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COMMISSIONER


Nassau County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Planning Project

Nassau County Hazard Mitigation Planning Group Meeting #4
August 15, 2006

Levittown Hall, 201 Levittown Parkway, Hicksville NY

11:00 am to 1:00 pm

MINUTES

Attending:
	Name
	Affiliation
	Address
	Phone
	Fax
	e-mail

	Scott Hislop
	Flower Hill
	1 Bonnie Heights Rd.
Manhasset, NY
	516-869-1350
	 
	hislop@optonline.net

	Dave O'Brien
	Garden City
	351 Stewart Ave.
Garden City, NY
	516-465-4027
	 
	dobrien@gardencityny.net

	Gerry Castro
	Lawrence
	196 Central Ave.
	516-239-4600
	 
	gcastro@villageoflawrence.org

	Matt Arnold
	NYS DOT
	250 Vets Memorial Highway
IT Suite 515
Hauppauge, NY
	631-952-6673
	
	marnold@dot.state.ny.us

	Andy Silverman
	East Hills
	209 Harbor Hill Rd.
	516-621-5600
	 
	asilverman@villageofeasthills.org

	Seth Lublin
	Oyster Bay Cove
	Berry Hill Rd./Rte. 25A
	516-922-6363
	 
	sgl63@optonline.net

	Jonathan Lesman
	NC DPW
	1194 Prospect Ave.
Westbury, NY
	516-571-9634
	 
	jlesman@nassaucountyny.gov

	Bill Babcock
	Merrick FD
	P.O. Box 235
Merrick, NY
	516-223-1501
	 
	Bi17sm@aol.com

	Andrew Ward
	Seaford UFSD
	1600 Washington Ave.
Seaford, NY
	516-592-4017
	 
	award@seaford.k12.ny.us

	Thomas J. Mylod
	Bellerose
	10 Massachusetts Blvd.
Bellerose, NY
	516-328-1219
	 
	mylodt@optonline.net

	Charles Comer
	Baxter Estates
	2 Harbor Rd.
Port Washington, NY 11050
	516-767-0096
	 
	staff@baxterestates.org

	Alvin Solomon
	Plandome Heights
Trustee
	 
	516-627-9661
	516-627-1393
	alvsol@aol.com

	Jon Klein
	Town of Oyster Bay
	54 Audry Ave.
Oyster Bay, NY 11771
	516-624-6180
	516-624-6139
	jklein@oysterbay-ny.gov

	Alex Moschos
	Port Washington North
	 
	516-238-4013
	 
	amoschos@aol.com

	Donna Plante
	Town of North Hempstead
	285 Denton Ave.
New Hyde Park, NY 11040
	516-739-6719
	516-739-6717
	planted@northhempstead.com

	Peggy Caltabiano
	Massapequa Park
	151 Front St.
Massapequa Park, NY 11762
	516-798-0244
	516-798-6106
	villadmin@masspk.com

	Alphonse P. Guardino
	LIPA/KeySpan
	131 Hoffman Ln.
Islandia, NY 
	631-436-4238
	631-342-1159
	agaurdino@keyspanenergy.com

	Terry Winters
	NC OEM
	100 Carman Ave.
East Meadow, NY 11554
	516-573-0636
	516-573-0673
	twinters@nassaucountyny.gov

	Anna Foley
	URS Corp.
	201 Willowbrook Blvd. Box 290
Wayne, NJ 07474
	973-785-0700 X 449
	973-812-0985
	anna_foley@urscorp.com

	Judy Fischer
	OMNI Consulting
	P.O. Box 496
Port Jefferson, NY 11777-0496
	631-473-4826
	631-473-5160
	jefischer@aol.com


The Planning Group of the Nassau County Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan met Tuesday, August 15, 2006 at 11:00 am at the Levittown Hall in Hicksville. The purpose of the meeting was to present an overview of the planning process and a summary of the Draft Plan.  The Draft Plan is currently under review by the New York State Emergency Management Office (NYSEMO) and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  In addition to the plan participants, members of the public were invited to the meeting. 
A legal notice announcing the meeting and inviting members of the public to attend was published in Newsday, Monday, August 7, 2006.  In addition, a press release was sent to all local newspapers in Nassau County.  Nevertheless, no members of the public were present at the meeting.
Mr. Terry Winters of the Nassau County Office of Emergency Management introduced the meeting and mentioned briefly that the process is still ongoing but very near to completion:
· The Plan is in Draft form and is posted in the document repositories and on the web site; comments should be submitted to Terry Winters.
·  SEMO has completed its review of the draft, and provided comments back to NCOEM.  Comments have been incorporated, and revisions have been submitted to NYSEMO (revisions also posted in document repositories and on the web site). The Draft is now ready to go to FEMA.

· We expect to have the plan in Final form by mid-October, based on Nassau County’s grant timelines.
Ms. Anna Foley of URS Corp. then reviewed the project and presented an overview of the Draft Plan.  This was followed by a question and answer session.

· The plan was developed because Nassau County is impacted by many natural hazards such has hurricanes, ice storms, coastal erosion, and wind.

· The purpose of the plan is to enable municipalities to reduce the impacts of natural hazards through mitigation.  This means identifying those things municipalities can do now to reduce the susceptibility of their communities in the future.  For example, mitigation measures could include raising structures, putting hurricane clips on rooftops, improving the drainage to reduce flooding at key intersections.

· Once the plan is in place, participating municipalities will be eligible to apply for FEMA funding to undertake hazard mitigation projects. 

· Under the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2000), participation and adoption of the plan at the local level must occur for the plan to be accepted by FEMA.

· The plan is in draft form.  It has been reviewed by SEMO, their comments have been incorporated, and revised sections have been posted on the web site and in the document repositories. The revised draft is ready to go to FEMA for review.

· Ms. Foley also discussed: 

· The plan development process.

· Who participated in the planning process.

· The roles of the participants and the consultant.

· How significant hazards were identified.

· The mitigation goals. 

· The types of actions evaluated for the plan.

· The methodology used to prioritize potential hazards.

· This meeting was part of the draft plan review cycle, and attendees were invited to comment on features of the plan, ask questions, and submit their comments in writing to Terry Winters following the meeting.

· Under the review cycle, all comments will be collected and sent to NCOEMA2000)igation County'.





































































































.  Once FEMA has commented, their comments will be addressed by the consultant  in conjunction with other comments received from participating jurisdictions and the public and other stakeholders (under the guidance of NCOEM) and a final plan will be prepared. Participating jurisdictions will adopt the final – not the draft version.  Emails will be distributed regarding progress.
· Throughout the process, public outreach has played an important part.  

· Participants and interested parties have received e-mail or fax notices of meetings, minutes and announcements the availability of information.

· Legal notices were placed in Newsday to announce the project commencement and this meeting to review the draft plan.

· Document repositories were established in nine locations throughout Nassau County where hard copies of the relevant documents may be studied by the public.

· The Nassau OEM developed a website containing all planning reports and documents, such as meeting minutes, handouts, etc., and important links.

· Press releases were sent to local media to announce important milestones.

· A fact sheet introduced the planning process to the participants. This fact sheet was also used by participants in various ways to conduct outreach to the public and other stakeholders within their individual jurisdictions.
· The implementation strategies were developed from forms submitted by Planning Group participants at the June meeting.  The strategies are listed per municipality, and participants can request electronic copies of their original forms (PDF format) from Anna Foley(anna_foley@urscorp.com).
· Any additional comments should be submitted to Mr. Winters.
· Plan maintenance is an important part of the process.

· The plan is a living document that must be reviewed and updated if municipalities are to succeed in mitigating hazards.

· The maintenance occurs within a five-year cycle to assess the effectiveness and status of the plan within participating municipalities.

· Reflect any changes that may affect mitigation priorities.

· Prepare annual work progress monitoring reports.

· Hold annual plan evaluation meetings.

· Update the plan appraisal at the 3.5 year point in each five-year cycle.

· Continue public outreach.

Questions and Answers

Q1
Are there sample resolutions for adoption by localities?

A1
(Anna)  We sent some out last fall.  They are also in the front portion of the Draft Plan (see web site “meetings” tab for the 11/14, 11/17, and 11/28 meetings, and pages ii and iii of the draft under the “draft plan” tab).
Q2
The draft plan is long, so it may take a long time for our lawyers to review.

Q3
Once the resolution is adopted, who should receive it?
A3
(Anna)  Send it to Terry Winters at the Nassau OEM.

Q4
What is the timetable for the FEMA review?

A4
(Anna)  FEMA has, I believe, either 45 days or 60 days to review the plan (off the top of my head, I’m not sure which).  It can be a little less or a little longer, but will probably take from one month to two months.

Q5
When will the plan go to FEMA?

A5
(Terry)  It will go to FEMA very soon.  We will talk to SEMO tomorrow because we have to give the green light to them to submit the version they have now.

Q6
(Matt Arnold, NYS DOT)  Are there any conflicts between the local, state and federal requirements?

A6
(Anna)  For flooding, requirements get stronger as you go down the levels of government.  The regulations at the local level are only permitted to be stronger rather than weaker than either federal or state regulations.  However, we didn’t do a cross check of all regulations across the various levels of government; the capability assessment was limited to identifying what was in place. For local jurisdictions, we summarized the information from those jurisdictions who submitted the capability assessment questionnaire. For state capabilities, we summarized what was presented in the State mitigation plan. And for Federal capabilities, we looked at the State plan in conjunction with other documents which summarize federal programs.
Q7
Each year, our village sends out notices reminding people to trim their trees.  Does that count as a mitigation measure? 

A7
(Anna)  You can incorporate hazard mitigation items into what your municipality does on an everyday basis. So something like this is an ideal opportunity to integrate the two. It would help if you included in the letter some reference to how tree trimming may mitigate some hazards, e.g. wind or ice.  
Q8
When this is all approved and the political subdivisions have adopted the plan, can we have a final copy?

A8
(Terry)  We will have CD’s and a few hard copies that we can give out.  If you need one, we will get one to you, but you can download the plan from the website and burn it on to a CD and/or print as-needed.

Q9
This involved the issue of tidal flooding and nor’easters.

(Jon Klein, Town of Oyster Bay)  On the risk assessment, I don’t see nor’easters and tidal flooding.  Considerable discussion followed this question.  Anna answered that nor’easters are events and not a hazard on their own; that is, they are events with the associated hazards of high winds, coastal erosion, flooding. The hazards are addressed in detail in the plan, and there is separate section which speaks to the events of winter storms and ice storms (which includes a discussion of nor’easters).For tidal flooding, Anna answered that this is coastal flooding, which is addressed in the plan, and that tidal flooding which occurs perhaps once per year is coastal flooding at something less than the one year frequency.  Mapping is available for the 100 year frequency events, so that was the focus of the analyses.
Jon responded that the plan needs more information for nor’easters and tidal flooding because they do so much damage to the south shore.  You do not have to have a storm to have tidal flooding.

Part of the problem, Anna said, is that tidal events causing small scale flooding occur on the order of one year frequency or less, and that mapping is not readily available for flooding at such a low frequency. There is no information ready to be in a GIS analysis for one year frequency or less.  Nevertheless, the section on winter storms and ice storms talks about historic damages, with additional information in the respective flood/wind/erosion sections.
Q10
(Jon)  Where are the maps in the report.

A10
(Anna)  They are incorporated throughout the report.

Q11
(Matt)  When the report identifies co-assets, it is important to list transportation systems and evacuation routes.  DOT is also supporting alternative routes.

Q11
(Terry)  Does that mean we will be looking at funding to mitigate evacuation routes?

A11
(Matt)  We will seek federal funding to relieve flooding at the northbound intersection.  We need to look at LIPA and KeySpan utilities, and we need to talk about the geographics of population.
A11
(Terry)  Please send an e-mail to me and Anna about these issues.

Q12
If a participant has identified a hazard in the plan, can the jurisdiction apply for mitigation funds?  If it is not in the plan, must you then change the plan?

A12
(Anna) The hazard must be identified in the plan; if it’s not, and a jurisdiction wished to seek mitigation project funds for it, the plan should be updated to include that hazard. The project should also be in the mitigation strategy.
Q13
Can a local jurisdiction add an addendum?

A13
(Terry) Yes, but only during the maintenance cycle.

Q14
What about individual municipal plans?

A14
(Terry)  This entire plan is submitted for review to SEMO and FEMA. If a jurisdiction has participated and adopts this plan, they won’t have or need a separate individual municipal mitigation plan (“single-jurisdiction plan”).  
Q15
Is there time for any other comments?

A15
(Terry)  The draft plan is going ahead as it is now, but we will still have a small window to come up quickly with any additional comments. Comments from the public and other stakeholders and participating jurisdictions are being collected now, while the plan is in the NYSEMO/FEMA review cycle. We’ve had to incorporate NYSEMO comments in order for the plan to be able to be forwarded to FEMA. We will do one set of revisions to create the Final; these revisions will incorporate FEMA’s comments, along with those received from participating jurisdictions, the  public and other stakeholders. 
Next Steps
· We will get the minutes out to the participants.
· Additional comments should be submitted quickly to Terry.

· We will distribute an email when FEMA comments have been received.
· The next meeting will be after the Final has been prepared, to answer questions on the Final and its adoption.
