Appendix B: Planning Process

Appendix B includes the following planning process documents:
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Meeting letters and emails

Meeting agendas/presentations

Internet postings of meeting dates and notices
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Good afternoon everyone

The first draft of the Lawrence County HMP is now available. I've attached a copy to this email. It can
also be found on our website at Lawrence County Hazard Mitigation Plan Draft (smcog.org). Please
review the draft and send me any comments, questions, or concerns. This is just the first draft, so expect
some changes to be made.

It would also be helpful if you can share this on your social media pages so residents can provide
feedback. You can upload a copy of the draft or simply link to our website.

As a quick reminder, please remember to get your STAPLEE and Action sheets turned in to me by Friday,
May 20th. Contact me if you have any questions. You can also bring them with you to the meeting next
week and | can assist you there.

Thomas Cunningham

Associate Planner

Southwest Missouri Council of Governments
110 Park Central Square | Springfield, MO 65806
Office: 417-836-6900 | Direct: 417-836-5281
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SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

December 8, 2022
RE: 2022 Lawrence 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
Lawrence 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 Lawrence 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 Lawrence
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 Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation
Plan on Thursday, January 13, 2022, at 11:30 AM.

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 TCunningham@MissouriState.edu or turned in to Thomas Cunningham 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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Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Kickoff Meeting:
Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Lawrence County Courthouse, Second Floor
1 East Courthouse Square
Mount Vernon, MO
Thursday, January 13, 2022
11:30 AM

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 11:30 AM at the Lawrence County
Courthouse on the following dates:

February 10, 2022
March 10, 2022
April 14, 2022

May 12, 2022

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 417-836-5281 or at
TCunningham@MissouriState.edu.

Sincerely,

Thomas Cuningham
Associate 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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2022 Lawrence County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kick-off Meeting

Cunningham, Thomas E <TCunningham@MissouriState.edu>

Mon 12/13/2021 11:01 AM

To: Grant Selvey <lawemd@hotmail.com>; Julie Stolting <julie.stolting@redcross.org>; Tana Bradshaw
<Tana.Bradshaw@Ipha.mo.gov>; Brad Delay <bdelay@lawrencecosheriff.com>; Bob Senninger <bobsenninger@gmail.com>;
Tim Selvey <selvey@mowisp.net>; David Botts <davidallenbotts@gmail.com>; Tammy Reibe <lawrence.county@sos.mo.gov>;
auroracityclerk@auroramo.gov <auroracityclerk@auroramo.gov>; Robert Ward <rward@auroramo.gov>; Kris Bowling
<emd@marionvillemo.com>; Katy Qualls <millercityclerk@gmail.com>; Jason Haymes <mayor@mtvernon-cityhall.org>; Max
Springer <mspringer@mtvernon-cityhall.org>; Melissa Aduddle <maduddle@mtvernon-cityhall.org>; Terry Moore
<tmoore@mtvernon-cityhall.org>; David Hubert <david.hubert@mtvernonmopd.org>; Julie Johnson <piercecity@yahoo.com>;
Joseph Heck <verona@suddenlinkmail.com>; Jeremy Allen <veronapd@suddenlinkmail.com>

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 Lawrence 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 Lawrence 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 Lawrence 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 at the following time/location.

Lawrence County Courthouse, Second Floor
1 East Courthouse Square
Mount Vernon, MO 65712
Thursday, January 13, 2022
11:30 AM

You should have already received a packet in the mail that includes a questionnaire. The questionnaire
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.

Please try to complete the questionnaire and return to me by Thursday, January 6. If you need more
time or have any questions about it, don’t hesitate to reach out to me. 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.
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U3 Lawrence County HMP Update - Meeting 2

Thu 2/10/2022 11:30 AM - 1:00 PM

Lawrence County Courthouse, 1 Courthouse Square,
Mount Vernon, MO 65712

Calendar
Remind me: 15 minutes before \/

Good afternoon everyone

Our next meeting for the Lawrence County
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update will be Thursday,
February 10, at 11:30 AM. The meeting will be
held at the Lawrence County Courthouse in
Mount Vernon. We'll start the meeting with a
quick recap of the first meeting highlighting what
a hazard mitigation plan is, why it's important,
participation requirements, etc., then we'll move
on to the risk assessment portion of the plan. |
hope to see everyone there!

Also, if you haven't already done so, please
complete your questionnaire and send it to me as
soon as possible. If you are having trouble or
need help completing, please don't hesitate to
reach out to me. | would be more than happy to
work through it with you.

Meeting Insights

Here's information you might find relevant to this event.
You'll only see content you have access to.

Files

Organizer

Cunningham, Thomas E

Yes: 9
Bonnie Witt-Schulte
Optional

Sheriff Brad A. Delay
Optional

dstorm@millerschools.org
Optional

Terry Anderson
Optional

Carrie Howlett
Optional

Robert Sharpe
Optional

bredus@aurorar8.org
Optional

Verona Road District
Optional

Ray, Jason
Optional

Maybe: 1

Robert Ward
Optional

No: 1

Stolting, Julie
Optional

Didn't respond: 2



Lawrence County HMP Update - Meeting 3

Cunningham, Thomas E <TCunningham@MissouriState.edu>
Tue 3/1/2022 11:22 AM

To: Grant Selvey <lawemd@hotmail.com>; Julie Stolting <julie.stolting@redcross.org>; Tana Bradshaw
<Tana.Bradshaw@Ipha.mo.gov>; Brad Delay <bdelay@lawrencecosheriff.com>; Bob Senninger <bobsenninger@gmail.com>;
Tim Selvey <selvey@mowisp.net>; David Botts <davidallenbotts@gmail.com>; Tammy Reibe <lawrence.county@sos.mo.gov>;
auroracityclerk@auroramo.gov <auroracityclerk@auroramo.gov>; Robert Ward <rward@auroramo.gov>; Kris Bowling
<emd@marionvillemo.com>; Katy Qualls <millercityclerk@gmail.com>; Jason Haymes <mayor@mtvernon-cityhall.org>; Max
Springer <mspringer@mtvernon-cityhall.org>; Melissa Aduddle <maduddle@mtvernon-cityhall.org>; Terry Moore
<tmoore@mtvernon-cityhall.org>; David Hubert <david.hubert@mtvernonmopd.org>; Julie Johnson <piercecity@yahoo.com>;
Joseph Heck <verona@suddenlinkmail.com>; Jeremy Allen <veronapd@suddenlinkmail.com>

Good morning everyone

Our next meeting for the Lawrence County HMP Update will be Thursday, March 10, at 11:30 AM. The
meeting will be held at the Lawrence County Courthouse in Mt Vernon. We'll start the meeting with a
quick recap of everything we've covered so far, then we'll move on to the mitigation actions section of
the plan. | hope to see everyone there.

As a reminder, if you haven't already done so, please send me your completed questionnaire and
timesheets. I've only received a few timesheets so far, so | know there are still a lot that need to be

turned in. You can also bring a physical copy with you to the meeting if you'd like.

As always, if you have any questions please don't hesitate to reach out to me. Thanks!



Lawrence County HMP Update - Meeting 4

Cunningham, Thomas E <TCunningham@MissouriState.edu>
Mon 4/4/2022 11:13 AM

To: Grant Selvey <lawemd@hotmail.com>;Tana Bradshaw <Tana.Bradshaw@Ipha.mo.gov>;Brad DelLay
<bdelay@lawrencecosheriff.com>;Bob Senninger <bobsenninger@gmail.com>;Tim Selvey <selvey@mowisp.net>;David Botts
<davidallenbotts@gmail.com>;Tammy Reibe <lawrence.county@sos.mo.gov>;auroracityclerk@auroramo.gov
<auroracityclerk@auroramo.gov>;Robert Ward <rward@auroramo.gov>;Kris Bowling <emd@marionvillemo.com>;Katy Qualls
<millercityclerk@gmail.com>;Jason Haymes <mayor@mtvernon-cityhall.org>;Max Springer <mspringer@mtvernon-
cityhall.org>;Melissa Aduddle <maduddle@mtvernon-cityhall.org>;Terry Moore <tmoore@mtvernon-cityhall.org>;David
Hubert <david.hubert@mtvernonmopd.org>;Julie Johnson <piercecity@yahoo.com>;Joseph Heck
<verona@suddenlinkmail.com>;Jeremy Allen <veronapd@suddenlinkmail.com>;freistattvig@mo-net.com <freistattvig@mo-
net.com>

Our next meeting for the Lawrence County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update is scheduled for Thursday,
April 14, at 11:30 am. | hope to see everyone there!



Lawrence County HMP Update - Meeting 5

Cunningham, Thomas E <TCunningham@MissouriState.edu>
Mon 5/2/2022 9:46 AM

To: Grant Selvey <lawemd@hotmail.com>;Tana Bradshaw <Tana.Bradshaw@Ipha.mo.gov>;Brad Delay <bdelay@lawrencecosheriff.com>;Bob Senninger
<bobsenninger@gmail.com>;Tim Selvey <selvey@mowisp.net>;David Botts <davidallenbotts@gmail.com>;Tammy Reibe
<lawrence.county@sos.mo.gov>;auroracityclerk@auroramo.gov <auroracityclerk@auroramo.gov>;Robert Ward <rward@auroramo.gov>;Kris Bowling
<emd@marionvillemo.com>;Katy Qualls <millercityclerk@gmail.com>;Jason Haymes <mayor@mtvernon-cityhall.org>;Max Springer <mspringer@mtvernon-
cityhall.org>;Melissa Aduddle <maduddle@mtvernon-cityhall.org>;Terry Moore <tmoore@mtvernon-cityhall.org>;David Hubert <david.hubert@mtvernonmopd.org>;Julie
Johnson <piercecity@yahoo.com>;Joseph Heck <verona@suddenlinkmail.com>;Jeremy Allen <veronapd@suddenlinkmail.com>;freistattvig@mo-net.com
<freistattvlg@mo-net.com>

Good afternoon everyone

Our fifth and final meeting for the Lawrence County HMP Update is scheduled for Thursday, May 12.

You should have all received your STAPLEE and action sheets from me last week. Please have those completed and returned to me by Friday,
May 20th.

If you have any questions or need assistance with them, please contact me now. You can also bring them with you to the meeting and I'd be
happy to help you with them then.

Thanks and | hope to see you there!
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* The Planning Process
 Participation Requirements

* Future Meeting Dates

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



What is Hazard Mitigation and why is it
important?

- Mitigation — taking action NOW to reduce or eliminate oY fosheeeenent
long-term risk to human life and property from hazard gk »
events.

 Examples — FEMA tornado shelters, low water crossing
Improvements, policies limiting construction in flood plain
areas, river bank improvements

« Mitigation Planning — process for communities to...
+ |dentify hazards to which they are at risk
« Assess the potential impact
« Develop goals, objectives, and actions to reduce impacts; and
 Prioritize and implement mitigation actions

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Flood Buyouts
Before Mitigation After Mitigation

ﬂ
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What is Hazard Mitigation and why is it
important?

 Costs rising from natural disasters
 Increased development — more exposure
* Increased cost to the federal government

* Increased frequency of natural disasters:
- 1980s — 286
» 1990s — 737
- 2000s — 1,265
 2010-Present — 1,140

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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What is Hazard Mitigation and why is it
important?

* Reduction in loss of lives

« Reduction in property damage

» Reduction In lost essential services

» Reduction in loss of critical facilities and infrastructure

« Reduction in economic disruption

* Planning for an emergency saves lives, time, and money!

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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The Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000

* Required by law for local governments to develop a hazard mitigation plan in order to
receive funding for mitigation projects.
* Funds available — 75/25

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

» Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM) — provides funds annually for hazard mitigation planning and projects.

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

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

« Mitigation:plans must be updated every five years to be eligible for mitigation funding

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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The Planning Process

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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O Tasks in the Planning Process

« Task 1: Determine the Planning Area and Resources - Completed
« Task 2: Build the Planning Team - YOU ARE THE TEAM!

« Task 3: Create an Outreach Strategy - Today

» Task 4: Review Community Capabilities - Questionnaire

» Task 5: Conduct a Risk Assessment - Meeting #2

« Task 6: Develop a Mitigation Strategy - Meetings #3 and #4

» Task 7: Review and Adopt the Plan - Meeting #5 and on your own
« Task 8: Keep the Plan Current - That’s YOU!

« Task 9: Create a Safe and Resilient Community - That’s YOU!

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Planning Committee

 As part of the Mitigation Planning Committee, you will:
* Help develop the plan
« |[dentify mitigation goals
* |dentify mitigation actions
* Review the draft plan

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Outreach Strategy

* Public Meetings

e Survey
 Where do you live?
« What school district?
« Have you been impacted by a disaster?
* Opinion on the likelihood of a disaster
« Concern of disaster impact
« Types of mitigation projects they support

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Risk Assessment

Natural Hazards Hazard Profile

« Dam Failure » Hazard Description

* Drought » Geographic Location

« Earthquake « Severity/Magnitude/Extent

« Extreme Temperatures « Previous Occurrences

* Flooding « Probability of Future Occurrences

» Land Subsidence (Sinkholes)
» Severe Thunderstorms

« Severe Winter Weather

« Tornado

« Wildfire

Vulnerability Assessment

* Vulnerability Overview

« Potential Losses to Existing Development

* Impact of Previous and Future Development
» Hazard Summary by Jurisdiction

s M C@G Problem Statement

Southwest Missouri
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Develop Mitigation Strategies

« Reference completed questionnaires
* Risk Assessment
« Current needs of community

* ldentify strengths and weaknesses

Mitigation
Strategy -

SMCQG Actions

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS




Review and Prioritize Mitigation Actions

STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

 STAPLEE score

Insert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes. This can be a combination of
Action/Project Number: q 8purp

the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal number and action number (i.e. Joplin1.1)
.
S O C I a I Name of Action or Project:

L Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems Protection; Education and Outreach;
Mitigation Category:

Emergency Services

.
Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

STAPLEE Criteria 2 Score
Administrati
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

Probably NO = 1 Definitely
= =
I O I I t I C a I A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action?

NO=0
P: Is it Politically acceptable?

I e g a I L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

I CO n O m i C I nvi ro n m e n tal 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?

* Prioritizes and determines feasibility =z

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

Will the implemented action result in lives saved?
saved.

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

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Southwest Missouri Completed by

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS e T o



Adoption of Hazard Mitigation Plan

« Each participating jurisdiction
IS require to adopt hazard plan
« Signed by a certified official

 Malil, email, or fax will be
acceptable

MCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Barry County, Missouri
Resolution # 7

ADOPTING THE BARRY COUNTY MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL
NATURAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN (UPDATED 2016)

Whereas, The Barry County Commission recognizes the threat that natural hazards pose
to people and property within cur community, and

Whereas, undertaking hazard mitigation actions will reduce the potential for harm to people and
property from future hazard occurrences; and

Whereas, the U.5. Congress passed the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (“Disaster Mitigation
Act") emphasizing the need for pre-disaster mitigation of potential hazards,

Whereas, the Disaster Mitigation Act made available hazard mitigation grants to state and
local governments; and

Whereas, an adopted Local Hazard Mitigation Plan is required as a condition of future
funding for mitigation projects under multiple FEMA pre- and post-disaster mitigation grant
programs; and

Whereas, Barry County fully participated in the hazard mitigation planning process to prepare
this Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan; and

Whereas, the Missouri State Emergency Management Agency and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency Region VIl officials will review the “Barry County Multi-Jurisdictional
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan,” and approved it as to form and content; and

Whereas, the Barry County Commission desires to comply with the requirements of the

Disaster Mitigation Act and to augment its emergency planning efforts by formally adopting
the Barry County Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan; and

Whereas, adoption by the govemning body of Barry County demonstrates the jurisdictions’
commitment to fulfiling the mitigation goals outlined in this Multi- Jurisdictional Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan; and

Whereas, adoption of this legitimizes the plan and authorizes responsible agencies to carry
out responsibilities under the plan;

Now, therefore, be it resolved, that the Barry County Commission has adopted the "Barry
County Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan” as an official plan.

Date: q ! ;ﬂ’ }é /

Certifying Official: (/ @% ZMM




Keep the Plan Current & Create a Safe
Community

* FEMA requires a formal plan maintenance process to ensure
that the mitigation plan remains an active and relevant

document

* Your jurisdiction and County Emergency Management Officials

* Review plan and strategies annually

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Participation Requirements

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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2017 Participation

Miller R-11 Schools

Lawrence County

 City of Aurora * Monett R-1 Schools
 City of Marionville « Mt. Vernon R-V Schools
 City of Miller » Verona R-VII Schools

City of Monett

City of Mt. Vernon
Village of Freistatt
Marionville R-1V Schools

Miller Benefit Special Road District
Greene Benefit Special Road District

Barry-Lawrence Regional Library
District

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Participation Requirements

* In order to officially “participate” a jurisdiction must:

« Complete all required documents (Capabilities Assessment
Questionnaire, STAPLEE Sheets, and Action Sheets)

« Arepresentative must be in attendance at a minimum of two meetings
« Record in-kind time and complete timesheets
« Adopt the Hazard Mitigation Plan

 Participation of your jurisdictions gives you access to grant
funds provided by FEMA

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Mitigation Plan Funding

« SEMA covers 75% of the cost

« Grants require a 25% non-federal match
 Local cash match
* In-kind time and effort

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Time Sheets

* Fill out accurately

» Keep track of hours
and mileage

* Round up

* Elected officials
MAY NOT count
their time

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

IN-KIND DOCUMENTATION

Barry County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 2016

Reporting Month: | Month I'I'ear I
LABOR
Mileage
Date Service Performed Hours (Roundtrip)
Total 0

Organization:

Employee Name:

Employee Title:

Hourly Rate: | Total Labor Charge: Total Mileage Charge:
Commen ts:

Employee Signature

Supervisor

Signature




Future Meetings

Second Thursday of the month, January — May, 11:30 AM,
Lawrence County Courthouse, Mt Vernon

* Meeting 2: February 10
* Meeting 3: March 10

* Meeting 4: April 14

* Meeting 5: May 12

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Thank you for your time!

Any questions?

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Contact Information

Thomas Cunningham
Associate Planner
417-836-5281
TCunningham@ MissouriState.edu

For more information, visit our website

SMCQG WWW.SmMCcog.org

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS


mailto:MeganClark@missouristate.edu

Lawrence County Hazard
Mitigation Plan Update Meeting

H2

February 10, 2022

Thomas Cunningham

Associate Planner

Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

Southwest Missouri
S M COG COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

“Enhancing the guality of our communities through regional cooperation”



Outline

 Participation overview

* Process recap

* Risk assessment

Mitigation strategies preview
« Future meeting dates

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Local Plan Participation

« Attend a minimum of 2 Mitigation Planning Committee meetings
« Documentation of Time and Effort

« Complete Capabilities Survey Questionnaire
« Complete Mitigation Actions and STAPLEE Sheets

« Adoption of the Hazard Mitigation Plan

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Time & Effort Reporting

* Hourly rate for volunteer time in Missouri:
« $25.96

* Federal mileage rate:
« 58¢ per mile

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Risk Assessment

* Measures potential loss of life, personal injury, economic injury,
and property damage resulting from natural hazard events by
assessing the vulnerabillity of people, buildings, and
Infrastructure to natural hazards

« Evaluates the degree to which injuries and damages may occur

* Provides the foundation for the rest of the mitigation planning
process

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Vulnerability

* Which hazards is your jurisdiction most at risk?
 What facilities and/or areas are most at risk to those hazards?

* What existing mechanism are in place to help mitigate negative
conseguences?

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Hazard lIdentification and Vulnerability

* Code of Federal Regulations Title 44 Emergency Management and Assistance Part
8201.6
* (c) Plan content. The plan shall include the following:
(i) A description of the type, location, and extent of all natural hazards that can affect the jurisdiction

« The plan shall include information on previous occurrences of hazard events and on the probability of
future hazard events

« (ii) A description of the jurisdiction's vulnerability to the hazards described in paragraph (c)(2)(i) of this
section; This description shall include an overall summary of each hazard and its impact on the
community

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Lawrence County
Disaster
Declarations
2000-Present (17

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Disaster #

4552

4490

3482

4317

4250

3317
1980
3303
1847
1749
1676
3281
1728
1631
3232
1463

1412

Description

Severe storms,
tornadoes, straight-line
winds, and flooding
COVID-19 pandemic

Missouri COVID-19

Storms, tornadoes,
straight-line winds, and
flooding

Storms, tornadoes,
straight-line winds, and
flooding

Severe winter storm

Severe storms,
tornadoes, and flooding

Severe winter storm

Severe storms,
tornadoes, and flooding

Severe storms and
flooding

Severe winter storms
and flooding

Severe winter storms

Severe storms and
flooding

Severe storms,
tornadoes, and flooding

Hurricane Katrina
evacuation

Storms, tornadoes, and
flooding

Storms, tornadoes, and
flooding

Declaration
Date

7/9/2020

3/26/2020
3/13/2020

06/02/2017

01/21/2016

2/3/2011
5/9/2011
1/30/2009
6/19/2009
3/19/2008
1/15/2007
12/12/2007
9/21/2007
3/16/2006

9/10/2005

05/06/2003

05/06/2002

Incident
Period

5/3/2020-5/4/2020

1/20/2020 - continuing

1/20/2020 - continuing

4/28/2017 -5/11/2017

12/23/2018 - 1/9/2016

1/31/2011 - 2/5/2011
4/19/2011-5/6/2011
1/26/2009 - 1/28/2009
5/8/2009 - 5/16/2009
3/17/2008 - 5/9/2008

1/12/2007 - 1/22/2007

12/8/2007 -
12/15/2007

8/19/2007 - 8/21/2007
3/8/2006 — 3/13/2006
8/29/2008 - 10/1/2005
5/4/2003 - 5/30/2003

4/24/2002 - 6/10/2002

IA or PA

n/a

IA and PA

PA

PA

IA and PA

PA

PA

PA

1A

PA

PA

PA

PA

IA and PA

PA

1A

IA and PA



Hazards Identified

 Flooding « Severe Thunderstorm/High Winds/
- Earthquake » Severe Winter Weather
« Land Subsidence/Sinkholes * Tornado

 Wildfire

Drought

Extreme Temperature

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Lawrence County Special Flood Hazard Area

ldentified Hazard:
Flood and Flash Flood

MVanionyile)8
\ ,

Ao &

SMcr —

. . ~ Road @) Police Station Prepared 8/19/2021 by
Southwest Missouri B ooblicaied lace

CUUNGIL UF GUVERNMENTS ¥) Hospital [ Floodplain SMCOG

South: t Mi i
©) Fire Station | —1 Lawrence County COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



ldentified Hazard: Flood and Flash Flood

* Flood
* 39 occurrences from 2001-2020

1 events totaling $150,000 in property damage
* 5% chance occurring in any given year

 Flash Flood
» 76 occurrences of flash flood from 2001-2020

« 7 damaging events totaling $5.911 million in property damage
« 35% chance occurring in any given year

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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ldentified Hazard: Flood and Flash Flood

 Flash Flood
events (2001-
2020)

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Year

2007
2008

2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019

~N

Total

=

Y

WPhAROURONOOWWWMRARMORAPWOORN

NOOOOOPFROOOOOOR OOOOOOO

OO0 000000000 O0OO0ODO0OO0OOOOOODO

m # of Deaths | # of Injuries Property
Damages

$4,000

SO

$0

SO

$0

SO
$2,507,000
$600,000
$40,000
SO
$250,000
SO

$0

SO
$1,700,000
SO
$810,000
SO

$0

SO
$5,911,000

Damages

$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0



ldentified Hazard: Flood and Flash Flood

* Riverine
Flood
events
(2001-2020)

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

m # of Deaths | # of Injuries Property
Damages

2007
2008

2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019

w

Total

O U WPAPAROR MO UVIIODOUIONROWOOWR

NOOOOOOOROOOOOOOR OOOO

OO0 000000000 O0OO0ODO0OO0OOOOOODO

$0
$150,000
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$150,000

Damages

$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0
SO
$0



ldentified Hazard: Dam Failure

MDNR Dam Hazard Classification Definitions

Hazard Class Definition

The area downstream from the dam that would be affected by inundation contains ten (10) or more permanent dwellings or any public

I I P .
Class building. Inspection of these dams must occur every two years

The area downstream from the dam that would be affected by inundation contains one to nine permanent dwelling, or one (1) or more
Class Il campgrounds with permanent water, sewer and electrical services or one (1) or more industrial buildings. Inspection of these dams must
occur once every three years.

The area downstream from the dam that would be affected by inundation does not contain any of the structures identified for Class | or

Class Il . i
Class Il dams. Inspection of these dams must occur once every five years

National Inventory of Dams Hazard Classification Definitions

Hazard Class Definition

Low Hazard Failure results in only minimal property damage.

Significant Hazard Failure could possibly result in the loss of life and appreciable property damage.

High Hazard If the dam were to fail, lives would be lost and extensive property damage could result.

S MCQG There is not a direct correlation between the State Hazard classification and the NID classifications.

Southwest Missouri However, most dams that are in the State’s Classes | and Il are considered NID High Hazard Dames.

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Lawrence County Dams

ldentified Hazard: =

Dam Failure s
« 7 NID dams in Lawrence County - .

 All are Low Hazard weow
 Failure results in only minimal property
damage

» According to the 2018 State HMP, there are O . o083

accounts of previous dam failure ‘ -
« Potential impact of other dams, but advanced GO

VIS

warning would rom result in low impact.

Any local known risks of dam failure?

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS SMCOG
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© Dam Prepared 1/19/2022 by



ldentified Hazard: Earthquake

y o, w5
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Southwest Missouri .
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ldentified Hazard: Earthquake

* Modified Mercali Scale Based ona 7.6
Magnitude Earthquake along the New Madrid
Fault

 Located in Zone VI

» Felt by everyone, trouble walking, furniture
can be overturned, pictures fall off walls
and objects off shelves; damage slight

* No previous records of earthquakes in
Lawrence County

« Any experience feeling earthquakes?

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Lawrence County Sinkholes and Mines

|dentified Hazard:
Land Subsidence/ Sinkholes

o 72 known sinkholes and 1,198
underground mines
e 2018 State Plan

« Common in Missourli, rarely
significant

« Any other known sinkholes?

0 o  Sinkhole Prepared 8/19/2021 by

Southwest Missouri o Mine
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS [ tawrence county SMCOG

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



ldentified Hazard: Drought

« Meteorological Drought: Regionally based; in the United States, indicated by less than 2.5
mm of rainfall in 48 hours, which is the first indication of drought

« Agricultural Drought: Soil moisture cannot meet the demands of a crop; after a
meteorological drought but before a hydrological drought

« Hydrological Drought: Reduction in surface and subsurface water supplies; measured
through stream flow and lake, reservoir, and ground water levels

« Socioeconomic Drought: Water shortages affect people, either in terms of water supply or
economic impacts (i.e. loss of crops so price increases)

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Drought: Previous Occurrences

. 17 events frO m 2 O O 1_ 2 O 2 O Map released: Thurs. February 3, 2022

; Data valid: February 1, 2022 at 7 a.m. EST
(NCEI data) % ntensity

]

e 2 events resulting in damages: o o oo
» $8.64 million losses in Crop P ——

D m - D4 (Exceptional Drought)
a ages - No Data

e From 2011 — 2020, there were Authors

United States and Puerto Rico Author(s):

156 insurance claims made s i
tOtaI I n g Ove r $ 1 6 m | I I | O n Richard Tinker, NOAA/NWS/NCEP/CPC

Source: https://droughtmonitor.unl.edu/

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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ldentified Hazard: Extreme Temperatures

* 5 events from 2001-2020
« $30k in property damages

* In July of 2011, extreme heat in
excess of 100 degrees for
several days and the failure of a
water supply pump combined to
cause the death of 32 cattle
near Verona

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Relative Humidity (%)

Temperature (°F)

80 82 84 88 90 92 94 96 98 100 102 104 106 108 110

40 |80 81 83 88 91 94 97 101 105 109 114 118 12

45 |30 82 84 89 93

§0 |81 83 85 91 95

56 |81 84 86 93 97

60 |82 84 88 95 100 10!

65 |82 85 89

70 |83 8 90

75 |84 88 92

80 |84 89 94

86 |85 90 96

9 |86 91 98 HU :

95 |86 93 100 M08 11

100 | 87 95 103

ikelihood isorders wi ro d sure or S tivi
Caution BExdreme Caution W Danger W Extreme Danger



ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/
High Winds/ Lightning/ Hail

H i g h Wi n dS -rl;:z:lodbeJ?St? L storm motion—»
« Straight Line Wind,

Microburst: Can
exceed 100 mph

Southwest Mlssourl i

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/
High Winds/ nghtmng/ Hail

Lightning

« Resulting in fires and power
outages

Southwest Mlssourl -

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/
High Winds/ Lightning/ Hail

Hail now too st How do I measure
large to hold in 2
] :2’::;':::;’;39‘0 Hail growing in circulating hail? Pea
H al I strong cold convection Sy - *Measure at its widest point Penny %
. downdraught * Estimate size to common Quarter !

* Hail can O objects Half-Dollar 1%
reac h th e o O Ping Pong Ball 1%
: O NO MARBLES! R 1%
size of . QO O ® - Tennis Ball 2%
grapefrlﬂt ‘ o Freezing Level ’4 Sl Baseball 2%

* ) Softhall 4
| N ~ - W Grapefruit
O - Rai 'r@@?w— 5
into the updraught \

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/High
Winds/Lightning/Hail

e Thunderstorm Wind
* 129 occurrences from 2001-2020

* 46 damaging events
 Total property damage: $3.843 million
« Worst event in 2009. $3 million in property damages
« 100% chance of occurrence in any given year

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/
High Winds/ Lightning/ Hail

* High Winds
« 3 occurrences from 2001-2020
« 15% chance of occurrence in any given year

 Lightning

0 reported occurrences from 2001-2020
* Reports are usually only made if the event was significant

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/
High Winds/ Lightning/ Hail

 Hall
* 165 occurrences from 2001-2020

« 12 damaging event in causing $6,300,000 property damages
« 100% chance of occurrence in a given year

By far the most significant hail event occurred in 2003 in Aurora. A supercell
thunderstorm tracked over the community of Aurora launching hail to the size of
baseballs over the central and northern sections of the city. Numerous structures
In the downtown area lost windows and sustained minor damage from the large
hail. Two car lots were affected along with significant roof damage to homes.

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/
High Winds/ Lightning/ Hail

Thunderstorm Winds

Location # of Events Deaths Injuries Property Crop Damage
17 0 0 $3,054,000 $0
23 0 0 $121,500 $0
7 0 0 $175,000 $0
o o #4500 0
: : : %0 50
10 0 0 $149,000 $0
10 0 0 $78,000 $0
: o o 90 50
20 0 0 $218,000 $0
| 23 0 0 $27,000 $0
s MC V) G 5 0 0 $5,000 $0
e 4 0 0 $11,000 $0
Southwest Missouri
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 129 0 0 $3,843,000 $0



ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/
High Winds/ Lightning/ Hail

Location # of Events Deaths Injuries Property Crop Damage
3 0 0 0 0
: : : 59 59
: : : 59 59
: : : 5 5
: : : 59 59
: : : 59 59
: : : 5 5
: : : 5 59
: : : 59 59
B : : : 59 59
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 3 0 : i i



ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/
High Winds/ Lightning/ Hail

Lightning

Location # of Events Deaths Injuries Property Crop Damage
0 0 0 0 0
: : : 59 59
: : : 59 5
: : : 59 5
; ; : 59 59
: : : 59 59
: : : 59 5
: : : 59 59
: : : 59 59
: ; : 59 59
Southwest Missouri 1 L L L $0 $0
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 3 0 0 $0 $0



ldentified Hazard: Severe Thunderstorm/
High Winds/ Lightning/ Hail

Location # of Events Deaths Injuries Property Crop Damage

24 0 0 $50,000 $0

32 0 0 $6,035,000 $0

7 0 0 $10,000 $0

13 : : 50 50

: : : 50 50

7 : : 50 50

10 : : 50 50

; : : 50 50

30 0 0 $55,000 $0

22 0 0 $100,000 $0

13 0 0 $50,000 $0

Southwest Missouri | / 0 . = 0
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 165 0 0 $6,300,000 $0




ldentified Hazard: Severe Winter Weather

« A Winter Storm is a winter weather event containing a mixture of snow, cold, wind, sleet
and freezing rain; It can cause driving to be dangerous and can cause power outages.

» Heavy Snow: Large amount of just snowing falling over a period of time; Large amounts of snow
can cause travel to become dangerous and the sheer weight of the snow can cause roofs and
structures to collapse.

* Ice Storm-Freezing Rain: Freezing rain falls onto a surface with a temperature below freezing;
heavy accumulations of ice can bring down trees, electric power lines and poles, telephone lines and
communications towers.

» Blizzard: Winds of 35 miles per hour or more with snow and blowing snow reducing visibility to less
than ¥ mile for at least three hours.

« Severe Cold: A period of extremely low temperatures or wind chill temperatures reaching or
exceeding locally/regionally defined warning criteria, on a widespread or localized basis.

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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ldentified Hazard: Severe Winter Weather
Previous events 2001-2020

» Blizzard: 1 occurrence
« $15,000 in property damage

o Extreme Cold/Wind Chill: 1 occurrence

« 26 Total events; 14 years with events
« 70% probability of event in any given year

* Heavy Snow: 1 occurrence

e |ce Storm: 7 occurrences
« $5,050,000 in damages

» Sleet: No occurrences

o Winter Storm: 13 occurrences

 Winter Weather: 3 occurrences

SMCOG
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ldentified Hazard: Tornado

, ! ado Probabilities* : 20 May (1982-2011)

Southwest Missouri
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ldentified Hazard: Tornado

Fujita and Enhanced Fujita Tornado Damage Scale

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

F Number

FUJITA SCALE

Fastest
1/4-mile
(mph)

40-72

73-112

113-157

158-207

208-260

261-318

3 Second
Gust

(mph)

45-78

79-117

118-161

162-209

210-261

262-317

OPERATIONAL EF
SCALE
EF 3 Second
Number Gust
(mph)
0 65-85
1 86-110
2 111-135
3 136-165
4 166-200
5 Over 200

Typical Damage

Light damage - Some damage to chimneys; branches
broken off trees; shallow-rooted trees pushed over; sign
boards damaged.

Moderate damage - Peels surface off roofs; mobile
homes pushed off foundations or overturned; moving
autos blown off roads.

Considerable damage - Roofs torn off frame houses;
mobile homes demolished; boxcars overturned; large
trees snapped or uprooted; light-object missiles
generated; cars lifted off ground.

Severe damage - Roofs and some walls torn off well-
constructed houses; trains overturned; most trees in
forest uprooted; heavy cars lifted off the ground and
thrown.

Devastating damage - Well-constructed houses leveled;
structures with weak foundations blown away some
distance; cars thrown and large missiles generated.
Incredible damage - Strong frame houses leveled off
foundations and swept away; automobile-sized missiles
fly through the air in excess of 100 meters (109 yds.);
trees debarked; incredible phenomena will occur.



ldentified Hazard:

Tornado
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Lawrence County Tornadoes 2000-Present

Prepared 1/20/2022 by

a— SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
=2 COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



ldentified Hazard: Tornado

» 18 occurrences in Lawrence County from 2001-2020

« 17 events resulted in $36,130,000 in property damage,
$250,000 in crop damage, 52 injuries, and 9 deaths

* 90% chance of a tornado in any given year

« 85% chance of it being a damaging event
* Highest tornado ranked at F3/EF3 sl

FO/EFO
F1/EF1

F2/EF2
F3/EF3

SMCOG =

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS Total

Occurrences/%

5/28%
9/ 50%
2/11%
2/11%
0/0
0/0

Damages
$605,000
$2,475,000
$800,000
$27,800,000
S0
S0

$36,380,000

Injuries/Fatalities
0/0
1/1
17/2
34/6
0/0
0/0

52/9



ldentified Hazard: Tornado

Tornadoes in Lawrence County 2001-2020

Beginning Location Ending Location Length Width (Yards) F/EF Rating Death Injury Property Damage Crop Damage
Aurora Aurora 200 F1 0 0 $750,000 $250,000
Mt. Vernon Chesapeake 4 100 F2 2 17 $500,000 $0
Pierce City Marionville 25 880 F3 5 33 $27,500,000 $0
Mt. Vernon Mt. Vernon 5 75 F1 0 1 $750,000 $0
Verona Marionville 10 200 F3 1 1 $5,000,000 $0
Verona Chesapeake 10.11 150 EFO 0 0 $500,000 $0
Aurora Mc Kinley 6.39 50 EFO 0 0 $75,000 $0
Albatross Albatross 0.45 40 EFO 0 0 $20,000 $0
Pierce City Friestatt 7.07 800 EF2 0 0 $300,000 $0
Spencer Spencer 0.07 50 EFO 0 0 $5,000 $0
Friestatt Opal 4.53 100 EF1 0 0 $100,000 $0
Stotts City Mt. Vernon Arpt 4.23 300 EF1 0 0 $50,000 $0
Miller Miller 1 100 EFO 0 0 $5,000 $0
Opal Mt. Vernon 1.25 75 EF1 0 0 $100,000 $0
Bonham Marionville 6 100 EF1 0 0 $75,000 $0
Aurora Aurora 0.49 50 EF1 1 0 $250,000 $0
Albatross Miller 3.75 100 EF1 0 0 $150,000 $0
Round Grove Round Grove 0.35 50 EF1 0 0 $0 $0
- 9 52  $36,130,000 $250,000




Lawrence County Wildfire Hazard Potential

ldentified Hazard:
Wildfire

* Areas that abut wildland
vegetation and that intermingle
with wildland are most at risk
for wildfire

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri Wildfire Hazard Potential 3: Mocierate Prepared 8/19/2021 by
4: Hi
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ldentified Hazard: Wildfire

* NCEI reported 2 wildfires from 2001-2020
« These incidents caused $150,000 in damages

« MDC reports 509 wildfires from 2012-2021
« Some events reported by multiple agencies
9 buildings destroyed, 28 damaged, and 219 threatened
8,103 total acres burned due to wildfires
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ldentified Hazard: Wildfire

Year Number of Buildings Buildings Buildings Acres Burned
Wildfires Destroyed Damaged Threatened

78 0 3 57 4,942.00
35 0 0 2 304.00
77 0 0 23 433.00
78 2 1 7 333.00
84 0 2 31 733.00
56 7 22 83 709.00
48 0 371.17
13 0 6 96.97
m 24 0 149.58
16 0 0 31.30
509 9 28 219 8,103.20



@ Police Station

[ Floodplain

[ Lawrence County

Critical and Essential Facilities

10 Miles

Prepared 8/19/2021 by Bridge Condition
o Fair

SMCOG - o

Southwest Missouri ® Poor
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
[ Lawrence County

Prepared 8/19/2021 by

SMCOG

Sowuthwest Missourl

COURCIL OF GOVERNMENTS




Vulnerability

* Which hazards is your jurisdiction most at risk?
 What facilities and/or areas are most at risk to those hazards?

* What existing mechanism are in place to help mitigate negative
conseguences?

SMCOG
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Mitigation Strategies

* Review old strategies from previous Lawrence County Hazard
Mitigation Plan

« Determine current status and relevance
» Modify, keep, remove previous strategies
* Develop new strategies

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Future Meetings

Second Thursday of the month, January — May, 11:30 AM,
Lawrence County Courthouse, Mt Vernon

* Meeting 3: March 10
* Meeting 4: April 14
* Meeting 5: May 12

SMCQG Draft Plan Due to SEMA: June 10, 2022

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Thank you for your time!

Any questions?

SMCOG
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Contact Information

Thomas Cunningham
Associate Planner
417-836-5281
TCunningham@ MissouriState.edu

For more information, visit our website

SMCQG WWW.SmMCcog.org

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
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Lawrence County Hazard Mitigation
Plan Update Meeting #3

March 10, 2022
Thomas Cunningham

Associate Planner
Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

Southwest Missouri
S M COG COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

“Enhancing the guality of our communities through regional cooperation”



Outline

 Participation overview

* Process recap

« Mitigation goals and actions
« Future meeting dates
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Local Plan Participation

« Attend a minimum of 2 Mitigation Planning Committee meetings
« Documentation of Time and Effort
« Adoption of the Hazard Mitigation Plan

« Complete Capabilities Survey
« Current Plans
» Additional Questions
* Provide Insured Replacement Cost for Structures and Contents

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Participation

Lawrence County Jurisdiction Participation Information

Jurisdiction

Meeting Attendance

Capabilities

Survey

Required Documents

Time
Sheet(s)

Adoption  Action  STAPLEE
Resolution Sheets sheets

Lawrence County X X
City of Aurora X

City of Marionville

City of Miller X X
City of Mt. Vernon X

City of Pierce City

City of Stotts City

City of Verona X
Village of Freistatt X

Village of Halltown

Village of Hoberg

School Districts

Aurora R-VIIl School District X X

Marionville R-1X School District

Miller R-11 School District X X 1l
Mt. Vernon R-V School District X X

Pierce City R-VI School District X

Verona R-VII School District X




Participation

Lawrence County Jurisdiction Participation Information

Jurisdiction

Special Districts

Aurora Special Road District

Meeting Attendance

Capabilities
Survey

Required Documents

Time Adoption  Action  STAPLEE
Sheet(s) Resolution Sheets  sheets

Barry-Lawrence Regional Library District

Buck Prairie Special Road District

Freistatt Special Road District

Greene Benefit Special Road District

Lawrence County Emergency Services 911

Midway Benefit Special Road District

Miller Benefit Special Road District

Monett Special Road District

Mt Pleasant Benefit Special Road District

Mt. Vernon Benefit Special Road District

Mt Vernon Fire Protection District

Pierce Benefit Special Road District

Verona Benefit Special Road District

Vineyard Benefit Special Road District




Time & Effort Reporting

* Hourly rate for volunteer time in Missouri:
« $25.96

* Federal mileage rate:
« 58¢ per mile

SMCOG
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O Tasks in the Planning Process

« Task 1: Determine the Planning Area and Resources - Completed
« Task 2: Build the Planning Team - YOU ARE THE TEAM!

« Task 3: Create an Outreach Strategy = Meeting 1

» Task 4: Review Community Capabilities - Questionnaire

» Task 5: Conduct a Risk Assessment - Meeting 2

« Task 6: Develop a Mitigation Strategy - Today and Meeting #4

» Task 7: Review and Adopt the Plan - Meeting #5 and on your own
« Task 8: Keep the Plan Current - That’s YOU!

« Task 9: Create a Safe and Resilient Community - That’s YOU!

SMCOG
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Presidential
Disaster
Declarations
2000-Present
(17)

SMCOG
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Disaster #

4552

4490
3482

4317

4250

3317
1980
3303
1847
1749
1676
3281
1728
1631
3232
1463

1412

Description

Severe storms,
tornadoes, straight-line
winds, and flooding
COVID-19 pandemic

Missouri COVID-19

Storms, tornadoes,
straight-line winds, and
flooding

Storms, tornadoes,
straight-line winds, and
flooding

Severe winter storm

Severe storms,
tornadoes, and flooding

Severe winter storm

Severe storms,
tornadoes, and flooding

Severe storms and
flooding

Severe winter storms
and flooding

Severe winter storms

Severe storms and
flooding

Severe storms,
tornadoes, and flooding

Hurricane Katrina
evacuation

Storms, tornadoes, and
flooding

Storms, tornadoes, and
flooding

Declaration
Date

7/9/2020

3/26/2020
3/13/2020

06/02/2017

01/21/2016

2/3/2011
5/9/2011
1/30/2009
6/19/2009
3/19/2008
1/15/2007
12/12/2007
9/21/2007
3/16/2006

9/10/2005

05/06/2003

05/06/2002

Incident
Period

5/3/2020-5/4/2020

1/20/2020 - continuing

1/20/2020 - continuing

4/28/2017 - 5/11/2017

12/23/2018 - 1/9/2016

1/31/2011-2/5/2011

4/19/2011-5/6/2011

1/26/2009 - 1/28/2009

5/8/2009 - 5/16/2009

3/17/2008 - 5/9/2008

1/12/2007 — 1/22/2007

12/8/2007 -
12/15/2007

8/19/2007 - 8/21/2007

3/8/2006 - 3/13/2006

8/29/2008 - 10/1/2005

5/4/2003 - 5/30/2003

4/24/2002 - 6/10/2002

IA or PA

n/a

IA and PA

PA

PA

IA and PA

PA
PA
PA
1A
PA
PA
PA
PA
IA and PA
PA
1A

IA and PA



Hazards Identified

« Dam Fallure « Severe Thunderstorm/ High Winds/
+ Drought Lightning/ Hall
» Earthquake * Tornado

« Wildfire

Extreme Temperatures

Severe Winter Weather

Land Subsidence/ Sinkholes

Riverine and Flash Flood

SMCOG
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Mitigation: Goals and Actions

» Goals are general guidelines that explain what you want to
achieve- long-term, broad, policy-type statements.

« Mitigation Actions are specific actions that help achieve goals.

* Losses from hazards can be reduced if communities take action before
the next disaster

* Long term and cumulative benefits
« Some may be low-cost, readily adopted

« Some may be dependent on available funding or best implemented
following a disaster

SMCOG
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Mitigation: Goals

* Goal 1) Protect the lives and livelihoods of all citizens.

» Goal 2) Reduce the potential impact of natural disasters to
property, infrastructure, and the local economy.

« Goal 3) Ensure continued operation of government, emergency
functions, and critical infrastructure in a disaster.

SMCOG
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Mitigation: Actions

« Updating/Developing Mitigation Actions
* Previous Actions- status updates are required for all actions from
previous plan — FEMA WILL NOT APPROVE WITHOUT

e Current Status

* New Actions — add new actions as appropriate

SMCOG
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Mitigation: Goals and Actions
» Actions must be SMART

Relevant
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Mitigation Action Examples
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Hazard Mitigation Mitigation Ideas
ASSiStance Guidance A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards

Hazard Mitigation Grant Program, Pre-Disaster Mitigation
Program, and Flood Mitigation Assistance Program
February 27, 2015 January 2013

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Department of Homeland Security

A=

By \'. FEM A 500 C Street, S\W.

:1, /~ Washington, DC 20472
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Mitigation Action Examples:
Hazard Mitigation Assistance
Guidance, 2015 (page 33)
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Table 3: Eligible Activities by Program

Eligible Activities

. Mitigation Projects

<

‘ HMGP ‘ PDM ‘ FMA

Property Acquisition and Structure Demoalition

Property Acquisition and Structure Relocation

Structure Elevation

Mitigation Reconstruction

Dry Floodproofing of Historic Residential Structures

Dry Floodproafing of Non-residential Structures

Generators

Localized Flood Risk Reduction Projects

MNon-localized Flood Risk Reduction Projects

Structural Refrofitting of Existing Buildings

Non-structural Retrofitting of Existing Buildings and Facilities

Safe Room Construction

Wind Retrofit for One- and Two-Family Residences

Infrastructure Retrofit

Soil Stabilization

Wildfire Mitigation

e e O I T I I O I I N I O I e T W

Post-Disaster Code Enforcement

Advance Assistance

5 Percent Initiative Projects

Miscellaneous/Other'"

. Hazard Mitigation Planning

Planning Related Activities

SN N N B I N I N A N S N AN N B N I N N BN A BN R RN

3. Technical Assistance

4. Management Cost




Mitigation Action Examples: Mitigation Ideas, 2013

* Flooding

 Remove existing structures from flood hazard areas - Communities may remove structures from
flood-prone areas to minimize future flood losses by acquiring and demolishing or relocating
structures from voluntary property owners and preserving lands subject to repetitive flooding.

* Improve stormwater drainage system capacity - Installing, re-routing, or increasing the capacity
of a storm drainage s%/stem; increasing dimensions of drainage culverts in flood-prone areas;
increasing capacity of stormwater detention and retention basins

» Protect critical facilities - Requiring that all critical facilities including emergency operations centers
(EOC), police stations, and fire department facilities be located outside of flood-prone areas; _
installing/upgrading stormwater pumping stations; installing back-up glenerators for pumping and lift
stations In sanitary sewer systems along with other measures (e.g., alarms, meters, remote controls,
and switchgear upgrades).

« Dam failure
¢ N/A

« Earthquakes

* Protect critical facilities - Conducting seismic retrofitting for critical public facilities most at risk to
earthquakes; requiring bracqu of I?en_erators, elevators, and other vital equipment in hospitals;
reviewing construction plans for all bridges to determine their susceptibility to collapse and
retrofitting problem bridges.

SMCOG
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Mitigation Action Examples: Mitigation Ideas, 2013

* Land subsidence/sinkholes

. Manage development in high-risk areas — prohibiting and/or restricting developing in areas with
soils that is considered poor or unsuitable for development

 Remove existing structures from subsidence hazard areas — to prevent property loss, acquire
and demolish or relocate buildings and infrastructure in high-risk areas

* Drought

» Retrofit water supply systems — design water delivery systems to accommodate drought events;
developing new or upgrading existing water delivery systems to eliminate breaks and leaks

* Purchase crop insurance — preserve economic stability by encouraging agricultural interests to
obtain crop insurance to cover potential losses due to drought

» Educate farmers on soil and water conservation practices - Encourage farmers to implement
soil and water conservation practices that foster soil health and improve soil quality to help increase
resiliency and mitigate the impacts of droughts.

* Extreme temperatures

» Assist vulnerable populations - Measures should be taken to ensure vulnerable populations are
adequately protected from the impacts of extreme temperatures

» Educate property owners about freezing pipes - Extreme cold may cause water pipes to freeze
and burst, which can cause flooding inside a building.

SMCOG
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Mitigation Action Examples: Mitigation Ideas, 2013

e Severe thunderstorms

* Protect buildings from hail damage - Structural bracing, shutters, laminated glass
In window panes, and hail-resistant roof coverings or flashing in building design to
minimize damage; installing hail resistant roofing and siding.

» Protect critical facilities and equipment from lightning damage — install lightning
protection devices such as lightning rods and grounding; install and maintain surge
protection on critical electronic equipment

e Severe winter weather

* Protect power lines — establish standards for all utilities regarding tree pruning
around lines; bury overhead powerlines; install redundancies and loopfeeds

« Reduce impacts to roadways — plan for and maintain adequate road and debris
clearing capabilities
« Conduct winter weather risk awareness activities — inform the public about severe

winter weather impacts; include safety strategies for severe weather in diver
education classes and materials

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Mitigation Action Examples: Mitigation Ideas, 2013

 Tornado

« Saferoom construction — require construction of safe rooms in new schools,

daycares, and nursing homes; encourage the construction of safe rooms in residential
homes

* Require wind resistant building techniques — require or encourage wind
engineering measures and construction techniques that may include structural
bracing, straps and clips, anchor bolts, interlocking roof shingles, etc

o Wildfire

- Require or encourage fire-resistant construction techniques — encourage the use
of non-combustible materials for new construction in wildfire hazard areas; use fire-
resistant roofing and building materials in remodels, upgrades, or new construction

« Retrofit at-risk structures with ignition-resistant materials — protect propane
tanks or other external fuel sources

SMCOG
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Approved FEMA HMA Grants in Lawrence County

Disaster Declaration | Project Type Sub-Grantee Date Approved | Project Total

Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind

-PJ-07-MO- - i i 04/26/2004
PDMC-PJ-07-M0O-2003-007 Shelter) - Public Structures Pierce City $133,000.00
PDMC-PJ-07-MO-2005-002 Safe Room (To.rnado and Severe Wind Pl.erc.e City R-VI School 09/08/2005 $1,081,130.40

Shelter) - Public Structures District
DR-1980-0054-R Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind |, 02/18/2016 $2,713,441.00
Shelter) - Public Structures
Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind Miller R-1l School 12/18/2018 $1,027,500.00
PDMC-PI-07-M0-2017-001 Shelter) - Public Structures District S
DR-4451-0004-R Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind 08/27/2021 $1,445,500.00
Shelter) - Public Structures
Total $6,400,571.40
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Approved FEMA HMA Grants in Barry County (For Comparison)

Disaster Declaration

DR-1980-0035-R

DR-1980-0040-R

DR-4250-0010-R

DR-1980-0064-R

DR-1749-0004-R

DR-1847-0005-R

DR-4317-0042-R

DR-1403-0010-F

Project Type

206.2: Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind
Shelter) - Public Structures

206.2: Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind
Shelter) - Public Structures

206.2: Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind
Shelter) - Public Structures

206.2: Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind
Shelter) - Public Structures

206.2: Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind
Shelter) - Public Structures

206.2: Safe Room (Tornado and Severe Wind
Shelter) - Public Structures

200.1: Acquisition of Private Real Property
(Structures and Land) - Riverine

600.1: Warning Systems (as a Component of a
Planned, Adopted, and Exercised Risk
Reduction Plan)

Sub-Grantee

Monett

MONETT SCHOOL
SUPERINTENDENT

PURDY SCHOOL DISTRICT 2

CASSVILLE IV SCHOOL
DISTRICT

MONETT SCHOOL
SUPERINTENDENT

CASSVILLE IV SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Monett

KAMO ELECTRIC

Date Approved | Project Total

2015-01-21

2014-12-09

2017-04-04

2015-01-21

2013-02-11

2012-09-13

2020-05-19

2007-02-27

$833,349.00

$2,549,772.00

$1,579,000.00

$1,383,942.00

$914,578.00

$1,552,250.00

$659,741.00

$57,576.00



FEMA Public Assistance Grants in Lawrence County

Disaster Declaration | Project Type Project Size Applicant Project Total

1676 Debris Removal Large Mt Vernon $179,287.43
1676 Public Buildings and Facilities Small Marionville $1,000.00
1676 Public Buildings and Facilities Small Pierce City $3,251.93
1728 Road Washout Small ENEET E_sen_eflt Special $28,761.44
Road District
1728 Gravel Washout/Culvert small Green Bengflt Special $19.932.40
Replacement Road District
: Vineyard Benefit Special
1728 Culvert Repair Small Road District $5,755.00
1749 Public Utilities Repair Small Mt Vernon $26,991.66
4250 109af80 C- Gravel Roadway Repair  Small Rzl QELC SEmEL S el $16,209.95
Road District
4250 109AF74F - WWTP And Lift Station Small Marionville $27,556.33

4317 St01960 - Undermined Bridge Small Lawrence County $100,139.10



STAPLEE
Sheets
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STAPLEE Worksheet

Mame of Jurisdiction:

Action or Project

Insert 3 unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.
Action/fProject Number: This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
number and action number [Le. Joplinl. 1)

Mame of Action or Project:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Matural Systems

LTI T E Protection; Education and Cutreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Srore
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES = 2

Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0

§: s 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 acceptahle?

L: Is there Legal authaority to implemeant?

E: Iz 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 guickly?

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating 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 dizaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVEMESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE [STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) D (25 - 29 points) (=25 points)
Completed by

(Mame, Title, Phone Number)




Action
Sheets

Action Worksheet

Mame of Jurisdiction;

Risk / Vulnerability

Hazard(s) Addressed:

List the hazard or hazards that will be addressed by this action

Problem being Mitigated:

Provide a brief description of the problem that the action will address.
Utilize the problem statement developed in the risk assessment.

Action or Project

Applicable Goal Statement;:

Choose the goal statement that applies to this action

Action/Project Number:

Insert & 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 (L.e. Joplinl.1)

Mame of Action or Project:

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Matural Systems
Protection; Education and Qutreach; Emergency Services

Action or Project Description:

Describe the action or project.

Estimated Cost:

Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this action. This can be
accomplished with a range of estimated costs.

Provide a narrative describing the losses that will be avaoided by

Benefits: implementing this action. If dollar amounts of avoided losses are known,
include them as well.
Plan for Implementation
Responsible Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
Organization/Department: to include the spedific department or position within a department.
Supportin ) N . N . i .
ppu. g Which organization/department will assist in implementation of this action?
Organization/Department:

Action/Project Priority:

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific fundimg sources that may be used to pay for the implementation
of the action.

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri Action Status: Indicate status as Mew, Continuing Mot Started, or Continuing in Progress)

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

For Continuing actions only, indicate the report on progress. If the action is
not started, indicate any barriers encountered to initiate the action. If the
action is in progress, indicate the activity that has occurred to date.

Report of Progress:




Future Meetings

Second Thursday of the month, January — May, 11:30 AM,
Lawrence County Courthouse, Mt Vernon

* Meeting 4: April 14
* Meeting 5: May 12

SMCQG Draft Plan Due to SEMA: June 10, 2022

Southwest Missouri
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Thank you for your time!

Any questions?
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Contact Information

Thomas Cunningham
Associate Planner
417-836-5281
Tcunningham@MissouriState.edu

For more information, visit our website
WWW.SmMC0Q.0rg
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Lawrence County Hazard
Mitigation Plan Update Meeting

#4

April 14, 2022
Thomas Cunningham, Associate Planner
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 Participation overview
* Process recap

« Mitigation actions

« Future meeting dates
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Local Plan Participation

« Attend a minimum of 2 Mitigation Planning Committee meetings
« Documentation of Time and Effort
« Adoption of the Hazard Mitigation Plan

« Complete Capabilities Survey
« Current Plans
» Additional Questions
* Provide Insured Replacement Cost for Structures and Contents
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Time & Effort Reporting

* Hourly rate for volunteer time in Missouri:
« $25.96

* Federal mileage rate:
« 58¢ per mile
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Local Plan Participation (as of 4-13-22)

2017 Plan . .
.. Meeting Attendance Required Documents
Participant?
Capabilities  Time Adoption : Action STAPLEE
. e s mtgl mig2 mig3d migd migs ) New Actions

Jurisdiction Survey  Sheet(s) Resolution Sheets sheets
Lawrence County y X " X X I X
City of Aurora y X X X X Il
City of Marionville y X ' x
City of Miller y X X X |

X X
City of Mt. Vernon y

X

City of Pierce City y
City of Stotts City n
City of Verona y : s I :

X X X X I
Village of Freistatt y
Village of Halltown n
Village of Hoberg n

SMCOG
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Local Plan Participation (as of 4-13-22

Capabilities  Time Adoption Action STAPLEE

mtgl mig2 mtg2 migd migs MNew Actions

Jurisdiction Survey Sheet{s) Resolution Sheets sheets
School Districts

Aurora R-VIII School District n X X X ] X
Marionville R-1X School District y g o I

Miller R-1l School District ¥ i X i X 1] X
Mt. Vernon R-V School District y X X X

Pierce City R-VI School District ¥ X i X 1]

Verona R-VII School District ¥ X X X [

Aurora Special Road District n i

Aurora Rural Fire Protection District n

Barry-Lawrence Regional Library District y g e I

Buck Prairie Special Road District n X X X X 1]

Freistatt Special Road District n X

Greene Benefit Special Road District ¥

Lawrence County Emergency Services 911 n X X X I X
Midway Benefit Special Road District n

Miller Benefit Special Road District ¥ X X I

Monett Special Road District n X

Mt Pleasant Benefit Special Road District n

Mt. Vernon Benefit Special Road District n

Mt Vernon Fire Protection District n * X X x i X x
Pierce Benefit Special Road District n i

Red Oak Benefit Special Road District n X

Verona Benefit Special Road District n H X *

Vineyard Benefit Special Road District




O Tasks in the Planning Process

« Task 1: Determine the Planning Area and Resources - Completed
« Task 2: Build the Planning Team - YOU ARE THE TEAM!

« Task 3: Create an Outreach Strategy = Meeting 1

» Task 4: Review Community Capabilities - Questionnaire

» Task 5: Conduct a Risk Assessment - Meeting 2

« Task 6: Develop a Mitigation Strategy - Meeting 3 and 4

» Task 7: Review and Adopt the Plan - Meeting #5 and on your own
« Task 8: Keep the Plan Current - That’s YOU!

« Task 9: Create a Safe and Resilient Community - That’s YOU!
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Hazards Identified

« Dam Fallure « Severe Thunderstorm/ High Winds/
+ Drought Lightning/ Hall
» Earthquake * Tornado

« Wildfire

Extreme Temperatures

Severe Winter Weather

Land Subsidence/ Sinkholes

Riverine and Flash Flood
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STAPLEE Worksheet

Action or Project

° [ [ [
\Y} |t|gat|o N Actions oo
Insert a unique action numkber for this action for future tracking purposes.

e e e e Action/Project Number: This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
r I O r I I Za I O I l number and action number (i.e. Joplinl.1)

Mame of Action or Project:

Mitization Cat . Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Matural Systems
& BEOTY: Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Worksheet: STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Srore
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2

SO Cla | Probably NO=1  Definitely NO =0

S |z it Socially Acceptable

Te C h n I Ca | T: Iz it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

Ad m i n i St rat i Ve P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

Political

E: Iz it Economically beneficial?

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

Le ga | Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Economical Could it be implemented guickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

E nVi ronme nta I Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating 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 peints based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVEMESS SCORE
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)
Southwest Missouri High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS (0 points) L1 s g (<25 poms)
Completed by
(Mame, Title, Phone Number)




Mitigation Actions
Implementation

- Complete:

- Problems being Mitigated: What is the issue?

- Estimated Cost: Do your best based on your
jurisdiction; a range of S is fine

- Benefits: What do you anticipate the benefits of this
action?

- Responsible & Supporting Organization/Department:
What position or department will be in charge of
implementing the action? Police, Fire, Administration,
etc.

« Timeline for Completion: Can be a range of time and
up to five years, ongoing

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Action Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Rizk / Vulnerahility

Hazard(z) Addreszed:

List the hazard or hazards that will be addressed by this action

Provide a brief description of the problem that the action will address. Utilize

Ll ety L D el the problem statement developed in the nisk azseszment.
Action or Project
Applicable Goal Statement: Choose the goal statement that applies to this action
Insert a unique zction number for this action for future fracking purposes.
Action/Project Number: This can be a combination of the junsdiction name, followed by the goal

number and action number (Le. Joplinl .1}

Name of Action or Project:

Mitigation Category:

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

Action or Project Description:

Describe the action or project.

Estimated Cost:

Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this action. This can be
accomplizshed with 3 range of estimated costs.

Provide a narrative describing the losses that will be avoided by

Benefits: implementmg thiz action. If dollar amountz of avoided losses are kmown,

nclude them az well.

Plan for Implementation

Responsible Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
Organization/Department: to include the specific department or position within a department.
Supporting o L . o . .
e ot LT T Which organization/department will assist in implementation of this action?
Action/Project Priority: Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many monthsvears to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific fimding sources that may be used to pay for the implementation
of the action.

Local Planning Mechanisms to

be Used in Implementation, if
any:
Progress Report
Action Status: Indicate status as New, Continuing ot Started, or Continuing in Progress)
For Continuing actions only, indicate the report on progress. If the action 13
Report of Progress: not started, indicate any barmiers encountered to mitiate the action. If the

action 13 In progress, indicate the activity that has ocourred to date.




Mitigation Actions
Implementation

- Complete:

« Potential Fund Sources:

- Local Funds

- Special (streets, utility, etc.) funds

- SEMA/FEMA Grants: HMGP, PDM, FMA
« MDC, DNR, USDA, EDA Grants

« Private grants or donations

« Loans or bonds

SMCOG
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Action Worksheet

MName of Jurisdiction:

Risk / Vulnerability

Hazard(s) Addressed:

List the harard or hazards that will be addressed by this action

Provide a brief description of the problem that the action will address. Utilize

FProblem being Mitigated: the problem statement developed in the nsk asseszment.
Action or Project
Applicable Goal Statement: Choose the goal statement that applies to thiz action
Inzert a unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.
Action/Project Nomber: Thiz can be a combination of the jurizdiction name, followed by the goal

number and action number (Le. Joplinl .1}

Name of Action or Project:

Mitigation Category:

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

Action or Project Description: | Describe the achon or project.
- . Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this action. This can be

Estimated Cost: accomplizhed with a range of estimated costs.

Provide a namative describing the loszes that will be avoided by
Benefits: implementing this action. If dollar amounts of avoided loszes are kmowm,

mclude them as well

Plan for Implementation

Responsible Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
Orzanization/Department: to include the specific department or position within a department.
Supporting o L . o i o
Organization/Department: Which organization/department will assist in implementation of this action?
Action/Project Priority: Include the STAPLEE score and Prionity (H, M, L}
Timeline for Completion: How many months/vears to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific funding sources that may be used to pay for the implementation
of the action.

Local Planning Mechanisms to

be Used in Implementation, if
any:
Progress Report
Action Status: Indicate status as New, Continuing Mot Started, or Contimung in Progress)
For Continumg actions only, indicate the report on progress. Ifthe action is
Eeport of Progress: not started, indicate any barmers encounterad to mitiate the action. If the

action is In progress, indicate the activity that has ccommed to date.




Mitigation Actions Implementation

Cost Share Reciuirements:

- Funding Sources

- SEMA/FEMA Grants: HMGP, PDM (replaced with I 7535 10010 o
BRlC), FMA PDM 75/25 75/25 75/25

PDM - a0/10 75253 90/10

« https://sema.dps.mo.gov/docs/programs/LRMF/ subrecipient is smal

and impoverished

mitigation/HMA-guidance-508-2-27-2015.pdf community
PDM - 90/10 90/10 90/10
Tribal
Recipient/subrecipient
iz small and
impoverished
FMA - 75/25 75/25 75/25

insurad properties
and planning grants

FMA - 90/10 90/10 90/10
repetitive loss

property®/

FMA - 100/0 100/0 100/0
severe repetitive loss

property'?!

Southwest Missouri =
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https://sema.dps.mo.gov/docs/programs/LRMF/mitigation/HMA-guidance-508-2-27-2015.pdf

Mitigation Actions Implementation

- Missouri Department of Conservation (MDC) Grants — https://mdc.mo.gov/community-
conservation/community-conservation-funding-opportunities

« Community Conservation Grant — promotes urban wildlife habitat improvement, encourages organizational
partnerships for land stewardship, and supports the training of partner staff to manage natural landscapes

« Urban Conservation Cost Share — promotes sustainable development practices and the establishment of natural
resource conservation practices in municipal and developing areas.

- Tree Resource Improvement and Management (TRIM) Grant - encourages communities to have a sustainable,
balanced, and comprehensive community forestry program based on a current tree inventory and managed
with the guidance of a community forestry professional

« Missouri Conversation Heritage Foundation, Stream Stewardship Trust Fund- low water crossing replacements
for qualifying streams

SMCOG
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https://mdc.mo.gov/community-conservation/community-conservation-funding-opportunities

Mitigation Actions Implementation

- U.S. Department of Agriculture— www.usda.gov

« Rural Development- community facilities, special evaluation assistance for rural communities (water and waste
projects), water and waste disposal loan and grant program

- Emergency Watershed Protection Program- remove debris from stream channels, culverts, bridges; correct damaged
drainage facilities

- U.S. Department of Commerce, Missouri Department of Economic Development

« Public Works and Economic Development Facilities Assistance — construction, non-construction, technical assistance,
etc.

« Missouri Infrastructure Development Opportunities Commission Program — infrastructure improvements, priority to
water and sewer address public health

« Public Entity Load Program — tax-exempt bonds for public buildings, jails, infrastructure, acquisition of land,
demolition of buildings

« Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery

SMCOG
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http://www.usda.gov/

Mitigation Actions Implementation

- Funding Sources

- SEMA/FEMA Grants: HMGP, PDM, FMA

- Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)
Tied to disaster declarations; Equation tied to amount of disaster assistance

« Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM)
Annual Appropriation HMGP Cost-Share Example
Nationally Competitive

« Flood Mitigation Assistance (FIV
Annual Appropriation

Must be NFIP

$150K

Cost of elevation

FEMA 75%
$112.5K FEMA HMA grant (75%)

$30K ICC payment (20%) Non-Federal
25%
$2.5K Donated resources (1.7%) 2 ’

$5K Homeowner (3.3%)

SRL or RL properties

SMCOG
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Mitigation Actions
Implementation

- Complete:

« Local Planning Mechanisms:

« Comprehensive Plan

« Capital Improvement Plan

« School Infrastructure Plan

- Emergency Operations Plan

- Budget process

« Report of Progress:

- If the action is continuing, what progress, if
any, has been made

MCOG
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Action Worksheet
Name of Jurisdiction:
Rizk / Vulnerability
Hazard(s) Addressed: List the hazard or hazards that will be addressed by this action
S 1 Provide a brief description of the problem that the action will address. Thilize
Ll w gl P the problem statement developed in the nsk azseszment.
Action or Project

Applicable Goal Statement: Choose the goal statement that applies to thiz action

Insert & unique action number for this action for future tracking purposes.
Action/Project Number: Thiz can be a combination of the jurizdiction name, followed by the goal

number and action number (Le. Joplinl. 1}

Name of Action or Project:

Mitigation Category:

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

Action or Project Description:

Describe the action or project.

Estimated Cost:

Provide an estimate of the cost to Implement this action. This can be
accomplished with a range of estimated costs.

Prowvide a namrative describing the losses that will be avoided by

Benefits: implementimng this action. If dollar amounts of aveided losses are kmown,
include them az well.
Plan for Implementation
Responsible Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
Organization/Department: to include the specific department or position within a department.
gﬁg:ﬁ:& n/Department: Which organization/department will azzist in implementation of this action?
Action/Project Priority: Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/yvears to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific funding sources that may be used to pay for the implementation
of the action.

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if
any:
Progress Report
Action Status: Indicate status as New, Continuing Not Started, or Continming in Progress)
For Continumg actions only, indicate the report on progress. If the action 1s
Report of Progress: not started, indicate anv barmers encountered to mitiate the action. If the

action 1s In progress, indicate the activity that has ccourred to date.




Mitigation Actions Implementation

Eligible Activities

1. Mitigation Projects o W ¥
Property Acquisition and Structure Demaolition o ¥ ¥
Property Acquisition and Structure Relocation ¥ v v
Structure Elevation v ¥ Iy
Mitigation Reconstruction o v v
Dry Floodproofing of Historic Residential Structures v v ¥
Dry Floodproofing of Non-residential Structures v v ¥
Generators v v
Localized Flood Risk Reduction Projects v v ¥
Non-localized Flood Risk Reduction Projects v v
Structural Retrofitting of Existing Buildings v v ¥
Mon-structural Retrofitting of Existing Buildings and Facilities o ¥ ¥
Safe Room Construction v v

SMCOG
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Eligible Activities HMGP PDM FMA
Wind Retrofit for One- and Two-Family Residences v ¥
Infrastructure Retrofit ¥ v "y
Soil Stabilization v ¥ v
Wildfire Mitigation v ¥
Post-Disaster Code Enforcement v
Advance Assistance v
5 Percent Initiative Projects ¥
Miscellaneous/Other!!) v ¥ ¥
2. Hazard Mitigation Planning v ¥ v
Planning Related Activities v
3. Technical Assistance v
4. Management Cost v W ¥

(1) Miscellaneous/Other indicates that any proposed action will be evaluated on its
own merit against program requirements. Eligible projects will be approved provided

funding is available.




Future Meetings

Meeting 5:

May 12, 11:30 a.m.

e Final Wrap-Up
e Plan Maintenance

Plan due to SEMA by June 10

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Thank you for your time!

Any questions?

SMCOG
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COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS



Contact Information

Thomas Cunningham
Associate Planner
417-836-5281
TCunningham@ missouristate.edu

For more information, visit our website

SMCQG WWW.SmMCcog.org
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Lawrence County Hazard
Mitigation Plan Update Meeting

H5

May 12, 2022
Thomas Cunningham, Associate Planner

Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

Southwest Missouri
S M COG COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

“Enhancing the guality of our communities through regional cooperation”



Outline

 Participation Overview

* Process Recap

* Funding and Implementation Mechanisms
 Mitigation Action Tracking

» Plan Adoption and Maintenance
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Local Plan Participation

« Attend a minimum of 2 Mitigation Planning Committee meetings
« Documentation of Time and Effort
« Adoption of the Hazard Mitigation Plan

« Complete Capabilities Survey
« Current Plans
» Additional Questions
* Provide Insured Replacement Cost for Structures and Contents

SMCOG
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Time & Effort Reporting

* Hourly rate for volunteer time in Missouri:
« $25.96

* Federal mileage rate:
« 58¢ per mile

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Local Plan Participation (as of 5-11-22)

Meeting Attendance Required Documents
_— - Capabilities Time Adoption I
o eets sheets
e 2 Survey Sheet(s) Resolution 1on
Lawrence County X . = i
City of Aurora X X X ] X
X X ||
City of Marionville
City of Miller ¥ X ¥ |
X X X 11
City of Mt. Vernon
¥
City of Pierce City
City of Stotts City
City of Verona . = 1l
X X X (11

Village of Freistatt

Village of Halltown

Village of Hoberg

School Districts

Aurora B-VIII School District X X ¥ 1] X i i
Marionville R-IX School District X X Il
Miller B-11 School District X X X ] X i
Mt. Vernon R-V School District X X X |
Pierce City R-VI School District X X ¥ ] X X
Verona R-VII School District X X X ||




Local Plan Participation (as of 5-11-22)

Special Districts

Aurora Special Road District X X

Aurora Rural Fire Protection District

Barry-Lawrence Regional Library District s s s Il s

Buck Prairie Special Road District M X X X X 11|

Common | [County) X

Common Il [{County) X

Freistatt Special Road District X X

Greene Benefit Special Road District X

Lawrence County Emergency Services 911 X X X X X
Midway Benefit Special Road District

Miller Benefit Special Road District X X X

Monett Special Road District

Mt Pleasant Benefit Special Road District X

Mt. Vernon Benefit Special Road District

Mt Vernon Fire Protection District X X X X X i X X *
Pierce Benefit Special Road District X X

Red Oak Benefit Special Road District i i !

Verona Benefit Special Road District X X X X X 1l X

Vineyard Benefit Special Road District X



O Tasks in the Planning Process

« Task 1: Determine the Planning Area and Resources - Completed
« Task 2: Build the Planning Team - YOU ARE THE TEAM!

« Task 3: Create an Outreach Strategy = Meeting 1

» Task 4: Review Community Capabilities - Questionnaire

» Task 5: Conduct a Risk Assessment - Meeting 2

« Task 6: Develop a Mitigation Strategy - Meeting 3 and 4

« Task 7: Review and Adopt the Plan - Meeting 5 and on your own
« Task 8: Keep the Plan Current - That’s YOU!

« Task 9: Create a Safe and Resilient Community - That’s YOU!

SMCOG
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Hazards Identified

« Dam Fallure « Severe Thunderstorm/ High Winds/
+ Drought Lightning/ Hall
» Earthquake * Tornado

« Wildfire

Extreme Temperatures

Severe Winter Weather

Land Subsidence/ Sinkholes

Riverine and Flash Flood

SMCOG
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STAPLEE Worksheet

Action or Project

° [ [ [
Mitigation Action ===
Insert a unique action numkber for this action for future tracking purposes.

e e e e Action/Project Number: This can be a combination of the jurisdiction name, followed by the goal
r I O r I I Za I O I l number and action number (i.e. Joplinl.1)

Mame of Action or Project:

Mitization Cat . Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Matural Systems
& BEOTY: Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services

STAPLEE Worksheet: STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Srore
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2

SO Cla | Probably NO=1  Definitely NO =0

S |z it Socially Acceptable

Te C h n I Ca | T: Iz it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

Ad m i n i St rat i Ve P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

Political

E: Iz it Economically beneficial?

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

Le ga | Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Economical Could it be implemented guickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

E nVi ronme nta I Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating 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 peints based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVEMESS SCORE
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)
Southwest Missouri High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS (0 points) L1 s g (<25 poms)
Completed by
(Mame, Title, Phone Number)




Mitigation Actions
Implementation

- Complete:

- Problems being Mitigated: What is the issue?

- Estimated Cost: Do your best based on your
jurisdiction; a range of S is fine

- Benefits: What do you anticipate the benefits of this
action?

- Responsible & Supporting Organization/Department:
What position or department will be in charge of
implementing the action? Police, Fire, Administration,
etc.

« Timeline for Completion: Can be a range of time and
up to five years, ongoing

SMCOG
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Action Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Rizk / Vulnerahility

Hazard(z) Addreszed:

List the hazard or hazards that will be addressed by this action

Provide a brief description of the problem that the action will address. Utilize

Ll ety L D el the problem statement developed in the nisk azseszment.
Action or Project
Applicable Goal Statement: Choose the goal statement that applies to this action
Insert a unique zction number for this action for future fracking purposes.
Action/Project Number: This can be a combination of the junsdiction name, followed by the goal

number and action number (Le. Joplinl .1}

Name of Action or Project:

Mitigation Category:

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

Action or Project Description:

Describe the action or project.

Estimated Cost:

Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this action. This can be
accomplizshed with 3 range of estimated costs.

Provide a narrative describing the losses that will be avoided by

Benefits: implementmg thiz action. If dollar amountz of avoided losses are kmown,

nclude them az well.

Plan for Implementation

Responsible Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
Organization/Department: to include the specific department or position within a department.
Supporting o L . o . .
e ot LT T Which organization/department will assist in implementation of this action?
Action/Project Priority: Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many monthsvears to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific fimding sources that may be used to pay for the implementation
of the action.

Local Planning Mechanisms to

be Used in Implementation, if
any:
Progress Report
Action Status: Indicate status as New, Continuing ot Started, or Continuing in Progress)
For Continuing actions only, indicate the report on progress. If the action 13
Report of Progress: not started, indicate any barmiers encountered to mitiate the action. If the

action 13 In progress, indicate the activity that has ocourred to date.




Mitigation Actions Implementation

« Potential Fund Sources:

- Local Funds
- Special (streets, utility, etc.) funds

- SEMA/FEMA Grants: HMGP, PDM/BRIC,
FMA

- MDC, DNR, USDA, EDA Grants
- Private grants or donations

« Loans or bonds

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Action Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Risk / Vulnerability

Hazard(s) Addreszed:

List the hazard or hazards that will be addressed by this action

Provide a brief deseription of the problem that the action will address. Utilize

Problem being Mitizated: the problem statement developed im the risk zsseszment.
Action or Project
Applicable Goal Statement: Choose the goal statement that applies to this action
Insert a unigue action mmmber for this action for firure tracking purposes.
Action/Project Number: Thiz can be a combimation of the jurizdiction name, followed by the zoal

number and action number (Le. Joplinl.1)

Name of Action or Project:

Mitigation Category:

Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Matural Systems Protection;
Education and Qutreach; Emersency Services

Action or Project Description:

Describe the action or project.

Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this action. This can be

et st accomplished with a range of estimated costs.

Provide a narrative describing the losses that will be avoided by
Benefits: implementing this action. If dollar amounts of avoided losses are known,

include them az well.

Plan for Implementation

Responsible Which orgamzation will be responsible for tracking this zction? Be specific
Organization/Department: to include the specific department or position within 2 department.
Supporting - R - e . . s
Oreanization/Department: Which organization/department will assist in implementation of this action?
Action/Project Priority: Include the STAPLEE score and Prionity (H, M, L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/vears to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific funding sources that may be used to pay for the implementation
of the action.

Local Planning Mechanisms to

be Used in Implementation, if
any:
Progress Report
Action Status: Indicate status as New, Continuing Not Started, or Continung m Progress)
For Continumg actions only, indicate the report on progress. If the action 1s
Report of Progress: not started, indicate any barriers encountered to initiate the action. If the

action is in progress, indicate the activity that has occurred to date.




Mitigation Actions Implementation

Cost Share Reciuirements:

- Funding Sources

- SEMA/FEMA Grants: HMGP, PDM (replaced with I 7535 10010 o
BRlC), FMA PDM 75/25 75/25 75/25

PDM - a0/10 75253 90/10

« https://sema.dps.mo.gov/docs/programs/LRMF/ subrecipient is smal

and impoverished

mitigation/HMA-guidance-508-2-27-2015.pdf community
PDM - 90/10 90/10 90/10
Tribal
Recipient/subrecipient
iz small and
impoverished
FMA - 75/25 75/25 75/25

insurad properties
and planning grants

FMA - 90/10 90/10 90/10
repetitive loss

property®/

FMA - 100/0 100/0 100/0
severe repetitive loss

property'?!
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https://sema.dps.mo.gov/docs/programs/LRMF/mitigation/HMA-guidance-508-2-27-2015.pdf

Mitigation Actions — Potential Fund Sources

«  Funding Sources
- SEMA/FEMA Grants: HMGP, PDM/BRIC, FMA
« Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)

Tied to disaster declarations; Equation tied to amount of disaster assistance
« Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM)

Annual Appropriation

Nationally Competitive HMGP Cost-Share Example
« Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities (BRIC)

$150K

Focus on infrastructure and community lifelines Cost of elevation

FEMA 759
Rollout late 2020 %

+ Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA)

$112.5K FEMA HMA grant (75%)

$30K ICC payment (20%) Non-Federal
0,
$2.5K Donated resources (1.7%) i ’

Annual Appropriation
pprop $5K Homeowner (3.3%)

Must be NFIP

SRL or RL properties

SMCOG
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Mitigation Actions — Potential Fund Sources

- U.S. Department of Agriculture— www.usda.gov

« Rural Development- community facilities, special evaluation assistance for rural communities (water and waste
projects), water and waste disposal loan and grant program

- Emergency Watershed Protection Program- remove debris from stream channels, culverts, bridges; correct damaged
drainage facilities
- U.S. Department of Commerce, Missouri Department of Economic Development
« Public Works and Economic Development Facilities Assistance — construction, non-construction, technical assistance,
etc.

« Missouri Infrastructure Development Opportunities Commission Program — infrastructure improvements, priority to
water and sewer address public health

« Public Entity Load Program — tax-exempt bonds for public buildings, jails, infrastructure, acquisition of land,
demolition of buildings

Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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http://www.usda.gov/

Mitigation Actions — Potential Fund Sources

- Missouri Department of Conservation (MDC) Grants — https://mdc.mo.gov

« Community Conservation Funding — stream restoration, prairie reconstruction, forest
management, wetland enhancement

- Tree Resource Improvement and Maintenance (TRIM) Grant — tree inventory,
hazardous tree removal or pruning, tree planting, training for community forest care

 Cost-share for wildfire-fighting equipment

- Missouri Conversation Heritage Foundation, Stream Stewardship Trust Fund- low
water crossing replacements for qualifying streams

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS


https://mdc.mo.gov/

Mitigation Actions Implementation

Eligible Activities Eligible Activities HMGP PDM

1. Mitigation Projects v v v Wind Retrofit for One- and Two-Family Residences v ¥

Property Acquisition and Structure Demolition v v v Infrastructure Retrofit v v

Property Acquisition and Structure Relocation v v ¥ Soil Stabilization v ¥

Structure Elevation v v ¥ Wildfire Mitigation v v

Mitigation Reconstruction o ¥ ¥ Post-Disaster Code Enforcement v

Dry Floodproofing of Historic Residential Structures v v v Advance Assistance v

Dry Floodproofing of Non-residential Structures v v ¥ 5 Percent Initiative Projects v

Generators v ¥ Miscellaneous/Other!!) v o

Localized Flood Risk Reduction Projects o . v 2. Hazard Mitigation Planning v v

Mon-localized Flood Risk Reduction Projects v ¥ Planning Related Activities v

Structural Retrofitting of Existing Buildings v v ¥ 3. Technical Assistance

MNon-structural Retrofitting of Existing Buildings and Facilities v ¥ ¥ 4. Management Cost + +

Safe Room Construction v v (1) Miscellaneous/Other indicates that any proposed action will be evaluated on its

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

own merit against program requirements. Eligible projects will be approved provided

funding is available.




Plan Adoption and Maintenance

- Each participating jurisdiction must have adopted
mitigation plan

- FEMA regulations require complete update every 5 years

- FEMA requires a formal plan maintenance process to
ensure that the mitigation plan remains active and
relevant

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Plan Adoption and Maintenance

- Who, how, and when will the plan be monitored, evaluated,
and updated?

- Through Emergency Management Coordination
- After hazard events
- Committee members report on status of mitigation actions

- Involve and notify public of maintenance process- press release,
discussion at public meetings

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Mitigation Actions- Tracking

- FEMA Mitigation Action Tracker- disabled

- Track on your own
- Spreadsheet

« Word document

 Print and put in notebook

- Report annually

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Draft Plan

- Need missing information ASAP for final draft

 Current draft is posted online at https://www.smcog.org/single-
post/lawrence-county-hazard-mitigation-plan-draft

- Please review and submit feedback

Draft Plan due to SEMA: June 10, 2022

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS


https://www.smcog.org/single-post/lawrence-county-hazard-mitigation-plan-draft

Thank you for your time!

Any questions?

SMCOG

Southwest Missouri
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation
Plan Update Meeting 2

Thursday, Feb 10
1130 AM
Lawrence County Courthouse, Mt Vernon

Tags:

Lawrence County

i L J in Hazard Mitigation - Upcoming Meeting
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation
Plan Update Meeting 3

Thursday, Mar 10
130 AM

Lawrence County Courthouse, Mt Vernon

Tags:

Lawrence County

f L in Upcoming Meeting = Hazard Mitigation

<




Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation
Plan Update Meeting 4

Thursday, April 14
1:30 AM
Lawrence County Courthouse, Mt Vernon

Tags:

Lawrence County

f Y in Upcoming Meeting - Hazard Mitigation
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation
Plan Update Meeting 5

Thursday, May 12
M:30 AM

Lawrence County Courthouse, Mt Vernon

Tags:

Lawrence County

& L J in Upcoming Meeting - Hazard Mitigation
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- Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting 2

Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting

Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO

Tuesday, February 10, 2022 - 11:30am
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting 2

Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting

Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO

Tuesday, February 10, 2022 - 11:30am
Sign-in (Please Print)
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting 3

Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting

Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO

Tuesday, March 10, 2022 - 11:30am
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- Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting 3
Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO
Tuesday, March 10, 2022 - 11:30am
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting 3
Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO
Tuesday, March 10, 2022 - 11:30am
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting 4

Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting

Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO

Tuesday, April 14, 2022 - 11:30am
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting 4
Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO
Tuesday, April 14, 2022 - 11:30am
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting 4
Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO
Tuesday, April 14, 2022 - 11:30am
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting 4
Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO
Tuesday, April 14, 2022 - 11:30am
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Name Title Jurisdiction/Organization Email
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Lawrence County Natural Hazard gwﬁmmﬁob Plan Update Meeting 5
Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting
Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO

Thursday, May 12, 2022 - 11:30am
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Sign-in (Please Print)
Name Title Jurisdiction/Organization Email
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Mitigation Planning Committee Meeting

Lawrence County Courthouse — Mt Vernon, MO

Thursday, May 12, 2022 - 11:30am
Sign-in (Please Print)
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Name of Jurisdiction:

Lawrence County

Action/Project Number:

11

Name of Action or Project:

Resilient Construction techniques —Develop an educational campaign on
construction techniques for new buildings to reduce risk of severe storm damage and
distribute to mortgage institutions, home builders, realtors, and other entities

involved in the housing industry

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

»
= |
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w
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Q

a

]

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?

Loy

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved? '

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

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

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

MITIGATION EFFECT IVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
~Mitigation Effectiveness)

 High Priority
| (30+points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

| e Sausy, EMD

Y17-84% 762




Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education — make the location of best
identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with FEMA publication 361 for
safe rooms) and safe rooms in communities available to the public

Education and Outreach

Mitigation Category:

~ Definitely YE
_ Probably NO

b

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?

NNU)NUJUJOOQ,JU\\

STAPLEE SCORE

» |ti'g‘§‘ifjovn' Effec eﬁess;_ert,je,'i"Xia; o

Will the implemented action result in
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

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

igh Priority
30+ points)

'Completedvby
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Coany  Savsy  EMYD

Y17- aué-7621
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Name of Jurisdiction: Lawrence County

Action/Project Number: 1.3

Sinkhole Awareness Program - Educate homeowners and business about the

Name of Action or Project:
) Missouri FAIR plan sinkhole loss policies for dwellings in hazard prone areas

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

: Pr bably N

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: Isit 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?

vﬁmwqu\)wNNm

STAPLEE SCORE
WiII thé impleméntéd acﬁon resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe (0
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative (p
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | v

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | .
Mitigation Effectiveness) 3 7

— I“t-:i(‘:;:bV s R R L e . i A o
(l\?anfe?'lﬁtle,yPhoneNumber) G’KAW 5'57’\/67 E/Mb \'”7'3‘47"7&11
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Name of Jurisdiction:

Lawrence County

Action/Project Number:

14

Name of Action or Project:

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

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?

~

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

NI MWW W W N RN

STAPLEE SCORE zY

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

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

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

Assign from 5-10 points based onthe
reduction of disaster damages.

relative (0

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE I 5

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 3 )
Mitigation Effectiveness) ?

“Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

.~ - g&m_,

EMD

Y17- 4469622




Lawrence County

Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number:

15

Name of Action or Project:

Roadside Tornado Warning Messages - Coordinate with Missouri
Department of Transportation to incorporate tornado warning messages on
the electronic roadside signs along I-44 to provide situational awareness to
travelers on 1-44,

Mitigation Category:

‘Education and Outreach

wv

: 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 it Economically beneficial?

Environment?

P
L: Is there Legal authority to implement?
E
E

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

W[ =] N DWW N W[

STAPLEESCORE | 2.3

a reduction of disaster damages?

Will the implerhehtéd action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe 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

reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ’ (ﬂ

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 29 '
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

YI7-848-9622




! Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number: 1.6 -

Tornado Safe Room Construction - Encourage construction of tornado safe
i Name of Action or Project: : rooms and best identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with
FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in areas of population concentration.

Mitigation Category: -| Prevention

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?

] ~° STAPLEE SCORE

—~—c

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe J O
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 EFFECTIVENESSSCORE | |5 i "

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 2.9 e s
Mitigation Effectiveness) e :

— HighPriority
 (30+ points)

Completed by ‘ »
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

475489022

|

‘111



Name of Jurisdiction:

Lawrence County

Action/Project Number:

1.7

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Room Construction - Retrofit existing critical public buildings &
infrastructures where possible to provide shelter from natural hazards.

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

Mitigation Category:

: Is it Socially Acceptable

w

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?

m

: Is it Economically beneficial?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

S O == | N[ P =] N

STAPLEE SCORE

—

- Mitig tlnEffectwenessCrlte -

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Aséign ffom 5-10 points Bésed on the' ‘ » q

likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in

Assign from 5-10 points based onthe relative 5'
reduction of disaster damages.

a reduction of disaster damages?

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE / L/

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | _ 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)

— HighPriority
(30+p0 ts) oo

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

ppnT Seusy G WT-¢4¢ -9
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Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number: 1.8

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Refuge Area Plan - Encourage that all new public buildings have a best

identified available refuge area (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) or safe room, equipped with radios and emergency local
communications.

Mitigation Category:

_Probably NO = 1

Education and Outreach

wv

: Is it Socially Acceptable

-

: 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

D[R] W] ] o]

| ,‘;"Mi‘tyig‘é't‘i,oﬁfE'f;f',ec'ktifv_:eqess Criteria 52

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign ffom 5-10vpoints based on thé
likelihood that lives will be saved.

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

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

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

“)L _High Priority

- (30+points)
]

Comybleyted by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Frppdt

I



Lawrence County

Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number: 1.9

Community Extreme Temperature Refuge Areas - Identify and designate
Name of Action or Project: heating and cooling refuge areas in community buildings and make these
location available to the public during extreme temperature events.

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

(7]

: Is it Socially Acceptable

-

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

-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?

3
2
z
. Is it Politically acceptable? 3
3
l
(
2-
z

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE Ij e

. Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation R
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe 7
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe relative 5’
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
' MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ' / ('/
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 3 3

Mitigation Effectiveness)

5 High Priority
(30+points)

::I\(l);nr::'fl'?g:yPhone Number) 6W 557/\/ c7 E MD LN 7 - 8"/ &~ 7é&L

bt M

El
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Name of Jurisdiction: Lawrence County

Action/Project Number: 1.10

Name of Action or Project: C
participation in the NFIP.

NFIP Participation - Encourage the county and municipalities to maintain

Mitigation Category: Prevention

[

: 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?

STAPLEE SCORE

., ltlgatlon Effectlven anterla

W|II the lmplemented actlon result in 'Aséivgn from 5-10‘poi'nts based onthe

Mitigation Effectiveness)

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
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 | o
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +

ngh Prlorlty e
(30+ pomts) 1 o

Completed by ‘ B S SR
(Name, Title, Phone Number) ()}IZA-UT" SM E/\»\b

q17-34g-9621




Name of Jurisdiction: Lawrence County

Action/Project Number: 1.11

: Community Involvement Projects - Community organizations should
Name of Action or Project: continue programs to provide fans, air conditioners & winter weatherization
for those at risk (the elderly, low-income, younger, and handicapped).

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach/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?

L: [s 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

Mltlgatlon Effectlveness Cnterla ;

W|II the |mplemented actlon result in | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe

Mitigation Effectiveness)

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe relative 5‘
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESSSCORE | | £
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +

ngh Prlorlty
,; (30+ pomts)

Completed by - k
(Name, Title, Phone Number) é’ﬁA-W §5LV§‘// EMD

1 7-%48-962T

T



Name of Jurisdiction: Lawrence County

Action/Project Number: 1.12

Citizen Preparedness - Establish and maintain participation in citizen
Name of Action or Project: -| preparedness activities such as: CERT, COAD, Neighborhood Watch, Amateur
Radio, etc

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

b

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?

3
3
2
3
s there Legal authority to implement? 3
| Z-
2
2
3

Could it be implemented quickly?

stapleEscore | 2Y
_ Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria | Evaluation Ratin
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe %
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 13

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + g 7 :
Mitigation Effectiveness) '

— High Priority
X (30+points)

Cbmpleted by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

]

11



Name of Jurisdiction:

Lawrence County

Action/Project Number:

21

Name of Action or Project:

Database Mitigation Resources - Establish and maintain a database on
available mitigation resources and programs that can be shared with local
governments, response and preparedness agencies, social service
organizations, and emergency care providers

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

«
23
=3
w
o
o,
)
g
> |
(o)
0
[¢]
he)
[~d
Q
=
(0]

-—f

: 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?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

= =N NN WW =Wy

STAPLEE SCORE

e,

st e,

tiveness Criteria |

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based onthe (ﬂ

likelihood that lives will be saved.

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

Assign from 5-10 points based onthe relative (p
reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | | 2.

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 3 /
Mitigation Effectiveness)

T

| Gospoints)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

I

I

]



Name of Jurisdiction:

Lawrence County

Action/Project Number:

2.2

Name of Action or Projei:t:

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
emergency personnel and a designated pubilic official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

Mitigation Category:

_ Probably NO

Education and Outreach/Emergency Services

(7]

: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

0

: Is it Politically acceptable?

L

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

3
Z
l
3
Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
A
7
|
l
®

STAPLEE SCORE | |

Will the implemented action result in

a reduction of disaster damages?

Assign frbm 5;10 pbints based onthe =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’

reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | | Z

. TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 3 o)
Mitigation Effectiveness) |

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

G Savsy  EMD YI17-%18-762%

i
i
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' Name of Jurisdiction: Lawrence County

Action/Project Number: 2.3

Name of Action or Project: . ) . .
repeater network, including new wireless units

Countywide Network Increase - Continue to increase countywide frequency

Mitigation Category: Emergency Services/Prevention

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: 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?

PN NN Gy

'STAPLEE SCORE

2T

HWiII the implemehtéd écti;)n reéult in ‘A‘SSIgl“l from 5-10 points based‘on t‘he

Mitigation Effectiveness)

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based onthe relative 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE !3 .
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +

7y HighPriority
30+ points)

'Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

,. é{w;r o s

4UW7-418-7bre
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Name of Jurisdiction: Lawrence County

Action/Project Number: 2.4

Community Plan Coordination - Collect & coordinate plans from schools and
Name of Action or Project: medical facilities, such as emergency operations plans, floor plans, and others
that may apply

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

" Probabl

: Is it Socially Acceptable

(7]

-

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: 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?

SN W — |00 —| DKW

STAPLEE SCORE

Mitgation ffectiveness Critria

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

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 +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

(Name, Title, Phone Number) é’&"r ; 57’\[57 gMD

Yi7-348-7022

11
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Name of Jurisdiction: Lawrence County

Action/Project Number: 25

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
Name of Action or Project: stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEQC training programs

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

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 -

PATCHEENN RSNV

Assign from 5-10 points based on the

Mitigation Effectiveness)

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 | 7
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) élQA—AIT’ 5 52(}(5}' E‘_MD

Y17-84%-9¢22

1



Lawrence County

Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number: 2.6

Construction of Fire Stations - Construct additional fire stations in
communities and rural fire districts or fire protection associations to improve
| accessibility to areas impacted by natural or manmade barriers during hazard
events.

Name of Action or Project:

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?

~—

m

: 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
2
2
3
: Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
Z
\
[
O
b

STAPLEE 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 | 2— -

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + Z g
Mitigation Effectiveness)

fﬁxéfﬁgetryPhone Number) W § GLVQ/ E M j L“ - g‘(g—?b LL

f
i

]



Name of Jurisdiction:

ST
Lawrence County

Action/Project Number:

31 .

Name of Action or Project:

Backup Power Generators - Promote the location of backup power
generators in all new and existing city halls, schools, hospitals, nursing homes,
fire departments and other critical or vulnerable facilities.

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

Mitigation Category:

efinitely-

w

: Is it Socially Acceptable

-

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

©

: Is it Politically acceptable?

-

: Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

Environment?

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

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 2
{
Will historic structures be saved or protected? ,

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE | 2.0

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based onthe Q
likelihood that lives will be saved.

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

Assign from 5-10 points based onthe relative 5’
reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | ‘ l

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 2 |
Mitigation Effectiveness) ~

n High Priority
{30+ points)

T

Compkkleyted by‘
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

&w’ Sw/zv CMB "‘ll7~gvs<—%21




Name of Jurisdiction:

Lawrence County

Action/Project Number:

3.2

Name of Action or Project:

Debris & Overgrowth - Clean up debris & overgrowth from drainage channels

& under bridges.

Mitigation Category:

Prevention

Def"mtely ES 3
: ProbanyNO =1

Dlsit Socnally 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?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

Mltlgatnon Effectlveness Cl’ltel'l‘ : :

Will the |mplemented actlon result in
lives saved?

Assngn from 5- 10 pomts based onthe
likelihood that lives will be saved.

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

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

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + |.
Mitigation Effectiveness) |

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

G Sy e

17-88-9622




Name of Jurisdiction: Lawrence County

Action/Project Number: 33

Burn Bans - Implement burn restrictions during

Name of Action or Project:
} conducive to the spread of wildfire.

time of weather conditions

Mitigation Category: Prevention/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?

-

: 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

NS IR ECT RO RWIEWT W W

As;ign from 5-10 points based onthe
likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

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

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

[0

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

L/

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

[

‘Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

EMD

Y17-418- 96T




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

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? 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 | 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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 2t
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

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? 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 | 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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 2t
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Resilient construction techniques - Develop an educational campaign on
construction techniques for new buildings to reduce risk of severe storm
damage and distribute to mortgage institutions, home builders, realtors and
other entities involved in the housing industry.

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? 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 1
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 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 L
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education - Make the location of best
identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) and safe rooms in communities available to the public.

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? 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? 3
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 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 38
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Sinkhole Awareness Program - Educate homeowners and business about the
Missouri FAIR plan sinkhole loss policies for dwellings in hazard prone areas

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? 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 | 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 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
- + points - 29 points <25 points
M| (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.6

Name of Action or Project:

Warning Siren Upkeep - Maintain a sufficient number of warning sirens in all
incorporated communities while also maintaining current infrastructure.

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 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 + | 43
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.7

Name of Action or Project:

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.

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 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
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 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1/
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 41
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.8

Name of Action or Project:

Tornado Safe Room Construction - Encourage construction of tornado safe
rooms and best identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with
FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in areas of population concentration.

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? 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? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
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 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1/
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)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.9

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Room Construction - Retrofit existing critical public buildings &
infrastructures where possible to provide shelter from natural hazards

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? 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? 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 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 | 1/
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 38
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.10

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Refuge Area Plan - Encourage that all new public buildings have a best
identified available refuge area (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) or safe room, equipped with radios and emergency local

communications.

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? 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? 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 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

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.11

Name of Action or Project:

Use Zoning Ordinance to Require Refuge Areas - Amend or update zoning
ordinances to include requirement for best identified available refuge areas
(these do not comply with FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in all new

manufactured home parks.

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? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
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)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.12

Name of Action or Project:

Community Extreme Temperature Refuge Areas - Identify and designate
heating and cooling refuge areas in community buildings, and make these
location available to the public during extreme temperature events

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? 0
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 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 | 1%
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.13

Name of Action or Project:

NFIP Participation - Encourage the county and municipalities to maintain
participation in the NFIP.

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? 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 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 47
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.14

Name of Action or Project:

Community Involvement Projects - Community organizations should
continue programs to provide fans, air conditioners & winter weatherization
for those at risk (the elderly, low-income, younger, and handicapped).

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? 1
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
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 0
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 13
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 | 1%
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)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.15

Name of Action or Project:

Code Updates for Storm Ready Standards — Amend or update codes to
include storm ready standards, such as hurricane straps

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 2
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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 45
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.16

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen Preparedness - Establish and maintain participation in citizen
preparedness activities such as: CERT, COAD, Neighborhood Watch, Amateur
Radio, etc

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? 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? 2
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 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
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.1

Name of Action or Project:

Database Mitigation Resources - Establish and maintain a database on
available mitigation resources and programs that can be shared with local
governments, response and preparedness agencies, social service

organizations, and emergency care providers

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? 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 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 43
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.2

Name of Action or Project:

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

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? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 27
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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 47
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.3

Name of Action or Project:

Countywide Network Increase - Continue to increase countywide frequency
repeater network, including new wireless units

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? 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? 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 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X + points - 29 points <25 points
M| (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

24

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEOC training 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? 2
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
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
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

31

Name of Action or Project:

Wastewater Treatment — Maintain appropriate operations of wastewater
treatment facilities and reduce &/or eliminate hazard risks.

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? 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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1/
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 43
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.2

Name of Action or Project:

Backup Power Generators - Promote the location of backup power
generators in all new and existing city halls, schools, hospitals, nursing homes,
fire departments and other critical or vulnerable facilities.

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? 3
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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2°
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)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

33

Name of Action or Project:

Backup Power Generators — Provide backup generators for all water towers

& wastewater treatment facilities

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? 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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 18
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 44
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.4

Debris & Overgrowth - Clean up debris & overgrowth from drainage channels

Name of Action or Project: & under bridges.

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? 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? 2
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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 43
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Aurora

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.5

Name of Action or Project:

Burn Bans - Implement burn restrictions during time of weather conditions
conducive to the spread of wildfire.

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? 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 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 47
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Carrie Howlett, Community Development
Director (417) 678-5121 Ext. 32




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

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? 2
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 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ee

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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

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? 1
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 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 2
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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Resilient construction techniques - Develop an educational campaign on
construction techniques for new buildings to reduce risk of severe storm
damage and distribute to mortgage institutions, home builders, realtors and
other entities involved in the housing industry.

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 6
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 + | 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education - Make the location of best
identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) and safe rooms in communities available to the public.

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? 1
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 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 + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Warning Siren Upkeep - Maintain a sufficient number of warning sirens in all
incorporated communities while also maintaining current infrastructure.

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? 1
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 | 1°
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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.6

Name of Action or Project:

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.

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? 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 | 1°
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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.7

Name of Action or Project:

Tornado Safe Room Construction - Encourage construction of tornado safe
rooms and best identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with
FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in areas of population concentration.

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 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1©
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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.8

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Room Construction - Retrofit existing critical public buildings &
infrastructures where possible to provide shelter from natural hazards

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 10
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 + | 40
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.9

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Refuge Area Plan - Encourage that all new public buildings have a best
identified available refuge area (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) or safe room, equipped with radios and emergency local

communications.

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 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 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

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.10

Name of Action or Project:

Community Extreme Temperature Refuge Areas - Identify and designate
heating and cooling refuge areas in community buildings, and make these
location available to the public during extreme temperature events

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? 2
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 | 1°
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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.11

Name of Action or Project: participation in the NFIP.

NFIP Participation - Encourage the county and municipalities to maintain

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? 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 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1°
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) Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.12

Name of Action or Project:

Community Involvement Projects - Community organizations should
continue programs to provide fans, air conditioners & winter weatherization
for those at risk (the elderly, low-income, younger, and handicapped).

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? 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 10
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 + | 41
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.13

Name of Action or Project:

Code Updates for Storm Ready Standards — Amend or update codes to
include storm ready standards, such as hurricane straps

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? 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 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 46
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.14

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen Preparedness - Establish and maintain participation in citizen
preparedness activities such as: CERT, COAD, Neighborhood Watch, Amateur
Radio, etc

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 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 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 + | 38
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: | City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 2.1

Name of Action or Project:

organizations, and emergency care providers

Database Mitigation Resources - Establish and maintain a database on
available mitigation resources and programs that can be shared with local
governments, response and preparedness agencies, social service

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? 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 + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.2

Name of Action or Project:

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

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? 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 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 | 1%
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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.3

Name of Action or Project:

Countywide Network Increase - Continue to increase countywide frequency
repeater network, including new wireless units

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? 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? 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 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 + | 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

24

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEOC training 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? 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? 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 5
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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.5

Name of Action or Project:

Construction of Fire Stations - Construct additional fire stations in
communities and rural fire districts or fire protection associations to improve
accessibility to areas impacted by natural or manmade barriers during hazard
events.

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 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 45
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 2.6

Name of Action or Project: repeatedly hit by lightning

Storm Siren Relocation — relocate one outdoor warning siren that is

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 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 | 1°
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) Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.7

Name of Action or Project:

Sanitary Sewer Lift Stations — add berming around the city’s main sanitary
sewer lift station. It has flooded multiple times

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? 1
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 6
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE
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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

31

Name of Action or Project:

Wastewater Treatment — Maintain appropriate operations of wastewater
treatment facilities and reduce &/or eliminate hazard risks.

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? 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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1/
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 43
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 3.2

Backup Power Generators - Promote the location of backup power
Name of Action or Project: generators in all new and existing city halls, schools, hospitals, nursing homes,
fire departments and other critical or vulnerable facilities.

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? 2
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 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 12
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) Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

33

Name of Action or Project:

Backup Power Generators — Provide backup generators for all water towers
& wastewater treatment facilities

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 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1©
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)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.4

Debris & Overgrowth - Clean up debris & overgrowth from drainage channels

Name of Action or Project: & under bridges.

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? 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 9
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1/
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 44
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Marionville

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.5

Burn Bans - Implement burn restrictions during time of weather conditions

NETAG G S ER (w36 conducive to the spread of wildfire.

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? 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 10
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 2°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 47
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kris Bowling Fire Chief/EMD 417-229-5013




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

11

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

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? 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 | 19
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 + | 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Resilient construction techniques - Develop an educational campaign on
construction techniques for new buildings to reduce risk of severe storm
damage and distribute to mortgage institutions, home builders, realtors and

other entities involved in the housing industry.

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? 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 | 18
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 + | 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

xx (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Warning Siren Upkeep - Maintain a sufficient number of warning sirens in all
incorporated communities while also maintaining current infrastructure.

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? 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? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 18
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 | 14
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)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Refuge Area Plan - Encourage that all new public buildings have a best
identified available refuge area (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) or safe room, equipped with radios and emergency local

communications.

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? 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 | 16
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the v
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 | 12
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 28
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

X 25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Community Extreme Temperature Refuge Areas - Identify and designate
heating and cooling refuge areas in community buildings, and make these
locations available to the public during extreme temperature events

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? 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? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
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 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 11
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

X (25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.6

Name of Action or Project:

Generator — purchase and install a backup generator at the City Hall and Fire
Station to help aid in the continuous operation of city business during power

outages

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? 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? 0
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 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 | 11
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 30
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

x 30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.7

Name of Action or Project:

Storm Shelter — construct a storm shelter at the City Hall and Fire Station

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? 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 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 18
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 | 1°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.1

Name of Action or Project:

Database Mitigation Resources - Establish and maintain a database on
available mitigation resources and programs that can be shared with local
governments, response and preparedness agencies, social service

organizations, and emergency care providers

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? 2
2E: 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 | 17
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 | 16
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.2

Name of Action or Project:

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

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? 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? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 17
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 6
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 16
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 33
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.3

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEOC training 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 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? 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? 2
STAPLEE SCORE | 17
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 + | 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

X (25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

31

Name of Action or Project:

Wastewater Treatment — Maintain appropriate operations of wastewater
treatment facilities and reduce &/or eliminate hazard risks.

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? 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
2

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE | 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.

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 17

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 27
Mitigation Effectiveness)

High Priority
(30+ points)

Medium Priority Low Priority
X (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

James Smith fire chief 417 606 0282




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 3.2

Backup Power Generators - Promote the location of backup power
Name of Action or Project: generators in all new and existing city halls, schools, hospitals, nursing homes,
fire departments and other critical or vulnerable facilities.

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES =2

Probably NO =1 Definitely NO = 0

(%

: 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
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
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
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 Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

33

Name of Action or Project:

Backup Power Generators — Provide backup generators for all water towers
& wastewater treatment facilities

Mitigation Category:

Structure and Infrastructure projects

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?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

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.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

High Priority
(30+ points)

Medium Priority Low Priority
(25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Miller

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.4

Name of Action or Project:

Burn Bans - Implement burn restrictions during time of weather conditions
conducive to the spread of wildfire.

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 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 2
2

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE | 19

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.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 16

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 35
Mitigation Effectiveness)

High Priority
X (30+ points)

Medium Priority Low Priority
(25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.1

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

Name of Action or Project:

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? 0
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 0
E: Is it Economically beneficial? :
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 =
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 + 27
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.2

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

Name of Action or Project:

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? 0
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 0
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
11
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 + 23
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Resilient construction techniques - Develop an educational campaign on
construction techniques for new buildings to reduce risk of severe storm
damage and distribute to mortgage institutions, home builders, realtors and
other entities involved in the housing industry.

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 1
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 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE L
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)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education - Make the location of best
identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) and safe rooms in communities available to the public.

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? 1
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 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
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 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE L
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 22
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Sinkhole Awareness Program - Educate homeowners and business about the
Missouri FAIR plan sinkhole loss policies for dwellings in hazard prone areas

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? 1
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 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 5
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 20
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 20
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.6

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
Name of Action or Project: communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.

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? 1
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
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 1
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 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 &
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) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.7

Name of Action or Project:

Tornado Safe Room Construction - Encourage construction of tornado safe
rooms and best identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with
FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in areas of population concentration.

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? 1
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 1
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 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 &
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)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.8

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Room Construction - Retrofit existing critical public buildings &
infrastructures where possible to provide shelter from natural hazards

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? 1
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 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
11
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 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE &
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 25
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.9

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Refuge Area Plan - Encourage that all new public buildings have a best
identified available refuge area (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) or safe room, equipped with radios and emergency local

communications.

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? 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 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE L
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 + 26
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.10

Name of Action or Project:

Use Zoning Ordinance to Require Refuge Areas - Amend or update zoning
ordinances to include requirement for best identified available refuge areas
(these do not comply with FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in all new

manufactured home parks.

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 !
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 1
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? :
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 1
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? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE L
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 + 26
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.11

Name of Action or Project:

Community Extreme Temperature Refuge Areas - Identify and designate
heating and cooling refuge areas in community buildings, and make these
location available to the public during extreme temperature events

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? :
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? 0
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? 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)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.12

Name of Action or Project: participation in the NFIP.

NFIP Participation - Encourage the county and municipalities to maintain

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 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 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 £
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) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.13

Name of Action or Project:

Community Involvement Projects - Community organizations should
continue programs to provide fans, air conditioners & winter weatherization
for those at risk (the elderly, low-income, younger, and handicapped).

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? 0
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? 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)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.14

Name of Action or Project: ) .
) include storm ready standards, such as hurricane straps

Code Updates for Storm Ready Standards — Amend or update codes to

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? 3
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
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?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
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 20
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 25
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.15

Name of Action or Project:

Citizen Preparedness - Establish and maintain participation in citizen
preparedness activities such as: CERT, COAD, Neighborhood Watch, Amateur
Radio, etc

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? :
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? 0
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? 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)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: | City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 2.1

Database Mitigation Resources - Establish and maintain a database on
available mitigation resources and programs that can be shared with local
governments, response and preparedness agencies, social service
organizations, and emergency care providers

Name of Action or Project:

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? :
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? 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? 1
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)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.2

Name of Action or Project:

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

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? :
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? 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 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 20
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)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 2.3

Name of Action or Project: . . . .
repeater network, including new wireless units

Countywide Network Increase - Continue to increase countywide frequency

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 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? 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 =
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 20
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) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

24

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEOC training 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 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? 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 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE &7
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 L
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)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 2.5

Construction of Fire Stations - Construct additional fire stations in
communities and rural fire districts or fire protection associations to improve

Name of Action or Project: - . . .
) accessibility to areas impacted by natural or manmade barriers during hazard

events.
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? :
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? 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 L
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 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) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 31

Wastewater Treatment — Maintain appropriate operations of wastewater

Name of Action or Project: s . .
) treatment facilities and reduce &/or eliminate hazard risks.

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 =
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 L
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) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 3.2

Backup Power Generators - Promote the location of backup power
Name of Action or Project: generators in all new and existing city halls, schools, hospitals, nursing homes,
fire departments and other critical or vulnerable facilities.

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? :
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? 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 3
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) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 3.3

Backup Power Generators — Provide backup generators for all water towers

Name of Action or Project: -
& wastewater treatment facilities

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 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
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 20
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) Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.4

Debris & Overgrowth - Clean up debris & overgrowth from drainage channels

Name of Action or Project: & under bridges.

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? 3
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? 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 7
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE L
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)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Mt Vernon

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.5

Name of Action or Project:

Burn Bans - Implement burn restrictions during time of weather conditions
conducive to the spread of wildfire.

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 3
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 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 &
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)

Joe Kelley; City Administrator (417) 466-2122




Action/Project Number: 5

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational

2 teri azards through schools, major employers, and cultural
Name of Action or Project: ibarisis an azand s J o

personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing

Mrtlgation Category- Education and Qutreach

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..

Will the |mplemented actmn result in Assugn from 5-10 pomts based on the Q%
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. ‘3 -
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 3
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + : ?)\
Mitigation Effectiveness) L

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) ‘ L ' L\ ! ‘)l )L[i(\ WLD 17 QCS 5(/0




Action/Project Number: 1.2

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize

Name of Action or Project:" e ; S ;
g ’ . risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.
Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

T

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?

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?

b
2,
)
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 3
&
3
|
o

Will historic structures be saved or protected? /

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

s from S-Oints based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. T f-—
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 J ok
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + I-’-
Mitigation Effectiveness) 3 Fartee

Completedby

(Name, Title, Phone Number) l , Z }1’] “ wU( _{ i _:___%ZLD__.__L‘},_!-_“




Name of Jurisdiction City of Pierce City

T R A e T B ‘ v Ty

Action/Project Number: 13
Resilient construction techniques - Develop an educational campaign on

Name of Action or Project: construction tfzch_mques for new bunlldln.gs t_o reduce risk c3f severe storm
damage and distribute to mortgage institutions, home builders, realtors and
other entities involved in the housing industry.

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

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?

R R R B g ]

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

result in

Will the Implmented action sig from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. 3
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
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE Ie
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) \5 é

- Comlee y
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction: ‘

Action/Project Number:

City of Pierce City

14

Name of Action or Project:

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education - Make the location of best
identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) and safe rooms in communities available to the public.

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

™ T

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

b

Mitigation Effectiveness)

f 3 3 i 1 A Sl
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the e
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. 5
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative s
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. \5
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ) \
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) ﬁ”-}I’“){ Y Emp  U)2205-5590



Name of Jurlsdo:

e

City of Pierce City

Action/Project Number: 1.9

Safe Refuge Area Plan - Encourage that all new public buildings have a best
identified available refuge area (these do not comply with FEMA Publication

Name of Acti Project: . ; f
Ehanor frpject 361 for safe rooms) or safe room, equipped with radios and emergency local
communications.

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

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?

[ Q5 (s (o

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

D\_)—"_"O h (]

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

TSI R N e et e

'‘c

B {

12 i

iII the implmented aion result in Assin om 5-10 points based onthe : -
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. l
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative :
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. L-\
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE l ‘
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) \% D

omplted b
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction: City of Pierce City

Action/Project Number: 1.10

Use Zoning Ordinance to Require Refuge Areas - Amend or update zoning
ordinances to include requirement for best identified available refuge areas
Name of Action or Pri 3
ojeet (these do not comply with FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in all new
manufactured home parks.

Mitigation Category: Prevention

S: Is it Socially Acceptable ‘%

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? ’1)

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

P: Is it Politically acceptable? ’Q
L

L: Is there Legal authority to implement? (9

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

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

=
Environment? |
l

)

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

& e ¥

1. Rating

" will the lmplmented action result in

Assign 5-1 poits based on the g
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. 5
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ‘ 3)
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 3) 1

(Name, Title, Phone Number)




City of Pierce City

Name of Jurisdiction:

T FrE—y

Action/Project Number:

111

Community Extreme Temperature Refuge Areas - Identify and designate
Name of Action or Project: heating and cooling refuge areas in community buildings, and make these
location available to the public during extreme temperature events

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

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?

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

A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? O’?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? l

Could it be implemented quickly? =

will “ implmented action resultin | Assgn from 5-10 poin based onthe

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. h]
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 3) I D
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + .—.]
Mitigation Effectiveness) C;\)

::r:ar:e,tTltle,vPhone Number) l ” u [ n H Ii'(b Ef ﬂD 1.“7 -,Qm"fﬁ()()



Name of Jurisdiction: Gty of Pierce City

Action/Project Number: 1.12
: icipation - En h and municipalities to maintain
Name of Action or Project: NFIP_ l_’artug@tmn Encourage the county cip
participation in the NFIP,

Mitigation Category: Prevention

- Pro i
S: Is it Socially Acceptable 5
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? Q
i
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? ;)
e

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 rsult in

Assn rom 5-10 oin basd 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. LD
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE lq
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + N
Mitigation Effectiveness) o Mo

: Compleed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




City of Pierce City

L

Action/Project Number:

Community Involvement Projects - Community organizations should
Name of Action or Project: continue programs to provide fans, air conditioners & winter weatherization
for those at risk (the elderly, low-income, younger, and handicapped).

Mitigation Category: Prevention, Education and Outreach

Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

S: Is it Socially Acceptable ‘J]
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? /5
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? ,—-Q
P: Is it Politically acceptable? ;.J
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 \
\
.|

STAPLEE SCORE

'aiuatio Rating -

ilthe implmented aio resut in Assign r0510 points based on 1 g

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. B
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. f)
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE \ 5
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + :
Mitigation Effectiveness) L:? 9)

7 Completed by -
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction: City of Pierce City

Ll f el

Action/Project Number: 1.5

Nime of Aitiutan Bt Sinkhole Awareness Program - Educate homeowners and business about the
P Missouri FAIR plan sinkhole loss policies for dwellings in hazard prone areas

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

\gw.‘.‘

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?

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?

-
=
P,
P: Is it Politically acceptable? _7)
R
o
A
2
|

STAPLEE SCORE O? ]

‘ iIl e ilntd action relt i ign from 50 p[nts basedn the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. ')7
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. [ D
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE l L_l
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) o Ww)

Compleed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) ». Enl.T) u 17,,9(‘1‘5' 165[70




Name of Jurisdiction: City of Pierce City

i

Action/Project Number:

Name of Action or Project:

Warning Siren Upkeep - Maintain a sufficient number of warning sirens in all
incorporated communities while also maintaining current infrastructure.

Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects

&)
=15

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

ign -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

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction: City of Plerce City

ST

Action/Project Number: 1.7

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
Name of Action or Project: communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

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?

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?

<

ko

o

P: Is it Politically acceptable? )
a

S,

\

|

=)

STAPLEE SCORE

. Evaluation Rating

| sig from 5-10 its basedonthe

Wil the impl

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. \Z
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. "3
MITIGATION E#FECTIVENESS SCORE
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +

Mitigation Effectiveness)




Name of Jurisdiction: City of Pierce City

Action/Project Number: 1.8

z 3 Safe Room Construction - Retrofit existing critical public buildings &
Name of Action o inlect infrastructures where possible to provide shelter from natural hazards

Mit

igation 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?

STAPLEE SCORE

e

Al

| bR L A
Assign from 5-10 points based on the

Will the implemented action result in

Mitigation Effectiveness)

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. Q\
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. LD
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE \ 5
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +




Name of Jurisdiction: City of Pierce City

Action/Project Number:

Name of Action or Project:

Code Updates for Storm Ready Standards — Amend or update codes to
include storm ready standards, such as hurricane straps

Mitigation Category: 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?

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 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
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 3Ty
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE \ D
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) Cﬂ-\

Completed by

Nk

(Name, Title, Phone Number) m_mmﬂ) END L“?’ _'(9( - ’;’13(7()




T

Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number: 2.1

Database Mitigation Resources - Establish and maintain a database on
available mitigation resources and programs that can be shared with local

Name of Action or Project: : é :
governments, response and preparedness agencies, social service
organizations, and emergency care providers

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

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?

: 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

Assign from 5-10 poins based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. P-[
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 | 5‘)
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + o
Mitigation Effectiveness) A %

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number:

City of Pierce City

2.2

Name of Action or Project:

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

Mitigation Category:

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

Prevention, Emergency Services

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?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

Ly R L R (e [(»

lives saved?

STAPLEE SCORE

sign from 5-10 points based on the Nl

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. 5
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE \ a
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 22

Cpleted by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




City of Pierce City

Name of Jurisdiction:

—

Action/Project Number: 23

Countywide N rk - Continue to increase countywide frequen
Name of Action or Project: Siae etwc:.l |nc|rease X ; e il
repeater network, including new wireless units

Mitigation Category: Prevention, Emergency Services

o 1 b =

[
e i ol 2 o

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

>

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

o

: Is it Politically acceptable?

75

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

A

|Iite implemented action resul in | Assign fm 5-10 poin baed onthe

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 \ a
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 5 D

Completed by :
(Name, Title, Phone Number) e - E



Name of Jurisdiction: . City of Plerce City

Action/Project Number: 2.4

o

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
Name of Action or Project: stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEQC training programs

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

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

‘Will the Implemented action result in _ ignm 5-10 poits based on the

WEFEFFFEFERL PP

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. [ o
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 5
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE l \
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + _
Mitigation Effectiveness) f9 —‘

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) }( EmD Ul -205-5590




Name of Jurisdiction: City of Pierce City
A R s - L

Action/ Préject Number: 31

AR gl Wastewater Treatment — Maintain appropriate operations of wastewater
Name stfectian aufeomc: treatment facilities and reduce &/or eliminate hazard risks.
Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects

T T T T TR

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?

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?

5!

3

P,

P: Is it Politically acceptable? 5
\

2

A
\

=

STAPLEE SCORE

will the imp|emnted action resulin Assignrom 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 )
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE '\ X
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 5 D

(Name, Title, Phone Number) mmbuglﬁfl E,m) uj?’do\'ﬁ'ﬁ‘ﬁo




Name of Jurisdiction: City of Pierce City

Lo
4

Action/Project Number: 3.2

Nama bfkiticn or Project: ge:r:jse?b?ivdegr:;owth - Clean up debris & overgrowth from drainage channels

Mitigation Category: Prevention

o e ey

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?

o

: Is it Politically acceptable?

L: Is there Legal authority to implement?

m

: Is it Economically beneficial?

m

: 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)JJUOUJQJQJQ)'J)U

STAPLEE SCORE

"“',

Will the implemented action result i

lives saved? - | likelihood that lives will be saved. 5
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative =
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. X
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 1 7)
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + i
Mitigation Effectiveness) 5 LD

; Comleted by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)



City of Pierce City

Action/Project Number: 33

Name of Action or Project: Burn B?ns - Implement burn .restnctsons during time of weather conditions
conducive to the spread of wildfire.

Mitigation Category: Prevention

ke BT B4t e n. 1
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?

s
2
&
-
.,
2
a3
<)
£

fitigation Ef

Will the mplemet action result in | Assign from 5-10 poi 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 ] ‘
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 53)

Copieted by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) N ”ﬂ(}bf s ){\ EMD U206 - 557




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

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? 3
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 0
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 | °
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)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

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? 1
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? 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? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 12
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 + | 22
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: | City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.3

Resilient construction techniques - Develop an educational campaign on
construction techniques for new buildings to reduce risk of severe storm
damage and distribute to mortgage institutions, home builders, realtors and
other entities involved in the housing industry.

Name of Action or Project:

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? 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 | 19
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 | 13
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) Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education - Make the location of best
identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) and safe rooms in communities available to the public.

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? 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 0
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 13
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 + | 23
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Sinkhole Awareness Program - Educate homeowners and business about the
Missouri FAIR plan sinkhole loss policies for dwellings in hazard prone areas

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? 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 | 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 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 1©
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)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.6

Name of Action or Project:

Warning Siren Upkeep - Maintain a sufficient number of warning sirens in all
incorporated communities while also maintaining current infrastructure.

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? 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 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 | 1/
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)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.7

Name of Action or Project:

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.

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 0
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? 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? 0

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 | 1°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 16
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.8

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Room Construction - Retrofit existing critical public buildings &
infrastructures where possible to provide shelter from natural hazards

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? 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?
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 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 | 1©
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)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: | City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.9

Name of Action or Project:

communications.

Safe Refuge Area Plan - Encourage that all new public buildings have a best
identified available refuge area (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) or safe room, equipped with radios and emergency local

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? 0
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 | 13
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 + | 25
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: | City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.10

Use Zoning Ordinance to Require Refuge Areas - Amend or update zoning
ordinances to include requirement for best identified available refuge areas
(these do not comply with FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in all new
manufactured home parks.

Name of Action or Project:

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 0
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? 0
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 0
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0

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 + | 18
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.11

Community Extreme Temperature Refuge Areas - Identify and designate

Name of Action or Project: heating and cooling refuge areas in community buildings, and make these

location available to the public during extreme temperature events

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 1
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? 3
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 2
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? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 12
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 + | 22
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.12

Name of Action or Project: participation in the NFIP.

NFIP Participation - Encourage the county and municipalities to maintain

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? 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? 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 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 | 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) Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.13

Name of Action or Project:

Community Involvement Projects - Community organizations should
continue programs to provide fans, air conditioners & winter weatherization
for those at risk (the elderly, low-income, younger, and handicapped).

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? 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 1
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
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 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)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.14

Name of Action or Project:

Code Updates for Storm Ready Standards — Amend or update codes to
include storm ready standards, such as hurricane straps

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 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
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 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 + | 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.1

Name of Action or Project:

Database Mitigation Resources - Establish and maintain a database on
available mitigation resources and programs that can be shared with local
governments, response and preparedness agencies, social service

organizations, and emergency care providers

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? 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 0
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 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)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.2

Name of Action or Project:

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

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 0
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 0
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 1
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 0
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 0
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0

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 | 1°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 14
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.3

Name of Action or Project:

Countywide Network Increase - Continue to increase countywide frequency
repeater network, including new wireless units

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 0
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? 0
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 0
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0

STAPLEE SCORE | 3

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 + | 13
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

24

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEOC training 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 1
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? 3
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? 0

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 | 1°
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 17
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

31

Name of Action or Project:

Wastewater Treatment — Maintain appropriate operations of wastewater
treatment facilities and reduce &/or eliminate hazard risks.

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? 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? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 17
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 | 1°
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)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.2

Debris & Overgrowth - Clean up debris & overgrowth from drainage channels

Name of Action or Project: & under bridges.

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? 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? 1
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 6
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 | 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)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Stotts City

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

33

Burn Bans - Implement burn restrictions during time of weather conditions

NETAG G S ER (w36 conducive to the spread of wildfire.

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 0
T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful? 0
A: Does the jurisdiction have the Administrative capacity to execute this action? 1
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 0
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?
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 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 + | 19
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Timothy Blankenship, Mayor, 417-366-3738




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.1

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

Name of Action or Project:

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? 1
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 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
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 20
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) Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Resilient construction techniques - Develop an educational campaign on
construction techniques for new buildings to reduce risk of severe storm
damage and distribute to mortgage institutions, home builders, realtors and

other entities involved in the housing industry.

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? 0
P: Is it Politically acceptable? 2
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? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
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 L
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 25
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk,4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.3

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education - Make the location of best

Name of Action or Project: identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with FEMA Publication

361 for safe rooms) and safe rooms in communities available to the public.

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? 0
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? 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? 0
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 20
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) Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.4

Name of Action or Project:

Sinkhole Awareness Program - Educate homeowners and business about the
Missouri FAIR plan sinkhole loss policies for dwellings in hazard prone areas

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? 1
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? 3
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? 1
11
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 20
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 21
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.5

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
Name of Action or Project: communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.

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? :
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 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE &7
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 + 28
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.6

Name of Action or Project:

Tornado Safe Room Construction - Encourage construction of tornado safe
rooms and best identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with
FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in areas of population concentration.

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? 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 3
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
STAPLEE SCORE L
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 + 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

(30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.7

Name of Action or Project:

Safe Refuge Area Plan - Encourage that all new public buildings have a best

identified available refuge area (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) or safe room, equipped with radios and emergency local
communications.

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? :
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? 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 &7
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 &
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)

Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.8

Name of Action or Project:

Safe room construction — construct a safe room that will be open to
community members during hazard events

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? 1
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? 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? 0
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 L
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) Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.9

Name of Action or Project:

Update Verona’s Disaster Preparedness Manual - update the manual with current
contact information, detailed maps, reevaluate plans for different types of
emergencies, including those that were not addressed in the manual previously, and
ensure that the various emergency department heads have up to date copies.
Establish a procedure by which the manual contact information is updated yearly.

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? 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? 0
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 5
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)

Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.10

Name of Action or Project: participation in the NFIP.

NFIP Participation - Encourage the county and municipalities to maintain

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? 2
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? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
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 L
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 Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 2.1

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
Name of Action or Project: emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

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? 1
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? 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? 0
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 20
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 25
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.2

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEOC training 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? 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? 3
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? 0
11
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 20
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 21
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

31

Name of Action or Project:

Wastewater Treatment — Maintain appropriate operations of wastewater
treatment facilities and reduce &/or eliminate hazard risks.

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? 0
Could it be implemented quickly? 0
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 L
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)

Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

City of Verona

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.2

Burn Bans - Implement burn restrictions during time of weather conditions

NETAG G S ER (w36 conducive to the spread of wildfire.

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? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE 27
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 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE £
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 43
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Laura Hazelwood, City Clerk, 4174986725




Village of Freistatt

11

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

Mitigation Category: ‘ .

v

: Is it Socially Acceptable

Education and Outreach

-

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

>

: 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?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 point based on the

STAPLEE SCORE

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

"E%m §h»uuumuuu

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + |
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completd by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Name of Jurisdiction:

Village of Freistatt

1.2

‘Name of Action or Project:

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

wn

: Is it Socially Acceptable

Education and Outreach

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?

0~

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

m

: 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 |

Assi from 51 point based n the
likelihood that lives will be saved.

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Qb b&w)\)@b Q,MQ\,Q

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

reduction of disaster damages.

a reduction of disaster damages?

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE |

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk

Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Village of Freistatt

1.3

/Project Number:

- Name of Action or Project: |

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education - Make the location of best
identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with FEMA Publication

361 for safe rooms) and safe rooms in communi

ties available to the public.

w

: Is it Socially Acceptable

Education and Outreach

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?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

1N oWl bl g fshs

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the .

likelihood that lives will be saved.

STAPLEESCORE | 973

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 |

i

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Cmpleted by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk

Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550



Village of Freistatt

14

wn

: Is it Socially Acceptable

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.

Education and Outreach

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?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

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.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE |

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Comleted by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Village of Freistatt

15

Tornado Safe Room Construction - Encourage construction of tornado safe
rooms and best identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with
FEMA Publication 361 for safe rooms) in areas of population concentration.

Education and Outreach

: 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?

m

: 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?

STAPLEESCORE |

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.

4 ' MITIGATION EFFEC’TN&N&SSSCQ&? \

. TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + |

Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Sarah Robinett, Clerk

Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Village of Freistatt

1.6

Action/Project Number:

Safe Room Construction - Retrofit existing critical public buildings &
infrastructures where possible to provide shelter from natural hazards

Mitigation Category:

: Is it Socially Acceptable

wn

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

-]

: 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?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

~Dmkuuwhw}

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

 STAPLEE SCORE |

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

Will the implemented action result in

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

a reduction of disaster damages?

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + |
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Complted »
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Village of Freistatt

1.7

| identified available refuge area (these do not comply with FEMA Publication

Safe Refuge Area Plan - Encourage that all new public buildings have a best

361 for safe rooms) or safe room, equipped with radios and emergency local
communications.

Mitigation Category:

wn

: Is it Socially Acceptable

Education and Outreach

-

: 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?

m

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

 STAPLEE SCORE |

I o/ ol |6 (W |x \,k\)

signfrom -Opt bae o
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

"Tc’rdtscone:{smm; v T
Mitigation Effectiveness) | ~ —

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




 Name of Jurisdiction:

Village of Freistatt

1.8

Name of Action or Project: ‘

Community Extreme Temperature Refuge Areas - Identify and designate
heating and cooling refuge areas in community buildings, and make these
location available to the public during extreme temperature events

SRRRCR

v

Is it Socially Acceptable

Education and Outreach

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
Environment?

or positive impact on the natural

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

0101 W R B 6 W

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-1 poits based on the

likelihood that lives will be saved.

STAPLEE SCORE

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)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Name of Jurisdiction: ‘ Village of Freistatt

1.9

Community Involvement Projects - Community organizations should
continue programs to provide fans, air conditioners & winter weatherization
for those at risk (the elderly, low-income, younger, and handicapped).

Prevention, Education and Outreach

S: Is it Socially Acceptable

-

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

v

: Is it Politically acceptable?

L

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

m

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

2
A
l
2
Is there Legal authority to implement? 3
P,
3
/
/

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE |

Will the implemene ati ulti ign fro -10 points based '
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. [P
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative >~
a redu;tion of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. S
* . - MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE |
. TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE+ | _: lg
Mitigation Effectiveness) -

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550



Village of Freistatt

Action/Project Number: | 110
' ' | Citizen Preparedness - Establish and maintain participation in citizen
preparedness activities such as: CERT, COAD, Neighborhood Watch, Amateur
| Radio, etc

NameofAcﬁpn or grojeét; ’

Education and Outreach

: Is it Socially Acceptable

w

-y

: 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?

~§‘\Jb\ﬁhhu»b\u?-

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 |

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Sarah Robinett, Clerk

Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550



Village of Freistatt

2:1

organizations, and emergency care providers

Database Mitigation Resources - Establish and maintain a database on
available mitigation resources and programs that can be shared with local
governments, response and preparedness agencies, social service

Education and Outreach

: Is it Socially Acceptable

-

. Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

T

Is there Legal authority to implement?

m

. Is it Economically beneficial?

m

: 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?

1= Ny s;\,\“f

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
TOTAL SCORE (STAP!.EE+ .
Mitigation Effectiveness) |

Complete by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




| Village of Freistatt

2.2

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
| emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

Prevention, Emergency Services

wn

: Is it Socially Acceptable

-

: 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?

1=\ b s P ot Moo [

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.

MITIGATION EFFECﬂVEMESS,SCORE

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + |
Mitigation Effectiveness) |

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550



Village of Freistatt

2.3

- , | Countywide Network Increase - Continue to increase countywide frequenc
Name of Action or Project: YW . ’ . . ¥ . y
o repeater network, including new wireless units

Mitigatioﬁ_ Category: Prevention, Emergency Services

. Is it Socially Acceptable

wn

-

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

P: Is it Politically acceptable?

T

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

m

: 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 implementd action result in A55|gn 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.
- v MITIGATION EFFECT!VENESS SCORE
B TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +

_Mitigation Effectiveness) |

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550



Name of Jurisdiction: Village of Freistatt

| 2.4

. - NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
Na’mé&fhctbnor Project: stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
, , Management System (NIMS) and WebEQOC training programs

- Mitigati Category' o ' Education and Outreach

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: 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?

O W o] ol N W

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

Will the implemented ctio esult in ssgn fom —1 oints asd on the

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. g y
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 EFFECTIVENESSSCORE | | 3

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + |
Mitigation Effectiveness) |

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Village of Freistatt

| 2.5

Construction of Fire Stations — construct additional fire stations in
communities and rural fire districts or fire protection associations to improve
accessibility to areas impacted by natural or manmade barriers during hazard

Name of Action or Project:
' ‘ ‘ events

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

: Is it Socially Acceptable

wn

-

. Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

°

: Is it Politically acceptable?

T

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?

STAPLEESCORE |

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 |
- TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + |
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) Sarah Robinett, Clerk

Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




ame of Jurisdiction:

|31

Village of Freistatt

'Name of Action or Project:

Wastewater Treatment — Maintain appropriate operations of wastewater
treatment facilities and reduce &/or eliminate hazard risks.

Mgz

: Is it Socially Acceptable

Structure and Infrastructure Projects

-

: 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?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

STAPLEE SCORE

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.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE |

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) |

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Nam“ofluﬁédictiom . Village of Freistatt

3.2

—
. . , Backup Power Generators - Promote the location of backup power

Name of Action or Project: generators in all new and existing city halls, schools, hospitals, nursing homes,
- . . fire departments and other critical or vulnerable facilities.

Education and Outreach

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 |

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

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

MmGATIGN EF!:ECY!WE“ESS SCORE

_ TOTAL SCORE (STAPUEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) |

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Jufisdfctidn' | Village of Freistatt

3.3

Backup Power Generators — Provide backup generators for all water towers
& wastewater treatment facilities

—

Structure and infrastructure projects

"

-

: Is it Socially Acceptable }

. Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

o

: Is it Politically acceptable?

Lo

Is there Legal authority to implement?

m

: Is it Economically beneficial?

m

Environment?

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

I

ot
: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural ,ﬁ

a

Could it be implemented quickly?

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 |
~ TOTALSCORE (STAPLEE + |
Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Sarah Robinett, Clerk

Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




Name of Jiarisdiction:

Village of Freistatt

34

Name of Action or Project:

Debris & Overgrowth - Clean up debris & overgrowth from drainage channels
& under bridges.

Mitigation Category:

: Is it Socially Acceptable

Prevention

=

Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

A: 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?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from -10 points based on the

STAPLEE SCORE |

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

TQTALS!:ORE (,STAP&EE‘*! f
_ Mitigation Effectiveness)

Completed by v
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Sarah Robinett, Clerk
Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




-' ‘“fiﬁ oflurisdmtion | Village of Freistatt

3.5

Burn Bans - Implement burn restrictions during time of weather conditions

"am " . o iject: | conducive to the spread of wildfire.

Mitigation Category: Prevention

: Is it Socially Acceptable

v

T: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

>

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

o

: 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?

CAVIBNACIA MIARTARY XYLy

Could it be implemented quickly?

~ STAPLEE SCORE

Will the implemented action result in | Assign fom 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

a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 5

, ' MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 12
- T - TOTAL SCORE (STAPL &€ ‘

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Sarah Robinett, Clerk

Village of Freistatt
417-340-4550




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Aurora R-VIII School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.1
Name of Action or Project: Safe room construction — construct a safe room at the Aurora High School
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? 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? 3
Could it be implemented quickly? 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? 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 &7
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 39
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by Chris Kennedy Safety Coordinator at Aurora
(Name, Title, Phone Number) School District




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Aurora R-VIII School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.2

Name of Action or Project: -
school district

Backup generators — purchase backup generators for each building in the

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? 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? 2
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 24
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 3
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE s
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 26
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)
Completed by Chris Kennedy Safety Coordinator at Aurora

(Name, Title, Phone Number) School District




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Aurora R-VIII School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education - Make the location of best
identified available refuge areas and safe rooms in communities available to
the public

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? 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 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 3
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 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 &7
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)

Chris Kennedy Safety Coordinator at Aurora
School District




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Marionville R-IX School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

11

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

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 =
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)

Chris Gold, Superintendent, Marionville R-9
Schools, 417-258-7755




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Marionville R-IX School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.2

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

Name of Action or Project:

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 =
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + | 36
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)
Completed by Chris Gold, Superintendent, Marionville R-9

(Name, Title, Phone Number) Schools, 417-258-7755




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

| Marionville R-IX School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.

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 =
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)

Chris Gold, Superintendent, Marionville R-9
Schools, 417-258-7755




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Marionville R-IX School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.1

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEOC training 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? 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 | ©
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)

Chris Gold, Superintendent, Marionville R-9
Schools, 417-258-7755




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Marionville R-IX School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 3.1

T G AT G P Backup Power Generators — provide backup power generators for school

facilities
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? 3
STAPLEE SCORE | 2°
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the 4
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 + | 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: Miller R-1l School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.1

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

Name of Action or Project:

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score

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

(V]

. 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

SPORIRON =N

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. 6
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative -
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 5
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE I |
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 2
Mitigation Effectiveness) 2. \
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)
e

Completed by

(Name, Title, Phone Number) 0J;+; ~ j-hrml Sgﬂer;u}qv,&v’f/ Li17)-542-34 15



STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Miller R-1l School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.2

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
. . educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
Name of Action or Project: - e , : .

risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating Score
Definitely YES = 3 Maybe YES = 2

Probably NO =1 Definitely NO =0

wn

. Is it Socially Acceptable

: 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?

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?

N NSNS NN

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE ) 0
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
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 5
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE l \
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + . \
Mitigation Effectiveness) ,2
High Priority Medium Priority = Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) X (<25 points)

Completed by . . ‘ . A
(Name, Title, Phone Number) DU\'-L‘ ~ S‘I?JT/)\ ) Solpfm' v"‘ﬂv«?/(‘/v-f/. L/ /- L/S 2 - 35 15
7




STAPLEE Worksheet

Mame of lurisdiction: Miller R-1l School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 13
NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
Name of Action or Project: communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.
Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score

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

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?

O=INO W Ny

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

w =

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. 8
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 5
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ) 3
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + Z é
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) > (25-29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by e ) , . -
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Duj+-,~ -j'f?;\‘h,, Su,p(r: /\/'J‘C/e'/(,v‘ﬁ, L/ 17~ 952 - 3 5/5




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Miller R-1l School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.4
Name of Action or Project: Safe room construction — construct a safe room at the elementary school
Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure Projects
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score

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

[72]

: 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?

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?

GODNWOWRUJ\,\)

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. l O
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 5
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ) 5
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + P
Mitigation Effectiveness) 5 0
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by L . . - .
(Name, Title, Phone Number) DU}'*\ r~ .S‘fol‘f'n S'\;Dt’}w n/‘{‘e/\/‘/(,“mh L// 7'""/5 2~ 3 215
7 U 7




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Miller R-1l School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.1

Name of Action or Project:

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

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

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?

Lo

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?

— =010 = O W= Ny

STAPLEE SCORE i
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
a reduction of disaster damages?

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

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

N

—

J

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 2

Mitigation Effectiveness) 2
High Priority Medium Priority . Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) L (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Du%'}'"ﬂ 5hm\, ji/’p(-;f/\/\/‘(—cﬁw'/«{"/'l; R7'/7‘952‘35i5




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Miller R-1l School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

2.2

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEOQC training 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

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

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?

2
1
1
2
Is there Legal authority to implement? O
1
1
1

N

Could it be implemented quickly?

®

STAPLEE SCORE C\
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. Q
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 ] 2_

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 2
Mitigation Effectiveness) \

High Priority
(30+ points)

Medium Priority - Low Priority
(25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

g

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

DV‘S-F-}/ S’fo\rrk} g‘u’z?z;-f,\/’k’/w‘/cvi Y19-452-35;5




STAPLEE Worksheet
Miller R-1l School District

Name of Jurisdiction:

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 3.1
Backup Power Generators - Promote the location of backup power
Name of Action or Project: generators in all new and existing city halls, schools, hospitals, nursing homes,
fire departments and other critical or vulnerable facilities.
Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score

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

wv

. s 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?

DICIC - F\DU)“’*F\U\)

STAPLEE SCORE
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the S
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. Q
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE ) i—/
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 2 3
High Priority Medium Priority ¢ Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) >< (<25 points)

Completed by . 5 . | ; -
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Dostin Sora Suﬂiv—l vy, + 411-452-3515
] 7 /




i

Name of Jurisdiction:

- Act‘ionfo'r Project

Action/Project Number: 1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

Mitigation Category: Education and Outreach

 STAPLEE Criteria

i Evaluatlon Ratmg i
Defmltely YES=3 _Maybe YES=2
" Probably NO=1 - - Definitely NO=0

Score

tlsit Soclally Acceptable

(74

=

Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

o

: s 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?

(’J"D’WWWNW\“‘;

STAPLEE SCORE

N
Y|

ceeMi e L L

[T I P Y PO

Mltlgatlon Effectlveness Crlterla - ', L Evaluatlon Ratmg

Score

W|II the |mplemented actlon result in Assngn from 5 10 ponnts 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 9

a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | (’
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 4_‘
Mitigation Effectiveness)
" ngh Priority ~§ | 1 Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ pomts) e (25 29 pomts) (<25 points)

Comp 'eted by 8@0"& Coob SW"JWL-'('

(Name, Title, Phone Number)

411- dipu-1573

i

I

T



e

Name of Jurisdiction:

Mt Vernon R-V School District

~ Actionor

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the

schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

Mitigation Category:

Education and Outreach

Deflmtely YES =

STAPLEE Crlterla
: Evaluatlon Ratmg

_ ProbablyNO =1 Definitely NO=0

3 Maybe YES 2

Score

S: Isit Socnally 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?

3
)
3
>
3
3
3
!
3

STAPLEE SCORE

25

'M |ga 'on Effectlveness Crltena

Evaluatlon Ratmg

~Score

will the lmplemented action result in
lives saved?

ASS|gn from 5-10 points based on the

likelihood that lives will be saved.

8

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

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

8

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

L

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

yl

. rorp High Pnority
z (30+ pomts)

~ Medium Priority -
(25 29 pomts)

— Low Priority

(<25 pomts)

ComprE'tEt by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

‘5»&* Coole- 6;«,@ N-u..)*

#1- 4«.(.—1513

F |

11



Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number: 1.3

Name of Action or Project:
! and faculty to shelter in during hazard events

Tornado Safe Room Construction —construct a safe room for students, staff,

Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure PrOJects

STAPLEE Cnterla o

i Evaluatl n Ratlng
Deﬂmtely YES 3 ’
- Probably NO 1

Deflhltely NO

" Score

S: Isit SocnaIIy 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?

R I Y NN Y

cta i s

M b

(Name, Title, Phone Number)

STAPLEE SCORE
Mmgatlon Effectlveness Crlterla o : \ Evaluatlon Ratmg : 'Sc'or,é
W|II the implemented actlon result in Ass:gn from 5-10 pomts based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. q
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 [ (,
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 3 S
Mitigation Effectiveness)
L, nghPrlonty ey 1 Medium Prlorlty . Low Priority
=¥ (30+points) - meaan b ol f (25 29 pomts) 3 ‘ (<25 pomts)
Com, ; b Lo v .
P Tile §WH— Coole €ugm.,.h_.4’ 401 dy4-1513




Mt Vernon R-V School District

Name of Jurisdiction:

‘Action/Project Number:

2.1

Name of Action or Project:

Communication Network - Continue to provide radios for essential
emergency personnel and a designated public official or community leader in
all communities to improve the county-wide communication network.

Prevention, Emergency Services

Mitigation Category:

STAPLEE Crltena

: Evaluatlon Ratmg
: Deﬁmtely YES 3
Probably NO 1

. Score

: Maybe YES
. Defi nltely NO

(7

s sit Socnally Acceptable

-]

: Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

v

: Is it Politically acceptable?

Lo

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

N = WG ] ] G| W |

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE 24
Mltlgatlon Effectlveness Crlterla - Evaluatwn Ratmg ¢ Scc’nre-
W|II the lmplemented actlon result in AsS|gn from 5 10 pomts based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. q
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 1 5

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness)

3 9

== High Priority
Iz (30+ pomts)

‘Low Priority
(<25 points).

Medlum Prlorlty
(25 -29 pomts)

Compl'EtEf by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

S,,o-(-( Coole St.q)u‘NL\-r 401- Yuu- 1573

RN

I

11



Name of Jurisdiction: Mt Vernon R-V School District

Action/Project Number: 2.2

Name of Action or Project:

repeater network, including new wireless units

Countywide Network Increase - Continue to increase countywide frequency

Mitigation Category: Prevention, Emergency Services

STAPLEE Cnterla ‘

L Evaluatlon Ratmg :
’ Deflmtely YES'-’3.; i f

 ProbablyNO=1

)=0

Isit Socnally Acceptable

Is it Technically feasible and potentially successful?

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

v

: Is it Politically acceptable?

~

Is there Legal authority to implement?

E:

Is it Economically beneficial?

E:
Environment?

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

Will historic structures be saved or protected?

Could it be implemented quickly?

STAPLEE SCORE

“VM'f'lgatlon Effectlveness Crlterla Af e ! Evaluataon Ratmg

1@!\"‘1\‘ O [0 [ RN (W

w
(2]
Q.
=
[ 20

Will the lmplemented actlon result in Assugn from 5 10 pomts 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 1
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE

I\

TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 3 s
Mitigation Effectiveness)
Medlum Prlorlw Low Priority
(25 29 pomts) (<25 pomts)

(Name,Tltle,yPhone Number) sbo’&‘(’ Cook S“P‘r"k""‘v’l' 4¢2- 400'25?3

1

[

[]



Name of Jurisdiction:

Action/Project Number: 2.3

Name of Action or Project:

NIMS Training - All elected officials, public administrators, community
stakeholders and responders will participate in the National Incident
Management System (NIMS) and WebEOC training programs

Education and Outreach

Mitigation Category:

STAPI.EE Crlterla

Evaluatl n
DefmltelyYES- . Maybe YE
- Probably NO=1"  Definitely |

Score

S: Isit Socnally 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?

M= W[ W TN |w

STAPLEE SCORE

22

" M |ga zyyyn\,Effectlveness Crltena

Evaluatlon Ratmg

Score

lives saved?

Will the implemented action result in

Assngn from 5 10 pomts based on the

likelihood that lives will be saved.

9

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 1 "(’
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 3 C
v.a ’High Pfiorityrt e MediumPriovity | 7 LowPriority
ey (25 29 pomts) s , (<25 points)

CompFETEt by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

% CooL sqp&rchl' 41- do(-7573




Name of Jurisdiction: Mt Vernon R-V School District

‘ "Aéitioh‘qry Prbj‘eicytzi T

Action/Project Number: 3.1

Name of Action or Project:

Backup Power Generators - Promote the location of backup power
generators in all new and existing city halls, schools, hospitals, nursing
homes, fire departments and other critical or vulnerable facilities.

Education and Outreach

Mitigation Category:
- i  STAPLEE Criteria

B Evaluatlon Ratmg e
: Deflnltely 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?

—~ NN W] RN~ W]

ot e

L

ST TS

/R P W A P s

[P . R

STAPLEE SCORE 20
Mlt,gv ’,lon Effectlveness Criteria o Evaluatlon Ratlng Score
W|II the lmplemented action result in Assngn from 5- 10 pomts based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. ﬁ
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 7

MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE t 7]
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 5
Mitigation Effectiveness) ¢
. ngh Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
: (30+ pomts) (25 29 pomts) (<25 pomts)

Coﬁ\p : by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

6;0*&' (ool 6Q‘)¢rm&-—-‘l’ i1 4(.0— 5573




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Pierce City R-Vi School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

11

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

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 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 + | 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kelli Alumbaugh, Superintendent 417-476-2555




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Pierce City R-Vi School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

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 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 + | 34
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kelli Alumbaugh, Superintendent 417-476-2555




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Pierce City R-Vi School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.3
Name of Action or Project: NOAA Weather Radios — purchase NOAA weather radios for school facilities
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? 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 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 2
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) Kelli Alumbaugh, Superintendent 417-476-2555




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Pierce City R-Vi School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

31

Name of Action or Project:

Backup power generators — purchase backup power generators for school
facilities

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? 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? 1
STAPLEE SCORE | 19
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 + | 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Kelli Alumbaugh, Superintendent 417-476-2555




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Verona R-VII School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

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? 3
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
Environment? 2
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 0
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
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. U
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 10
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) X (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Naomi Austin, Principal, 417-669-8603




































STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Verona R-VII School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

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? 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? 0
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 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 + 29
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) X (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Naomi Austin, Principal, 417-669-8603




































STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Verona R-VII School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.5

Name of Action or Project:

Campus Drainage — redesign water retention ponds, add new ponds, and
restructure dirt to help with water drainage system

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 I:l 9
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved.
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 19
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + 41
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
X (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)




































STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Verona R-VII School District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

3.2

Name of Action or Project:

Storm drains and water retention — maintain storm drains and water
retention to off-set constructions of buildings and parking lots

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
Environment? 3
Will historic structures be saved or protected?
Could it be implemented quickly? 3
STAPLEE SCORE 27
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 +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 41
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority

X (30+ points)

(25 - 29 points)

(<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Naomi Austin, Principal, 417-425-3614


































STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Barry-Lawrence Regional Library District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.1

Name of Action or Project:

Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute educational
materials on hazards through schools, major employers, and cultural
organizations including materials on safe generator use and developing
personal/family hazard preparedness plans.

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? 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?
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 3
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 + | 32
Mitigation Effectiveness)
=—n High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
N (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number)

Gina Milburn, Director 417-235-6646




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Barry-Lawrence Regional Library District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.2

Name of Action or Project:

Multilingual Hazard Awareness Education - Establish a process to distribute
educational materials in other languages on hazards and actions to minimize
risks for distribution to the non-English speaking population through the
schools, major employers, and cultural organizations.

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? 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? 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 5
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)

Gina Milburn, Director 417-235-6646




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Barry-Lawrence Regional Library District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.3

Name of Action or Project:

Refuge Areas and Safe Room Location Education - Make the location of best
identified available refuge areas (these do not comply with FEMA Publication
361 for safe rooms) and safe rooms in communities available to the public.

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 2
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? 1
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 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)

Gina Milburn, Director 417-235-6646




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction:

Barry-Lawrence Regional Library District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number:

1.4

Name of Action or Project:

NOAA Radio Implementations - Promote the usage of NOAA radios and new
communications technologies in all vulnerable and critical facilities, such as
schools, medical facilities, nursing homes and day care facilities.

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? 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? 3
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 5
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)

Gina Milburn, Director 417-235-6646




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: ‘ Barry-Lawrence Regional Library District

Action or Project

Action/Project Number: 1.5

Safe room construction — build a safe room at the new library branch being

Name of Action or Project: e s
) built in Monett

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? 1
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? 0
STAPLEE SCORE | 7
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 + | 31
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
% (30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

Completed by
(Name, Title, Phone Number) Gina Milburn, Director 417-235-6646




Rreet

D W‘%{\‘(«’\&R\\'@W{mt B

Name of Jutisdiction: Lawrence County Emergency Services 911

_-A,o_;tian or Project

Action/Project Number: 3.1

Backup Generator - Acquire a generator to provide power to ensure

Name of Action or Project: communications and 9-1-1 call taking ability for the consolidated 9-1-1 center

which is expected to be operation Q2 of 2023.

Mitigation Category: Structure and Infrastructure PrOJects

STAPLEE Crlterla

Def’n'ltely'YES 3

-Probably NO =1 ._0' :

$: s it Soclally 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 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? 2

22

STAPLEE SCORE

Mmgatlon Effectweness Crlterla

W1II the lmplemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the

lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. 10
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative 10
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages.
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE 20
TOTAL SCORE {STAPLEE + | 42
Mitigation Effectiveness)
“High Prioritv _ : N ] T B e Medlum Pnonty Low Priqrit_y:‘ —
(30+ pomts) IRARTU B I (25 29 points) | (<25points)

Completed by
{(Name, Title, Phone Number}




L STAPLEE Worksheet =~
Mg obdirtciiotions Mt Vernon Fire Protection District
Action or Project
Action/Project Number: 3.1
Name of Action or Project: ﬁackup generator — purchase a backup generator for fire station #2
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

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?

re

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(,\JU\JD\J(NLM(NLU

STAPLEE SCORE 7 3
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. g
Will the implemented action result in | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. 15
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE | 8
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE + i
Mitigation Effectiveness) Y )
5 High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
x {30+ points) (25 - 29 points) { (<25 points)

‘Completed by

"'1‘:': {Name, Title, Phone Number) B’r"c\d A Dc,l——ﬂ;/ !:lr‘t. Chef LU7- Ygd -1 3]



STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Junsdiction: Vf-"ri:_sm.r._ B'E'M!](Tft j_P{f'rdf[ Eﬂ‘i'{ ﬁf..ET"E-* 7
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) VRsSRD. |

W = I LT
Name of Action or Project:
- Rigur oF Wlay Maiwzenoice W aierway
e Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Mitigation Ca - RET: - :
E tegory Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services
STAPLEE Criteria
Definitely YES=3  Maybe YES =2
Probably NO=1 Definitely NO =0

S: Is it Socially Acceptable o

T: Isit Technically feasible and potentially successful? 3

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

P- Is it Politically acceptable? A

L: Is there Legal authority to implement? 2

E: Is it Economically beneficial? <

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

Environment? j :

Will historic structures be saved or protected? O

Could it be implemented guickly? 2
STAPLEE SCORE f ?

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.

(N

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 /,42
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
| Mitigation Effectiveness) 37
High Priority E Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points} (25 - 29 points) {<25 points)
. Completed by '

| (Name. T ProneNumber) /iy L EQwimi  Teeasueer | H17-229- 2044
o~




STAPLEE Worksheet

A

Name of Jurisdiction:
: VE??E&J"IH BE.ME Fl7 \SFngHL_P{JHﬂ ’:]1 e T
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. Joplinl.1) \/B SED -2
Name of Action or Project: BRivse AND k0w Waco Ry OURFALE Kezat
it Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Mitigation Ca - B o ;
€ tegory: Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Hﬂﬂﬂ:ﬂ 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: Isit Politically acceptable? o)
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
Environment? O
Will historic structures be saved or protected? '
Could it be implemented quickly?. o
STAPLEE SCORE 20
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria Evaluation Rating Score
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the
lives saved? likelihood that lives will be saved. {5’
Will the implemented action resultin | Assign from 5-10 points based on the relative
a reduction of disaster damages? reduction of disaster damages. /0O
MITIGATION EFFECTIVENESS SCORE f (’
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Efectiveness) ER%
H High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
S ([30+ points) (25 - 29 points) [€25 points)
i Completed by ; )? : | {;.,c;g) ;
_[Name, Title, Phone Number)  Kdaq L, E 2uw Jecasupree R 2 blL¥
</ s

1aad



STAPLEE Worksheet

et VERowA Bavern Spean Voao Diszeicr
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. Joplinl.1)
ome of Action o Blojese Kew Roure Marenp
L : Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
o ey Protection; Education and Outreach{Emergency Services) \/ BSED. 3 |
= A
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating Score

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?

Plololo ww |w|w W |

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. l O
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 | 5
TOTAL SCORE [STAPLEE + 3
Mitigation Effectiveness) @
(30+ points) (25 - 29 points) [<25 points)
| Completed by Q ~ : H-17
| (Name Title PhoneNumber) | KAY L ERwnN  TReacupee 229 24LY |




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: Yezoun { 3:.4” EF17 Secaar ?EJ.&_D D ISTRIeT
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 (ie Joplinll] Y BIRD. '-}

Name of Action or Project: QLLJ BE'D /MPEE'?EMEH* ;_J‘}\gu} mi.,- e d st

Prevention_gtructure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems

Mitigation Category: Protection; Education and Outrea ch;’Eﬁ:rgenw Services
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? —
L: Is there Legal authonty to implement? ?;,
E: Is it Economically beneficial? 3
E: Will the project have either a neutral or positive impact on the natural O
Environment?
Will historic structures be saved or protected? E:}
Could it be implemented quickly? -
STAPLEE SCORE 2 B
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
a reduction of disaster damages* reduction of disaster damages. /" o
MITIGATION EFFECTIVEMNESS SCORE / 6-.
TOTAL SCORE [STAPLEE + 3 5-
Mitigation Effectiveness)
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority
{30+ points) (25 - 29 points) (<25 points)
. Completed by

i : K177 :
ilKay L. ERwmw [Repsupee  229- 2449

——




STAPLEE Worksheet

Name of Jurisdiction: V | r
EROLH ﬁ:ﬂ-‘ﬁgﬁr ~.<._'5E_Ecmr.. R’hﬁ; :-;)as-.r,?,-c*?
Action or Project
: _ Insert a umique 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. Joplinl_1) Vi B8S Eﬂ' . 5

Name of Action or Project: E;TML‘.E:w. o C-aﬂ“ma#a‘rﬁ:wgu F’?HM
A Prevention; Structure and Infrastructure Projects; Natural Systems
Metigation Category: Protection; Education and Outreach; Emergency Services E 3
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 guickly?

mmgfmgﬁwtﬂmmmm

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 "/ [::'_}
TOTAL SCORE (STAPLEE +
Mitigation Effectiveness) 3 j
? High Priority —— Medium Priority Low Priority
(30+ points) {25 - 29 points) (<25 points)

. Completed by ; M7
: [Name, Title, Phone Number) i t@gh ,& é_ﬁ i 7&';5135'#3%#«?. 22‘?'1@#




