Appendix B: Planning Process

Planning Process Documentation included in appendices in PDF version of the plan in the following order:
Affidavits of Publication for Meeting Notices
Invitees List
Press Release Notices of Public Comment
Meeting invitations and emails
Meeting Agendas
Internet Postings of Meeting Dates and Notices
Meeting sign-in sheets
STAPLEE Worksheets

2018 Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation
Plan Update
Notice of Public Comment
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with
the State Emergency Management Association (SEMA) and the Dallas County
Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Dallas County MultiJurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan.
The preliminary draft is available for review and comment online at
www.smcog.org until Wednesday, May 30, 2018. The public is strongly
encouraged to comment on the plan and ensure that the needs and values of
residents are being addressed by Dallas County in mitigating the potential damages
to people and property in the event of natural hazards.
If you would like to view a printed copy or have comments on the plan, please
contact Megan Clark, Planner, Southwest Missouri Council of Governments at
417-836-6901 or meganclark@missouristate.edu.
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Southwest Missouri
Council of Governments

NEWS
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
November 16, 2017

Megan Clark, Community Planner
417-836-6901

Dallas County Communities Update Hazard Mitigation
Plan
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Dallas County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Dallas County MultiJurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. A plan update kick-off meeting will be held on
Wednesday, December 6, 2017 at 1:30 p.m. at Buffalo City Hall, 119 S Maple. St. Buffalo,
Missouri.
Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.
As required by 44 CFR §201.6(d)(3), a local jurisdiction must review and revise its plan to
reflect changes in development, progress in local mitigation efforts and changes in priorities and
resubmit it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan is
a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2013.
The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.
All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.
###

Southwest Missouri
Council of Governments

NEWS
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
January 16, 2018

Megan Clark, Community Planner
417-836-6901

Dallas County Communities Update Hazard Mitigation
Plan
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Dallas County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Dallas County MultiJurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. The second plan update meeting will be held on
Wednesday, January 24, 2018 at 1:30 p.m. at Buffalo City Hall, 119 S Maple. St. Buffalo,
Missouri.
Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.
As required by 44 CFR §201.6(d)(3), a local jurisdiction must review and revise its plan to
reflect changes in development, progress in local mitigation efforts and changes in priorities and
resubmit it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan is
a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2013.
The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.
All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.
###

Southwest Missouri
Cou ncil of Governments

NEWS
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
February 15, 2018

Megan Clark, Community Planner

Dallas County Communities Update Hazard Mitigation
Plan
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Dallas County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Dallas County MultiJurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. The third plan update meeting will be held on
Wednesday, February 21, 2018 at 1:30 p.m. at Buffalo City Hall, 119 S Maple. St. Buffalo,
Missouri.
Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.
As required by 44 CFR §201.6(d)(3), a local jurisdiction must review and revise its plan to
reflect changes in development, progress in local mitigation efforts and changes in priorities and
resubmit it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan is
a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2013.
The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.
All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.
###

Southwest Missouri
Council of Governments

NEWS
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
March 7, 2018

Megan Clark, Community Planner
417-836-6901

Dallas County Communities Update Hazard Mitigation
Plan
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Dallas County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Dallas County MultiJurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. The fourth plan update meeting will be held on
Wednesday, March 28, 2018 at 1:30 p.m. at Buffalo City Hall, 119 S Maple. St. Buffalo,
Missouri.
Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.
As required by 44 CFR §201.6(d)(3), a local jurisdiction must review and revise its plan to
reflect changes in development, progress in local mitigation efforts and changes in priorities and
resubmit it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan is
a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2013.
The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.
All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.
###

Southwest Missouri
Council of Governments

NEWS
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
April 18, 2018

Megan Clark, Community Planner
417-836-6901

Dallas County Communities Update Hazard Mitigation
Plan
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) has contracted with SEMA and the
Dallas County Commission to prepare a five-year update to the Dallas County MultiJurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan. The final plan update meeting will be held on
Wednesday, May 2, 2018 at 1:30 p.m. at Buffalo City Hall, 119 S Maple. St. Buffalo, Missouri.
Effective November 1, 2003, any county in Missouri that is declared a federal disaster area must
have an approved Hazard Mitigation Plan in place to be eligible for HMGP funding. Hazard
mitigation, as defined by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), is any action
taken to eliminate or reduce the loss of life or property as the result of a disaster event. HMGP
funds may be used to fund projects that will reduce or eliminate the losses from future disasters
as well as provide a long-term solution to a problem. Many types of projects can be funded
through the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program including improving bridges at low water
crossings, floodplain buyouts, and constructing community saferooms.
As required by 44 CFR §201.6(d)(3), a local jurisdiction must review and revise its plan to
reflect changes in development, progress in local mitigation efforts and changes in priorities and
resubmit it for approval every five (5) years in order to continue to be eligible for mitigation
project grant funding. The Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan is
a revision of the previous five-year update completed in 2013.
The public is invited to learn how local governments are planning to mitigate the impact of
natural hazard events. All interested persons are encouraged to provide input on the plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The County
Commissioners, the governing body of each participating City and School District must pass a
resolution adopting the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.
All comments and questions should be directed to Megan Clark at (417) 836-6901 or by email
meganclark@missouristate.edu.
###

October 31, 2017
RE: Dallas 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 Dallas 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 Dallas 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 Dallas 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 Dallas County Natural Hazard
Mitigation Plan on Wednesday, December 6, 2017 at 1:30 p.m.
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

January 5, 2018
RE: Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments has entered into an agreement with the State
Emergency Management Agency and the Dallas County Commission to assist with the required
five-year update of the Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
approved in December 2013. A FEMA approved local hazard mitigation plan must be in place in
order for local units of government to remain eligible for hazard mitigation grant programs.
Community and stakeholder involvement in the development of the updated hazard mitigation plan
is critical to the planning process and necessary to ensure that it meets the needs of all communities
and districts included in the plan.
You and/or a representative from your jurisdiction or organization are invited to attend the 2nd
meeting for the update of the Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan:
2nd Meeting:
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, January 24, 2018
1:30 p.m.

Topics to be discussed at this meeting include a risk assessment of hazards throughout the county,
as well as a recap of the planning process.
Additional plan update meetings will be held February 21, March 28, and May 2.
We look forward to the participation of your jurisdiction in the plan update process and encourage
your questions, comments, and input at all stages of this process. If you have any questions about
the meetings or the plan update process, or are unable to attend the kickoff meeting, please contact
me by phone at 417-836-6901 or at meganclark@missouristate.edu.
Sincerely,

Megan Clark
Planner
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

February 12, 2018
RE: Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments has entered into an agreement with the State
Emergency Management Agency and the Dallas County Commission to assist with the required
five-year update of the Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
approved in December 2013. A FEMA approved local hazard mitigation plan must be in place in
order for local units of government to remain eligible for hazard mitigation grant programs.
Community and stakeholder involvement in the development of the updated hazard mitigation plan
is critical to the planning process and necessary to ensure that it meets the needs of all communities
and districts included in the plan.
You and/or a representative from your jurisdiction or organization are invited to attend the 3rd
meeting for the update of the Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan:
3rd Meeting:
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, February 21, 2018
1:30 p.m.

Topics to be discussed at this meeting include a mitigation strategies to address hazards that were
identified throughout the county, as well as a recap of the planning process.
Additional plan update meetings will be held March 28, and May 2.
We look forward to the participation of your jurisdiction in the plan update process and encourage
your questions, comments, and input at all stages of this process. If you have any questions about
the meetings or the plan update process, or are unable to attend the kickoff meeting, please contact
me by phone at 417-836-6901 or at meganclark@missouristate.edu.
Sincerely,

Megan Clark
Planner
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

March 6, 2018
Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments has entered into an agreement with the State
Emergency Management Agency and the Dallas County Commission to assist with the required
five-year update of the Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
approved in December 2013. A FEMA approved local hazard mitigation plan must be in place in
order for local units of government to remain eligible for hazard mitigation grant programs.
Community and stakeholder involvement in the development of the updated hazard mitigation plan
is critical to the planning process and necessary to ensure that it meets the needs of all communities
and districts included in the plan.
You and/or a representative from your jurisdiction or organization are invited to attend the 4th
meeting for the update of the Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan:
4nd Meeting:
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, March 28, 2018
1:30 p.m.

Topics to be discussed at this meeting include a risk assessment of hazards throughout the county,
as well as a recap of the planning process.
The last plan update meeting will be held May 2.
We look forward to the participation of your jurisdiction in the plan update process and encourage
your questions, comments, and input at all stages of this process. If you have any questions about
the meetings or the plan update process, or are unable to attend the kickoff meeting, please contact
me by phone at 417-836-6901 or at meganclark@missouristate.edu.
Sincerely,

Megan Clark
Planner
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

April 18, 2018
Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments has entered into an agreement with the State
Emergency Management Agency and the Dallas County Commission to assist with the required
five-year update of the Dallas County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
approved in December 2013. A FEMA approved local hazard mitigation plan must be in place in
order for local units of government to remain eligible for hazard mitigation grant programs.
Community and stakeholder involvement in the development of the updated hazard mitigation plan
is critical to the planning process and necessary to ensure that it meets the needs of all communities
and districts included in the plan.
You and/or a representative from your jurisdiction or organization are invited to attend the 5th and
FINAL meeting for the update of the Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan:
5th Meeting:
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, May 2, 2018
1:30 p.m.

Topics to be discussed at this meeting include participation recap, planning process overview,
action tracker website, funding and implementation mechanisms, and plan adoption & maintenance.
We look forward to the participation of your jurisdiction in the plan update process and encourage
your questions, comments, and input at all stages of this process. If you have any questions about
the meetings or the plan update process, or are unable to attend the kickoff meeting, please contact
me by phone at 417-836-6901 or at meganclark@missouristate.edu.
Sincerely,
Megan Clark
Planner
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

Kickoff Meeting:
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, December 6, 2017
1:30 p.m.
Topics to be discussed at the kickoff meeting will include greater detail on the
update process, necessary participants and their responsibilities, elements of the
natural hazard mitigation plan and update items, and a timeline for completion,
approval, and adoption of the plan update.
Additional plan update meetings will be held at 1:30 p.m. at Buffalo City Hall on
the following dates:
January 24, 2018
February 21, 2018
March 28, 2018
May 2, 2018
We look forward to the participation of your jurisdiction in the plan update process
and encourage your questions, comments, and input at all stages of this process.
If you have any questions about the meetings or the plan update process, or are
unable to attend the kickoff meeting, please contact me by phone at 417-836-6901 or
at meganclark@missouristate.edu.
Sincerely,

Megan Clark
Planner
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments

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

Southwest Missouri Council of Governments
Enhancing the quality of our communities through regional cooperation
Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence,
Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

Dallas County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 2017/2018
Notice of Open Meeting
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments will hold the kick-off meeting on the Dallas
County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update on Wednesday, December 6.
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, December 6, 2017
1:30 p.m.
Jurisdictional representatives and the public are invited to learn how local governments in Dallas
County are planning to mitigate the impact of natural hazard events.
All interested persons are invited to attend this meeting and provide input on this Plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The Dallas County
Commission, the governing body of each participating City, School District, Road, Fire, and
Ambulance District must formally adopt the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.
Items to be discussed:





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

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

Southwest Missouri Council of Governments
Enhancing the quality of our communities through regional cooperation
Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence,
Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

Dallas County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 2017/2018
Notice of Open Meeting
The Southwest Missouri Council of Governments will hold the second meeting on the Dallas
County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update on Wednesday, January 24.
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, January 24, 2018
1:30 p.m.
Jurisdictional representatives and the public are invited to learn how local governments in Dallas
County are planning to mitigate the impact of natural hazard events.
All interested persons are invited to attend this meeting and provide input on this Plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The Dallas County
Commission, the governing body of each participating City, School District, Road, Fire, and
Ambulance District must formally adopt the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.
Items to be discussed:






Participation Requirements
o Capabilities Survey, Meeting attendance, Time Sheets
The Planning Process- Recap
Risk Assessment
Mitigation Strategies Preview
Future Meeting Dates

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

Southwest Missouri Council of Governments
Enhancing the quality of our communities through regional cooperation
Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence,
Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

Dallas County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 2017
Notice of Open Meeting

3rd Meeting:
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Kickoff Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, February 21, 2018
1:30 p.m.
Jurisdictional representatives and the public are invited to learn how local governments in Stone
County are planning to mitigate the impact of natural hazard events.
All interested persons are invited to attend this meeting and provide input on this Plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The Stone County
Commission, the governing body of each participating City, School District, Road, Fire, and
Ambulance District must formally adopt the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.

Items to be discussed:





Participation Requirements
o Capabilities Survey, Meeting attendance, Time Sheets
The Planning Process- Recap
Mitigation Strategies: Goals and Actions
Future Meeting Dates

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

Southwest Missouri Council of Governments
Enhancing the quality of our communities through regional cooperation
Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence,
Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

Dallas County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 2018
Notice of Open Meeting
4th Meeting:
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, March 28, 2018
1:30 p.m.

Jurisdictional representatives and the public are invited to learn how local governments in Dallas
County are planning to mitigate the impact of natural hazard events.
All interested persons are invited to attend this meeting and provide input on this Plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The Dallas County
Commission, the governing body of each participating City, School District, Road, Fire, and
Ambulance District must formally adopt the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.
Items to be discussed:
 Participation Recap
 Planning Process Overview
 Mitigation Strategies Prioritization
 Future Meeting Date
The current Dallas County Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan is available online at SMCOG.org.
For questions contact: Megan Clark at MeganClark@MissouriState.edu

Southwest Missouri Council of Governments
Enhancing the quality of our communities through regional cooperation
Serving Barry, Christian, Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence,
Polk, Stone, Taney, & Webster Counties

Dallas County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 2018
Notice of Open Meeting
5th Meeting:
Dallas County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Meeting
Buffalo City Hall
119 S Maple St.
Buffalo, MO
Wednesday, May 2, 2018
1:30 p.m.

Jurisdictional representatives and the public are invited to learn how local governments in Dallas
County are planning to mitigate the impact of natural hazard events.
All interested persons are invited to attend this meeting and provide input on this Plan which
must be approved by the State Emergency Management Agency and FEMA. The Dallas County
Commission, the governing body of each participating City, School District, Road, Fire, and
Ambulance District must formally adopt the Plan once it is approved by FEMA.
Items to be discussed:
 Participation Recap
 Planning Process Overview
 Action Tracker Website
 Funding and Implementation Mechanisms
 Plan Adoption & Maintenance
The current Dallas County Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan is available online at SMCOG.org.
For questions contact: Megan Clark at MeganClark@MissouriState.edu

I Action Title: Distribute informational material to

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo

citizens, businesses, and vulnerable population
• groups on natural hazards and ways to reduce risks.
Action ID: 1.1
STAPLEECriteria

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?

.3

~

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? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly?
,...------.......

STAPLEE Score

Score

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES = 3
MaybeYES=2
Probably NO I
Defmitely NO = 0

I

3
)

3
L

"2-

G
3
.....

....

.

.

I

.....

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

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

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

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

'7
.

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

..

Score'·'

..

..

7

'

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):

Priority Level:

~igh (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

DMedium (25-29 points)

DLow (less than 25 points)

1,4 k CHi i'MjuR- I' DrAb:dOVl I
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This can be

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Which organization will be responsible for
this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

ActionlProject Priority:

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

j-l- "3 (p
Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific funding sources that may be used
of the action.

pay for the implementation

c£(jo~et-

. Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

For Continuing actions only, indicate the report onprogress. 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 ()ccurred to date.

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title:
Work with private sector business organizations and
conununity service organizations to distribute
information to the public on natural hazards and
resources available to reduce risk.
Action ID: 1.2
Evaluation Rating
Score
STAPLEE Criteria
!
Definitely YES = 3
...
• Maybe YES 2
. Probably NO 1
...
Definitely NO 0
I
it Socially acceptable?

L:.

• T: Is it Technically feasible and
i potentially successful?

I A: Does the jurisdiction have the
• administrative capaCIty to execute
• this action?
PTsii Politically acceptabl~?
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? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly?
STAPLEE Score

L

2

3
3

3
Z

L.
Q.
L

..

-<

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likelihood that lives would 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.
.
....
.

..

Score
......

c:..

7

'7
...

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: ~igh (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

.....

.

---

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

....

r

·

.

..

i

Action or Project Description:

Estimated Cost:

Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this action. This can be
accomplished with a range of estimated costs.
Jt5

dCXJ-

Benefits:
Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific to
include the specific department or position within a department.

ActionlProject Priority:

Include the S

3(0 U
Timeline for Completion;

. LEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

~

How many months/years to complete.

"3 (,(,orvHLS
Potential Fund Sources:

List specific fUllding sources that may be used to pay for the implementation of

th~~LUV ~
Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

For Continuing actions only, indicate the report on progress. Ifthe 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.

Action Title:
Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Maintain stonn sirens in all population centers in the
county.
Action ID: 1.3
I
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?

'"-S

~

3

r:s

L: Is there Legal authority to
implement?

"":)

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

:s

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 ifneutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

:5

-<;

Could it be implemented quickly?

3

STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

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

I

Score

)0
10

..

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: ¥High (30+ points)

DMedium (25-29 points)

DLow (less than 25 points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

a~Gw", b DzJMi4f1

{Ive
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I

This can be

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Whichorganiza1:ion will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

ActionlProject'Priority:

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific ful1ding sO!lTces that may
ofthe action.

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

7

used to pay forthtlimplementation

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title:
Promote the use of NOAA radios and/or automated alert
systems in businesses, homes, and vulnerable facilities
such as schools, nursing homes, medical clinics, and day
care centers.
Action ID: 1.4
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating
Score
Defmitely YES = 3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO = 1
Defmitely 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?

~

3
3

L: Is there Legal authority to
implement?

3

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

-.3

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

3
3

Could it be implemented quickly?

.~

STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result in
lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likelihood that lives would 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 Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):

Priority Level:

~High (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

.~

Score

ID
)0

Responsible
: Organization/Department:

ActionlProject Priority:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific

to include the specific department orposition within. a department.

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

7
• Timeline for Completion:

)+: ~

How many months/years to complete.

l5~~ YeA,v - ~."..J~J
Potential Fund Sources:

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

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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.

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
• Action Title:
Promote the use of smoke alarms in homes, businesses,
and places ofpublic congregation.
Action ID: 1.5
Evaluation Rating .
STAPLEE Criteria
Score
DefInitely YES 3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO = 1
DefInitely NO = 0
I S: Is it Socially acceptable?
• T: Is it Technically feasible and
i potentially successful?
I A: Does the jurisdiction have the
i administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable?

i

I

~

I

-~

i

3

i

I

I
i

~3

i

• L: Is there Legal authority to
implement?

I

I

3

i

E: Is it Economically benefIcial?

3
j

Could it be implemented quickly?

3

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

Evaluation Rating
Assign from 5-10 points based on the
likelihood that lives would be saved.
Assign from 5-10 points based on the
relative reduction of disaster
damages.

• Mitigation Effectiveness SC9re

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):

Priority Level: ¥High (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

J
I

STAPLER Score

i Will the implemented action result in

i

.3

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
• positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

I

Score

10

10

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

Benefits:

Increase citizen awareness of mllti~~ttI<Jln

Responsible
OrganizationlDepa rtment:

[Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

C~~O~ ~lo +- Ff:\
ActionlProject Priority:

Include the STAPtEE score and Priority CH, M,

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

'-/7

,
: Potential Fund Sources:

1IV1r)~

-

~W~)J W~

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

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title: Create a procedure for flooded roadways.

!'tATtHtIIfliN
Action ill: 1.6
STAPLEE Criteria

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

Score

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?

:J

3
~

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? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

?
0

Could it be implemented quickly?

:5
2-~

STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria .

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

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

Score

/tJ
5'

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

(~

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: ~ (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

DMedium (25-29 points)

-:J2= W-ll-t-t,J. ktJ

DLow (less than 25 points)
f
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Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

Ct "N.

Pt1l-( c.4

ActionlProject Priority:

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

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

f-\'.f:rt~
~(A~

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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.

Action Title: Where feasible, retrofit existing critical
and vulnerable facilities to provide a safer environment
during severe weather events.

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo

f£tIc

Action ID: 1.7
STAPLEE Criteria

!

Evaluation Rating
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?

-t

3'

q

3

Gf

:5

'1

3

L: Is there Legal authority to
implement?

'4

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

r

3
.3

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

N
N

STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria
Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?
Will the implemented action result
in a reduction of disaster damages?
Mitigation Effectiveness Score

J-

N

• Could it be implemented quickly?

I

Score

0
()

...

Evaluation Rating

, 2.r
Score

Assign from 5-10 points based on
the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
• Assign from 5-10 points based on
• the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
...

It}

.r
.

..

/f

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score);
Priority Level:

~30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

DMedium (25-29 points)

DLow (less than 25 points)

4('7,.- J 4>- ,,7t!1

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

So

-

Benefits:

Lessens risks and injury to citizens during severe weather events.

Responsible
Organization/Department:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

Action/Project Priority:

Include the STAPLEE score and

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific funding sources that may be
of the action.

Vrll1,rlT"(H,

M, L)

to pay for the implementation

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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.

! Action
. Title:
.

I Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo

I

Encourage the development of storm shelters or
safe rooms in all population centers.
Action ID: 1.8
STAPLEE Criteria

-

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

S: Is it Socially acceptable?

Score

I

:,L

'1~s

• T: Is it Technically feasible and
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable?

'f~S

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? (score a 3 if
• positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
I Will historic structures be saved or
• protected?
Could it be implemented quickly?

)-

"I.e S

J-

ct.{, .1

;L

ct~,

;,l

rio

d'

~
,J
,J

6
0
/()

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on
the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Assign from 5-10 points based on
the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
.

l ~..1lgh (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

i

j

I
I

,.

I

I

Score

..

(0

>
"'lr

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level:

I

0

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

i

i

· STAPLEE Score

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

i

-

DMedium (25-29 points)

<j2- vJ"~~

~ (less than 25 points)

~l1-3'-fS ,;;7',

I

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

Benefits:

Protects vumerable populations from hazards during severe weather events.

Responsible
Organization/Department:

Which organization will be responsible
tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

OEM C
j

ActionlProject Priority:

(H, M,L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to 'complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

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

jJ. t; .
Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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

Action Title:
Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Promote installation of back-up generators in all
communities for critical infrastructure, such as water
towers and wastewater treatment facilities, and in
critical/vulnerable facilities including schools, medical
facilities, storm shelters, and critical government
buildings.
Action ID: 2.1
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating
Score
Definitely YES = 3
MaybeYES 2
Probably NO 1
...
Defmitely 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? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly?
STAPLEE Score

L

1
2
1
2
j

rp
:5

..

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

.
..

Evaluation Rating

..

Score

I

....

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

Assign from 5-10 points based on
the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Assign from 5-10 points based on
the relative reduction of disaster
damages.

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

..

'/
~

7

...

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: '¢High (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

~edium (25-29 points)

DLow (less than 25 points)

Qi:JA(jlfJ1t/,3L /C;-J7D I

Action or Project Description:
Applicable Goal Statement:
Estimated Cost:

Promote installation of back-up generators in all communities for critical
infrastructure, such as water towers and wastewater treatment facilities, and in
criticaVvulnerable facilities including schools, medical facilities, storm shelters,
and critical
Preserve and protect property, infrastructu
of natural hazards.
Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this action. This can be
accomplished with a range of estimated costs.

Benefits:

Improved public safety during hazard events and preservation of critical
infrastructure
hazardous events.

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific to
include the specific department or position within a department.

C~~ oJ' (S~-~ pu.J;((

LL)uJ(~

ActionlProject Priority:

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List specific funding sou(ces that may be used to pay for the implementation of

d-

the action.
i

Sf

) -c)~

G4y CI~BV1.. -Pv1"1

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title: Upgrade low water crossings where
feasible.
Action ID: 2.2
STAPLEE Criteria

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?

2

1
0

2-

Could it be implemented quickly?

.

Z

E: Is it Economically beneficial?
E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

Score

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES = 3
Maybe YES=2
Probably NO = I
Defmitely NO = 0

I

3
0
I
....

STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

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

Score

7
1

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: DHigh (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

~edium (25-29 points)

~

IftAi

DLow (less than 25 points)

0/7-046-;)701

Action or Project Description:
Applicable Goal Statement:

"r"''''''-'''' and protect property, infrastructure, and the local economy from the

of natural hazards
Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this action. Tbis can be
accomplished with a range 'of estimated costs.

...",..."ti",,, ""'"'.,,,~c

Estimated Cost:

~3CXJJ 000
Benefits:

Improved public safety during hazard events.

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position wi~in a department.

L

-~cmA

Action/Project Priority:

Include the

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

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

~t~

5
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Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title: Utilize appropriate structural
improvements to eliminate or reduce the impacts of
storm water on wastewater treatment facilities and
collection systems.
Action ID: 2.3
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?
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? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly?
STAPLEE Score

f

~
f)
~~
f

~
cf;

0

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

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

Score

S-

0

Mitigation Effectiveness Score
Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: DHigh (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

~edium (25-29 points)

f)£"dJ~

DLow (less than 25 points)

/ PrPc!
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Action or Project Description:
Applicable Goal Statement:
Estimated Cost:

Benefits:

Responsible
. Organization/Department:

Utilize appropriate structural improvements to eliminate or reduce the impacts
of storm water on wastewater treatment facilities and collection systems.
Preserve and protect
and the local economy from the
np''''HnIP ir",.,,,, ... t,,, of
Provide an estimate ofthe cost to implement this action.
can be
accomplished with a range of estimated costs.

Improved public safety during hazard events.

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific to
include the specific department or position within a department.

\p
ActionlProject Priority:

Include the STAPLEE

~d
Timeline for Completion:

Potential Fund Sources:

and Priority (H, M, L)

;;;r0

: How many months/years to complete.

List specific funding sources
the action.

~~~W(t~'~~

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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 tha! has occurred to date.

E~"6ivt, ~t(f/
~M

~

t'tJJl..d

P(()CQ,iy)

~

~~

Action Title: Clean debris from drainage channels
and under bridges to improve capacities of storm
drainage systems.
Action ID: 2.4
STAPLEE Criteria

S: Is it Socially acceptable?

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES = 3
Maybe YES =2
ProbablyNO 1
DefinitelvNO = 0

B

L: Is there Legal authority to
.'
i Imp Iement?
.

d

• E: Is it Economically beneficial?

d

Could it be implemented quickly?
STAPLEE Score

....

d

d-

0
d
Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on
the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Assign from 5-10 points based on
the relative reduction of disaster
damages.
....

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

...

Score

~

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

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

.

-2

T: Is it Technically feasible and
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
I P: Is it Politically acceptable?

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo

Score

5
7

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: DHigh (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

~edium (25-29 points)

DLow (less than 25 points)

Qanll Jr+Al
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Action or Project Description:
Applicable Goal Statement:
Estimated Cost:

Clean debris from drainage channels and under bridges to improve capacities
of storm drainage systems.
Preserve and protect property, infrastructure, and the loca
"''''':l'Qt',,,,,, .
of natural hazards
Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this action. This can be
accomplished with a range of estimated costs.

1000
Benefits:

Improved public safety during hazard events.

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

5-hvz-+- .~,
ActionlProject Priority:

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

:)'6--~
Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

~ VV\ 0Y\.--+{,-
Potential Fund Sources:

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

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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.

~~ ~ -tr (}1JVJ t(

Shui ,+
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Action Title: Promote an educational campaign for Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
home buyers and builders on installing
construction techniques such as, t.w:tr I icalle straps
in new construction.
~ fIlJ.tio
Action m- 2 6
Score
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES = 3
Maybe YES 2
I
Probably NO
Defmitely NO 0
S: Is it Socially acceptable?

.

~

I

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?

I

.5

L: Is there Legal authority to
implement?

2
::L

E: Is it Economically beneficial?
E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

3
3

Could it be implemented quickly?

r
STAPr..EE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Score

...

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

Assign from 5-10 points based on
the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Assign from 5-10 points based on
the relative reduction of disaster
damages.

~

i

Mitigation Effectiveness Score·

...

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: 'IflHigh (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

DMedium (25-29 points)

DLow (less than 25 points)

DU9~ AfY
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Action or Project Description:
Applicable Goal Statement:

and the local economy from the

Estimated Cost:

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

0-560
Benefits:

Improved public safety during hazard events.

Responsible
Organization/Department:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

Plan f()rImlellleniation .

/ BvuJ!.d {

In 5 y:x c;f-uYlJ

ActionlProject Priority:

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M,L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

3S

.
Potential Fund Sources:

4-

b ~"V\fh

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

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

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title: Encourage present/future dam
owners to maintain existing dams in conformance
with the rules and regulations ofthe Missouri Dam
and Reservoir Safety Council.
Action ID: 2.7
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? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly?

C/J

rj
r

t

0

2
0
(

STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

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

Score

)---

0

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):

~ow (less than 25 points)

Priority Level: DHigh (30+ points)

DMedium (25-29 points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

C\Q,~ (AA! Yil-3LfS~J701

Action or Project Description:
Applicable Goal Statement:
Estimated Cost:

Encourage present/future dam owners to maintain existing dams in
conformance with the rules and regulations of the Missouri Dam and
Reservoir
Council.
Preserve and protect property, infrastructure, and the local economy from the
of natural hazards
Provide an estimate of the cost to implementthis action. This can be
accomplished with a range of estimated costs.

Improved pubhc safety during hazard events.

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

ActionlProject Priority:

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

~/~\

LOLUf

tlo

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

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

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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.

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo

Establishment of water
gardens/greenways in flood-prone areas.

I Action Title:

Action ID: 2.8
STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating
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? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly?
STAPLEE Score

2

A
(

;t

2
2
~

~

rt
rfJ
....

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

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

Score

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

Score

S.5
..

.

.

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: DHigh (30+ points)

ow (less than 25 points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

{)-3 GfS

() I

Establishment of water gardens/greenways in flood-prone areas.

Action or Project Description:
. Applicable Goal Statement:
Estimated Cost:

Preserve and protect property, infrastructure, and the local economy from the
np,y<,y,'",,, •
0 f natural hazards
Provide an estimate of the costto implement this action. This can be
accomplished with a range of estimated costs.

~d-c[) 000

f

Benefits:

Improved public safety during hazard events.

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

ActionlProject Priority:

- St-wJ- ~

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

-de{

L
• Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

:5
Potential Fund Sources:

({OJ\JL(

List specific
of the action.

~
sources that may be used to pay for the implementation

G~!
Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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

Gll_~Ju-,cX&t-O Tr~ J-k.fa)JUsW t'n dOIGa

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title: Establish and maintain a database on
available mitigation resources and programs that
can be shared with local governments, response
and preparedness agencies, and emergency care
providers.
Action 10: 3.1
STAPLEE Criteria
Evaluation Rating
Score
Defmitely YES 3
Maybe YES 2
Probably NO I
Defmitely NO = 0
S: Is it Socially acceptable?

I
I

I

• T: Is it Technically feasible and
I 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? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly?

f

D
I

Q

I

1
r,

I

2

dJ
J
,/

STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

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

Score

I

I

.

5
~

-,.:)

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level:

D+J.~h (30+ points)

Completed by (name/titlelphone #):

DMedium (25-29 points)

~

¢ow (less than 25 points)

mf}/ LjI7~3L{S-d-701

Estimated Cost:

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

Benefits:

Improved public

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:
ActionfProject Priority:

.1.11,""

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

List
the action.

uu,",

the STAPLEE score and ....,.111',.'"' (H, M, L)

funding sources that may be used to pay for the implementation of

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title: Provide adequate communications
equipment for essential emergency personnel.
i

Action ID: 3.2
STAPLEE Criteria

Evaluation Rating
Definitely YES 3
Maybe YES =2
Probably NO = I
DefmitelY NO = 0

Score

I

I

I S: Is it Socially acceptable?

-;;

i

i
i

T: Is it Teclmically feasible and
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the
administrative capacity to execute
this action?
P: Is it Politically acceptable?

3
3

i

i

I

3

i

L: Is there Legal authority to
implement?

I

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

3
3

I

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

I

3

i

.3
3

Could it be implemented quickly?
STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

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

i

..

Score

Assign from 5-10 points based on
the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Assign from 5-10 points based on
the relative reduction of disaster
damages.

)0
...

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

10

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: )fHigh (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

DMedium (25-29 pomts)

DLow (less than 25 pomts~

~QI.tV'+m
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Action or Project Description:

Provide adequate communications equipment for essential emergency
personnel.

r---------~------------+_--------------~------------~---------------

A licable Goal Statement:
Estimated Cost:

f---

Ensure the continued operation of government and emergen~y services
Provide an estimate of the cost to implement this actiol1. This can be
. accomplished with arange of estimated costs.

------+-_0 - ) DD,

Benefits:

DC()=--_._ _ _ _ _ _----1

Impro~ed public safety during hazard events.

Plan,:fQr 1m

·lemellt~ti()11. . - '---'---'--:c:.•.. -'---'---'--'---'--------~~~-----'_'_l
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Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? .Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

DE J4;1 C~I
ActionlProject Priority:

uP- &!:Ie./o. Ff)

PjJ

Al){cwtY ks

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H,M,L)

7

I .1,

TimeJine for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

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

) 'jl--tVv

-:----:---------~

5f£ P11l I ff£P1h, Jt~ ~
Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

Continued
For COl1tinuing actions only, indicate tl1yreport Oll progress. If the aCtion is
110t started, indicate any barriers encountered to initiate the action. If the
action is in progress, indicate the activity that has occurred to date.

r=5=~:=2'S:-:'---'-'SS~~+~=-=::':--'-----:------:---:--:7'"--~···----~~---------~-----i

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title: Establish a records management and
data backup systems for jurisdictions.
• Action ID: 3.3

I STAPLEE Criteria

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

Score
I

3

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?

3
3

I
!

3

L: Is there Legal authority to
implement?

3

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

-3

I E: Will the project have either a
, neutral or positive impact on the
I natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 ifneutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
' protected?

3

:3

Could it be implemented quickly?

?:>

STAPLEE Score

I Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria
Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?
Will the implemented action result
in a reduction of disaster damages?
I Mitigation Effectiveness Score

I Evaluation Rating
Assign from 5-10 points based on
the likelihood that lives would be
, saved.
! Assign from 5-10 points based on
the relative reduction of disaster
damages.

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

ID

la

I

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: AHigh (30+ points)

Score

DMedium,(25-29 points)

Y7
DLow (less than 25 points)

~C1U1~ H~alJ-

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

Benefits:

Improved public safety during hazard events.

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

ActionlProject Priority:

Include the STAPLEE score and Priority (H, M, L)

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

Potential Fund Sources:

sources that may be used to pay for the implementation

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

For Continuing actions only, indiCate the report on progress . .lfthe 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.

Jurisdiction: City Buffalo

I Action Title: Support development of redundancy
plans for utility and telecommunication service
providers in the county.
Action ID: 3.4
STAPLEE Criteria

!

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

Score

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?
I P: Is it Politically acceptable?

.3
J

~

L: Is there Legal authority to
implement?

3

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

:5

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 if neutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?
Could it be implemented quickly?

~

3
L

STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

Assign from 5~ I 0 points based on
the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Assign from 5~ I 0 points based on
the relative reduction of disaster
damages.

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

Score

lb

!l)

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level:

~High (30+ points)

Completed by (name/title/phone #):

DMedium

(25~29 points)

DLow (less than 25 points)

~klkll-5tO.th ~

This can be

Benefits:

Responsible
OrganizationlDepartment:
ActionlProject Priority:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be speCific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

DFcM

and Priority (H, M, L)

Timeline for Completion:

Potential Fund Sources:

specific funding sources that may. be used to pay for the implementation
9f the action.

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

For Continuing actions only, indicate the.report on progress. Ifthe 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.

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title: Utilize and enhance the county-wide
multi-jurisdictional GIS system .
• Action ID: 3.5
STAPLEE Criteria

. S: Is it Socially acceptable?
T: Is it Technically feasible and
potentially successful?
A: Does the jurisdiction have the
I administrative capacity to execute
this action?
i P: Is it Politically acceptable?
L: Is there Legal authority to
implement?

I

Evaluation Rating
Defmitely YES = 3
MaybeYES=2
Probably NO 1
Definitely NO = 0

3

i

d

0

i

~

E: Is it Economically beneficial?

t
d

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 ifneutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

3

Could it be implemented quickly?

Score

f/J
1

STAPLEE Score
Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

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

Score
i

S

i

'7

Mitigation Effectiveness Score

..

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: DHigh (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

~edium (25-29 points)

DtVlbVj

DLow (less than 25 points)

I Ai\: \ "J1 s .:n 0I

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

~~n~-C
Benefits:

Improved public safety during hazard events.

Responsible
Organization/Department:

i

Action/Project Priority:

Timeline for Completion:

How many months/years to complete.

~[f\-~
Potential Fund Sources:

specific funding sources that may be
of the action.

~b

to pay for the implementation

f1~--v,

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

For Continuing actions only,
()n progress. Ifthe action is
not started, indicate any. barriers .encountered tolliitiate the action.. If the
action is in progress, indicate the activity that has occurred to date.

Jurisdiction: City of Buffalo
Action Title: Ensure communication channels and

cooperation with surrounding jurisdictions.
Action ID: 3.6
STAPLEE Criteria

I

J
Score

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

i

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?
P: Is it Politically acceptable?

3
:3
3

. L: Is there Legal authority to
I implement?
E: Is it Economically beneficial?

3

E: Will the project have either a
neutral or positive impact on the
natural environment? (score a 3 if
positive impact, 2 ifneutral impact)
Will historic structures be saved or
protected?

3
3
3

Could it be implemented quickly?
STAPLEE Score

..

...

Mitigation Effectiveness Criteria

Evaluation Rating

Will the implemented action result
in lives saved?

Assign from 5-10 points based on
the likelihood that lives would be
saved.
Assign from 5-10 points based on
the relative reduction of disaster
dama es.

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

Total Score (STAPLEE Score + Mitigation Effectiveness Score):
Priority Level: 'RHigh (30+ points)
Completed by (name/title/phone #):

!

Score

ID

Estimated Cost:

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

Benefits:

Improved public safety during hazard events.

Responsible
Organization/Department:

Which organization will be responsible for tracking this action? Be specific
to include the specific department or position within a department.

ActionlProject Priority:

Include the

Timeline for Completion:

Potential Fund Sources:

Spe~CIIIC

funding sources that may be used to pay for the implementation

of the action.

Local Planning Mechanisms to
be Used in Implementation, if

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.

