Chamber of Commerce Front Desk Coordinator Teresa Bruton 106 W. Sherman Way, Suite 6 Nixa MO 65714
Nixa Chamber of Commerce Executive Director Chris Russel 106 W. Sherman Way, Suite 6 Nixa MO 65714
Nixa Fire Protection District Chief Jon Trent 301 S. Nicholas Rd. Nixa MO 65714




Nixa R-ll School District Superintendent Dr. Gearl Loden 301 S. Main Street Nixa MO 65714
Nixa R-Il School District Chief Communications/Safety Zac Rantz 301 S. Main Street Nixa MO 65714
OACAC Neighborhood Center Supervisor Darla Boice P.O. Box 416 Ozark MO 65721
OTC Richwood Valley Campus Safety and Security Supervisor Jerome Ransom

OTC Richwood Valley Campus Secretary Ann White 3369 W. Jackson St. Nixa MO 65714
Ozark Chamber of Commerce Executive Director Anna Evans 1471 W. South St. Ozark MO 65721
Ozark Chamber of Commerce 1471 W. South St. Ozark MO 65721
Ozark Fire Protection District Chief Darren White 604 N. 3rd St. Ozark MO 65721
Ozark R-VI School District Superintendent Chris Bauman P.O. Box 166 Ozark MO 65721
Ozark R-VI School District Asst. Superintendent of Operations |Curtis Chesick P.O. Box 166 Ozark MO 65721
Ozark R-VI School District Communications Specialist Casey Owens P.O. Box 166 Ozark MO 65721
Ozark Special Rd Dist President Scott Bilyeu P.O. Box 688 Ozark MO 65721
Ozark Special Rd Dist Secretary Sharon Whitehill-Gray [P.O. Box 688 Ozark MO 65721
Ozarks Technical Community College Vice Chancellor Rob Rector 1001 E. Chestnut Expy Springfield MO 65802
Ozarks Transportation Organization Executive Director Sara Fields 2208 W Chesterfield St Suite 101 Springfield MO 65807
Selmore Special Rd Dist Secretary Dorothy Doenning Ozark MO 65721
Selmore Special Rd Dist President Jeff Tatum 165 Colorado Dr Ozark MO 65721
South Sparta Special Rd Dist President Phil Short 816 Stoneridge Rd Sparta MO 65753
Sparta Chamber of Commerce Director P.O. Box 465 Sparta MO 65753
Sparta Fire Protection District Chief Brian Loula 8204 State Hwy 14 E Sparta MO 65753
Sparta R-Ill School District Executive Secretary Trish Loveland P.O. Box 160 Sparta MO 65753
Sparta R-Ill School District Superintendent Rocky Valentine P.O. Box 160 Sparta MO 65753
Spokane R-VII School District Human Resources Jan Armitage P.O. Box 220 Highlandville MO 65669
Spokane R-VII School District Superintendent Terry Jamieson P.O. Box 220 Highlandville MO 65669
Spokane R-VII School District Elementary Principal Jennifer Wheeler Lofton |P.O. Box 220 Highlandville MO 65669
Stone County Emergency Management Emergency Manager Tom Martin P.O. Box 161 Kimberling City MO |65686
Stoneshire Special Rd Dist President Gary Smith 1227 Shire Circle Highlandville MO 65669
Taney County Emergency Management Administrator Chris Berndt 221 Jefferson Rd Branson, MO 65616
University of Missouri Extension Christian County Coordinator Pam Duitsman 105 N 2nd St Ozark MO 65721
Village of Saddlebrooke Chairperson Paul Dountas 776 Saddlebrooke Drive, Suite A-1  [Saddlebrooke MO  |65630
Village of Saddlebrooke Trustee Don Schortgen 776 Saddlebrooke Drive, Suite A-1  |Saddlebrooke MO (65630
Webster County Emergency Management Director Thomas Simmons 433 E. Commercial street Marshfield MO 65607




Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Megan Clark, AICP
June 2, 2020 Senior Planner

Christian County Communities to Update Hazard
Mitigation Plan

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Christian County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Christian County Multi-
Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. A plan update kick-off meeting will be held on
August 7th, 2019 at 1 p.m. at the Christian County Planning and Zoning Office, 1106 W.
Jackson St., Ozark, Mo.

Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.

As required by 44 CFR 8201.6(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 it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
is a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2014.

The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.

All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.

HitH
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Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Megan Clark, AICP
Senior Planner

Christian County Communities to Update Hazard
Mitigation Plan

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Christian County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Christian County Multi-
Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. The second plan update meeting will be held on
October 2, 2019 at 11 a.m. at the Christian County Resource Management Building, 1106 W.
Jackson St., Ozark, Mo.

Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.

As required by 44 CFR 8201.6(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 it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
is a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2014.

The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.

All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.
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Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Megan Clark, AICP
December 2, 2019 Senior Planner

Christian County Communities to Update Hazard
Mitigation Plan — Meeting 3

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Christian County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Christian County Multi-
Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. A plan update third meeting will be held on
December 11, 2019 at 11 a.m. at the Christian County Resource Management Building, 1106 W.
Jackson St., Ozark, Mo.

Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.

As required by 44 CFR §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 it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
is a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2016.

The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.

All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.
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Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Megan Clark, AICP
January 22, 2020 Senior Planner

Christian County Communities to Update Hazard
Mitigation Plan — Meeting 4

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Christian County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Christian County Multi-
Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. A plan update fourth meeting will be held on
February 5, 2020 at 11 a.m. at the Christian County Resource Management Building, 1106 W.
Jackson St., Ozark, Mo.

Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.

As required by 44 CFR 8§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 it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
is a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2016.

The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.

All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.
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Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Megan Clark, AICP
June 2, 2020 Senior Planner

Christian County Communities to Update Hazard
Mitigation Plan — Final Meeting

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Christian County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Christian County Multi-
Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. A plan update 5" and final meeting will be held
on June 10", 2020 at 11 a.m. as a virtual Zoom meeting. Those interested in participating may
contact Megan Clark at MeganClark@Muissouristate.edu for meeting call-in information.

Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.

As required by 44 CFR 8§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 it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
is a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2016.

The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.

All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.

HiHH
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SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

June 18, 2019
RE: Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Dear Stakeholder,

The State Emergency Management Agency (SEMA) has entered into an agreement with the
Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) to assist with the required update to the
Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. Federal law requires communities and other
local public jurisdictions to have an approved, adopted hazard mitigation plan on file with the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) to be eligible to apply for and receive Hazard
Mitigation Grant Program and other Federal mitigation program assistance.

The hazard mitigation plan must be updated every five years to maintain eligibility for
funding. The updated plan developed for Christian County and its jurisdictions will meet the
minimum planning requirements for all FEMA mitigation programs.

Community involvement in the development of the updated hazard mitigation plan for Christian
County is critical to this effort and is a required element of the planning process. Any and all
jurisdictions that may consider hazard mitigation projects in the next five years must participate
in the plan update process to be eligible to apply for FEMA hazard mitigation project assistance
grants.

The intent of the mitigation plan is to identify and evaluate the participating jurisdictions’
vulnerability to natural disasters and to develop strategies and actions that can eliminate the
negative effects of future disasters. Some examples of mitigation actions include the
construction of safe rooms, improvements to low water crossings, and flood hazard area
buyouts.

A representative from your jurisdiction or organization is invited to attend the kickoff information
meeting on the update of the Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan on Wednesday,
August 7™, 2019 at 11:00 a.m.

Included is a questionnaire that must be filled out by a representative from your jurisdiction. The
guestionnaire will ask a series of questions about the structure of your jurisdiction, previous
occurrences of hazard events, what facilities could potentially be affected by hazard events,
what plans your jurisdiction has in place to help mitigate the effects of these potential hazards,
and more.

An overview of the questionnaire will be provided at the kickoff meeting, so it is encouraged that
representatives bring their questionnaire with them in case they have any questions or would
like feedback on their answers.

Once completed, please be sure to return your questionnaire by the specified date. It can be
emailed to meganclark@missouristate.edu, faxed to (417) 836-4146, or turned in to Megan
Clark in person at the kickoff meeting.

Please see the back of this letter for additional information.

901 S. National, Springfield Missouri 65897 (417) 836-6900, Fax: (417) 836-4146
An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Institution
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SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Kickoff Meeting:
Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Christian County Resource Mangement
1106 W. Jackson St
Ozark, MO
Wednesday, August 7, 2019
11:00 a.m.

Topics to be discussed at the kickoff meeting will include greater detail on the update
process, necessary participants and their responsibilities, elements of the natural
hazard mitigation plan and update items, and a timeline for completion, approval, and
adoption of the plan update.

Additional plan update meetings will be held at 11:00 a.m. at the Christian County
Planning and Zoning Office on the following dates:

October 279, 2019
December 11%, 2019
February 5™, 2020
April 18t, 2020

We look forward to the participation of your jurisdiction in the plan update process and
encourage your questions, comments, and input at all stages of this process.

If you have any questions about the meetings or the plan update process, or are unable
to attend the kickoff meeting, please contact me by phone at 417-836-6901 or at
meganclark@missouristate.edu.

Sincerely,

Megan Clark, AICP
Senior Planner
Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

901 S. National, Springfield Missouri 65897 (417) 836-6900, Fax: (417) 836-4146
An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Institution
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Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

“Enhancing the quality of our communities through regional cooperation”

SMCO

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

June 2, 2020

RE: Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments has entered into an agreement with the State
Emergency Management Agency and the Christian County Commission to assist with the
required five-year update of the Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation
Plan. A FEMA approved local hazard mitigation plan must be in place in order for local units of
government to remain eligible for hazard mitigation grant programs.

Community and stakeholder involvement in the development of the updated hazard mitigation
plan is critical to the planning process and necessary to ensure that it meets the needs of all
communities and districts included in the plan.

You and/or a representative from your jurisdiction or organization are invited to attend the 2nd
meeting for the update of the Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan:

2" Meeting:
Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting
Christian County Resource Management
1106 W. Jackson St
Ozark, MO
Wednesday, October 2, 2019

11:00 a.m.
Topics to be discussed at this meeting include a risk assessment of hazards throughout the
county, as well as a recap of the planning process.

Additional plan update meetings will be held December 11, February 5, April 1.

We look forward to the participation of your jurisdiction in the plan update process and

encourage your questions, comments, and input at all stages of this process. If you have any
guestions about the meetings or the plan update process, or are unable to attend the kickoff
meeting, please contact me by phone at 417-836-6901 or at meganclark@missouristate.edu.

Sincerely,

Megan Clark, AICP
Senior Planner
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

901 South National Ave - Springfield, MO 65897 - (417) 836-4146 - www.smcog.org
An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Institution
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Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

“Enhancing the quality of our communities through regional cooperation”

SMCO

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

December 2, 2019

RE: Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments has entered into an agreement with the State
Emergency Management Agency and the Christian County Commission to assist with the required five-
year update of the Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. A FEMA
approved local hazard mitigation plan must be in place in order for local units of government to remain
eligible for hazard mitigation grant programs.

Community and stakeholder involvement in the development of the updated hazard mitigation plan is
critical to the planning process and necessary to ensure that it meets the needs of all communities and
districts included in the plan.

You and/or a representative from your jurisdiction or organization are invited to attend the 3rd meeting
for the update of the Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan:

3rd Meeting:
Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting

Christian County Resource Management
1106 W. Jackson St
Ozark, MO
Wednesday, December 11, 2019
11:00 a.m.

Topics to be discussed at this meeting include mitigation strategies to address hazards that were
identified throughout the county, as well as a recap of the planning process.

Additional plan update meetings will be held February 5" and April 1.

We look forward to the participation of your jurisdiction in the plan update process and encourage your
qguestions, comments, and input at all stages of this process. If you have any questions about the
meetings or the plan update process, or are unable to attend the meeting, please contact me by phone
at 417-836-6901 or at meganclark@missouristate.edu.

Sincerely,

Megan Clark, AICP
Senior Planner
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

901 South National Ave - Springfield, MO 65897 - (417) 836-4146 - www.smcog.org
An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Institution
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Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

“Enhancing the quality of our communities through regional cooperation”

SMCO

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

January 22, 2020

RE: Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments has entered into an agreement with the State
Emergency Management Agency and the Christian County Commission to assist with the
required five-year update of the Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation
Plan. A FEMA approved local hazard mitigation plan must be in place in order for local units of
government to remain eligible for hazard mitigation grant programs.

Community and stakeholder involvement in the development of the updated hazard mitigation
plan is critical to the planning process and necessary to ensure that it meets the needs of all
communities and districts included in the plan.

You and/or a representative from your jurisdiction or organization are invited to attend the 3rd
meeting for the update of the Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan:

4th Meeting:
Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting

Christian County Resource Management
1106 W. Jackson St
Ozark, MO
Wednesday, February 5, 2020
11:00 a.m.
Topics to be discussed at this meeting include mitigation strategies to address hazards that were
identified throughout the county, as well as a recap of the planning process.

The final plan update meeting will be held April 1%,

We look forward to the participation of your jurisdiction in the plan update process and
encourage your questions, comments, and input at all stages of this process. If you have any
questions about the meetings or the plan update process, or are unable to attend the meeting,
please contact me by phone at 417-836-6901 or at meganclark@missouristate.edu.

Sincerely,

; / .‘:“: - o | /
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A

Megan Clark, AICP
Senior Planner
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

901 South National Ave - Springfield, MO 65897 - (417) 836-4146 - www.smcog.org
An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Institution
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Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

“Enhancing the quality of our communities through regional cooperation”

SMCO

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

June 1, 2020
RE: Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments has entered into an agreement with the State
Emergency Management Agency and the Christian County Commission to assist with the required five-
year update of the Christian County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. A FEMA
approved local hazard mitigation plan must be in place in order for local units of government to remain
eligible for hazard mitigation grant programs.

Community and stakeholder involvement in the development of the updated hazard mitigation plan is
critical to the planning process and necessary to ensure that it meets the needs of all communities and
districts included in the plan.

You and/or a representative from your jurisdiction or organization are invited to attend the 5" and final
meeting for the update of the Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan:

Final Meeting:
Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting

Zoom Meeting
https://missouristate.zoom.us/j/97890323506?pwd=TmIKUVJITO9pb2xCVzRCbURKTDVjUT09
Meeting ID: 978 9032 3506
Password: 817631
Wednesday, June 10th
11:00 a.m.

Topics to be discussed at this meeting include mitigation actions implementation in order to address
hazards that were identified throughout the county, as well as a recap of the planning process.

Again, this is the final plan update meeting.

If you have any questions, please contact me by phone at 417-836-6901 or at
meganclark@missouristate.edu.

Sincerely,

Megan Clark, AICP
Senior Planner
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

901 South National Ave - Springfield, MO 65897 - (417) 836-4146 - www.smcog.org
An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Institution
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Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

Christian County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 2020
Notice of Open Meeting

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments will hold the kick-off meeting on the Dade
County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update on Monday, July 1.

Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Christian County EOC
1106 W. Jackson St
Ozark, MO
Wednesday, August 7th, 2019
11:00 a.m.

Jurisdictional representatives and the public are invited to learn how local governments in
Webster County are planning to mitigate the impact of natural hazard events.

All interested persons are invited to attend this meeting and provide input on this Plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The Webster
County Commission, the governing body of each participating City, School District, Road, Fire,
and Ambulance District must formally adopt the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.

Items to be discussed:

e Introduction to Hazard Mitigation
o Disaster Mitigation Act, Grants, Mitigation Plan funding
e The Planning Process
o Organization, Risk Assessment, Develop and Review Mitigation Strategies,
Adoption Resolutions
e Participation Requirements
o Capabilities Survey, Meeting attendance, Time Sheets
e Future Meeting Dates

The current Webster County Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan is available online at SMCOG.org.
For guestions contact: Megan Clark at MeganClark@ M issouriState.edu



Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

Christian County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 2020
Notice of Open Meeting

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments will hold the 3™ meeting on the Christian
County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update on Wednesday, December 11",

Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting
Christian County Resource Management
1106 W. Jackson St
Ozark, MO
Wednesday, December 11, 2019
11:00 a.m.

Jurisdictional representatives and the public are invited to learn how local governments in
Christian County are planning to mitigate the impact of natural hazard events.

All interested persons are invited to attend this meeting and provide input on this Plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The Christian
County Commission, the governing body of each participating City, School District, Road, Fire,
and Ambulance District must formally adopt the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.

Items to be discussed:

e Mitigation strategies to address identified hazards
e Planning process recap
e Future Meeting Dates

The current Christian County Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan is available online at SMCOG.org.
For questions contact: Megan Clark at MeganClark@MissouriState.edu



Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

Christian County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 2020
Notice of Open Meeting

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments will hold the 4" meeting on the Christian
County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update on Wednesday, February 5, 2020.

Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting
Christian County Resource Management
1106 W. Jackson St
Ozark, MO
Wednesday, February 5, 2020
11:00 a.m.

Jurisdictional representatives and the public are invited to learn how local governments in
Christian County are planning to mitigate the impact of natural hazard events.

All interested persons are invited to attend this meeting and provide input on this Plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The Christian
County Commission, the governing body of each participating City, School District, Road, Fire,
and Ambulance District must formally adopt the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.

Items to be discussed:

e Mitigation action implementation
e Planning process recap
e Future Meeting Dates

The current Christian County Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan is available online at SMCOG.org.
For questions contact: Megan Clark at MeganClark@MissouriState.edu



Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

Christian County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Notice of Open Meeting

The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments will hold the 5% and final meeting on the
Christian County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update on Wednesday, June 10.

Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting
Zoom Meeting
Meeting ID: 978 9032 3506
Password: 817631
Wednesday, June 10th
11:00 a.m.

Jurisdictional representatives and the public are invited to learn how local governments in
Christian County are planning to mitigate the impact of natural hazard events.

All interested persons are invited to attend this meeting and provide input on this Plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA.

Items to be discussed:

e Mitigation action implementation
e Planning process recap

The current Christian County Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan is available online at SMCOG.org.
For questions contact: Megan Clark at MeganClark@MissouriState.edu
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Hazard Mitigation

Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Meeting #1

July 15,2019 | Megan Clark

Wednesday, August 7, 11:00 a.m.
Christian County Resource Management
106 W. Jackson St

Ozark, MO

Presentation

Tags: SMCOG Christian




Meeting @ Hazard Mitigation

Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Meeting #2

July 15,2019 | Megan Clark

Wednesday, October 2, 11:00 a.m.
Christian County Resource Management
1106 W. Jackson St

Ozark, MO

Presentation

Tags: SMCOG Christian




Hazard Mitigation

Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Meeting #3

July 15,2019 | Megan Clark

Wednesday, December 11, 11:00 a.m.
Christian County Resource Management
1M06 W. Jackson St

Ozark, MO

Presentation

Tags: SMCOG Christian




Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting

Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
1106 W Jackson St - Ozark, MO
Wednesday, August 7tk, 2019 - 11:00am

Q.
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Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting

Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
1106 W Jackson St - Ozark, MO
Wednesday, August 7th, 2019 - 11:00am
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Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting |
1106 W Jackson St - Ozark, MO _
Wednesday, August 7th, 2019 - 11:00am
Sign-in (Please Print)
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Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
1106 W Jackson St - Ozark, MO
Wednesday, October 2rd, 2019 - 11:00am
Sign-in (Please Print)

Name Title Jurisdiction/Organization Email
N Toad biSiesehan [ RMD Drecd Chet s bt Dsiw Todos eschan @chrsstran consbymes. 37
NI Betrting | s Loordinetor Crty of Dzo% e chtipny Q\\ﬁ@yn\%\w%?\c gy
Sk Boce Sufecvispr DACAC Christiunto, Mkl holos, dbpice (Doac e _
\SQ_ lr7a Stk ﬁﬁh%ﬂri € (LD Show My Crr Ron Q.ufif Gr10ren CENOWINL (Ll 10
Nas g |72es/ oo At Cppicer? (it SUSSEREI R HANEEL) (O 17,
i Clarksors | Assichnt Chyed mcRS «Nﬁ@ﬂt lle Fre Prd | olocksen@ | ~{ice. eeg

" Jelis Gelt s Qyprinenten ore, AN belonnd e i g
il Vo couts Supursior__hiohais Gkt tlattt Quinty {65500 Lphutlo G0/

Chastina Hoses, | Ceeen G@j of Ozack epose ,h,@dabqﬁﬁgw
\sm&?& it £.m.C. m:,x of  Hlhlevduile | o wawdoillc eme oovticpe.com.
{ rmmSQcO@Jm Diec e QQSQE&%%A, Deoyle AD?@Q Disdried @@m&@%mbw@@wmﬁ%ﬂ@/ﬁw
/"Em&\@ ?\ﬁ 3 \ &&wb&(.& : tard ss@F remeth s Bhy , con

l&a\x\( Grbee A
ire \\\N&...W \\Q.\M.MM\NQ\#\ NL‘ vsuﬁn W :.._.,\,W\A\Aﬁ\\.ﬂﬂmah*.r%% \n\mﬂu




Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
1106 W Jackson St - Ozark, MO

Wednesday, October 224, 2019 - 11:00am
Sign-in (Please Print)

Christian County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
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STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Billings Special Road District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Low water crossing improvements

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 22
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 14
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Billings Special Road District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training (national incident management system)

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
3
Could it be implemented quickly?
STAPLEE SCORE | 2
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 18
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Billings Special Road District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Monitor funding programs

Mitigation Category:

Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2/
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 14
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 41
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Billings Special Road District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Snow and debris clearing

Mitigation Category:

Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Billings Special Road District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Low water crossing markings

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3Maybe YES = 2
Probably NO = 1Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
a reduction of disaster damages? relative reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE | 37
(STAPLEE + Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority I Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County Ambulance District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD 1.1.6

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen Preparedness

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2°
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 15
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 41
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Christie Thompson




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County Ambulance District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD 1.3.2

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Refuge Area Plan

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 0
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 0
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 0
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 12
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 27
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Christie Thompson, Director, 417-988-5255




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County Ambulance District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

8D 1.3.3

Name of Action or Project:

OACAC Programs

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
15
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Christie Thompson, Director, 417-988-5255




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County Ambulance District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD 3.1.1

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 20
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE L
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 38
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Christie Thompson, Director, 417-988-5255




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County Ambulance District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD 3.3.1

Name of Action or Project:

Monitor Funding Programs

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 18
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 41
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Christie Thompson, Director, 417-988-5255







STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

11

Name of Action or Project:

Social media and public information

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? :
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE e
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE L
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 37
Mitigation Effectiveness)
Medium Priority Low Priority

High Priority
. (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen Preparedness / Citizen Corps

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 38
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

NOAA Radios

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE -
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Low water crossing markings

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE e
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 37
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Room Construction

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 0
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 32
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.6

Name of Action or Project:

Safe refuge area plan

Mitigation Category:

Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.7

Name of Action or Project:

OACAC Programs

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 0
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE -
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 28
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.8

Name of Action or Project:

Community extreme temperature refuge areas

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 0
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 0
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE -4
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 24
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.9

Name of Action or Project:

Residential safe-room construction

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, structure and infrastructure projects

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 0
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE -4
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.1

Name of Action or Project:

Fire resistant construction and landscaping

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, structure and infrastructure projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 1
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE -4
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.2

Name of Action or Project:

Private property hazard insurance

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, education and outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE A
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE “
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 30
Mitigation Effectiveness)
Medium Priority Low Priority

High Priority
. (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.3

Name of Action or Project:

Underground utility construction methods

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 0
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 14
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

24

Name of Action or Project:

Low water crossing improvement

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE A
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE -
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 32
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
. (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.5

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard area property protection

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, structure and infrastructure projects

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 1
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 1
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 26
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.6

Name of Action or Project:

Natural area preservation in hazard prone areas

Mitigation Category:

Natural Systems Protection

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 1
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 2.7
Name of Action or Project: Burn Bans
Mitigation Category: Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 1
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 1
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 1
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 1
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.8

Name of Action or Project:

Monitor funding programs

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE “
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.9

Name of Action or Project:

Geographic information

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE “
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 31
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

31

Name of Action or Project:

NFIP Participation

Mitigation Category:

Education and outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 38
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.2

Name of Action or Project:

Storm Ready

Mitigation Category:

Emergency services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE -
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE -
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

33

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS training

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.4

Name of Action or Project:

911 addressing for structures

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 0
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 0
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 28
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.5

Name of Action or Project:

Debris disposal plan

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach, emergency services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE -
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE -4
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.6

Name of Action or Project:

Tree ordinance

Mitigation Category:

Prevention,

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE -
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.7

Name of Action or Project:

Snow and debris clearing

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE -
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 35
Mitigation Effectiveness)
Medium Priority Low Priority

High Priority
. (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

NOT INCLUDED IN PLAN. COUNTY DID NOT PROVIDE ENOUGH INFO -
THOMAS CUNNINGHAM 10-22-20

Name of Action or Project:

Assist Vulnerable Populations NEW

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE A
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE L
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 32
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

NOT INCLUDED IN PLAN. COUNTY DID NOT PROVIDE ENOUGH INFO -
THOMAS CUNNINGHAM 10-22-20

Name of Action or Project:

Severe Wind Risk Awareness NEW

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE L
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Christian County

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

NOT INCLUDED IN PLAN. COUNTY DID NOT PROVIDE ENOUGH INFO -
THOMAS CUNNINGHAM 10-22-20

Name of Action or Project: Winter Weather Risk Awareness Activities NEW
Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE L
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Phil Amtower




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Private Property Hazard Insurance

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 20
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 16
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen Preparedness

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 33
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 17
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 40
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Outdoor Warning Sirens

Mitigation Category:

Structure and infrastructure projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 20
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 2
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 32
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Room Construction

Mitigation Category:

Structure and infrastructure projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 20
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 37
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Safe refuge area plan

Mitigation Category:

Emergency services, prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 20
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ee
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 1.6

Name of Action or Project:

Community Extreme Temperature Refuge Areas

Mitigation Category:

Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 1
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 1
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 1
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 14
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 27
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 2.1

Name of Action or Project:

NFIP Participation

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 22
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE L
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 40
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 2.2

Name of Action or Project:

Storm Ready

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 1©
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 26
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 2.3

Name of Action or Project:

Hurricane straps and structural integrity

Mitigation Category:

Structure and infrastructure projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 2°
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ee
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 41
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 3.1

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2°
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ee
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Clever

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Clever 3.2

Name of Action or Project:

911 Addressing for Structures

Mitigation Category:

Structure and infrastructure projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 2°
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 40
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Fre’mont Hills
Action or Project
Action/Project Number: T8D
Name of Action or Project: Private property hazard insurance
Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score

Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO=1 Definitely NO =0

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

O[S (R ]00 Ro o ss |Gy

STAPLEE SCORE /
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Wili the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative _5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / 0
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 2 5
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority / Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by . - y
(Name, Title, Phone Number) M@%&& ij’é ///y

STAPLEE Worksheet




Name of Jurisdiction:

Fregmont Hills

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

T8D

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen Preparedness

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES =3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0

Score

v

Is it Socially Acceptable

=

Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

>

: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

)

: Is it Politically acceptable?

Ly

: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural

Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

YIS IR Sl B RSIYON

STAPLEE SCORE

~
S

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Score

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in
a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
reduction of disaster damages.

7
b

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

/3

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

21

High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) / (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)
Completred by

(Name, Title, Phone Number)

/@Mﬁ@ A;; Gd 925-b90Y

STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Frefmont Hills




Action or Project

Action/Project Number: T8D

Name of Action or Project: Safe refuge area plan

Mitigation Category: Emergency Services
STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0

Score

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

©

: Is it Politically acceptable?

~

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural

Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

3
4
|
%
2
Q.
0
O
L
/1

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Score

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likelihood that lives will be saved.

b

Will the implemented action result in
a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
reduction of disaster damages.

b

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

/

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

2b

High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) {<25 points)
Completed by

{Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carille- s % (UL 9254507

STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Fre)!mont Hills

Action or Project




Action/Project Number: T8D

Name of Action or Project: Residential safe-room construction
Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach
STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO=1 Definitely NO =0

Score

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

|0 o [ P Rofs = Bs

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating

Score

Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.

/

Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative

a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

o

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

/3

TOTAL SCORE {STAPLEE + y? 7
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
{30+ points) (25 - 29 points) {<25 paoints)

8-4 504

(Cl\‘:x::'ei;:yPhone Number) W M % W

STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Fregmont Hills

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: | TBD




Name of Action or Project:

NFIP Participation

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES =3
Probably NO=1

Maybe YES = 2
Definitely NO=0

Score

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural

Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

N SN ST S SRl B NN

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating

Score

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Will the implemented action result in

a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative

reduction of disaster damages.

Oyjoy

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / 0
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + [{
Mitigation Effectiveness) ;
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)
Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number)

L (Bl 2-4 404

MM«

STAPLEE Worksheet
Name of Jurisdiction: Frefmont Hills
Action or Project
Action/Project Number: T8D

Name of Action or Project:

Storm Ready Community




Mitigation Category: Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES =3 Maybe YES =2

Probably NO=1 Definitely NO=0

w

Is it Socially Acceptable

-

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

©

. Is it Politically acceptable?

L

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

A
A
A
A
Is there Legal authority to implement? O
A
A
0
/
/3

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / Q
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + C%
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority / Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

(ci\cl’::m;yphone Number) W W ﬂg‘ /Z«é 7025’ é WV

STAPLEE Worksheet
Name of Jurisdiction: Freemont Hills
Action or Project
Action/Project Number: T8D
Name of Action or Project: Hurricane straps and structural integrity
Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects




1

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0

Score

17

: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

~

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural

Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
8

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5

lives saved?

likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in
a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
reduction of disaster damages.

5

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

/D

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

/0

High Priority
(30+ points)

Medium Priority
(25 - 29 points)

4

" Low Priority

(<25 points)

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)

}7,%% (A ﬁ;:; Rl 786404
4

STAPLEE Worksheet
Name of Jurisdiction: Fregmont Hills
Action or Project
Action/Project Number: T8D
Name of Action or Project: NIMS training

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach




STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES =3 Maybe YES = 2
Probably NO=1 Definitely NO=0

Score

v

Is it Socially Acceptable

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

T
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural

Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

SlooPo|— =P~ |—

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Score

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likelihood that lives will be saved.

5

Will the implemented action result in
a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
reduction of disaster damages.

5

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

/0

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 2 D
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Y Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)
Complered by

(Name, Title, Phone Number)

%Mzéﬁw%%éﬁ%ﬁﬂ

STAPLEE Worksheet
Name of Jurisdiction: Frefmont Hills
Action or Project
Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: 911 addressing for structures
Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Scare




Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO=1 Definitely NO =0

S: Isit Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

PO |— = popoPoios|as

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the ?
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE B
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + ; 7
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) / (25 - 29 points) {<25 points)

;:r\(l);rl:):?i‘ei:l:yphone Number) W M ﬁ% %Jb 275'57/y

STAPLEE Worksheet
Name of Jurisdiction: Fre)émont Hills
Action or Project
Action/Project Number: T8D
Name of Action or Project: Monitor funding programs
Mitigation Category: Prevention
STAPLEE Criteria Score

Evaluation Rating




Definitely YES =3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO=0

v

Is it Socially Acceptable

Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

>3

: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Isit Politically acceptable?

~

: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

A
[
l
A
I
E: Is it Economically beneficial? ;l
I
Q
I
//

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the j
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative \5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / D
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 0? /
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) {<25 points)

fl\?:r?:ﬁéyphone Number) W WW . % //é‘,é 7975’ é;/ J/



LABOR

Date

Service Performed " Hours

b-11-20

AL 0T STRHEEZ Sifeer— Z

.- ‘l ’) ! . | ’.. “._ "
_ Organization: (7/7-;/ 79F H/gb’é;“fﬂaf/(éz \

Employee Title: | //]

i

oo - TR

Employee Name:

Hourly Rate: ! Total Labor Charge: . ' 'Tot__al Mileage

Employee Signature L] ESL_:_,oe.q;fr'sor Signature



Name of Jurisdiction: Highlahoyllie
| ‘ ~ Action or Project
Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: ' Hazard awareness program for schools
Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach
STAPLEE Criteria ol i
Evaluation Rating ' e Score

Definitely YES=3  Maybe YES =2
Probably NO=1  Definitely NO =0

w

: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

%U\U\_g\;QQ-_. VIO IND [N

STAPLEE SCORE
fo amaﬁanmm T
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) / 7
1 High Priority E Medium Priority
=1 (30+ points) (25-29 points)
Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) KL/U/ 51«4/&(652292/7‘/ MA’%A 4/7 ‘/4/’5 Zjﬂ;,




Name of Jurisdiction: Highlandville
Action or Project
Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: Private property hazard insurance
Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach
STAPLEE Criteria ,
Evaluation Rating Score

Definitely YES =3 Maybe YES = 2

Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable

=

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

°

: Is it Politically acceptable?

=

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

NS [~ Q0B o

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. 5
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / o
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) / 2~
; High Priority i :  Medium Priority . = M‘Wiw
Q {30+ points) LI (25-29 points) (<25 points)
Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) (}L/ﬂ.){/ 6MAJGSMZ/[ %M 6//7’ ‘/43-25%

Highlandville




Atﬁnam?mjgot

Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project; Citizen Preparedness
Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach
| STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score

Definitely YES=3 ~ Maybe YES =2
Probably NO = 1 Definitely NO = 0

Is it Somally Acceptable

w

=

Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

>

Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

o

. Is it Politically acceptable?

=

: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

U\U\g\QQQQQ--——Q\\

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE /O
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) / 4/
High Priority ; ] Medium Priority o | oz Low Priority
{30+ points) (25 - 29 points) - _“| (<25 points)
Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) JZ//L}/ gMWéTMJMWW ‘1//7 % %Zé

Highlandville

Action or Project

Name of Jurisdiction:




= R S S e

mber: TBD

Action/Project Nui
Name of Action or Project: Outdoor warning sirens
Mitigation Cate, ory: Structure and Infrastructure Projects

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Isit Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

3
-
O
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
8
[
D
&

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

As from 5-10 poins based on the
likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. . 6
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 196
~ TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + / 5

Mitigation Effectiveness)

|
g
&]

45-2526

by




Name of Action or Project: Safe room construction

Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects
STAP&.EE Criteria
Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES=3  Maybe YES =2 Feniely, i bl
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO=0 T P e
S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

oo

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

NO%NN%meN;g

STAPLEE SCORE

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. /9
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 9
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 7 5
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + /é
Mitigation Effectiveness)
1 High Priority ~ Medium Priority
=] (30+ points) £1" (25-29 points)
Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) 6(///07’ /%L//‘/ﬁéw/ %%ﬂz 41/7" ‘/45 Zgzé

Name of Jurisdiction: Highlandville

Action or Project
Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: Safe refuge area plan




Mitigation Category: Emergency Services

Evaluation Rating 2 i SEora’
Definitely YES =3 Maybe YES=2 y i iy
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO=0

«

Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Isit Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

e

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

O\ (2N QT® RN N N
&

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / 5
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + Z 7
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority —Medium Priority | [ Low Priority
{30+ points) : : {25-29 points} ars : : &25 minu)

Cdrﬁp eted by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) (L/W//gM/WGSCU&Z?/'F /WM 6//7’%5’Zg¢

Name of Jurisdiction: Highlandville

Action or Project
Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: OACAC Programs
Mitigation Category: . Education and Outreach




I
STAPLEE Criteria e

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES=3  Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO=0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable

s

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

QQ%""N@ N~~~ N

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating i Score
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the é
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / /
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) ZO
+ High Priority Medium Priority | r 7 _kOW Priority
c %mts} (25 - 29 points) - mspoims;
Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) &M&LW6W9M W/q%/e /7//7’ 7‘454Z5¢i’;@

Name of Jurisdiction: Highlandvill

Action/Project Number: TBD

Name of Action or Project: Community extreme temperature refuge areas
Mitigation Category: Emergency Services




S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

o
3
D
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? Z
A
[
@
=,

Could it be implemented quickly?

Will the implemented action resultin si '- - insbsed n t ik ‘
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. / 0
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

' MITIGATION EFFECTIVE

TOTAL SCO

(Name, Title, Phone Number) .4//7 %'Z%
R

3
b

V Action/Project Number:

‘Name of Action or Project: Residential safe-room construction

Mitigation Category:

Education and OQutreach

— e




Is it Socially Acceptable

w

-

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

o

. Is it Politically acceptable?

o

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

Wil the implemented actio resu in : 0 points based on AR e
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. S
: 'MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) &/A}fg[éﬂ/@% W/% /,//7'7%-252@

Acﬁ:m{l’mfect Number:

Name of Action or Project: Underground utilities

‘Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects




S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

“Comp

bv

(Name, Title, Phone Number) L//f/f@//ﬂfé'SwﬁM %f{tﬁ@ A /-

| Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: Hazard area property protection
~ Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects

3




s ls itSnc y cce

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the )
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. (?
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative

a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 7

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + ‘ -

Mitigation Effective

= omp = V

(Name, Title, Phone Number)

LisT M sr745 2524

i
o4
=
N

; pf“’ﬂiﬁ‘ﬂon Highl e

AmnMProjact War: ' : TBD

Name of Action or Project: Stormwater runoff management

Prevention




S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

&

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

_Q%Nwﬁm\NN

Will the implemented action result in A5-10 points based
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? _| reduction of disaster damages.
MITiGATlON EFFMNE&ES.SSCGRE ]
' TOTAL ! m{»sa‘mm :
Mitigation Eﬁmh_zqmssi- ;

Comp by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

4y 7 V«f/ 'Zé

afm High|ndvi||e

Action/Project Number: TBD

Name of Action or Project: Storm Ready

Mitigation Category: | Emergency Services

: Is it Socially Acceptable




T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE |

Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

Comp by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) ( :ZAZUT&[VﬂA‘/Z?ﬁ /7/4% 4/ / 7 _,[/Q’j Z;Zé

Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number: TBD

Name MA&ﬁgnﬂme}ect: Natural area preservation in hazard prone areas

Mitigation Category: Natural Systems Protection

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?




A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historie structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

eimp ettlonet | As pmta on 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster darng_g_es. _ :
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 4

)

Action/Project Number: TBD

Name of Action or Project: NIMS training

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Isit Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?




P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

|II the |mplmented action result in point based n the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of dlsaster damages.
MIT&GAT]ON EFFEI:TI VEN

Comp by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) @//tfﬁ’ éUJWWﬁ{ M ‘7/ 7 ’Wj -’ZfZé

 Nameof urisdiction: | Highlandville
Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: 911 addressing for structures

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?




L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 0

Could it be implemented quickly?

Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE |

Action/Project Number: TBD
~ Name of Action or Project: Tree ordinance

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

- Mitigation Category:

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 0

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?




E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

O W [\

| Will the implemented action result in :

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

i
Comp

(Name, Title, Phone Number) A/ U—f@ﬁﬁéﬁdﬁ/@% M%ﬂ %7 "4%’23,%

‘Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number: T8D

Name of Action or Project: Water conservation

Mitigation Category: Prevention

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? _5




E: Is it Economically beneficial?

Environment?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural ~

Could it be implemented quickly?

Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0

Arom 5-0 ased on the

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. 4
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

'MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL

{Name, Title, Phone Number)

Name of Jurisdiction:

P

Action/Project Number:

TBD

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

~Name of Action or Project: Monitor funding programs
' Mitigation Category: Prevention

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 5




E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural @
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? (O
Could it be implemented quickly? @
STAPLEE SCORE L
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | EvaluationRating | ~ Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. 7
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE _Z ‘y
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + =
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority ? 1 Low Priority
i {30+ points) I {25~ zﬂmwts} e , (%points;
Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) O‘/U/ gﬂﬁ%@//g@/ﬂ% 4//'7 (féf; Zg/é




Name of Jurisdiction: Nixa

U Action or Project i

Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: Water conservation
Mitigation Category: Prevention

' - STAPLEE Crlterla

Evaluatlon Ratmg

Deﬂmteiy YES 3 Maybe YES 2
Probably NO =1 " Definitely NO=0 LT
S: Isit Soclally Acceptable (7»*
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? ;},ﬁ_
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? t’jf
P: is it Politicaily acceptable? 7
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? A
E: Is it Economically beneficial? ey
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Wil historic structures be saved or protected? oy
Could it be implemented guickly? a.
STAPLEE SCORE P71
Mltigatlon Effectlveness Crlterla _' D E\.raluatlon Ratmg : _.:SCQ"IE.; L

Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-18 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the refative

a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

WHTIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

High Priority' B o e Medium Priority
30+ pomts) R I ;x\

25-29points) - ||

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

—1 Low Priority -~ -
| (<25paints) .




Name of Jurisdiction: Nixa

Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: Snow and debris clearing

Mitigation Category: Prevention

B Eya.ll.zatio'h'_Ra'tin'g__“ o

iprobably NO=1 " Definitely NO=0 =

Definitely YES=3  Maybe YES=2 o il n

S¢ Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3

A: Daoes the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2,

P: Is it Palitically acceptable? 3
L. Is there Legal authority to implement?

E£: Is it Economically beneficial? 4

324

¢ Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE 23
'_Ml_tlgét_ion' 'Effectiver':'éss C:"i_t__é'ria' L 'Ev_aiuat_i:on .B'ati_n'g - TS Bt .'-":Scoré_."
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the .
lives saved? likelihood that fives will be saved. q(u)
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative o
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. Zi
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE f ‘3}'
TOTAL SCORE {STAPLEE + ) ' p
Mitigation Effectiveness) 6t
. f High Priority - = o} i e Medlum Priority s Low Priority .-
©oldk] 8ok points) L 1 (25 -29 polnts) o s (<25 points) -
Completed by

{(Name, Title, Phone Number}




Name of Jurisdiction:

L Actlonor P_l_'qje:ct I

Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: 911 addressing for structures

Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects

i *_a STAPLEE Cntena

RIS Evaluatlon Ratmg
Deflnltely YES=3. Maybe YES 2 _
“'Probably NO =1 " “Definitely NO=0"

(2]

: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

WL

»

Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

o

o

: Is it Politically acceptable?

Ly

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: s it Economically beneficiai?

W g |

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural

Environment? ':’i
Will historic structures be saved or protected? ')
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE 17
'M.iti:ga.t'ion'_I:Efféﬁ_tivgqeés Cri__t.ér'ia | SR Eva!uatlon Ratmg . '. ng.'_é. o

Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. l O

Will the implemented action result in § Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative o

a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. X
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE J (;

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

37

L

-1 P High Priority © o 1= Medium Priority -
' X {30+ points) b ol (25-29points) il

Completed by
{(Name, Title, Phone Number)

CiScore

“Low Priority .
(<25 points)




Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa

1 Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS training

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Crlterla

Evaiuatlon Ratlng

DeflnitelyY£S 3 MaybeYES' 2
“Probably NO=1 " Definitely NO = O

$. Is it Socially Accepiable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentiaily successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? <
P: is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1.
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 7
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected? f
Could it be tmplemented quickly? il

STAPLEE SCORE 77
: .Mitigétion Effectiveness Cri_t_efia Evaluatlon Ratmg ARRE 'S:r.ore
Will the implemented action result in A551gn from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives wili be saved, {0
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative <
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE IS
TOTAL SCORE {STAPLEE + -
Mitigation Effectiveness) 37

‘High Priority L
{30+ pomts)

’é.;

‘Medium Prionty
{25-29 pomts)

“Low Priority - -
(<25 points) ..

Comp!eted by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa

B} 'Act_'ion_o'r Pr_ojec't_ e

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Storm Ready

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

 SapsEciena

2 Definitely YES =3 000 Maybe YES =2 i PO
“ " “"Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0 '
S: isit Soclally Acceptable \?
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? <
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? wf?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? \5
L: Is there Legal authority o implement? Z
E: s it Economically beneficial? Z.
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment? "
Will historic structures be saved or protected? O
Could it be implemented quickly? Z
STAPLEE SCORE 14
: -'Mitigatioh Effectiveness Criteria - Evaluation Rating . Score
Wilt the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved, - O
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. -
WHTIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / S
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + )
Mitigation Effectiveness) 34
High Priority = * " ] ‘Medium Priority Low Priority -

(25-29points)

~] (<25 points)

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phonhe Number)




Nixa

Name of Jurisdiction:

 Action or Project © -

Action/Project Number; TBD
Name of Action or Project: NFIP Participation

Iviitigation Category: Education and Outreach

EValuation Rating ;

DefmltelyYES 3 MaybeYE'S'é
‘Probably NO =1 - Definitely NO = 0

S: Is it Soclally Acceptable &
T: Isit Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 4
P: Is it Politically acceptable? R
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the naturai

Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? -

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

-_i\_llitigaiic_in_ Effectiveness C_ri_t_e;‘ia _'::_ : __1: Evaluatlon Ratmg

" Score B

Will the implemented action result in A55|gn from 5 10 points based on the

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative &
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. -2
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE f O
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + o
Mitigation Effectiveness) X (
High Priority - - S i Medium Priority — ‘Low Priority
(30+ points) - ool (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction: Nixa

* “Action or Project - ..

Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: iHazard area property protection

Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects

.0 STAPLEE Criteria
L U Evaluation Rating oo
Lol Definitely YES =3 0 :Maybe YES =2

Probably NO =1 - “Definitely NO = 0 i 0

- 'Score

w

. Is it Socially Acceptable

o

-

. |s it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

N

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

™

o

: Is it Politically acceptable?

Loe

1s there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Wili the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

NERRTRRR A

STAPLEE SCORE /é*’
g 'Mit_igat'ién' 'E'ffectivene:ss Cr_i_te_g'ia o ;"--; 2 Evaluation _R__a_t_lng”_ : _:' S o score.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the :;
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved, '
Wil the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 2
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ] 7.
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + vy
30

Mitigation Effectlveness)

vy High Priority 1 Medium Priority R
' }( 30+ points) ooy e ] {25-29 paints) e

Low Priority *

| t<25points) -

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa

i Action of bejeéf B

Action/Preject Number:

T8D

Name of Action or Project:

Underground utilities

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

Mitigatlon Category:

| STAPLEE Criteria
. EvaluatonRatlng <
1 Definitely YES =3 . ¢ Maybe YES = 2 o
" Probably NO=1 - Definitely NO=g 0

Lo Score

vy

: i5 it Soclally Acceptable

Ly

T: I5 it Technicaily feasible and potentially successful?

(g

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

-

. Is it Politically acceptable?

L: is there Legal authority to implement?

E; Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural

Environment?

S RWHLWR VRS

1,
]

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

Mitigation_Effe_cti_ven_esé_ _Cri't_er'ia_ o

S Evaluation Rating s

Wil the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likelthood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in
a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +

s *'f
Mitigation Effectiveness) 2
<=1 High Priority Medium Priority ~ -~ ‘Low Priority . .0
KL Borpoinesy f25-29p0ints) (<25 points)

Combpleted by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction: Nixa

- _'Action'f_:r PfOIE;it i

Action/Project Number: TBD
Name of Action or Project: Community extreme temperature refuge areas
Mitigation Category: Emergency Services

7 Evaluation hatin_g

S on| B L - ScorE__."_.- AR
oo Definitely YES =3 - Maybe YES =2 .0 AR
< Probably NO=1 " Definitely NO=0
S; Is it Soclally Acceptable 3
T: is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A. Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 5
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? ()
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural ;7
Environment? i
Wi historic structures be saved or protected? )
Could it be implemented quickly? ;/:’f,,
STAPLEE SCORE 1
. Mitigation Effe_c_ti_ve_enéss Criteria | ' . EvaluationRating -Score
Wil the implemented action result in { Assign from 5-10 points based on the &{
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Wilt the implemented action resultin i Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative §~
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / j‘

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

37

. \< High Priority . - C = Medium Priority
1 (30+points) | L] (2529 points)

Low Priority .

(<25 points)

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

.'Ac_tidr_i _or__Prqj_e_é_t .. g

Action/Project Number: TBD 1
Name of Action or Project: OACAC Programs J

Mitigation Category: Prevention

STAPLEE-CF_itQﬁa_ o . : i |
SR EvaluationRating o gege |
- -Definitely YES =3 - Maybe YES =2/ Lo R TSR
“Cprobably NO=1 U Definitely NO=0

v

Is it Socially Acceptable

—

. Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

C

: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented guickly?

3
7.
1.
3
2,
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 7.
7
O
7
g

STAPLEE SCORE

:_.-'lv_ii_t_ig_afi_q'n _E_ffe:':t_.hreness Criteria ~| .. Evaluation Raiing S| et score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the }7
lives saved? liketihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative o
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. -2
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE } rd
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + .
Mitigation Effectiveness) 2 0
SN v :High Priority - "= oo 00 ey Medium Priority o — Low Priority - -
x (30t points) ..~ oL ] ] (25-29 points) oo ] (<25 points) .

Compfeted by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction: Nixa

| *“Action or Ptfbiec_t_ -

Action/Project Number: T8D

Name of Action or Project: Safe refuge area plan

Education and Outreach

Mitigation Category:

STAPLEE Criteria =~

Mitigation Effectiveness)

Evaluatlon Ratlng ';:'- -5“'”-'3'.' B
Defln;tely YES=3. Maybe YES = 2 T
“‘Probably NO = 1 “Definitely NO = 0 vy
S: Is it Socially Acceptable g
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? /
P: Is it Politically acceptable? )"
L: is there Legal authority to impiement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? g?
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 7
Environment? ”"
Will histortc structures be saved or protected? O
Could it be implementad quickly? Z
STAPLEE SCORE / (f
M_itiga.'t'io.h. Effecfivénéﬁs Criteria RE Evaluation Ratmg ::_ch_re_ ._:_-Z'f.-f:
Will the impiemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. 10
Wiil the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative g
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ! g
TOTAL SCORE {STAPLEE +
3 H

L p=rp High Pr!ority Sl
- X (30+ polnts)

| (25-29points) .

= - Medium Priority < o000

Low Prlortty
{<25 points) -

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Safe room construction

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrasiructure Projects

RO Evaiuatlon Ratmg o
' Deﬂnitely YES=3. Maybe YES 2

STAPLEE Criterla R

-~ Probably NO = 1 - Definitely NO 0

e .Score o

$: is 1t Soclally Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? ”*j
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: s it Politically acceptable? 3

L: s there Legal authority to implement? g
E: [s it Economically beneficial? |
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural z
Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected? &

Could it be implemented quickly? /

STAPLEE SCORE 71
- Mitigation Effeétiven_éss Criteria Evaluation Rating i :Sco_fe SR
Wil the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the M}
lives saved? likelihood that lives wilt be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative -7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ’ 7

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

79

'High Priority "
)(' {30+ pomts)

~ - Medium Priority . o L0
1 (25 -29 points) '

— Low Priority
| (<25 points)

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)




\PLEE Workshee

Name of jurisdiction:

Nixa

" Action or P.r.o'}ec.'t :

Action/Project Number:

8D

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen Preparedness

Miitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

" STAPLEE Criteria =~ -
S : | _:'_-_"-'Evaiuﬁti_on Rating % ._ '.;'S(_.;ore
. .'DefinitelyYE_S%_s-_'_ ‘Maybe YES=2 ETHE AR R

i Probably NO =1 - Definitely NO=0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? Z
P: is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: isit Economicaily beneficial? -2
E: Will the project have either a neutrai or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? f
Could it be implemented quickly? IL

STAPLEE SCORE 7 /

. Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria .. s Evaiuation_.Rating_ S 5 Score o

Will the implemented action result in

Assign from 5-10 points based on the

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. [O
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative g“_:;

a reduction of disaster damages?

reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

/5

TOTAL SCORE {STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

36

1 High Priority

: f'\( {30+ points) I

Medium Prierity .~~~
{25 -29 points) .. .

| (<25 points)

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)

Low Priority . © "




Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa

Actmngr project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project!

Private property hazard insurance

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Crlterla

Evaluatlon Ratlng _
Deflnltely YES=3 - Maybe YES -2
‘Probably NO=1  Definitely NO = 0 .

. Score L

S: Is it Socially Acceptable L
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? v
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? ]
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :)D
E: Is it Economically beneficial? ya
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? Z
Could it be Implemented quickly? 1.
STAPLEE SCORE yivi
'Mitigation. Effectiveness Criteria "E\raluation. Rating EERR _'."Sco'ré
Will the implementad action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5‘
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. )
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. :
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE /()
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + “r
Mitigation Effectiveness) ol A

:.ﬂ-f
A

g e
N

High Priority
(30+ points)

- Medium Priorlty . - 00
(25-28 points)

1 Low Priority -
-{<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa

. ActionorProject

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Ozark and Nixa Expo

Mitigation Category:

Education and Cutreach

STAPLEE Crlteria

Evaluatlon Rating i o
DefmltelyYES 3 MaybeYES=2 -

- Probably NO =1 - Definitely NO=0 =~

S: 15 it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Poes the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? >
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 5

L

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the proiect have either a neutral or positive Impact on the natural

Environment? 2
Will historic structures be saved or protected? Z
Could it be implemented guickly? e
STAPLEE SCORE / )'
.":Mltigafiqn._.ﬁffeét.ivenes”s.Criteria i _ Eualuatlon Rat;ng : Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the -~
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved, -
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative &
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. )
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE IO
TOTAL SCORE {STAPLEE + ca vy
Mitigation Effectiveness) 5\“)
k” High Priority “Medium Priority - Low Priority
i »u {30+ paints) - {25-29 pomts) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number}




Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa

_"1Ac_ti0n_ of_.P_rOEECt_-. B

Action/Project Number:

T8D

Name of Action or Project:

Geographic information

Education and Outreach

Mitigation Category:

... STAPLEE Criteria - SR T
- Definitely YES =3 . "Maybe YES=2 =i
" Probably NO=1 .- "Definitely NO = 0 SN '
5: Is it Socially Acceptable S
T: Is It Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? j
E: Is it Economically beneficial? ,7
E: Will the project have elther a neutral or positive impact on the natural 7
Environment? .
Will historic structures be saved or protected? [
Could it be implemented qguickiy? 1.
STAPLEE SCORE a1
'_'.Ii.II'w.lt_iga'tién_._E.ffec.iéivér:l_eés Crite.ri.a_ L "."_E_v.éf_ua't_i_on R_af'i_ng.;." L ;'Scoré R

Will the implemented action result In
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 poinis based on the
likelihood that lives will be saved,

Will the implemented action result in
a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE {STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

=71 High Priority o0
i K (30+ points)

Medium Priority =

| (@s-29p0ints) .

— Low Priority . -
| (<25points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number}




Name of Jurisdiction:

ACtiOn or Project s

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Monitor funding programs

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

.. STAPLEECriteria . -
S lwisislioo T Evaluation Rating G  Score
[ Definitely YES=3 - ' MaybeVES=2 -t i e
" Probably NO=1 " Definitely NO=0 -7 P
S: s it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? j
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 'g‘
P: is it Politically acceptable? 7
L: s there Legal authority to implement? {
E: Is it Economically beneficial? l
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural
Environment? ?\
Will historic structures be saved or protected? f
Could it be implemented quickly? 2.
STAPLEE SCORE / g
_:Mitig._a._tion Effectiveness Criteria .- SRl :_;n_“v;;liua_tiori_ Rati_n.g" P R '-.Scoi'e_

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in
a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
reduction of disaster damages.

1

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

4

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

EA

e

High Priority 00 o
: ’>< -(_3_°* points} .. ol

~1: Medium Priority -
- (25-29 points) .

TLowPriority .
(<25 points) - ]

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number}




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Ozark Expo

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 21
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1%
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 35
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Fire resistant construction and landscaping

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 1/
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 13
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 30
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Private property hazard insurance

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2/
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1>
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen preparedness

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 1
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 14
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 18
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 32
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Safe refuge area plan

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 21
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1%
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 35
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 2.1

Name of Action or Project:

NFIP Participation

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 22
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 18
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 40
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 3.1

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 8
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 12
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 30
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 3.2

Name of Action or Project:

Water Conservation

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 18
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 28
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 3.3

Name of Action or Project:

Monitor Funding Program

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 18
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 12
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 30
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Ozark

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

City of Ozark 3.4

Name of Action or Project:

GIS Development

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 14
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 24
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Action Title: Use local and regional traditional media,
and social media platforms, to raise awareness of

mitigation activities.

Jurisdiction:

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 1.1

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES =3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable?
3
T: Is it Technically feasible and
potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the
administrative capacity to execute
this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable?
3
L: Is there Legal authority to
implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial?
3
E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact) 2
Will historic structures be saved or
protected? Not applicable no historical Structures
Could it be implemented quickly?
3
STAPLEE Score 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would
be saved. 6
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based
in a reduction of disaster on the relative reduction of
damages? disaster 6
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 12
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 35

Priority Level: [_]High (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

[IMedium (25-29 points)

[Low (less than 25 points)




Action Title: Purchase and install NOAA weather
radios in schools, government buildings, parks, etc.

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 1.7

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES =3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 2
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or  |No historical Structures in Village
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE Score 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on 8
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points basedon |5
in a reduction of disaster damages? | the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 13
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 36

Priority Level: [ ]High (30+ points) [IMedium (25-29 points) [Low (less than 25 points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):




Action Title: Promote the use of NOAA weather radios | Jurisdiction:  Village of Saddlebrooke
by all residents and businesses.

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 1.8

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3
Maybe YES = 2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0

S: Is it Socially acceptable?

T: Is it Technically feasible and
potentially successful? 3

A: Does the jurisdiction have the
administrative capacity to execute

this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact) |2

Will historic structures be saved or  |No historical structures in Village
protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

3

STAPLEE Score 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Evaluation Rating Score
Criteria
Will the implemented action Assign from 5-10 points based
result in lives saved? on

the likelihood that lives 3

would be saved.
Will the implemented action Assign from 5-10 points
result in a reduction of disaster | based on the relative
damages? reduction of disaster 5

damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 13

3@otal Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 36

Priority Level: [ ]High (30+ points) [IMedium (25-29 points) [Low (less than 25 points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):




Action Title: Promote local severe weather alert
applications for mobile communications devices.

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 1.9

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 2
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or  |No Historical Structures
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE Score 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result Assign from 5-10 points basedon |8
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Will the implemented action result Assign from 5-10 points basedon 5
in a reduction of disaster damages? | the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 13
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 36

Priority Level: [_]High (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

[IMedium (25-29 points)

[ILow (less than 25 points)

4.201



Action Title: Create and update tornado/severe storm
plans and identify strong, safe places in schools, large
facilities, and other establishments serving the public.

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 1.11

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 2
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or  |No Historical Structures
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE Score 21
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result Assign from 5-10 points based on (10
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Will the implemented action result Assign from 5-10 points basedon 5
in a reduction of disaster damages? | the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 15
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 36

Priority Level: [_]High (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

[IMedium (25-29 points)

[Low (less than 25 points)




Action Title: Communities in Taney County that
participate in NFIP will enforce floodplain management
requirements, including regulating all new and
substantially improved construction in the Special Flood

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

Hazard Areas (SPFAS).
Action ID: Saddlebrooke 2.7
STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES =3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 3
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or  [No Historical Structures
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE Score 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would be 5
saved.
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on
in a reduction of disaster damages? | the relative reduction of disaster 10
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 15
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 38

Priority Level: [_]High (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

[IMedium (25-29 points)

[Low (less than 25 points)




Action Title: Promote and provide NIMS training
and/or information for all elected officials, public
administrators, school administrators, and community

stakeholders.
Action ID: Saddlebrooke 3.1

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 3
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or  [No Historical Structures in village
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE Score 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Evaluation Rating Score
Criteria
Will the implemented action | Assign from 5-10 points 8
result in lives saved? based on the relative
reduction of disaster
damages.
Will the implemented action | Assign from 5-10 points 6
result in a reduction of based on the relative
disaster damages? reduction of disaster
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness 14
Score
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 37

Priority Level: [_]High (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

[IMedium (25-29 points)

[Low (less than 25 points)




Action Title: Work with regulatory agencies to obtain
appropriate permits to maintain waterways in order to

reduce the impact of flooding.

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 2.8

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES =3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 3
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or  [No historical structures in village
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE Score 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would
be saved. 6
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based
in a reduction of disaster on the relative reduction of
damages? disaster 8
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 14
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 38

Priority Level: [_]High (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

[IMedium (25-29 points)

[Low (less than 25 points)




Action Title: Educate the public on the importance of
and enforce visible 911 addressing.

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 3.2

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 3
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or [0
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE Score 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result Assign from 5-10 points based on (10
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Will the implemented action result Assign from 5-10 points based on (10
in a reduction of disaster damages? | the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 20
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 44

Priority Level: [_]High (30+ points)

Completed by (nameftitle/phone #):

[IMedium (25-29 points)

[Low (less than 25 points)

4.215



Action Title: Identify debris disposal and burning
locations in community to facilitate recovery from large

scale hazard events.

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 3.7

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3
Maybe YES = 2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 3
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or |0
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE Score 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result Assign from 5-10 points based on 5
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on |7
in a reduction of disaster damages? | the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 12
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 36

Priority Level: [_]High (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

[IMedium (25-29 points)

[Low (less than 25 points)

4.215



Action Title: Continue to monitor and identify funding
from state and federal programs for hazard mitigation

activities.

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 3.8

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES =3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 3
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or [0
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE Score 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would be 9
saved.
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on |10
in a reduction of disaster damages? | the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 19
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 43

Priority Level: [ ]High (30+ points) [IMedium (25-29 points) [Low (less than 25 points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

4.215



Action Title: Continue coordination to promote
infrastructure development practices that reduce damage

from flooding.

Action ID: Saddlebrooke 3.9

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES =3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 3
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or |0
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE Score 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on (10
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Will the implemented action result Assign from 5-10 points based on (10
in a reduction of disaster damages? | the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 20
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 44

Priority Level: [ ]High (30+ points) [IMedium (25-29 points) [Low (less than 25 points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

4.215



Action Title: Continue development of Geographic
Information Systems (GIS) to further identify, analyze,
and map hazard prone areas to enhance decision making

and facilities management.
Action ID: Saddlebrooke 3.10

Jurisdiction:

Village of Saddlebrooke

STAPLEE Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES =3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1
Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially acceptable? 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and 3
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the 3
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to 3
implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a 3
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or |0
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE Score 24
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result | Assign from 5-10 points based on |7
in lives saved? the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Will the implemented action result Assign from 5-10 points based on |7
in a reduction of disaster damages? | the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
Mitigation Effectiveness Score 14
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score): 38

Priority Level: [ ]High (30+ points) [IMedium (25-29 points) [Low (less than 25 points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

4.215



STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

CITY OF SPARTA

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

Insert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.
This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number {i.e. Joplin1,1) Spara 1.1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Natural Hazard Community Expos

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Str e and|nfrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protectio( Education and OutreachBmergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO = 1 Definitely NO=0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Isit Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE |21

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 1 O
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 1 O
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 20
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 4 1
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
/ {30+ points) (25 - 29 points) D (<25 points)

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)

Jenni Davis, Mayor, 417-634-3992 ext. 700




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: CITY OF SPARTA

Action or Project

Insert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purpases.
Action/Project Number: This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number (i.e. Joplin1.1) Sparta 131

Narme of Action or Project: Safe Room Construction

Mitigation Category:

Prevention{ Structure and Infrastructure Projects_Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES = 2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO=0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? O
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE |20
Mitigation Effectivenaess Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 1 O
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the impiemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 15
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 35
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
/ {30+ points) (25 - 29 points) D (<25 points)

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Jenni Davis, Mayor, 417-634-3992 ext. 700




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

CITY OF SPARTA

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

—

sert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.
This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number (i.e, Joplin1.1) Sparta 1.3.2

Name of Action or Project:

Establish refuge areas for use during/after severe weather

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructur jects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach@n?:rgencl/ Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Isit Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? O
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE |20
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 8
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. ]
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 1 3
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 33 )
Mitigation Effectiveness) |
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
/ {30+ points) (25 - 29 points) D (<25 points)

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)

Jenni Davis, Mayor, 417-634-3992 ext. 700




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: CITY OF SPARTA

Action or Project

tnsert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.

Action/Project Number: This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number (i.e. Joplin1.1) Sparta 1.33
Name of Action or Project: Fan-Drives and Weatherization
e e Prevention:Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Mitigation Category: . .
Pro on; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO = 1 Definitely NO =0
$: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Isit Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Wil historic structures be saved or protected? O
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE {19
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the impiemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 14
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
/ {30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by . )
{Name, Title, Phone Number) Jenni Davis, Mayor, 417-634-3992 ext. 700




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: CITY OF SPARTA

Action or Project

—

Insert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.
Action/Project Number: This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number (i.e. Joplin1.1) Sparta222

Name of Action or Project: Floodplain Administration

/W,evention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systerﬁs)

Mitigation Category: (

| Protection.£ducation and Oufreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES= 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0
$: s it Socially Acceptable 2
T: 15 it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Isit Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: s it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE |21
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score

Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? liketihood that lives will be saved.

10

Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative

a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

10

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

20

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

41

High Priority Medium Priority
/ {30+ points}) (25 - 29 points)

[]

Low Priority
(<25 points)

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) Jenni Davis, Mayor, 417-634-3992 ext. 700




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

CITY OF SPARTA

Action or Project

—

Action/Project Number:

insert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.
This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number (i.e. Joplin1,1) Spara223

Name of Action or Project:

Maintain Countywide Storm Ready Status

Mitigation Category:

&\:ﬂft@ructure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score

Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =

1 Definitely NO =0

w

: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural

Environment?

Wilf historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

S INj OO W W wWw]w

STAPLEE SCORE |23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 1 O
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 1 7
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 40
Mitigation Effectiveness) |
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
/ {30+ points}) (25 - 29 points) D (<25 points)

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)

Jenni Davis, Mayor, 417-634-3992 ext. 700




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: CITY OF SPARTA

Action or Project

tnsert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.

Action/Project Number: This can bea combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number (i.e. Joplin1.1) Sparta3.1.2
Name of Action or Project: Enforce Visible Add ressing
e e Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Mitigation Category: . . )
Protection; Education and Outreach{Emergency Services
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO = 1 Definitely NO=0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE |20
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 1 0
lives saved? likefihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 1 5
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 35
Mitigation Effectiveness) |
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
/ {30+ points) (25 - 29 points}) (<25 points)

Completed by ) )
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Jenni Davis, Mayor, 417-634-3992 ext. 700




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

CITY OF SPARTA

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

Insert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.

This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal

number and action number {i.e. Joplin1,1) Spara3.

22

— 1

Name of Action or Project:

Snow Clearing Pla

Mitigation Category:

Preventior@tructure and Infrastructure ProjectSyNatural Systems

Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency

Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES =3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO=0

Score

w

: Is it Socially Acceptable

-

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

P: Isit Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural

Environment?

Wil historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

WO W[ lw wl w wlw|lw

STAPLEE SCORE

N
~

Mitigation Effectivenaess Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Score

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likefihood that lives will be saved.

10

Will the implemented action resuit in
a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
reduction of disaster damages.

5

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

15

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

39

High Priority
/ {30+ points)

Medium Priority
(25 - 29 points)

[]

Low Priority
(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Jenni Davis, Mayor, 417-634-3992 ext. 700




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa Public Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard awareness program for schools

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2°
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 10
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X] (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Zac Rantz, Chief Communication Officer &
Safety Coordinator, 417-724-6215




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa Public Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Safe room construction

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 22
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 15
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 37
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X1 (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Zac Rantz, Chief Communication Officer &
Safety Coordinator, 417-724-6215




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa Public Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Safe refuge area plan

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 15
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 39
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X | (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Zac Rantz, Chief Communication Officer &
Safety Coordinator, 417-724-6215




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa Public Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.4

Name of Action or Project:

OACAC Programs

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 1
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 0
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 17
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 10
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 27
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

X

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Zac Rantz, Chief Communication Officer &
Safety Coordinator, 417-724-6215




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa Public Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Protective filming and blast proof doors

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 17
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 40
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X | (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Zac Rantz, Chief Communication Officer &
Safety Coordinator, 417-724-6215




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa Public Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

31

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS training

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 15
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 39
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X | (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Zac Rantz, Chief Communication Officer &
Safety Coordinator, 417-724-6215




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Nixa Public Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.2

Name of Action or Project:

Monitor funding programs

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 21
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 10
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 31
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X | (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Zac Rantz, Chief Communication Officer &
Safety Coordinator, 417-724-6215




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Ozarks Technical Community College

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

Insert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.
This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number (i.e. Joplin1.1) OTC/RVC 1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Currently finishing updating Our Storm, Fire, Emergency Alert System

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable Definitely/Yes 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? Definitely Yes 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? yes 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? Definitely Yes 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? Definitely Yes 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? Definitely Yes 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment? Definitely Yes
Will historic structures be saved or protected? N/A 0
Could it be implemented quickly? Probably 1
STAPLEE SCORE ez
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? Yes likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 15
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 37
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Jerome F. Ransom/Safety & Security
Supervisor (417) 447-7861/ Cell (417) 522-
6471.







STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Ozark School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard awareness program for schools

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 15
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 39
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Ozark School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen preparedness

Mitigation Category:

Prevention, emergency services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 16
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 40
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Ozark School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Safe room construction

Mitigation Category:

Structure and infrastructure projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 13
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 37
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Ozark School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Refuge Area Plan

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 13
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Ozark School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.5

Name of Action or Project:

OACAC Programs

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 20
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 13
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Ozark School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.6

Name of Action or Project:

Protective filming and blast proof doors

Mitigation Category:

Structure and infrastructure projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 22
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 15
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 37
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Ozark School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

31

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS training

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 23
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 19
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Ozark School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.2

Name of Action or Project:

Monitor Funding Program

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 17
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 41
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction;

Sparta R3 School District

Actlon or- Praject

Action/Project Number:

Insert a unigue action number for th:s action for future trackmg purposes.
This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number (i.e. Joplin1.1)}

Name of Action or Project:

FEMA Safe Room Sparta PDM

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Protection Educatlon and Outreach Emergency Serwces

STAPLEE Criteria S i
Eva]uatlon Ratmg : ' i
Deﬁmtely YES=3 ! Maybe YES 2 S
- Probably NO =1 .. Definitely NO = 0.
§: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 3
P: ls it Politically acceptable? 3
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2/
Mltlgatlon Effectweness Crlterla o R Evaiuatlon Ratmg ' .. Score
Wlll the |mplemented actlon result in ASSlgn from 5-10 points based on the 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 0
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 10
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 37
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority = 0 —y "Medlum'P'l"l'onty" e Ly Low Priority
(30+ pomts} _' S e (25 29 pomts} L] (<25 points)

Completed by
{Name, Title, Phone Number)

Rocky Va[entme Superlntendent
417-634-4284 ext 101




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Spokane Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard awareness program for schools

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? :
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? :
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE 2l
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 13
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Della Bell-Freeman, Supt. (417) 433-2200




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Spokane Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen Preparedness

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 10
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 26
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Della Bell-Freeman, Supt. (417) 433-2200




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Spokane Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Safe room construction

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 1
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 3
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 13
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 27
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Della Bell-Freeman, Supt. (417) 433-2200




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Spokane Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Safe refuge area plan

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 3
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 1
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 28
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Della Bell-Freeman, Supt. (417) 433-2200




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Spokane Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

OACAC Programs

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 1
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE =
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 5
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 10
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 24
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Della Bell-Freeman, Supt. (417) 433-2200




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Spokane Schools

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

TBD

Name of Action or Project:

Protective filming and blast proof doors

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2
Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 2
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 2
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 1
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE 1
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 13
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 24
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Della Bell-Freeman, Supt. (417) 433-2200




