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APPENDIX A 

This Appendix provides a copy of the FEMA Region III, Local Hazard Mitigation Plan Review Crosswalk.  
This crosswalk documents which sections of the Plan contain the FEMA hazard mitigation planning 
requirements.   
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APPENDIX B 

This Appendix provides copies of the resolutions of adoption for this plan, as well as the final approval 
letter from FEMA Region III.   
 





















RESOLUTION

HAMPTON ROADS HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN ADOPTION

WHEREAS, James City County Fire Department is seeking the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) approval of a Hazard Mitigation Plan that recognizes the threat that natural
hazards pose to people and property within our community; and

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

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

WHEREAS, James City County Fire Department fully participated in the FEMA-prescribed mitigation
planning process to prepare this Hazard Mitigation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Virginia Department ofEmergency Management and Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Region ifi officials have reviewed the “2017 Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation
Plan Update” and approved it contingent upon the official adoption of the participating
governments and entities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors ofJames City County, Virginia,
hereby adopts the “2017 Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan” as an official plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the James City County Fire Department will submit this Adoption
Resolution to the Virginia Department ofEmergency Management and Federal Emergency
Management Agency, Region ifi officials to enable the Plan’s final approval.

Kevm D. Omzuk
Chairman, Board of Supervisors

VOTES
ATTEST: AYE NAY ABSTAIN

MCGLENNON V
SADLER

\ l’V11J HIPPLE
ByJ.Wii’\ LARSON
Cl k o the Board OMZUK

Adopted by the Board of Supervisors of James City County, Virginia, this 14th day of
March, 2017.

HRMitigatioriPln-res

TFellows
Certification













































 
 
 
 
 
 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY, VIRGINIA 

 
RESOLUTION 0117-12  

  

At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia, held in the 
Southampton County Office Center, Board of Supervisors’ Meeting Room, 26022 
Administration Center Drive, Courtland, Virginia on Monday, January 23, 2017 at 6:00 p.m.  
 
 
PRESENT 
The Honorable Dallas O. Jones, Chairman 
The Honorable Ronald M. West, Vice Chairman 
The Honorable R. Randolph Cook 
The Honorable Alan W. Edwards 
The Honorable Carl J. Faison 
The Honorable S. Bruce Phillips 
The Honorable Barry T. Porter 
 
IN RE:   2017 HAMPTON ROADS HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN UPDATE  
 
 
Motion by Supervisor West: 
 
 WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of Southampton County, Virginia recognizes the 
threat that natural hazards pose to people and property within our community; and 
  
 WHEREAS, undertaking hazard mitigation actions will reduce the potential for harm to 
people and property from future hazard occurrences; and 
  
 WHEREAS, an adopted Hazard Mitigation Plan is required as a condition of future funding 
for mitigation projects under multiple FEMA pre- and post-disaster mitigation grant programs; 
and 
  
 WHEREAS, Southampton County fully participated in the FEMA-prescribed mitigation 
planning process to prepare this Hazard Mitigation Plan; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Virginia Department of Emergency Management and Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Region III officials have reviewed the “2017 Hampton Roads Hazard 
Mitigation Plan Update” and approved it contingent upon this official adoption of the 



Resolution 0117-12 
January 23, 2017 
Page 2 
 
 
participating governments and entities;  
  
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of Southampton 
County, Virginia hereby adopts the “2017 Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan” as its 
official plan; and 
  
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the County Administrator is hereby authorized and 
directed to submit this Adoption Resolution to the Virginia Department of Emergency 
Management and Federal Emergency Management Agency, Region III officials to enable the 
Plan’s final approval.  
  
Adopted this 23rd day of January, 2017. 
  
Seconded by Supervisor Edwards. 
 
VOTING ON THE ITEM: YES – The Honorable Dallas O. Jones, Chairman 
     The Honorable Ronald M. West, Vice Chairman 
     The Honorable R. Randolph Cook 
     The Honorable Alan W. Edwards 
     The Honorable Carl J. Faison 
     The Honorable S. Bruce Phillips 
     The Honorable Barry T. Porter 
  
        NO – None 
    
 
A COPY TESTE: 
 
 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Michael W. Johnson, County Administrator/ 
Clerk, Southampton County Board of Supervisors  















Resolution # ---

Adopting the 2017 Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan Update

Whereas, the Town Council of the Town of Courtland, Virginia recognizes the threat that
natural hazards pose to people and property within our community; and

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

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

Whereas, the Town of Courtland participated in the FEMA-prescribed mitigation
planning process to prepare this Hazard Mitigation Plan; and

Whereas, the Virginia Department of Emergency Management and Federal Emergency
Management Agency, Region III officials have reviewed the "2017 Hampton Roads
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update" and approved it contingent upon this official adoption
of the participating governments and entities; .

Now, therefore, be it resolved, that the Town Council of the Town of Courtland adopts
the "2017 Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan" as an official plan; and

Be it further resolved, the Town of Courtland will submit this Adoption Resolution to the
Virginia Department of Emergency Management and Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Region III officials to enable the Plan's final approval.

. Passed: !:J,cflfJC'Ilif, 2(}17 (date)

~~
Certifying Official
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Alan P. Krasnoff, Mayor 
City of Chesapeake 
306 Cedar Road 
Chesapeake, Virginia 23322 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Krasnoff: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Edmund E. Elliott, Fire Chief 

Municipality: City of Chesapeake, VA   
Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 24, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
City of Chesapeake, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.



  

www.fema.gov 
 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Region III 
One Independence Mall, Sixth Floor 
615 Chestnut Street 
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable W. Eugene Hunt, Mayor 
City of Poquoson  
500 City Hall Avenue 
Poquoson, Virginia 23662 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Hunt: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Michael D. Bryant, Poquoson City Deputy Fire Chief  

Municipality: City of Poquoson, VA   
Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 27, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
City of Poquoson, VA 
Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Region III 
One Independence Mall, Sixth Floor 
615 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-4404 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
May 4, 2017 

 
 
The Honorable Richard Edwards, Mayor 
Town of Boykins  
18206 Virginia Avenue 
Boykins, Virginia 23827 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Edwards: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 J.B. Stutts, Emergency Management Coordinator for Southampton County 

Municipality: Town of Boykins   
County, State: Southampton, VA 

Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 14, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Town of Boykins, VA 
Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
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One Independence Mall, Sixth Floor 
615 Chestnut Street 

 
 
 

May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Harold Futrell, Mayor 
Town of Branchville  
Town of Branchville 
Branchville, Virginia 23828 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Futrell: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 J.B. Stutts, Emergency Management Coordinator

Municipality: Town of Branchville   
County, State: Southampton, VA 

Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 20, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Town of Branchville, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Region III 
One Independence Mall, Sixth Floor 
615 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-4404 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable W. Nick Kitchen, Mayor 
Town of Capron 
City of Chesapeake, Municipal Center 
306 Cedar Road 
Chesapeake, Virginia 23322 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Kitchen: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 J.B. Stutts, Emergency Management Coordinator

Municipality: Town of Capron   
County, State: Southampton, VA 

Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: March 6, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Town of Capron, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Region III 
One Independence Mall, Sixth Floor 
615 Chestnut Street 
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Danny Williams, Mayor 
Town of Courtland 
PO Box 39 
Courtland, Virginia 23837 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Williams: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 J.B. Stutts, Emergency Management Coordinator

Municipality: Town of Courtland   
County, State: Southampton, VA 

Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 14, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Town of Courtland, VA 
Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Frank Rabil, Mayor 
City of Franklin 
207 W. 2nd Ave. 
Franklin, Virginia 23851 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Rabil: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Vince Holt, Fire Chief

Municipality: City of Franklin, VA   
Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 27, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
 City of Franklin, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Donnie Tuck, Mayor 
City of Hampton  
22 Lincoln Street 
Hampton, Virginia 23669 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Tuck: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Hui-Shan Walker, Emergency Management Coordinator

Municipality: City of Hampton, VA   
Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 22, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
 City of Hampton, VA 
Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
Rex Alphin, Chairman 
Isle of Wight County 
26196 River Run Trail 
Zuni, Virginia 23898 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Chairman Alphin: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Jeff Terwilliger, Chief of Emergency Services for Isle of Wight County

Municipality: Isle of Wight County, VA   
Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 16, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: March 28, 2022   

 



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Isle of Wight County, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Sandra Vick, Mayor 
Town of Ivor  
8430 Bell Avenue 
Ivor, Virginia 23866 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Vick: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 J.B. Stutts, Emergency Management Coordinator

Municipality: Town of Ivor   
County, State: Southampton, VA 

Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 13, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Town of Ivor, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
Kevin Onizuk, Chairman 
James City County 
James City County Government Center 
101 Mounts Bay Road 
Williamsburg, Virginia 23185 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Chairman Onizuk: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Sara Ruch, James City County Emergency Management 

Municipality: James City County, VA 
Planning District: Hampton Roads 

Adoption Date: March 14, 2017   
Date Approved: May 1, 2017   

Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
James City County, VA 
Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable McKinley Price, Mayor 
City of Newport News  
2400 Washington Avenue 
Newport News, Virginia 23607 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Price: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 George T. Glazner, Newport News Deputy Coordinator

Municipality: City of Newport News, VA 
Planning District: Hampton Roads 

Adoption Date: January 10, 2017   
Date Approved: May 1, 2017   

Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   
 



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
City of Newport News, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.



  

www.fema.gov 
 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Region III 
One Independence Mall, Sixth Floor 
615 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-4404 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Harvey Porter, Mayor 
Town of Newsoms 
29056 Everett Street 
Newsoms, Virginia 23874 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Porter: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 J.B. Stutts, Emergency Management Coordinator

Municipality: Town of Newsoms   
County, State: Southampton, VA 

Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: March 6, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Town of Newsoms, VA 
Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Kenneth Cooper Alexander, 
Mayor 
City of Norfolk 
810 Union Street 
Norfolk, Virginia 23510 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Alexander: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Jim Redick, City of Norfolk Emergency Management  

Municipality: City of Norfolk, VA 
Planning District: Hampton Roads 

Adoption Date: March 28, 2017   
Date Approved: May 1, 2017   

Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   
 



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
 City of Norfolk, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable John Rowe Jr., Mayor 
City of Portsmouth  
P. O. Box 820 
Portsmouth, Virginia 23705 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Rowe: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Justin Arnold, City of Portsmouth Emergency Management 

Municipality: City of Portsmouth, VA 
Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 28, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   

 



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
 City of Portsmouth, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
Dallas Jones, Chairman 
Southampton County 
26022 Administration Center Drive 
Courtland, Virginia 23837 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Chairman Jones: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 J.B. Stutts, Emergency Management Coordinator

Municipality: Southampton County, VA 
Planning District: Hampton Roads 

Adoption Date: January 23, 2017   
Date Approved: May 1, 2017   

Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   
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Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Southampton County, VA 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable T. Carter Williams, Mayor 
Town of Smithfield  
PO Box 246 
Smithfield, Virginia 23431 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Williams: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Jeff Terwilliger, Chief of Emergency Services for Isle of Wight County

Municipality: Town of Smithfield   
County, State: Isle of Wight, VA 

Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 7, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   
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Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Town of Smithfield, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Linda T. Johnson, Mayor 
City of Suffolk 
442 West Washington Street 
Suffolk, Virginia 23434 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Johnson: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Richard Stephens, Deputy Coordinator

Municipality: City of Suffolk, VA 
Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: February 15, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   

 



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable William Sessoms, Mayor 
City of Virginia Beach 
2401 Courthouse Drive 
Virginia Beach, Virginia 23456 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Sessoms: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Stephen Williams, Director of Emergency Communications & Citizen Services

Municipality: City of Virginia Beach, VA 
Planning District: Hampton Roads 

Adoption Date: February 7, 2017   
Date Approved: May 1, 2017   

Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   
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Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
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1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.



  

www.fema.gov 
 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Region III 
One Independence Mall, Sixth Floor 
615 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-4404 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Paul T. Freiling, Mayor 
Williamsburg City Municipal Building 
401 Lafayette Street 
Williamsburg, Virginia 23185 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Freiling: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 William P. Dent, City of Williamsburg Department of Emergency Management

Municipality: City of Williamsburg, VA 
Planning District: Hampton Roads 

Adoption Date: January 12, 2017   
Date Approved: May 1, 2017   

Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   
 



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
 City of Williamsburg, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
  

Page 1 of 1  
 

1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
The Honorable Carita Richardson, Mayor 
Town of Windsor 
8 East Windsor Boulevard 
Windsor, Virginia 23487 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Mayor Richardson: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Jeff Terwilliger, Chief of Emergency Services for Isle of Wight County

Municipality: Town of Windsor   
County, State: Isle of Wight, VA 

Planning District: Hampton Roads 
Adoption Date: April 25, 2017   

Date Approved: May 1, 2017   
Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
Town of Windsor, VA 
Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 

  

Page 1 of 1  
 

1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness 
of the plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide 
additional information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction 

participated in the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what 
they provided for the updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be 
kept as an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have 

taken place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that 
celebrates the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would 

like to implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific 
information on structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be 
considered public information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs 

to be included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to 
determine how this all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning 
mechanism and how the comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard 
Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP 

is managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new 
construction is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in 
mapping issues and how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance 
with the latest floodplain ordinance.
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May 4, 2017 
 
 
Sheila Noll, Chairman 
York County 
224 Ballard Street 
Yorktown, Virginia 23690 
    
Re: Hazard Mitigation Plan Approval 
  
Dear Chairman Noll: 
    
The Hazard Mitigation Plan for your community has been approved by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  Your community is now eligible to apply for federal disaster 
assistance until the plan expires. 
 
The plan was reviewed and approved based on the criteria contained in 44 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 201, as authorized by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA2K).  These 
criteria address the planning process, risk assessment (including hazard identification), 
mitigation strategy and plan maintenance process requirements. Enclosed is a list of specific 
recommendations for improving the plan. FEMA encourages communities to improve and 
update their plans as well as take mitigation actions by implementing strategies within the plan.  
Some resources to assist you include: 
 

Mitigation Ideas: A Resource for Reducing Risk to Natural Hazards 
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=6938 
 
Integrating Hazard Mitigation Into Local Planning: Case Studies and Tools for 
Community Officials http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=7130 

 
If you have questions, please contact Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, at (804) 
897-9766. I commend you for your dedication demonstrated in preparing and adopting a strategy 
to reduce future disaster losses. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Eugene K. Gruber, P.E. 
Director, Mitigation Division 

Enclosure 
cc: Robbie Coates, State Hazard Mitigation Officer 
 Stephen P. Kopczynski, York County Department of Emergency Management 

Municipality: York County, VA 
Planning District: Hampton Roads 

Adoption Date: March 21, 2017   
Date Approved: May 1, 2017   

Expiration Date: April 30, 2022   
 



 Recommendations for Future Improvements 
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

for 
York County, VA 

Plan Approval Date: 5/1/2017 
 

www.fema.gov 
 

1. The committee should consider the use of social media sources to promote public awareness of the 
plan, and seek public comments through these media sources.   

 
2. The planning committee should be increased to include other community organizations and 

interest such as watershed organizations, business owners, and other entities to provide additional 
information when the plan is updated next.  

   
3. The lead for the updated plan should attempt to gain more participation from the many 

stakeholders involved in the planning process.  More specifically, attendance by jurisdictions 
should be improved at committee meetings.  

 
4. The planning team needs to provide specific information on how each jurisdiction participated in 

the updating of the plan, as well as providing specific information on what they provided for the 
updated plan. 

 
5. The updated plan should include any documentation of the committee meetings that occurred 

during the five years of the plan.  
 
6. The updated plan should include any data developed in the five years since the plan was last 

updated.  Information could include lowest floor elevation of vulnerable structures, and other 
information that could be used in mitigation grant applications.  This information could be kept as 
an appendix to the plan.  

 
7. The updated plan needs to clearly document the status of any mitigation actions that have taken 

place during the five years of the plan. The committee should consider a narrative that celebrates 
the success of mitigation in the community.  

 
8. The updated plan should include information on specific projects that the jurisdiction would like to 

implement. This information could be placed in an appendix that includes specific information on 
structures.  Due to its sensitive nature, this information would not be considered public 
information, but would be provided to the State and Federal governments. 

 
9. When the plan is updated next, a better integration with existing planning mechanisms needs to be 

included.  For example, the County comprehensive plan should be analyzed to determine how this 
all hazard Mitigation Plan can be incorporated into that existing planning mechanism and how the 
comprehensive plan can be incorporated into the local hazard Mitigation Plan.  

 
10. In the next plan update, the plan should include more in-depth information on how the NFIP is 

managed in each of the jurisdictions.  Examples could include: process to ensure new construction 
is compliant with the local floodplain ordinances; how residents are assisted in mapping issues and 
how substantially damaged structures are managed to ensure compliance with the latest floodplain 
ordinance.
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APPENDIX C: HMPC MEETINGS 

 
 
This section of the Plan includes the Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee and Public Meeting 
advertisements, minutes, notes, attendance sheets and photographs collected during the process of 
updating this Plan. 

  



 

SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES 
PHONE/CORRESPONDENCE LOG 
 
Note:  This log does not include email correspondence as that is documented elsewhere in this appendix.  
It is intended only to show special actions taken to correspond with town staff and elected officials who 
had not responded to emails and whose participation was necessary in the planning process. 
 

Community Date Contact & Correspondence Type Notes 

Courtland 9/24/15 Letter to Mayor Danny Williams 
Letter outlined planning process 
and dates of upcoming meetings 

Newsoms 9/24/15 Letter to Mayor Harvey Porter 
Letter outlined planning process 
and dates of upcoming meetings 

Courtland 7/21/16 
Left message at Town Hall; received 
phone call from Vice Mayor Stan 
Piersa 

Lengthy discussion of planning 
process, current status and need 
for his review.  He had reviewed 
plan and all public input and 
determined that he had no 
comments on the plan. 

Branchville 7/21/16 Left message for Mayor Casper  

Newsoms 7/21/16 Left message with Ruth in Town Hall  

Boykins 7/22/16 Spoke with Pat, Town Clerk. 
She indicated Vice Mayor Beatty 
would return call and/or followup 
the following week. 

Boykins 7/25/16 Spoke with Mayor Edwards. 

He indicated that he has had 
health problems and has not been 
involved.  Indicated Vice Mayor 
Beatty would followup. 

Boykins 9/26/16 
Spoke with Pat, Town Clerk, and then 
called Vice Mayor Linda Beatty 

Outlined planning process.  She 
indicated that she had been 
getting emails and following the 
process and reviewing 
documents.  Requested email 
with the specific pages outlining 
Boykins mitigation actions for their 
review.  Emailed out same day. 

Ivor 9/26/16 Spoke with Jennifer, Town Clerk. 

Outlined planning process.  She 
indicated that she had been 
getting emails and following the 
process and reviewing 
documents.  Requested a hard 
copy of the document be sent to 



 

the Town Hall when it’s ready for 
adoption. 

Capron 9/26/16 
Mayor Nick Kitchen returned 
voicemail. 

Outlined planning process.  They 
will review and adopt it.  Received 
email from Mayor 10/4/16 
indicating no recommendations 
for changes. 

Branchville 9/26/16 
Spoke with Town Clerk, Kayre 
Harrup.   

They had been getting emails and 
were aware of process.  Town 
has a new mayor as of Jan 2016, 
Mayor Jonathan Casper.  Called 
his cell phone and left detailed 
message outlining planning 
process, requesting comments. 

Courtland 9/26/16 
Left message for Vice Mayor Stan 
Piersa 

Requested any additional 
feedback on latest round of public 
comments and told him about 
Feedback Forum. 

Newsoms 9/26/16 

Spoke with Ruth in Town Hall.  She 
provided new Mayor’s cell phone 
number.  Left message with Mayor 
Vanless Whirl and he called back. 

Discussed planning process, 
invited him to Feedback Forum, 
requested his input.  He attended 
Feedback Forum and we 
discussed NFIP participation and 
other drainage issues the town 
has. 

 
 
  
 



Notice of Public Meetings   
Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan Update

ATTENTION CITIZENS OF:
The Cities of Chesapeake, Franklin, Hampton,  

Newport News, Norfolk, Portsmouth, Poquoson, Suffolk, 
Virginia Beach, and Williamsburg. 

The Counties of Isle of Wight, James City, Southampton, 
and York.

The incorporated Towns of Boykins, Branchville, Capron, 
Courtland, Ivor, Newsoms, Smithfield and Windsor.

Location: Hampton
Date: Thursday, February 26, 2015 
Time: 6:30pm
Where: Sandy Bottom Nature Park

1255 Big Bethel Road
Hampton, VA 23666

Location: Smithfield
Date: Monday, March 2, 2015
Time: 6:30pm
Where: The Smithfield Center

220 North Church Street
Smithfield, VA 23430

Location: Norfolk
Date: Tuesday, March 3, 2015
Time: 6:30pm
Where: The Slover Public Library

235 East Plume Street
Norfolk, VA 23510

(for parking validation, you must park in City’s Main Street Garage)

The HRPDC will strive to provide reasonable accommodations and services for persons who require 
special assistance to participate in this public involvement opportunity. Contact Dawn Brantley, Regional 

Inclusive Emergency Planner at (757) 420-8300 for more information.

Share your local knowledge and thoughts on the  
Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan Update Process at any of 

these convenient meeting locations.

For More Information Visit:  
http://www.hrpdcva.gov/departments/emergency-management/hampton-roads-hazard-mitigation-plan/
 
Or Contact: HRPDC Emergency Management Department (757) 420-8300















Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Public Meeting #1 Minutes 
Thursday, February 26, 2015 at 6:30pm 
Sandy Bottom Park, Hampton, VA 
 
AGENDA 

• Opening Remarks and Introductions 
• Review of Planning Process and Progress 
• Critical and Non-Critical Hazards 
• Next Meetings 
• Discussion and Comment 
• Collection of Questionnaires from Participants 

 
MEETING NOTES 

• MEETING CANCELLED AND FACILITY CLOSED DUE TO INCLEMENT WEATHER (SNOW STORM) 

INVITEES 
Email invitations were issued 1/30/15, 2/20/15 and 2/25/15 to each of the following individuals, as well as 
previous participants in the Poquoson and Chesapeake plans.  In addition, each primary contact for the 
communities forwarded the message and made additional phone calls to their staff and interested persons.  

• John Sadler, HRPDC 
• Sara Kidd, HRPDC 
• Dawn Brantley, HRPDC 
• Matt Wall, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Charley Banks, Va Dept of Conservation and 

Recreation 
• Joe Turner, HRPDC 
• Ben McFarlane, HRPDC 
• Matt McCullough, FEMA Region III 
• Paulette McWaters, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Michelle Hamor, US Army Corps of 

Engineers, Norfolk 
• Skip Stiles, Wetlands Watch 
• Mary-Carson Stiff, Wetlands Watch 
• Shannon Hulst, Wetlands Watch 
• Jim Judkins , Suffolk 
• Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight 
• Michael Stallings, Town of Windsor 
• Paul Long, York County 
• Gwen Pointer , Hampton 
• Sara Ruch , Hampton 
• Hui-Shan Walker, Hampton 
• Pat Dent , Williamsburg 

• Vince Holt, Franklin 
• Spence Campbell , Portsmouth 
• Jim Redick , Norfolk 
• Rob Braidwood , Chesapeake 
• Martha Burns, Chesapeake 
• Mary Moneypenny, Chesapeake 
• Erin Sutton , Virginia Beach 
• George Glazner , Newport News 
• Louis Bott, Newport News 
• Kate Hale, James City County 
• Michael Bryant, Poquoson 
• "William" Saunders, Smithfield 
• Josiah Jendrey, Smithfield 
• Beth Lewis, Southampton County 
• Town of Ivor, Sandy Vick, Mayor 
• Town of Boykins, R.Spier Edwards, Jr., 

Mayor 
• Town of Newsoms, Kenneth Cooke, Mayor 
• Town of Courtland, Danny Williams, Mayor 
• Town of Branchville, Preston Futrell, Mayor 
• Town of Capron, Nick Kitchen, Mayor 
• John Hutcheson, Fort Monroe Authority 
• Suzen Collins, Virginia State Police 
• Tim Davis, Suffolk Planning & Community 

Development 



• Val Calderon, Cox Communications 
• J.R. Vick, Sentara 
• Wayne Whitehurst, Suffolk Planning & 

Community Development 
• Walter Bell, Portsmouth 
• Scott Mills, Suffolk Planning & Community 

Development 
• Eric Nielsen, Suffolk Public Works 
• (James R.) Randy Vick, Sentara Obici 
• Erin Girardi, HRSD 
• Keith Joyner, IVOR 
• Donald Goodwin, Franklin Community 

Development 
• Russ Pace, Franklin 

Public Works 
• Michael Stoneham, 

Franklin Power & Light 

• Mark Carr, Franklin Fire & Rescue 
• Tim Whitt, Franklin Police 
• Jeff Dodson, Franklin Power and Light 
• Steve Watson, Franklin Power and Light 
• Cedric Pollard, Franklin Community 

Development 
• Phil Sherman, Community Development 
• Walter Cobb, Franklin Power & Light 
• Patrick Wilson, Franklin Police Dept 

 
 
 



 
 
 

 

 





Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Public Meeting #2 Minutes 
Monday, March 2, 2015 at 6:30pm 
The Smithfield Center, Smithfield, VA 
 
AGENDA 

• Opening Remarks and Introductions 
• Review of Planning Process and Progress 
• Critical and Non-Critical Hazards 
• Next Meetings 
• Discussion and Comment 
• Collection of Questionnaires from Participants 

 
MEETING NOTES 

• Public comment:  Smithfield Villas, Gatling Point, Battery Park in danger; Carrsville is isolated; Pagan 
River marsh grasses/wetlands are endangered.  Discussed how shorelines adjust to rising sea levels. 

• Public comment:  Isle of Wight County growth; comprehensive development plan density limitations 
should be honored; mitigation needs to intersect with comprehensive plan 

• Need to examine growth areas & conservation resource area in Isle of Wight County 
• Emergency management is involved in development reviews; need to also involve planning department 
• Public comment regarding natural hazards:  Under tropical storms, we're seeing more Category 1 & 2 

storms -- not 100-year storms but still pretty bad; different communities have different hazards due to 
infrastructure; Suffolk/Isle of Wight face different problems than Virginia Beach due to infrastructure 

• Increased rabies risk needs to be investigated for inclusion 
• For diverse communities, discussed resource allocation.  Discussed capability analysis and how it helps 

identify mitigation actions moving forward. 

INVITEES 
Email invitations were issued 1/30/15, 2/20/15 and 2/25/15 to each of the following individuals, as well as 
previous participants in the Poquoson and Chesapeake plans.  In addition, each primary contact for the 
communities forwarded the message and made additional phone calls to their staff and interested persons.  

• John Sadler, HRPDC 
• Sara Kidd, HRPDC 
• Dawn Brantley, HRPDC 
• Matt Wall, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Charley Banks, Va Dept of Conservation and 

Recreation 
• Joe Turner, HRPDC 
• Ben McFarlane, HRPDC 
• Matt McCullough, FEMA Region III 
• Paulette McWaters, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Michelle Hamor, US Army Corps of 

Engineers, Norfolk 
• Skip Stiles, Wetlands Watch 

• Mary-Carson Stiff, Wetlands Watch 
• Shannon Hulst, Wetlands Watch 
• Jim Judkins , Suffolk 
• Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight 
• Michael Stallings, Town of Windsor 
• Paul Long, York County 
• Gwen Pointer , Hampton 
• Sara Ruch , Hampton 
• Hui-Shan Walker, Hampton 
• Pat Dent , Williamsburg 
• Vince Holt, Franklin 
• Spence Campbell , Portsmouth 
• Jim Redick , Norfolk 
• Rob Braidwood , Chesapeake 
• Martha Burns, Chesapeake 



• Mary Moneypenny, Chesapeake 
• Erin Sutton , Virginia Beach 
• George Glazner , Newport News 
• Louis Bott, Newport News 
• Kate Hale, James City County 
• Michael Bryant, Poquoson 
• "William" Saunders, Smithfield 
• Josiah Jendrey, Smithfield 
• Beth Lewis, Southampton County 
• Town of Ivor, Sandy Vick, Mayor 
• Town of Boykins, R.Spier Edwards, Jr., 

Mayor 
• Town of Newsoms, Kenneth Cooke, Mayor 
• Town of Courtland, Danny Williams, Mayor 
• Town of Branchville, Preston Futrell, Mayor 
• Town of Capron, Nick Kitchen, Mayor 
• John Hutcheson, Fort Monroe Authority 
• Suzen Collins, Virginia State Police 
• Tim Davis, Suffolk Planning & Community 

Development 
• Val Calderon, Cox Communications 
• J.R. Vick, Sentara 
• Wayne Whitehurst, 

Suffolk Planning & 
Community 
Development 

• Walter Bell, Portsmouth 
• Scott Mills, Suffolk Planning & Community 

Development 
• Eric Nielsen, Suffolk Public Works 
• (James R.) Randy Vick, Sentara Obici 
• Erin Girardi, HRSD 
• Keith Joyner, IVOR 
• Donald Goodwin, Franklin Community 

Development 
• Russ Pace, Franklin Public Works 
• Michael Stoneham, Franklin Power & Light 
• Mark Carr, Franklin Fire & Rescue 
• Tim Whitt, Franklin Police 
• Jeff Dodson, Franklin Power and Light 
• Steve Watson, Franklin Power and Light 
• Cedric Pollard, Franklin Community 

Development 
• Phil Sherman, Community Development 
• Walter Cobb, Franklin Power & Light 
• Patrick Wilson, Franklin Police Dept 

 
 
 





ATTENDANCE 
• 21 people were in attendance, including 2 interested members of the public.  Attendance sheet is shown 

below. 
 

 
 



 
 



 

 
 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Public Meeting #3 Minutes 
Tuesday, March 3, 2015 at 6:30pm 
Slover Library, Norfolk, VA 
 
AGENDA 

• Opening Remarks and Introductions 
• Review of Planning Process and Progress 
• Critical and Non-Critical Hazards 
• Next Meetings 
• Discussion and Comment 
• Collection of Questionnaires from Participants 

 
MEETING NOTES 

• Public comment:  Hazard & risk assessment should be the same for both natural & man-made risks; 
should include all in mitigation plans. 

• Public comment:  Pandemic flu is not a man-made hazard yet causes more damage than hurricanes & 
kills more people. 

• Public comment:  Consider including oil spills, wastewater treatment failures & pipeline accidents as 
man-made hazards. 

• Public comment:  We can mitigate flu problems & continuity of service should be factored in. 
• Public questions:  pipeline items; dams; public utilities -- above or below ground; landscape design in 

mitigation plans; mandatory flood plain management & elevation standards; status of actions from 
previous plans; use of ham radio operators for emergency situations through FEMA 

• Public comment:  Discussed lessons learned from the Dutch.  HRPDC is working with them & coming up 
with structural suggestions & recommendations; solutions are very expensive; Norfolk's plans are on 
their website (www.norfolk.gov/flooding); website has a wealth of information re: flooding; Norfolk is 
working with the State & Navy to try & deal with flooding issues. 

• Analysis is hard & needs diverse interpretations; values come from sharing between municipalities 
although individual communities can adapt their own interpretations. 

• Discussed where FEMA money is being spent. 

INVITEES 
Email invitations were issued 1/30/15, 2/20/15 and 2/25/15 to each of the following individuals, as well as 
previous participants in the Poquoson and Chesapeake plans.  In addition, each primary contact for the 
communities forwarded the message and made additional phone calls to their staff and interested persons.  

• John Sadler, HRPDC 
• Sara Kidd, HRPDC 
• Dawn Brantley, HRPDC 
• Matt Wall, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Charley Banks, Va Dept of Conservation and 

Recreation 
• Joe Turner, HRPDC 
• Ben McFarlane, HRPDC 
• Matt McCullough, FEMA Region III 

• Paulette McWaters, Va Dept of Emergency 
Management 

• Michelle Hamor, US Army Corps of 
Engineers, Norfolk 

• Skip Stiles, Wetlands Watch 
• Mary-Carson Stiff, Wetlands Watch 
• Shannon Hulst, Wetlands Watch 
• Jim Judkins , Suffolk 
• Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight 
• Michael Stallings, Town of Windsor 

http://www.norfolk.gov/flooding


• Paul Long, York County 
• Gwen Pointer , Hampton 
• Sara Ruch , Hampton 
• Hui-Shan Walker, Hampton 
• Pat Dent , Williamsburg 
• Vince Holt, Franklin 
• Spence Campbell , Portsmouth 
• Jim Redick , Norfolk 
• Rob Braidwood , Chesapeake 
• Martha Burns, Chesapeake 
• Mary Moneypenny, Chesapeake 
• Erin Sutton , Virginia Beach 
• George Glazner , Newport News 
• Louis Bott, Newport News 
• Kate Hale, James City County 
• Michael Bryant, Poquoson 
• "William" Saunders, Smithfield 
• Josiah Jendrey, Smithfield 
• Beth Lewis, Southampton County 
• Town of Ivor, Sandy Vick, Mayor 
• Town of Boykins, R.Spier Edwards, Jr., 

Mayor 
• Town of Newsoms, Kenneth Cooke, Mayor 
• Town of Courtland, Danny Williams, Mayor 
• Town of Branchville, Preston Futrell, Mayor 
• Town of Capron, Nick Kitchen, Mayor 
• John Hutcheson, Fort Monroe Authority 
• Suzen Collins, Virginia 

State Police 

• Tim Davis, Suffolk Planning & Community 
Development 

• Val Calderon, Cox Communications 
• J.R. Vick, Sentara 
• Wayne Whitehurst, Suffolk Planning & 

Community Development 
• Walter Bell, Portsmouth 
• Scott Mills, Suffolk Planning & Community 

Development 
• Eric Nielsen, Suffolk Public Works 
• (James R.) Randy Vick, Sentara Obici 
• Erin Girardi, HRSD 
• Keith Joyner, IVOR 
• Donald Goodwin, Franklin Community 

Development 
• Russ Pace, Franklin Public Works 
• Michael Stoneham, Franklin Power & Light 
• Mark Carr, Franklin Fire & Rescue 
• Tim Whitt, Franklin Police 
• Jeff Dodson, Franklin Power and Light 
• Steve Watson, Franklin Power and Light 
• Cedric Pollard, Franklin Community 

Development 
• Phil Sherman, Community Development 
• Walter Cobb, Franklin Power & Light 
• Patrick Wilson, Franklin Police Dept 

 
 
 





ATTENDANCE 
• 21 people were in attendance, including 2 interested members of the public.  Attendance sheet is shown 

below. 

 
 
 



 





Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Meetings #1, #2, and #3 Minutes 
October 21, 2015  Virginia Beach 
October 22, 2015  Courtland            
October 23, 2015    Williamsburg      
 
 
AGENDA 

• Opening Remarks and Introductions 
• Review of Planning Process and Progress 
• Critical and Non-Critical Hazards 
• Next Meetings 
• Discussion and Comment 

 
MEETING NOTES 
 

• Change the name of Hurricanes to Tropical Systems/Coastal Storms 
• Add Hazardous Materials; consider adding terrorism and radiological threats; delete Biological hazards 

and Pandemic Flu 
• Using building data to refine finished floor elevation in HAZUS may be possible; consultant to investigate 
• Dam inundation hazard to be included under Flooding 
• Discuss impacts of Winter Storms related to economic disruption, school closures, damage to vehicles 

and inoperable businesses 
• Include Coastal Erosion hazard 
 

 
INVITEES 
Email invitations were issued to each of the following individuals.  In addition, each primary contact for the 
communities forwarded the message and made additional phone calls to their staff and interested persons.    
Meetings were also advertised on the HRPDC web site.

• John Sadler, HRPDC 
• Sara Kidd, HRPDC 
• Matt Wall, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Charley Banks, Va Dept of Conservation and 

Recreation 
• Joe Turner, HRPDC 
• Ben McFarlane, HRPDC 
• Matt McCullough, FEMA Region III 
• Michelle Hamor, US Army Corps of 

Engineers, Norfolk 
• Skip Stiles, Wetlands Watch 
• Mary-Carson Stiff, Wetlands Watch 
• Jim Judkins , Suffolk 
• Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight 
• Michael Stallings, Town of Windsor 
• Paul Long, York County 

• Gwen Pointer , Hampton 
• Sara Ruch , Hampton 
• Hui-Shan Walker, Hampton 
• Pat Dent , Williamsburg 
• Vince Holt, Franklin 
• Spence Campbell , Portsmouth 
• Jim Redick , Norfolk 
• Rob Braidwood , Chesapeake 
• Martha Burns, Chesapeake 
• Erin Sutton , Virginia Beach 
• George Glazner , Newport News 
• Louis Bott, Newport News 
• Kate Hale, James City County 
• Michael Bryant, Poquoson 
• William Saunders, Smithfield 
• Beth Lewis, Southampton County 



• Town of Ivor, Sandy Vick, Mayor 
• Town of Boykins, R.Spier Edwards, Jr., 

Mayor 
• Town of Newsoms, Kenneth Cooke, Mayor 
• Town of Courtland, Danny Williams, Mayor 
• Town of Branchville, Preston Futrell, Mayor 

• Town of Capron, Nick Kitchen, Mayor 
• Josh Gillespie, Fort Monroe Authority 
• K. Towner, College of William & Mary 
• R. Nester, City of Williamsburg 

 



 



 



 

 
 

 

























Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Mitigation Workshop #1 Minutes 
November 17, 2015  Portsmouth    
November 18, 2015  Suffolk          
November 19, 2015 Newport News 
 
AGENDA 

• Opening Remarks and Introductions 
• Review of Planning Process and Progress 
• Plan Goals & Objectives 
• Updating Community Capabilities 
• Next Meetings 

 
MEETING NOTES 

• Remove reference to “structure and non-structural mitigation” because actions can be both 
• Focus on sustainability and maintaining government services and return to normalcy post-event 
• Rather than trying to list all of the folks impacted by hazards, just say “the community” 
• Open space isn’t necessarily natural open space, and discussion as to how to reword objective 1.4 

continued on this topic. 
• Simplify goal 2 to express need to inform community about hazard, not using terms like vulnerability – 

can’t increase understanding, but can provide information 
• Highlighting mitigation actions should be in the action plan, not as goal 
• Strengthen and develop partnerships, but don’t name specific organizations 
• Integrate mitigation into daily standards 
• During the meetings, real-time changes were made to the goals and objectives to reflect community 

priorities. 
 

 
INVITEES 
Email invitations were issued to each of the following individuals.  In addition, each primary contact for the 
communities forwarded the message and made additional phone calls to their staff and interested persons. 
Meetings were also advertised on the HRPDC web site. 

• John Sadler, HRPDC 
• Sara Kidd, HRPDC 
• Matt Wall, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Charley Banks, Va Dept of Conservation and 

Recreation 
• Joe Turner, HRPDC 
• Ben McFarlane, HRPDC 
• Matt McCullough, FEMA Region III 
• Michelle Hamor, US Army Corps of 

Engineers, Norfolk 
• Skip Stiles, Wetlands Watch 
• Mary-Carson Stiff, Wetlands Watch 
• Jim Judkins , Suffolk 
• Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight 

• Michael Stallings, Town of Windsor 
• Paul Long, York County 
• Gwen Pointer , Hampton 
• Sara Ruch , Hampton 
• Hui-Shan Walker, Hampton 
• Pat Dent , Williamsburg 
• Vince Holt, Franklin 
• Spence Campbell , Portsmouth 
• Jim Redick , Norfolk 
• Rob Braidwood , Chesapeake 
• Martha Burns, Chesapeake 
• Erin Sutton , Virginia Beach 
• George Glazner , Newport News 
• Louis Bott, Newport News 



• Kate Hale, James City County 
• Michael Bryant, Poquoson 
• William Saunders, Smithfield 
• Beth Lewis, Southampton County 
• Town of Ivor, Sandy Vick, Mayor 
• Town of Boykins, R.Spier Edwards, Jr., 

Mayor 
• Town of Newsoms, Kenneth Cooke, Mayor 

• Town of Courtland, Danny Williams, Mayor 
• Town of Branchville, Preston Futrell, Mayor 
• Town of Capron, Nick Kitchen, Mayor 
• Josh Gillespie, Fort Monroe Authority 
• K. Towner, College of William & Mary 
• R. Nester, City of Williamsburg 

 



 



 



 
 

 

















Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Mitigation Workshop #2 Minutes 
December 9, Chesapeake      
December 10, Franklin          
December 11, York County (Tabb Library)  
 
AGENDA 

• Opening Remarks and Introductions 
• Review of Plan Status 
• Review Existing Mitigation Actions and Update Status 
• Review Consultant’s Recommended Mitigation Actions 
• Review Types of Mitigation Strategies and Discuss Appropriateness of Each 
• Fill Out Mitigation Action Forms for New or Revised Mitigation Actions – STAPLEE evaluation method to 

determine if proposed mitigation actions are socially acceptable, technically feasible, administratively 
possible, politically acceptable, legal, economically sounds, and environmentally sound. 

 
MEETING NOTES 

• Include a hazard component in HR Green – for regional mitigation action 
• Group supports adding collection of sidescan LIDAR data for lowest floor data for flood-prone structures 

regionally 
• Regional multi-hazard tournament proposed and discussed 
• CRS region PPI discussed 
• Group requested until after New Year to submit mitigation actions to consultant 
• Discussion of new dam requirements at state level and new classifications at Federal level 
• Discussion continued at each meeting regarding specific community ideas for mitigation actions or 

review of existing actions and opportunities for revision of existing actions 
 

 
INVITEES 
Email invitations and reminders were issued to each of the following individuals.  In addition, each primary 
contact for the communities forwarded the message and made additional phone calls to their staff and 
interested persons.    Meetings were also advertised on the HRPDC web site.

• John Sadler, HRPDC 
• Sara Kidd, HRPDC 
• Matt Wall, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Charley Banks, Va Dept of Conservation and 

Recreation 
• Joe Turner, HRPDC 
• Ben McFarlane, HRPDC 
• Matt McCullough, FEMA Region III 
• Michelle Hamor, US Army Corps of 

Engineers, Norfolk 
• Skip Stiles, Wetlands Watch 
• Mary-Carson Stiff, Wetlands Watch 
• Jim Judkins , Suffolk 
• Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight 

• Michael Stallings, Town of Windsor 
• Paul Long, York County 
• Gwen Pointer , Hampton 
• Sara Ruch , Hampton 
• Hui-Shan Walker, Hampton 
• Pat Dent , Williamsburg 
• Vince Holt, Franklin 
• Spence Campbell , Portsmouth 
• Jim Redick , Norfolk 
• Rob Braidwood , Chesapeake 
• Martha Burns, Chesapeake 
• Erin Sutton , Virginia Beach 
• George Glazner , Newport News 
• Louis Bott, Newport News 
• Kate Hale, James City County 



• Michael Bryant, Poquoson 
• William Saunders, Smithfield 
• Beth Lewis, Southampton County 
• Town of Ivor, Sandy Vick, Mayor 
• Town of Boykins, R.Spier Edwards, Jr., 

Mayor 
• Town of Newsoms, Kenneth Cooke, Mayor 

• Town of Courtland, Danny Williams, Mayor 
• Town of Branchville, Preston Futrell, Mayor 
• Town of Capron, Nick Kitchen, Mayor 
• Josh Gillespie, Fort Monroe Authority 
• K. Towner, College of William & Mary 
• R. Nester, City of Williamsburg 
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Notice of Public Meetings   
Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan Update

ATTENTION CITIZENS OF:

The Cities of Chesapeake, Franklin, Hampton, Newport 
News, Norfolk, Portsmouth, Poquoson, Suffolk, Virginia 

Beach, and Williamsburg. 

The Counties of Isle of Wight, James City, Southampton, 
and York.

The incorporated Towns of Boykins, Branchville, Capron,  
Courtland, Ivor, Newsoms, Smithfield and Windsor.

The HRPDC will strive to provide reasonable accommodations and services 
for persons who require special assistance to participate in this public 

involvement opportunity. Contact John Sadler, HRPDC Emergency Manage-
ment Administrator at (757) 420-8300 for more information.

Share your local knowledge and thoughts on the  
Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan Update at any 

of these convenient meeting locations.

For More Information or to review the draft 2016 Hampton Roads Hazard 
Mitigation Plan Update, Visit:  
http://www.hrpdcva.gov/departments/emergency-management/hamp-
ton-roads-hazard-mitigation-plan/
 
Or Contact: HRPDC Emergency Management Department (757) 420-8300

Location: Chesapeake
Date: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 
Time: 6:00pm
Where: Hampton Roads Planning  
   District Commission
  Regional Board Room
  723 Woodlake Dr.
  Chesapeake, VA 23320

Location: Isle of Wight County
Date: Thursday, June 2, 2016
Time: 6:00pm
Where: Board of Supervisor’s

Boardroom
County Complex
17130 Monument Cir.
Isle of Wight, VA 23397

Location: Hampton
Date: Thursday, June 9, 2016
Time: 6:00pm
Where: Sandy Bottom Nature Park

1255 Big Bethel Rd.
 Hampton, VA 23666
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Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Public Meeting #4 Minutes 
Tuesday, May 31, 2016 
HRPDC Regional Board Room, Chesapeake, VA at 6pm 
 
OPEN HOUSE FORMAT 
INCLUDED HOSTED STATIONS FOR REVIEWING: 

• Review of Planning Process and Participants 
• Critical and Non-Critical Hazards and the HIRA 
• Plan Goals and Objectives 
• Mitigation Action Plan for Participating Communities 
• Other Plan Elements 
• Collection of Plan Comments and Survey Questionnaires from Participants 

 
MEETING NOTES 

• 2 members of the public attended.   
o One discussed Hazardous Materials Incidents and wanted to know more about the history of 

incidents and the mitigation actions to address them. 
o One discussed plan compliance with Federal regulations and provided opinions on inclusion of 

public commentary in the planning process.  He indicated he would provide additional written 
comments on this and other aspects of the plan during the public comment period. 

INVITEES 
Email invitations were issued 5/19/16 to each of the following individuals.  In addition, each primary contact for 
the communities was asked to forward the message and make additional entrities to their staff and interested 
persons.   They were asked to advertise the public meetings on community or organization web sites and 
provide screen captures of these advertisements for inclusion in the plan.

 
• Erin Sutton, Va Beach 
• Kim Tempesco, Va Beach 
• Erin Crean, Va Beach 
• Susan Marziani, Va Beach 
• Whitney McNamara, Va Beach 
• Franklin Hickman, Va Beach 
• Barbara Garvin, Va Beach 
• Tim Winslow, Chesapeake 
• Kim Finnerty, Chesapeake 
• Meg Pittenger, Portsmouth 
• Ted Garty, Chesapeake 
• Stuart Spatz, Chesapeake NEMAC Citizen 
• Chris Meyer, Va Beach 
• Bob Engle, Va Dept of Health 
• Talmadge Piland, Va Beach 
• Mike Ronan, Va Beach 
• Scott Smith, Norfolk 

• Phill Roehrs, Va Beach 
• Todd Jones, Va Beach 
• Martha Burns, Chesapeake 
• Robb Braidwood, Chesapeake 
• Brian Russel, Portsmouth 
• Patrick Hughes, Chesapeake 
• David Hartzog, Va Beach 
• Jeff Rodarmel, Va Beach 
• Ben McFarlane, HRPDC 
• Andrea Gayer, HRPDC 
• James Baker, Va Beach 
• Barbara Duke, Va Beach 
• Chris Harvey, Mitre 
• Emily Frye, Mitre 
• Bobby Tajan, Norfolk 
• Chris Blough, Norfolk 
• Karen Shaffer, Chesapeake 



• Ricky Blunt, Southampton Co 
• Deria Binetsky, Branchville 
• Mayor Edwards, Boykins 
• Peggy Cheek, Va Dept of Social Services 
• Hart Council, Southampton County 
• Bob Croak, Southampton Co 
• Michelle Stivers, Va Dept of Social Services 
• Steve Watson, Franklin 
• Preston Futrell, Branchville 
• Stanley Skinner, Suffolk 
• John Cooke, Va Dept of Health 
• Lynette Lowe, Southampton County 
• Brian Spicer, Suffolk 
• Harvey Porter, Newsoms 
• Julien Johnson, Southampton 
• Cindy Darden, American Red Cross 
• Vince Holt, Franklin 
• Mark Bly, Franklin 
• Lin Darden, Franklin 
• Beth Lewis, Franklin/Southampton 
• Ivor Town Hall 
• Mayor Kitchen, Capron 
• Christy Parrish, James City County 
• Charles Kline, Va Dept of Conservation & 

Recreation 
• George Glazner, Newport News 
• Amy Howard, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Matt Westheimer, Williamsburg 
• Jay Bowden, Newport News 
• Gayle Hicks, Hampton 
• Kim Hummel, Isle of Wight County 
• Kate Hale, James City County 
• Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight County 
• Daniel McBride, Newport News 
• Josiah Jendrey, Smithfield 
• Darryl Cook, James City County 
• Jonathan McBride, Hampton 
• Claiborn Phillips, York Co 
• Fred Gaskins, Hampton 
• Hui-Shan Walker, Hampton 
• Steve Jones, Chesapeake 
• Michael Stallings, Windsor 
• Jim Dishner, York Co 
• LeeAnn Hartmann, Williamsburg 
• Shelley Winegrad, Bayport Credit Union 
• Karen Stone, Colonial Williamsburg 
• Pat Dent, Williamsburg 
• Sara Ruch, Hampton 

• Michael Bryant, Poquoson 
• John Young, Poquoson 
• Michelle Hamor, U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers 
• Carolyn Murphy, Williamsburg 
• Dan Clayton, Williamsburg 
• Tom Coghill, James City County 
• Steve  Kopczynski, York Co 
• Kent Henkel, York Co 
• Al Maddalena, York Co 
• Daniel McCormick, Hampton 
• B.K. Russell, Portsmouth 
• Jim Redick, Norfolk 
• Josh Gillespie, Fort Monroe Authority 
• Kenton Towner, William & Mary 
• Charley Banks, Va Dept of Conservation & 

Recreation 
• Shep Moon, Va Dept of Environmental 

Quality 
• Steve Shapiro, Hampton 
• Mary Carson Stiff, Wetlands Watch 
• Bill Sammler, NOAA 
• Christine Tombleson, VIMS 
• Sara Kidd, HRPDC 
• Steven Pyle, City of Norfolk 
 



 
 
 
 



 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Public Meeting #5 Minutes 
Thursday, June 2, 2016 
Board of Supervisor’s Boardroom, Isle of Wight, VA at 6pm 
 
OPEN HOUSE FORMAT 
INCLUDED HOSTED STATIONS FOR REVIEWING: 

• Review of Planning Process and Participants 
• Critical and Non-Critical Hazards and the HIRA 
• Plan Goals and Objectives 
• Mitigation Action Plan for Participating Communities 
• Other Plan Elements 
• Collection of Plan Comments and Survey Questionnaires from Participants 

 
MEETING NOTES 

• 1 stakeholder attended from the American Red Cross 

INVITEES 
Email invitations were issued 5/19/16 to each of the following individuals.  In addition, each primary contact for 
the communities was asked to forward the message and make additional entrities to their staff and interested 
persons.   They were asked to advertise the public meetings on community or organization web sites and 
provide screen captures of these advertisements for inclusion in the plan.

 
• Erin Sutton, Va Beach 
• Kim Tempesco, Va Beach 
• Erin Crean, Va Beach 
• Susan Marziani, Va Beach 
• Whitney McNamara, Va Beach 
• Franklin Hickman, Va Beach 
• Barbara Garvin, Va Beach 
• Tim Winslow, Chesapeake 
• Kim Finnerty, Chesapeake 
• Meg Pittenger, Portsmouth 
• Ted Garty, Chesapeake 
• Stuart Spatz, Chesapeake NEMAC Citizen 
• Chris Meyer, Va Beach 
• Bob Engle, Va Dept of Health 
• Talmadge Piland, Va Beach 
• Mike Ronan, Va Beach 
• Scott Smith, Norfolk 
• Phill Roehrs, Va Beach 
• Todd Jones, Va Beach 
• Martha Burns, Chesapeake 
• Robb Braidwood, Chesapeake 

• Brian Russel, Portsmouth 
• Patrick Hughes, Chesapeake 
• David Hartzog, Va Beach 
• Jeff Rodarmel, Va Beach 
• Ben McFarlane, HRPDC 
• Andrea Gayer, HRPDC 
• James Baker, Va Beach 
• Barbara Duke, Va Beach 
• Chris Harvey, Mitre 
• Emily Frye, Mitre 
• Bobby Tajan, Norfolk 
• Chris Blough, Norfolk 
• Karen Shaffer, Chesapeake 
• Ricky Blunt, Southampton Co 
• Deria Binetsky, Branchville 
• Mayor Edwards, Boykins 
• Peggy Cheek, Va Dept of Social Services 
• Hart Council, Southampton County 
• Bob Croak, Southampton Co 
• Michelle Stivers, Va Dept of Social Services 
• Steve Watson, Franklin 
• Preston Futrell, Branchville 



• Stanley Skinner, Suffolk 
• John Cooke, Va Dept of Health 
• Lynette Lowe, Southampton County 
• Brian Spicer, Suffolk 
• Harvey Porter, Newsoms 
• Julien Johnson, Southampton 
• Cindy Darden, American Red Cross 
• Vince Holt, Franklin 
• Mark Bly, Franklin 
• Lin Darden, Franklin 
• Beth Lewis, Franklin/Southampton 
• Ivor Town Hall 
• Mayor Kitchen, Capron 
• Christy Parrish, James City County 
• Charles Kline, Va Dept of Conservation & 

Recreation 
• George Glazner, Newport News 
• Amy Howard, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Matt Westheimer, Williamsburg 
• Jay Bowden, Newport News 
• Gayle Hicks, Hampton 
• Kim Hummel, Isle of Wight County 
• Kate Hale, James City County 
• Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight County 
• Daniel McBride, Newport News 
• Josiah Jendrey, Smithfield 
• Darryl Cook, James City County 
• Jonathan McBride, Hampton 
• Claiborn Phillips, York Co 
• Fred Gaskins, Hampton 
• Hui-Shan Walker, Hampton 
• Steve Jones, Chesapeake 
• Michael Stallings, Windsor 
• Jim Dishner, York Co 
• LeeAnn Hartmann, Williamsburg 
• Shelley Winegrad, Bayport Credit Union 
• Karen Stone, Colonial Williamsburg 
• Pat Dent, Williamsburg 
• Sara Ruch, Hampton 
• Michael Bryant, Poquoson 
• John Young, Poquoson 
• Michelle Hamor, U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers 
• Carolyn Murphy, Williamsburg 
• Dan Clayton, Williamsburg 
• Tom Coghill, James City County 
• Steve  Kopczynski, York Co 
• Kent Henkel, York Co 

• Al Maddalena, York Co 
• Daniel McCormick, Hampton 
• B.K. Russell, Portsmouth 
• Jim Redick, Norfolk 
• Josh Gillespie, Fort Monroe Authority 
• Kenton Towner, William & Mary 
• Charley Banks, Va Dept of Conservation & 

Recreation 
• Shep Moon, Va Dept of Environmental 

Quality 
• Steve Shapiro, Hampton 
• Mary Carson Stiff, Wetlands Watch 
• Bill Sammler, NOAA 
• Christine Tombleson, VIMS 
• Sara Kidd, HRPDC 
• Steven Pyle, City of Norfolk 
 



 
 
 
 



 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Public Meeting #6 Minutes 
Thursday, June 9, 2016 
Sandy Bottom Nature Park, Hampton, VA at 6pm 
 
OPEN HOUSE FORMAT 
INCLUDED HOSTED STATIONS FOR REVIEWING: 

• Review of Planning Process and Participants 
• Critical and Non-Critical Hazards and the HIRA 
• Plan Goals and Objectives 
• Mitigation Action Plan for Participating Communities 
• Other Plan Elements 
• Collection of Plan Comments and Survey Questionnaires from Participants 

 
MEETING NOTES 

• 1 citizen attended and complimented the plan components and appearance. 

INVITEES 
Email invitations were issued 5/19/16 to each of the following individuals.  In addition, each primary contact for 
the communities was asked to forward the message and make additional entrities to their staff and interested 
persons.   They were asked to advertise the public meetings on community or organization web sites and 
provide screen captures of these advertisements for inclusion in the plan.

 
• Erin Sutton, Va Beach 
• Kim Tempesco, Va Beach 
• Erin Crean, Va Beach 
• Susan Marziani, Va Beach 
• Whitney McNamara, Va Beach 
• Franklin Hickman, Va Beach 
• Barbara Garvin, Va Beach 
• Tim Winslow, Chesapeake 
• Kim Finnerty, Chesapeake 
• Meg Pittenger, Portsmouth 
• Ted Garty, Chesapeake 
• Stuart Spatz, Chesapeake NEMAC Citizen 
• Chris Meyer, Va Beach 
• Bob Engle, Va Dept of Health 
• Talmadge Piland, Va Beach 
• Mike Ronan, Va Beach 
• Scott Smith, Norfolk 
• Phill Roehrs, Va Beach 
• Todd Jones, Va Beach 
• Martha Burns, Chesapeake 
• Robb Braidwood, Chesapeake 

• Brian Russel, Portsmouth 
• Patrick Hughes, Chesapeake 
• David Hartzog, Va Beach 
• Jeff Rodarmel, Va Beach 
• Ben McFarlane, HRPDC 
• Andrea Gayer, HRPDC 
• James Baker, Va Beach 
• Barbara Duke, Va Beach 
• Chris Harvey, Mitre 
• Emily Frye, Mitre 
• Bobby Tajan, Norfolk 
• Chris Blough, Norfolk 
• Karen Shaffer, Chesapeake 
• Ricky Blunt, Southampton Co 
• Deria Binetsky, Branchville 
• Mayor Edwards, Boykins 
• Peggy Cheek, Va Dept of Social Services 
• Hart Council, Southampton County 
• Bob Croak, Southampton Co 
• Michelle Stivers, Va Dept of Social Services 
• Steve Watson, Franklin 
• Preston Futrell, Branchville 



• Stanley Skinner, Suffolk 
• John Cooke, Va Dept of Health 
• Lynette Lowe, Southampton County 
• Brian Spicer, Suffolk 
• Harvey Porter, Newsoms 
• Julien Johnson, Southampton 
• Cindy Darden, American Red Cross 
• Vince Holt, Franklin 
• Mark Bly, Franklin 
• Lin Darden, Franklin 
• Beth Lewis, Franklin/Southampton 
• Ivor Town Hall 
• Mayor Kitchen, Capron 
• Christy Parrish, James City County 
• Charles Kline, Va Dept of Conservation & 

Recreation 
• George Glazner, Newport News 
• Amy Howard, Va Dept of Emergency 

Management 
• Matt Westheimer, Williamsburg 
• Jay Bowden, Newport News 
• Gayle Hicks, Hampton 
• Kim Hummel, Isle of Wight County 
• Kate Hale, James City County 
• Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight County 
• Daniel McBride, Newport News 
• Josiah Jendrey, Smithfield 
• Darryl Cook, James City County 
• Jonathan McBride, Hampton 
• Claiborn Phillips, York Co 
• Fred Gaskins, Hampton 
• Hui-Shan Walker, Hampton 
• Steve Jones, Chesapeake 
• Michael Stallings, Windsor 
• Jim Dishner, York Co 
• LeeAnn Hartmann, Williamsburg 
• Shelley Winegrad, Bayport Credit Union 
• Karen Stone, Colonial Williamsburg 
• Pat Dent, Williamsburg 
• Sara Ruch, Hampton 
• Michael Bryant, Poquoson 
• John Young, Poquoson 
• Michelle Hamor, U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers 
• Carolyn Murphy, Williamsburg 
• Dan Clayton, Williamsburg 
• Tom Coghill, James City County 
• Steve  Kopczynski, York Co 
• Kent Henkel, York Co 

• Al Maddalena, York Co 
• Daniel McCormick, Hampton 
• B.K. Russell, Portsmouth 
• Jim Redick, Norfolk 
• Josh Gillespie, Fort Monroe Authority 
• Kenton Towner, William & Mary 
• Charley Banks, Va Dept of Conservation & 

Recreation 
• Shep Moon, Va Dept of Environmental 

Quality 
• Steve Shapiro, Hampton 
• Mary Carson Stiff, Wetlands Watch 
• Bill Sammler, NOAA 
• Christine Tombleson, VIMS 
• Sara Kidd, HRPDC 
• Steven Pyle, City of Norfolk 
 



 
 
 
 





 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Advertisement of Public Participation Survey & Posted August Draft of Plan 
for Review 
July 28 – August 17, 2016 
 
SUGGESTED LANGUAGE: 

Now through August 17, 2016 

GET INVOLVED:  Your community is currently engaged in a planning process to become less vulnerable to 
natural disasters and manmade hazards, and your participation is important to us.  Hampton Roads 
communities are jointly updating their Hazard Mitigation Plans and combining the documents, which were 
adopted between 2011 and early 2015.  The purpose of these plans is to identify and assess each 
community’s hazard risks (such as floods, hurricanes, and winter storms), and determine how to best 
minimize or manage those risks.  This survey questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to share your 
opinions and participate in the ongoing mitigation planning process taking place in Hampton Roads 
communities.  The information you provide will help us better understand your hazard concerns and may 
lead to mitigation activities that help lessen the impact of future hazard events.   

 Please take the survey now at:  https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/JJGYBP3 

 Additional opportunities to review the draft plan and provide written feedback, or to attend a Public Meeting, 
are forthcoming.  Stay tuned for additional information. 

Now through August 17, 2016 

GET INVOLVED:  Your community is currently engaged in a planning process to become less vulnerable to 
natural disasters and manmade hazards, and your participation is important to us.  Hampton Roads 
communities are jointly updating their Hazard Mitigation Plans and combining the documents, which were 
adopted between 2011 and early 2015.  The purpose of these plans is to identify and assess each 
community’s hazard risks (such as floods, hurricanes, and winter storms), and determine how to best 
minimize or manage those risks.   

There are now 2 ways in which you can provide feedback to the Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee: 

1.       TAKE OUR SURVEY.  The survey questionnaire (https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/JJGYBP3) 
provides an opportunity for Hampton Roads residents to share opinions and participate in the 
ongoing mitigation planning process taking place with Hampton Roads communities.  The 
information provided will help us better understand hazard concerns and may lead to mitigation 
activities that help lessen the impact of future hazard events.    

2.       REVIEW THE DRAFT PLAN.  The August 2016 working draft of the Hampton Roads Hazard 
Mitigation Plan Update is posted at http://www.hrpdcva.gov/departments/emergency-
management/hampton-roads-hazard-mitigation-plan/ for your review.  Please provide comments or 
questions to John Sadler who may be reached by email at jsadler@hrpdcva.gov or by phone at 
(757)420-8300.  Please be as specific as possible in your comments and provide page numbers or 
section numbers pertinent to your remarks. 

An additional opportunity to attend a public forum is forthcoming.  Stay tuned for additional information. 

https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/JJGYBP3
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/JJGYBP3
http://www.hrpdcva.gov/departments/emergency-management/hampton-roads-hazard-mitigation-plan/
http://www.hrpdcva.gov/departments/emergency-management/hampton-roads-hazard-mitigation-plan/
mailto:jsadler@hrpdcva.gov


 
REGIONAL 

• The Virginian-Pilot wrote an editorial on the feedback process 8/15/16.  Text follows: 

Virginian-Pilot editorial: Mitigating Hampton Roads' many hazards 
While it’s nearly impossible to prevent a natural disaster, adopting precautions in preparation can drastically 
reduce the loss of life and property. 
For Hampton Roads, such planning is essential. The area’s growing population, along with its unique geography, 
means more people are at risk with each passing year. 
The region faces the constant threat of flooding and tropical storms, problems made worse by a changing climate, 
rising sea levels and land subsidence. Other natural disasters — tornadoes, earthquakes, wildfires and crippling 
winter storms — have all occurred in the past decade. 
In order to be eligible for certain public funds, the federal government requires that localities prepare and 
regularly update so-called “hazard mitigation” plans. It can be a tedious undertaking, but it is also a process with 
real value. 
These plans help provide an unvarnished assessment of vulnerabilities and the steps taken to minimize risk. It 
forces communities to take the long view on planning decisions as well, and to keep emergency assessment in the 
forefront of their thinking. 
Last year, communities across Hampton Roads decided to alter their approach to this mandate by joining to craft 
a regionwide mitigation plan. This is not an entirely new idea; the 2011 updated mitigation plan for the Southside 
involved the cities of Virginia Beach, Norfolk, Portsmouth, Suffolk and Isle of Wight County. 
But this effort is greater in scope and includes participation from 10 cities, eight towns and four counties — 
focused on a region stretching from Gloucester County in the north to the North Carolina border in the south, and 
from Southampton County in the west to Virginia Beach in the east. 
Officials from each jurisdiction participated in the expansive effort, and the public was invited to contribute at 
every step. 
The draft document is now ready for review and comment. Citizens are certainly encouraged to examine the 
nearly 500-page plan, but it is essential reading for every public official and anyone who works in emergency 
planning or response. 
It echoes many of the local mitigation plans that have been previously written and were in need of updating. The 
draft proposal specifies the specific challenges unique to each community but also includes areas of shared 
concern, where partnerships and cooperation make natural sense. 
While that may seem a straightforward approach for a place like Hampton Roads, trying to facilitate this type of 
multijurisdictional collaboration is often an exercise in frustration. So it is worth cheering when communities join 
to find regional solutions to shared public concerns. 
The process is still in its draft stage, and there are two ways citizens can participate in the process. 
The first is by taking an online survey, which can be found at the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission 
website (www.hrpdcva.gov). It requires only a few minutes and asks residents to provide input about their 
community and neighborhood concerns, to ensure observations at the ground level are reflected in the plan. 
The other is by reading the draft, which is also available at the HRPDC website or through most regional 
emergency planning websites, and providing comments on its proposals. The HRPDC asks that input be directed 
to John Sadler, emergency management administrator, by email at jsadler@hrpdcva.gov or by phone at 757-420-
8300. 
There will be other opportunities for the public to weigh in; this is by no means the final step in the process. 
However, this year’s approach is especially ambitious and would be served by citizens’ involvement. 
 
HAMPTON 

• Message posted to web site and sent out news alert through the City’s listserv “City News” 7/28/16  
“Newsflash What do you think Hampton should do to mitigate the risks of hazards such 
as flooding?” 

Take the survey on disaster vulnerability 
Hampton is engaged in a planning process to become less vulnerable to natural disasters and 
man-made hazards, and we need your participation. Hampton Roads communities are jointly 
updating their Hazard Mitigation Plans and combining the documents. An ongoing survey 
questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to share your opinions and participate in the planning 
process. The information you provide will help us better understand your hazard concerns and may 
lead to mitigation activities that help lessen the impact of future hazard events. Please take the 
survey by Aug. 17. There will be additional opportunities to review the draft plan and provide written 

mailto:jsadler@hrpdcva.gov
http://hampton.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=180fc1981e9bb25c587d3e48d&id=795c021c3a&e=e8a0a49d30
http://hampton.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=180fc1981e9bb25c587d3e48d&id=795c021c3a&e=e8a0a49d30


feedback, or to attend a public meeting. 
 

• Fort Monroe Authority posted it on their web site 7/28/16 
 
NEWPORT NEWS 

• Sent information out in city newsletter 8/1/16.  Newsletter reaches approximately 70,000 subscribers. 
• Newport News Now article 
• Twitter - will be repeated  2 weeks 
• Facebook - will be repeated  2 weeks 
• Highlight on website 
• Coverage on WAVY and WTKR.  They ran it as a regional story. 

 
POQUOSON 

• City Manager’s office notified and they sent out notice through web site and social media outlets and 
their PPI Committee 7/28/16 

 
WILLIAMSBURG 

• City posted original survey item on website and sent out enotify to 700+ subscribers. 
• City posted second announcement on survey and draft plan on website and sent out enotify to 700+ 

subscribers 
• City posted second announcement on City’s Facebook page with link to news story on City’s website 

providing the links to survey and draft plan. 
• City requested an email be sent to the Williamsburg Neighborhood Council. 8/5/16 
• City requested EDA send an email to the business community. Sent out 459 emails to Mailchamp 

business list and autoposted to the YesWilliamsburg Facebook page. 8/5/16 
• City sent email to members of LEPC and partners at William & Mary and Colonial Williamsburg. 8/8/16 

 
JAMES CITY COUNTY 

• Sent message on County’s Civic Plus New Newsflash Get Involved in the Hampton Roads Hazard 
Mitigation Plan Update 7/29/16.  Note:  James City County’s new approach to outreach and website 
management is through Civic Plus.  When they issue a press release, it automatically is posted on the 
County’s website, sent to social media, and forwarded to the large number of citizens who have 
registered to receive County updates and press releases.  As a result of this new system, County no 
longer issues to lists.  Most employees, citizens groups, boards, businesses, homeowner groups, and 
other interested parties are well represented on the press release distribution.  

• Reminder sent out 8/4/16 – “Have You Taken the Survey?” 
• The Williamsburg Yorktown Daily picked up the news and wrote an article 9/8/16 

http://wydaily.com/2016/08/03/local-news-jcc-seeks-public-opinion-in-disaster-planning/. 

http://wydaily.com/2016/08/03/local-news-jcc-seeks-public-opinion-in-disaster-planning/


 
 
 
PORTSMOUTH 

• Posted to the City’s social media pages and City’s web site 7/28/16 
 
SUFFOLK 

• Posted the link to the City News portion on the City’s homepage.  8/4/16 
• Posted this information to the City’s Facebook page.  8/4/16 
• Provided information to all City employees via email, and have also notified members of Suffolk City 

Council in the event they would like to also share with their constituents. 8/4/16 



 
 
CHESAPEAKE 
• Link to the survey, with appropriate language modeled on the recommended, was been posted on the 

City website (CityOfChesapeake.net) in the “Spotlight” section. Link remained active until 16-August, to 
correspond with the survey dates. 

• Additionally, this topic was promoted on the City’s Facebook page (7/28), with a reach of about 1,700 
and 11 shares. We do not anticipate those numbers to climb significantly.   

• A similar message was delivered (7/28) via the City’s Twitter account. 



VIRGINIA BEACH 
• The content for the survey was added to website as a headline on landing page, VBgov.com, as well as a 

page under Emergency Preparedness. https://www.vbgov.com/residents/emergency-
preparedness/Pages/hazard-mitigation-plan-survey.aspx - 7/29/16 

• Shared the information in weekly City Manager’s Update that went out 7/29/16; in our bi-monthly e-
newsletter, City Page; with our Emergency Preparedness Committee and on social media. 7/29/16 

• Twitter, Facebook and page above updated on 8/4/16 to include information on reviewing the hazard 
mitigation plan and the link. 

• Southside Daily ran article 8/8/16 on opportunities to take survey and review draft  
http://southsidedaily.com/2016/08/04/city-asking-residents-how-to-save-lives-property-during-floods/  

 

 

 
 
 

https://www.vbgov.com/residents/emergency-preparedness/Pages/hazard-mitigation-plan-survey.aspx
https://www.vbgov.com/residents/emergency-preparedness/Pages/hazard-mitigation-plan-survey.aspx
http://southsidedaily.com/2016/08/04/city-asking-residents-how-to-save-lives-property-during-floods/


 
ISLE OF WIGHT COUNTY 
 

• Posted information on survey on county web page 8/1/16 
• Posted information on survey on Facebook 8/1/16 
• Updated the County’s web page and passed info requesting review of the plan to the social media 

coordinator 8/5/16.  Information removed August 17, 2016.  Updated Facebook post on 8/5/16. 
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APPENDIX D 

This Appendix provides a copy of the 2015/2016 Public Participation Survey and a summary of results 
collected.  The survey was initially distributed and collected at public meetings in 2015.  Those 12 surveys 
are provided in this appendix in their entirety with contact information redacted.  The results of those 12 
surveys were then manually input into Survey Monkey in July 2016 when the survey was again distributed 
on a larger scale.  This action ensured that the earlier results were included in the overall summary 
results for the July/August 2016 survey that comprise the second part of this appendix. 
 
Open-ended responses were not included in this summary due to the hundreds of lengthy responses.  
However, the HRPDC maintains a file copy of the survey responses for public review upon request. 
 

























































































































































Q1 In what community do you live?
Answered: 1,110 Skipped: 5

Isle of Wight
County

Town of
Smithfield

Town of Windsor

City of Norfolk

City of
Portsmouth

City of Suffolk

City of
Virginia Beach

City of
Franklin

Southampton
County

Town of Boykins

Town of
Branchville

Town of Capron

Town of
Courtland

Town of Ivor

Town of Newsoms

City of
Poquoson

City of
Chesapeake

City of Hampton

City of
Newport News
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1.44% 16

0.27% 3

0.09% 1

15.86% 176

1.80% 20

1.71% 19

35.95% 399

0.00% 0

0.81% 9

0.09% 1

0.00% 0

0.18% 2

0.09% 1

0.00% 0

0.09% 1

2.34% 26

5.86% 65

17.84% 198

3.51% 39

3.06% 34

8.11% 90

0.90% 10

Total 1,110

City of
Williamsburg

James City
County

York County

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Isle of Wight County

Town of Smithfield

Town of Windsor

City of Norfolk

City of Portsmouth

City of Suffolk

City of Virginia Beach

City of Franklin

Southampton County

Town of Boykins

Town of Branchville

Town of Capron

Town of Courtland

Town of Ivor

Town of Newsoms

City of Poquoson

City of Chesapeake

City of Hampton

City of Newport News

City of Williamsburg

James City County

York County
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Q2 In what neighborhood do you live?
(optional)

Answered: 988 Skipped: 127
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22.88% 253

77.12% 853

Q3 Have you ever experienced or been
impacted by a natural or manmade

disaster?
Answered: 1,106 Skipped: 9

Total 1,106

No

Yes (please
explain)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

No

Yes (please explain)
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43.18% 478

53.84% 596

2.98% 33

Q4 How concerned are you about the
possibility of our community being

impacted by a natural hazard or manmade
disaster?

Answered: 1,107 Skipped: 8

Total 1,107

Extremely
concerned

Somewhat
concerned

Not concerned

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Extremely concerned

Somewhat concerned

Not concerned
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Q5 Please select the one hazard you think is
the highest threat to your community:

Answered: 1,111 Skipped: 4

Flood

Sea Level Rise

Tropical Storm

Severe T-Storm

Tsunami

Urban Fire

Winter Storm

Nor’easter

Drought

Dam Failure

Tornado

Extreme Heat

Earthquake

Wildfire

Erosion

Sinkhole

Mosquito
Diseases

Hazardous
Materials...

Terrorism
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31.95% 355

7.92% 88

29.88% 332

5.31% 59

0.63% 7

0.09% 1

1.80% 20

10.26% 114

0.09% 1

0.00% 0

1.98% 22

0.54% 6

0.09% 1

0.27% 3

1.17% 13

0.00% 0

1.80% 20

1.62% 18

3.60% 40

0.18% 2

0.63% 7

0.18% 2

Total 1,111

Terrorism

Biological
Threats

Radiological
Threats

Pandemic Flu

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Flood

Sea Level Rise

Tropical Storm

Severe T-Storm

Tsunami

Urban Fire

Winter Storm

Nor’easter

Drought

Dam Failure

Tornado

Extreme Heat

Earthquake

Wildfire

Erosion

Sinkhole

Mosquito Diseases

Hazardous Materials Incidents

Terrorism

Biological Threats

Radiological Threats

Pandemic Flu
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Q6 Please select the one hazard you think is
the second highest threat to your

community:
Answered: 1,107 Skipped: 8

Flood

Sea Level Rise

Tropical Storm

Severe T-Storm

Tsunami

Urban Fire

Winter Storm

Nor’easter

Drought

Dam Failure

Tornado

Extreme Heat

Earthquake

Wildfire

Erosion

Sinkhole

Mosquito
Diseases

Hazardous
Materials...
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14.54% 161

11.83% 131

19.96% 221

8.22% 91

0.27% 3

0.27% 3

4.79% 53

18.97% 210

0.45% 5

0.09% 1

3.79% 42

1.81% 20

0.09% 1

0.09% 1

0.99% 11

0.45% 5

5.24% 58

1.81% 20

4.79% 53

0.72% 8

0.63% 7

0.18% 2

Total 1,107

Terrorism

Biological
Threats

Radiological
Threats

Pandemic Flu

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Flood

Sea Level Rise

Tropical Storm

Severe T-Storm

Tsunami

Urban Fire

Winter Storm

Nor’easter

Drought

Dam Failure

Tornado

Extreme Heat

Earthquake

Wildfire

Erosion

Sinkhole

Mosquito Diseases

Hazardous Materials Incidents

Terrorism

Biological Threats

Radiological Threats

Pandemic Flu
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60.14% 617

39.86% 409

Q7 Is there another hazard not listed above
that you think is a wide-scale threat to your

neighborhood?
Answered: 1,026 Skipped: 89

Total 1,026

No

Yes (please
explain):

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

No

Yes (please explain):
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29.59% 329

56.47% 628

13.94% 155

Q8 Is your home located in a floodplain?
Answered: 1,112 Skipped: 3

Total 1,112

Yes

No

I don't know

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Yes

No

I don't know
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39.96% 444

54.64% 607

3.42% 38

1.98% 22

Q9 Do you have flood insurance?
Answered: 1,111 Skipped: 4

Total 1,111

Yes

No

I don't know

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Yes

No

I don't know

Other (please specify)
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53.26% 343

8.85% 57

3.26% 21

13.20% 85

1.09% 7

3.88% 25

16.46% 106

Q10 If you answered "no" to question 9
above, why not?
Answered: 644 Skipped: 471

Total 644

Not located in
floodplain

Too expensive

Not necessary
because it...

Not necessary
because I’m...

Not necessary
because I ow...

Never really
considered it

Other (please
explain)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Not located in floodplain

Too expensive

Not necessary because it never floods

Not necessary because I’m elevated or otherwise protected

Not necessary because I own my house

Never really considered it

Other (please explain)
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70.10% 769

29.90% 328

Q11 Have you ever investigated the
potential impact of hazards other than
flooding affecting your neighborhood?

Answered: 1,097 Skipped: 18

Total 1,097

No

Yes (please
explain):

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

No

Yes (please explain):
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49.05% 543

50.95% 564

Q12 Have you taken any actions to make
your home or neighborhood more resistant

to hazards?
Answered: 1,107 Skipped: 8

Total 1,107

No

Yes (please
explain):

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

No

Yes (please explain):
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92.94% 1,027

7.06% 78

Q13 Are you interested in making your
home or neighborhood more resistant to

hazards?
Answered: 1,105 Skipped: 10

Total 1,105

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Yes

No
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12.25% 136

13.78% 153

5.05% 56

45.32% 503

23.96% 266

12.43% 138

52.07% 578

4.23% 47

5.77% 64

Q14 What is the most effective way for you
to receive information about how to make

your home and neighborhood more
resistant to hazards?

Answered: 1,110 Skipped: 5

Total Respondents: 1,110  

Newspaper

Television

Radio

Internet (web
site and soc...

Mail

Public
workshops/me...

E-Mail

Phone

Other (please
specify):

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Newspaper

Television

Radio

Internet (web site and social media sites)

Mail

Public workshops/meetings

E-Mail

Phone

Other (please specify):

17 / 24

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION SURVEY FOR HAZARD MITIGATION PLANNING



Q15 In your opinion, what are some steps
your local government could take to reduce

or eliminate the risk of future hazard
damages in your neighborhood?

Answered: 900 Skipped: 215
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Q16 The Hazard Mitigation Plan should not
stand alone, but should be incorporated

into other community planning documents.
Which documents do you feel are most

important for this purpose (check all that
apply)?

Answered: 1,066 Skipped: 49

Local
Comprehensiv...

Land Use Plan

Sustainability
Plan

Capital
Improvements...

Redevelopment/P
ost-Disaster...

Open Space Plan

Flood
Mitigation Plan

College Campus
Plans

Emergency
Operations Plan

Zoning &
Subdivision...

Property Deed
Restrictions

Tree
Protection...

Site
Plan/Design...

Historic
Preservation...

Regional
Transportati...

School
Facilities Plan

Recreation
Facilities...
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55.53% 592

41.74% 445

31.99% 341

38.09% 406

53.38% 569

16.70% 178

76.83% 819

9.38% 100

62.48% 666

37.52% 400

16.51% 176

21.20% 226

24.39% 260

13.98% 149

30.58% 326

21.67% 231

11.26% 120

17.82% 190

11.54% 123

50.94% 543

22.51% 240

29.36% 313

Facilities...

Economic
Development...

Downtown
Redevelopmen...

Local and
Regional...

Mutual Aid
Agreements

Temporary
Animal...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Local Comprehensive Plan

Land Use Plan

Sustainability Plan

Capital Improvements Plan

Redevelopment/Post-Disaster/Recovery Plan

Open Space Plan

Flood Mitigation Plan

College Campus Plans

Emergency Operations Plan

Zoning & Subdivision Regulations

Property Deed Restrictions

Tree Protection Ordinance

Site Plan/Design Review procedures

Historic Preservation Program

Regional Transportation Plans

School Facilities Plan

Recreation Facilities Program

Economic Development Authority

Downtown Redevelopment Authority

Local and Regional Evacuation Plans

Mutual Aid Agreements

Temporary Animal Relocation Programs
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Total Respondents: 1,066  
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Q17 A number of community-wide activities
can reduce our risk from hazards. In

general, these activities fall into one of the
following six broad categories. Please tell
us how important you think each one is for

your community to consider pursuing.
Answered: 1,083 Skipped: 32

Importance for Your Community

77.07%
820

20.58%
219

2.35%
25

 
1,064

45.26%
482

46.38%
494

8.36%
89

 
1,065

68.25%
733

28.40%
305

3.35%
36

 
1,074

64.46%
691

30.78%
330

4.76%
51

 
1,072

83.88%
900

15.19%
163

0.93%
10

 
1,073

66.95%
713

29.11%
310

3.94%
42

 
1,065

Importance for Your Community

Very Important Somewhat Important Not Important

Prevention
Activities -...

Property
Protection...

Natural
Resource...

Structural
Projects...

Emergency
Services...

Public
Education an...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

 Very
Important

Somewhat
Important

Not
Important

Total

Prevention Activities - Administrative or regulatory actions that influence the way land is developed and
buildings are built. Examples: building codes, open space preservation, stormwater management regulations

Property Protection -Actions that involve the modification of existing buildings to protect them from a hazard or
removal from the hazard area. Examples: acquisition, relocation, elevation, critical facilities protection

Natural Resource Protection -Actions that, in addition to minimizing hazard losses, also preserve or restore the
functions of natural systems. Examples: land acquisition, floodplain protection, watershed management

Structural Projects -Actions intended to lessen the impact of a hazard by modifying the natural progression of
the hazard. Examples: dams, levees, seawalls, detention/retention basins, channel modification, beach
nourishment

Emergency Services -Actions that protect people and property during and immediately after a hazard event.
Examples: warning systems, evacuation planning, emergency response training, sandbagging for flood
protection

Public Education and Awareness -Actions to inform citizens about hazards and the techniques they can use to
protect themselves and their property. Examples: outreach projects, speaker series/demos, hazard mapping
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Q18 Did the examples of activities from
Question 17 trigger any additional ideas,

thoughts or priorities you believe are
important for your community’s plan to
reduce the cost and impact of hazards?

Answered: 411 Skipped: 704
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92.43% 452

0.00% 0

85.07% 416

4.91% 24

87.12% 426

0.00% 0

89.98% 440

0.00% 0

92.02% 450

65.64% 321

Q19 Contact information is optional:
Answered: 489 Skipped: 626

Answer Choices Responses

Name

Company

Address

Address 2

City/Town

Virginia

ZIP/Postal Code

Country

Email Address

Phone Number
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HAMPTON ROADS HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN 

 

 

 

APPENDIX E: REVIEW COMMENTS 

 
 
This section of the Plan includes each of the written comments received by various parties during review 
of the plan, as well as a response from the primary consultant addressing each comment in detail. 





APPENDIX E E:2 

Reviewer:  Bill Sammler, National Weather Service 
Date:  May 3, 2016 

1. Comment: A request for my input on page 43. I would re-word the sentence as follows: "Direct 
impacts from hurricanes category 3 and 4 intensity are rare in Hampton Roads due to 1). 
historical tracks remaining offshore or impacting land before reaching Hampton Roads; and 
cooler Atlantic Ocean water temperatures north of Cape Hatteras, which diminish a storm's ability 
to maintain intensity, or intensify. A Category 5 hurricane is considered implausible in Hampton 
Roads due to the cooler water temperatures mentioned above." 
Response:  Revised 

2. Comment:  On page 49, the note you have regarding Joaquin. There should be no reference to 
Joaquin in the document, as Joaquin had no direct impact on Hampton Roads. There should be 
some info regarding the coastal flooding associated with an anomalously strong/nearly stationary 
area of high pressure over New England. This produced a prolonged period of NE winds that 
resulted in the early October coastal flooding. 
Response:  Revised 

3. Page 51 - first paragraph should be rewritten to read: "According to the NWS, tornado wind 
speeds normally range from 40 to more than 200 mph.  The most violent tornadoes (EF5) have 
rotating winds of 200 mph or more and are capable of causing extreme destruction and turning 
normally harmless objects into deadly missiles." 
Response:  Revised 

4. Page 51 - second paragraph, last sentence should read: "Highly destructive tornadoes may carve 
out a path over a mile wide and tens of miles long." 
Response:  Revised 

5. Page 65 - Figure 4-20 - I would suggest deleting in favor of Figure 4-21. I don't see the 
usefulness of Figure 4-21, given the low resolution of the graphic. 
Response:  Revised 

 

Reviewer:  George Glazner, City of Newport News 
Date:  May 10, 2016 

1. Comment: Section 5 that the header says “2014 Update”. Should this read 2016 instead? 
Response:  Revised 

Reviewer:  Sara Ruch, City of Hampton 
Date:  May 12, 2016 

1. Comment:  Hampton Mitigation Action 2.  Delete levees and backflow preventers.  Modify cost to 
indicate cost will be based on specific flood protection measures chosen. 
Response:  Revised 

2. Comment:  Hampton Mitigation Action 4.  Modify funding sources to indicate to be determined. 
Response:  Revised 

3. Comment:  Hampton Mitigation Action 6.  Modify title to indicate watershed plan. 
Response:  Revised 

4. Comment:  Hampton Mitigation Action 7.  Modify lead agency to indicate Marketing Inc. 
Department. 
Response:  Revised, but removed “Inc.” 

5. Comment:  Hampton Mitigation Action 9.  Modify cost to 7.9 million and indicate MS4 permit in 
comments. 
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Response:  Revised 
6. Comment:  Hampton Mitigation Action 12.  Keep and modify goals to Goal 1 and estimated cost 

“to be determined”. 
Response:  Revised 

7. Comment:  Hampton Mitigation Action 14.  Modify estimated cost to 2.605 million. 
Response:  Revised 

8. Comment:  Hampton Mitigation Action 15.  Remove additional comments. 
Response:  Revised 

9. Comment:  Pg. 4:41 I would combine the 2 Irene sections right now Hurricane Sandy is in the 
middle of the 2 sections. 
Response:  Revised 

10. Comment:  Pg. 6:12  The second paragraph on the page is talking about Chesapeake’s 
government structure. 
Response:  Revised 

Reviewer:  Jim Redick, City of Norfolk 
Date:  May 16, 2016 

1. Comment:  No reference to the National Disaster Mitigation Framework in Introduction or 
throughout.  This Framework is part of FEMA’s National Preparedness Goal and deserves 
mention. 
Response:  Revised in section 1 and section 6 to include mention and discussion. 

2. Comment:  Surge flooding (p. 4:10) is no longer associated with the Saffir-Simpson Wind scale.  
Here are a couple articles: http://usatoday30.usatoday.com/weather/storms/hurricanes/2010-05-
12-storm-surge-hurricane-scale_N.htm and 
https://www2.ucar.edu/atmosnews/perspective/7834/hurricane-storm-surge-category-its-own.  
Response:  Concur and the Saffir Simpson table indicates this.  However discussion on 4:10 is 
about the SLOSH model and our understanding is that the model still associates the surge and 
wind for modeling purposes. 

3. Comment:  Sea Level Rise and Land Subsidence section starting at p. 4:25: 
a. Maybe cite some local sources like ODU and possibly the State report on Recurrent 

Flooding.  DHS has also conducted a study on the potential impacts to critical 
infrastructure due to SLR. 

b. I don’t recall seeing anything about the impacts of increased wave activity due to greater 
amounts of inundation. 

c. Perhaps some of Norfolk’s objectives might also come from the State report?  As well as 
Vision2100?  The Resilience Office and HUD grant objectives? 

Response:  Revised  section 5 on pages 5:26 and 5:27 to include added effects from ODU site.  
Added localized impacts to section 4 at 4:26.  See p. 4:25, paragraph 2 (added) and paragraph 4 
(previously included discussion about wave activity).  Objectives in this plan are regionwide and 
the committee worked through developing them as a group.  Revisions specifically for Norfolk 
would have to be added by Norfolk in an appendix at a later date. 

4. Comment:  Per comment on p. 4:49, Norfolk did experience shoreline erosion during Joaquin / 
Noreaster last October.  
Response:  Revised 

5. Comment:  Worth referencing the 2012 Regional THIRA for Hurricane?  
Response:  Revised in section 6, page 6:5. 

6. Comment:  Mention Commodity Flow Study for Chesapeake, Norfolk, Portsmouth and Suffolk as 
a shared objective for HazMat Incident?  And maybe the process by which the VEOC makes 
contact with the appropriate locality(ies) when they are notified of inbound Hazardous Materials? 
Response:  Included as Regional Mitigation Action #4 
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7. Comment:  While discussing NFIP properties, it might be worth mention these are the ones we 
know about… that there are likely uninsured properties in under-resourced neighborhoods which 
also experience damage due to flooding.  Possible to reference and cite Dr. Behr’s and Dr. Diaz’s 
study from ODU? 
Response:  Revised section 5 discussion. 

8. Comment:  P. 5:15 – a goal should be to update HAZUS with more accurate data as to better 
reflect more accurate cost impacts. 
Response:  Revised Regional Mitigation Action #3. 

9. Comment:  P. 5:17 – Who’s map is this?  Maybe use HRPDC’s maps?  Maybe somewhere list 
the different flood impact viewer tools for each locality? 
Response:  Map pertains to wildfire not flood.  Flood map property viewers for each locality added 
to section 4. 

10. Comment:  Capability Assessment (P. 6:1) – mention the Region V Measures?  Also, on what 
standards is Table 6.1 based?  NFPA 1600?  EMAP?  CRS? 
Response:  Unsure what “Region V measures” are.  Table 6.1 is based on amalgamation of 
various documents over the past 10 years as used by consultant. 

11. Comment:  Table 6.3 – In the spirit of whole-of-community, wouldn’t access to people/resources 
suffice rather than actual City staff? 
Response:  Revised table before sentence to clarify that this was approach used. 

12. Comment:  P. 6:16, second bullet for Norfolk – The city has also acquired Everbridge, calling it 
Norfolk Alert, which will be used to alert those properties in flood-prone areas of the need to 
evacuate, etc. 
Response:  Revised 

13. Comment:  P. 6:17, next to last bullet for Norfolk, change “Public Works” to “The city…”  Also, 
Norfolk GIS developed another tool called TITAN (Tidal Inundation Tracking Application for 
Norfolk) which shows potential flooding based on current tide projections or hypothetical 
scenarios.  Note: a small MLLW to NAVD88 conversation of -1’ must be used for better accuracy. 
Response:  Revised without the note.   

14. Comment:  Norfolk Mitigation Actions (p. 7:89) 
a. #3 – I believe this to be completed with the procurement of Everbridge / NorfolkAlert. 
b. #4 and #5 – Rather than limiting the resources to just CERT, perhaps say stakeholder 

agencies (all who have a role to play in flood management and response and can 
disseminate flood-related information). 

c. #6 – Perhaps list inclusion in the USACE EPFAT program as the desired goal first while 
funding is being sought for generators? 

d. #10 – Along with recommendation, another consideration might be to have volunteers 
identified, trained and used to capture and submit high-water marks for inclusion in data 
mapping as well as damage assessments to the state. 

e. #12 – Instead of identifying if and how a property has been mitigated, how about 
changing it to decrease the number of SLR and RL properties? 

Response:  Revised 
15. Comment:  I wonder if under Mitigation Strategy (p. 7:1), consideration should be coordination 

with and/or projects in line with Virginia’s State Resilience Officer and VDEM State Resilience 
Officer in the region and/or the soon-to-be updated Floodplain Management Plan for the 
Commonwealth of Virginia. 
Response:  It is the consultant’s hope that the VDEM input over several meetings, emails and 
reviews will help provide this coordination.  Discussions with VDEM officials at project onset 
helped set the stage. 

16. Comment:  Additional mitigation actions for Norfolk: 
a.  Develop and implement a Post‐Incident Data Collection Plan - deploy volunteers, 

damage assessment teams, low‐cost sensors and community (via social media) to 
capture high water data and marks. 
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b.  Have projects / designs / applications prepared in advance for potential, unannounced, 
short‐fused funding opportunities. 

c.  In coordination with Chief Marketing Officer, establish communication / information 
sharing plans and coordinate outreach materials ‐ all using the same information and/or 
consolidating into one effort. 

d.  Partner with higher education and Norfolk Public Schools and invest in the education of 
Norfolk’s youth and college graduates – the city and region’s future scientists and 
planners. 

Response:  These items were reviewed and incorporated with the assistance of Robert 
Tajan, City of Norfolk.  In some cases, they were incorporated as aspects of other mitigation 
actions rather than as completely separate actions. 
 

Reviewer:  Pat Dent, City of Williamsburg 
Date:  May 17-18, 2016 

1. Comment:  I question Williamsburg’s Repetitive Loss information on 5:9. Based on our previous 
discussions where the properties were located and the information for the claim was not accurate. 
However, I guess that is the information on file. 
Response:  Revised table to indicate City’s stance on the data.  The data still exist in NFIP 
database, so unless City submits AW-501 to have properties removed or changed, this issue will 
likely arise with each update to the plan. 

2. Comment:  Williamsburg Action #2, revise funding sources, lead agency and implementation 
schedule to focus on Public Works. 
Response:  Revised 

3. Comment:  Williamsburg Action #7, revise lead agency to indicate Human Services. 
Response:  Revised 

4. Comment:  page 4:11, Lake Matoaka is in the City of Williamsburg not James City County.  
Waller Mill Dam is operated and maintained by the City of Williamsburg, but is actually within the 
boundaries of York County. 
Response:  Revised 

5. Comment:  section 6.  Revise matrix/tables as shown in attached. 
Response:  Revised 

Reviewer:  Darryl Cook, James City County 
Date:  May 18, 2016 

 
1. Comment:  Section 4, Figure 4.1.  James City County now does have VE zones on both the 

James and York Rivers as a result of the FEMA coastal study.  [not current flood data] 
Response:  Revised map to reflect current flood data, but HAZUS modeling was done at project 
outset and, out of necessity, was based on current effective flood data. 

2. Comment:  Section 4, Table 4.2.  All the dams in JCC are earth dams. 
Response:  Revised. 

3. Comment:  Table 5.3.  JCC Current Effective map date – 12/16/2015 
Response:  Revised. 
Comment:  JCC Mitigation Action 4.  Cost is $90,000 per structure, not per year. 
Response:  Revised. 
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Reviewer:  Andrea Clontz, Isle of Wight County 
Date:  May 19, 2016 

1. Comment:  IOW Mitigation Action #14 – last sentence under additional comments section – 
change City to County 
Response:  Revised 

Reviewer:  Meg Pittenger, City of Portsmouth 
Date:  May 19, 2016 

1. Comment:  Section 3 page 2 – Seems like the wrong size in the chart for Franklin. 
Response:  Revised.   

2. Comment:  Section 4 page 2 – The nor’easter in 2009 was in November instead of December. 
Response:  This was the date of the declaration, not the event.  Clarified column title. 

3. Comment:  Section 4 page 8 – These appear to be the wrong flood maps for Portsmouth.  It looks 
like the 2009 maps instead of the 2015 maps. 
Response:  Revised map to reflect current flood data, but HAZUS modeling was done at project 
outset and, out of necessity, was based on current effective flood data. 

4. Comment:  Section 6 page 6 – Portsmouth has adopted the 2012 USBC. 
Response:  Revised 

5. Comment:  Section 6 page 11 & 12 – These sections seem to only reference Chesapeake.  
Certainly, those do not apply to the other localities. 
Response:  Revised 

6. Comment:  Section 6 page 14 – Under “Regional Activities”, the CRS Workgroup is the Coastal 
Virginia …. 
Response:  Revised 

7. Comment:  Section 7 – Mitigation Actions - #9 – I agree with that change (removal of “citizen 
actions”) - #14 – “Implement” seems like a good option there. 
Response:  Revised 

Reviewer:  Whitney McNamara, City of Virginia Beach 
Date:  May 19, 2016 

1. Comment:  Page 4.8, Figure 4.2 does not fully show Virginia Beach or Chesapeake 
Response:  Revised these figures. 

2. Comment:  Table 4.2 is missing the high hazard dams in Virginia Beach – I think there are 3 
(Stumpy Lake for sure) 
Response:  Revised to add dams with limited data from DCR; however, map cannot be revised 
until the National Inventory of Dams is updated to include all cities in Virginia.  This will be done 
prior to plan publication. 

3. Comment:  Page 6.6 references the 2009 VA USBC, however, the 2012 VA USBC went into 
effect in 2014 
Response:  Revised 

4. Comment:  Page 6.11 only references Chesapeake, not the broader region in the text. 
Response:  Revised 

Reviewer:  Shar Mohammed, City of Newport News 
Date:  May 20, 2016 

1. Comment:  In the Introduction section, page 1:2, first paragraph, line 6, I think we should clarify 
the word (Elevation) and making it elevation changing. 
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Response:  Revised to clarify, but used different wording than suggested. 
2. Comment:  Section 7, Mitigation Strategy, Page 33, Shoreline and Roadway along Chesapeake 

Ave, the proposed amount was $20M not $1M. Also, we should add a line item stating that this 
proposed project was not approved or selected by HUD for Newport News (they announced it on 
January 21, 2016). 
Response:  Revised 

Reviewer:  Vince Holt, City of Franklin 
Date:  May 20, 2016 

1. Comment:  Table 3.1 shows the City of Franklin being 42 square miles.  It is actually 8.75 square 
miles. 
Response:  Revised 

Reviewer:  Kim Hummel, Isle of Wight County 
Date:  May 20, 2016 

1. Comment:  Table 3.2, the temperature and precipitation statistics for the region. The maximum 
temperature data looked off to me, since summertime temperatures can easily rise into the 90s 
and sometimes even the 100s. Why would the table list maximum temperatures in the 70s? That 
just doesn't jive with my experience here in Isle of Wight County. Is the table inaccurate or am I 
misinterpreting the data? 
Response:  Doublechecked the data from the source and then requested clarification from NWS.  
Response from Bill Sammler: “Those numbers look correct to me, Leigh. One must remember 
that these are annual averages, and not averages for a particular season or month. Basically, 
winter "cancels out" summer (from a practical perspective), and the spring/autumn averages are 
close to the annual average.” 

 
Reviewer:  Brian Donegan, Norfolk Resident 
Date:  June 27, 2016 
Note:  The full text of Mr. Donegan’s comments is available upon request from the HRPDC.  The 
following are his Conclusions and Recommendations. 
 

1. Comment:  HRPDC’s attempts at conducting public outreach for and incorporating public 
feedback into the HRHMP planning process were so ineffective as to obstruct meaningful public 
participation.  
Response:  Steering Committee members and other consultants nationwide note that public 
participation is generally low for similar planning efforts unless a recent disaster has brought 
mitigation issues to the forefront of the public conscious.  While the committee felt that our efforts 
were worthwhile, the results were admittedly less than desired.  An additional effort was made to 
gather public feedback in summer 2016 and the results have been documented in Section 2 and 
the appendices. 

2. Comment:  HRPDC efforts produced no public participation of significance and generated scant 
public feedback in time to affect the substantive decision making and planning processes.  
Response:  Concur.  As stated above, additional efforts were made to gather public feedback in 
summer 2016, edit the plan as indicated, and the results have been documented in Section 2 and 
the appendices. 

3. Comment:  Although HRPDC had limited public feedback in its possession, it withheld this from 
the Planning Committee during decision-making and planning sessions.  
Response:  Information obtained from public comment was utilized in both presentations to the 
planning committee and drafting of the plan.   Additionally, in July 2016, we reached back out to 
the committee with all of the public feedback received and asked that each community reconvene 
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their subgroup to discuss the public feedback and report back to the PDC whether the information 
resulted in recommended changes to any sections of the plan, including Sections 4 and 5. 

4. Comment:  The HRHMP presents a narrative surrounding public outreach, participation, feedback 
collection and incorporation, and communication with the public that is so inaccurate it distorts the 
facts to the point an external reviewer cannot effectively evaluate 44 CFR §201.6 compliance.  
Response:  While we do not concur that the Section 2 narrative is fundamentally inaccurate, nor 
that it hinders evaluation against 44 CFR §201.6, we have made minor revisions to the 
descriptions as suggested, in an effort to address the stated concerns. 

5. Comment:  As a result, the 2016 Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan does not comply with 
requirements 44 CFR §201.6 as interpreted and articulated in FEMA Local Mitigation Plan 
Review Guide, October 1, 2011. The plan appears to be noncompliant with Element A.3 and only 
partially compliant with Element A.1  
Response:  Element A1 requires documenting the planning process and indicating how the public 
was involved as we have done in Section 2.  Element A3 requires that the planning process 
include an opportunity for the public to comment on the plan during drafting stage and prior to 
plan approval.  We have hosted and adequately advertised 5 public meetings, regionally 
distributed throughout the planning area, to gather public comment, and have added an additional 
meeting in September and more outreach in summer 2016.  It is our opinion that this amount of 
public outreach is ample.  Plan adoption will not occur until later fall 2016, so all of this outreach 
happened prior to adoption by communities. 

6. Recommendation:  HRPDC should attempt to achieve full compliance with Element A,1 of the 
Guide by implementing the recommendations provided above to correct the misrepresentations in 
the HRHMP regarding public outreach, participation, feedback collection and incorporation, and 
communication with the public.  
Response:  As indicated in 4 above, we have made revisions to the descriptions in Section 2 in 
an effort to address the stated concerns. 

7. Recommendation:  As described in the above section regarding Incorporation of Public 
Feedback, the only point in the HRHMP development process [where] substantive public 
feedback could be practically incorporated in a meaningful way was during the Planning 
Committee meetings of late 2015.  After those meetings, the decision-making and planning 
processes were so advanced that to incorporate substantive public comment would require 
reconvening the Planning Committee to develop new elements of the plan from new entering 
arguments. Such activity would be a misuse of grant funding, taxpayer dollars and municipal staff 
time. At this point in the plan development process there is no reasonable, cost effective, action 
to remediate the omission of public feedback. As a result, conducting additional public outreach to 
collect feedback that may alter the structure of the plan is not recommended.  
Response:  We have delayed the review and adoption process by several weeks to make 
additional efforts to seek committee feedback on previously-obtained public comment, to obtain 
additional public comment, to repost the hazard mitigation plan, to host another public meeting 
and to again ask for committee feedback on public comments.  

8. Recommendation:  HRPDC should seek agreement with state and federal regulators to move 
forward with the plan while noting its non-compliance with Element A.3. HRPDC should propose 
that this deficiency be remediated by the development of detailed corrective action plan. The 
detailed corrective action itself should be the focus of a concerted effort to generate public 
involvement. This corrective action plan should be used as the basis for structuring the Continued 
Public Involvement section of the HRHMP.  
Response:  We disagree that the plan does not comply with Element A3 as noted in 5 above.  We 
will restructure the Continued Public Involvement subsection in Section 8 to include more detail 
on the recommended strategies.  The HRPDC cannot, however, dictate or mandate how 
individual communities implement the plan during the 5 years after adoption.  The strategies are 
simply actions that may have proven effective for other communities in the past.  We have added 
an Opportunities for Improvement subsection in Section 8 to identify possible methods for 
improving public outreach in future updates to the plan. 

9. Recommendation:  The current Continued Public Involvement section of the HRHMP should be 
replaced with a new section that incorporates the corrective action plan described above. This 
section, in its current form, is not credible given the dearth of public involvement achieved during 
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18 months of supposedly dedicated effort. It is impossible to forecast the success of planned 
actions such as:  

 Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web 
sites, social media and City buildings;  

 Designating willing citizens and private sector representatives as official members of the 
planning committee;  

 Using local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review 
activities taking place;  

 Using questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its 
implementation;  

 Using community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities 
taking place; and  

 Maintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate 
venues. (HRHMP 8:4)  

Response:  Public involvement during the 5-year period between plan updates is up to the 
discretion of each community’s committee and, for this reason, is not specified or required in 
detail in the plan.  In Section 8, the plan provides some guidance for ideas that have worked in 
the past for Hampton Roads or other communities and provides some ideas for involving the 
public.  Again, these are strategies and ideas, not mandates.  We will investigate other methods 
that have worked nationwide and add detail or other options to this section. 

10. Recommendation:  However, it clear that similar aspirations expressed during the past 18 months 
did not produce any meaningful public involvement. Therefore, HRPDC should conduct a 
thorough examination to determine how such poor participation was tolerated during the current 
effort and what best practices could be applied to generate meaningful public participation during 
HRHMP maintenance and 2021 revision. This examination should be the precursor to and should 
inform the development of, the corrective action plan.  
Response:  See 8 above for actions that we will take to modify the plan in response to this 
comment.   

 

Reviewer:  Carole Garrison, Hampton Resident 
Date:  August 4, 2016 
 

1. Comment:  I am concerned because in the chart 4.8 the Ocean and Lake surf events Hampton is 
only listed on the final event of last year. That is incorrect. Strong waves hit the beaches and 
flooded neighborhoods on the following dates which already have other cities listed for these 
events:  1) Oct 2006; 2) Nov 2006; 3) Nov 2009; 4) Oct  2012.  Also no area is listed as being 
effected for surf during Isabel Sept 2003.  That caused massive flooding and damage in the 
whole region.  The current was so strong it blew an opening in the beach at Factory Point which 
needed to be repaired.  I thought maybe it was left off because it was a named storm but then 
realized you had already listed Sandy which was also a named storm. Thank you for looking into 
this matter I do not want it to appear Hampton does not have issues resulting from waves. 
Response:  Thank you for the careful review of the table.  We have added this information to 
Table 4:8. 

 

Reviewer:  Ryan M. Kmetz 
Date:  August 31, 2016 
 

1. Comment:  Overall- There does not seem to be any sensitivity analysis of the potential effects of 
climate change. While all the references are best practices - they primarily focus on historical 
data. Many municipalities and regions in the Northeast have recognized this and have included 
this analysis in the HMP updates (e.g. Manchester-by-the-Sea, MA). 
Response:  Climate change is a sensitive political topic and attempting to have all of the elected 
officials in Hampton Roads agree on the potential effects of climate change would likely have 
become a strong focus of the plan, thereby detracting from the necessary focus on mitigation 
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actions.  By focusing on historical impacts in Section 5, and providing just one potential scenario 
as selected from the sensitivity analysis which is included in the 2012 report referenced (Climate 
Change in Hampton Roads, Phase III:  Sea Level Rise in Hampton Roads, Virginia), we felt that 
the vulnerability was sufficiently described in enough detail for the committee and the public to 
prepare associated mitigation actions.   
 

2. Comment:  Frictional Effects - How valid are the model outputs if the data inputs are based on the 
NLCD data from 2001? In addition to significant anthropogenic land use changes, we have had at 
least one major hurricane (Isabel). One would assume that this storm would have significantly 
altered the land cover. 
Response:  Individual model components and data inputs to FEMA’s HAZUS program are many, 
complicated and slow to change.  It was not until 2015 that the model incorporated data from the 
2010 Census, and the model still runs on outdated versions of the requisite GIS software.  
However, HAZUS is the only tool we know that provides useful hurricane vulnerability numbers 
for planning purposes such as this.  Our HAZUS consultants indicate that the apparent focus of 
recent updates to HAZUS have been making certain that the building and population data are as 
up to date as possible.   
 

Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
Response:  Drainage system maintenance is a component for many communities covered under 
this plan.  Your comment was forwarded and reviewed by the committee to determine if changes 
to the mitigation action plan were necessary. 

 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, 
and other strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from 
delivery to our waterways so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria 
leaks. 
Response:  Your comment was forwarded and reviewed by the Newport News committee 
members to determine if changes to the mitigation action plan were called for. We also contacted 
VDEM to determine fairly recent changes to the hazard mitigation funding programs that involve 
green infrastructure in order to guide our inclusion of this in the plan.  Several actions were 
updated to indicate that green infrastructure considerations may change the benefits cost ratio 
and increase available funding sources. 

 
Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1. Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people. 
Response:  While we appreciate your comment and are happy to accommodate your needs upon 
request, we find it is impractical to alter all of the figures in this document to be black and white. 

 
Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1. Include information about how to get hazard mitigation assistance for homes and companies. 
Response:  We appreciate your comment, but this task is outside the scope of this plan.  The 
plan is geared toward identifying actions communities should take with regard to hazard 
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mitigation.  Please note that many communities have included public information campaign 
actions to do precisely as you have indicated. 

 
 
Reviewer:  Robert Lane, Williamsburg Resident 
Date:  September 29, 2016 
 

1. I live in Williamsburg and received an email from the City asking me to provide feedback to you 
on the working draft.  I spent some time with it, (can't say I read it all), and was a quite impressed 
with the amount and organization of the information.  I did not review the Appendices.  I don't 
have any specific comments and I didn't see anything that appeared to me to be in error. I could 
suggest that the overall conclusions be collected and summarized either at the beginning or the 
end, (even though this would mean most would only read that section).  Otherwise, it is a bit 
voluminous to be an effective working document.  Although on second thought, perhaps this is 
more an umbrella document for all the various municipality implementation plans addressing the 
hazards as they pertain to their locality.  Overall, it seems thorough and well thought out. 
Response:  The hazard mitigation strategies in Section 7 are the result and thus the main 
conclusion of the document.  These are specific to each of the 22 communities, thus it is difficult 
to summarize them in an effective way. 
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APPENDIX F: PREVIOUS ACTIONS 
 
 

 
 
The following table provides a summary of the mitigation actions found in the previous hazard 
mitigation plan for each of the study area communities.  The table provides the previous plan 
strategy number, a brief description of the action, and status information regarding whether each 
activity has been retained as is, retained and modified, completed and deleted, or deleted for 
other reasons. 





 

TABLE F-1: SUMMARY OF STATUS OF PREVIOUS MITIGATION ACTIONS 

Community Strategy 
Number Strategy Description Activity Status and Current Plan 

Action 

Hampton 1 Mitigate hazards at communication sites Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #3 

Hampton 2 Relocate EOC/911/311 facility outside of 
floodplain 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #3 

Hampton 3 Continue Waterways Committee/Community Plan 
public outreach Delete - Completed 

Hampton 4 Expand shelter capacity w/other localities In Progress; deleted because it is 
a response activity 

Hampton 5 Work w/other localities within MOU to provide 
emergency generators to shelters 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #3 

Hampton 6 Continue evaluation of pump station upgrades Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #3 

Hampton 7 Adopt and periodically evaluate floodplain 
ordinance 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #3 

Hampton 8 Update snow removal plan Delete - incorporated into 
management procedures 

Hampton 9 Secure additional supples for special needs 
population 

Delete - incorporated into 
management procedures 

Hampton 8 (2006) Evaluate regulations to strengthen floodplain 
management program 

Delete - incorporated into 
management procedures 

Hampton 6 (2006) Evalute options to upgrade Reverse 
911/implement new system Delete - Completed 

Hampton 10 
Review rep loss data for accuracy, verify whether 

properties have been mitigated and submit 
documentation 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #11 

Hampton 11 Review compliance with NFIP; annual review of 
floodplain ordinance & permitted activities 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #1 

Hampton 12 Educate elected officials/citizens re: NFIP Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #13 

Hampton 13 Mitigation of floodprone structures Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #2 

Hampton 14 Implement revolving loan fund for residential 
elevation projects 

Delete - incorporated into 
management procedures 

Hampton 15 Maintain StormReady designation Delete - incorporated into 
management procedures 

Hampton 16 Incorporate Rep Loss Plan into HazMit Plan 

Delete - plan contains basic 
elements and Mitigation Action 

#11 continues with rep loss area 
analyses 

Hampton 17 Submit elevation grants to VDEM/FEMA Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #2 

Hampton 18 Continue developing storm-resistant beach Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #14 

Hampton 19 Implement zoning recommendations from 
Hampton/Langley Land Use Plan Delete - Completed 

Hampton 20 Prepare public outreach materials Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #13 

Hampton 21 Continue training for pandemics Delete - incorporated into 
management procedures 

Hampton 22 Outreach to rep loss on mitigation options Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #11 



Hampton 23 Provide weather radios to at-risk populations Delete - Completed 

Hampton 7 (2006) Continue generator program Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #3 

Hampton 24 
Examine feasibility of pilot neighborhood 

education and self-help org for emergency 
notification and hazmit 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #8 

Hampton 25 Seek funding to adopt warning system for coastal 
storms 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #15 

Hampton 26 Examine feasibility of small structural flood control 
measures 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #2 

Hampton 27 Evaluate relocation of School Maintenance 
Facility out of floodplain 

Delete - Building destroyed by 
tornado in 2014 and was not 

rebuilt. 

Hampton 28 Seek grants for SWM improvements Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #9 

Newport News 1 Evaluate feasibility of a 311 system Delete - Completed 

Newport News 2 Evaluate feasibility of join municipal shelter Delete - Completed 

Newport News 3 Perform needs assessment; identify potential 
refuges of last resort locations 

Delete - Considered a response 
action, not a priority for mitigation 

planning 

Newport News 4 Evaluate options for new community alert system Delete - Completed 

Newport News 5 Investigate use of social media for alerts, outreach Delete - Completed 

Newport News 5 (2006) Continue forest management program to mitigate 
wildfire hazards, promote forest health 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #13 

Newport News 4 (2006) Continue implementation of Flood Assistance 
Program 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #2 

Newport News 9 (2006) Upgrade stormwater drainage system 
maintenance 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #12 

Newport News 6 
Conduct annual review of rep loss data for 

accuracy; verify whether properties have been 
mitigated; submit mitigation verification 

Delete - This action will be 
completed as part of CRS if City 

participates in the program 

Newport News 7 Review compliance with NFIP; annual review of 
floodplain ordinance & permitted activities 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #1 

Newport News 8 Educate elected officials/citizens re: NFIP Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #14 

Newport News 9 Mitigation of floodprone structures Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #2 

Newport News 10 Evaluate and implement CAD interface 
Delete - This action, while not 

complete, is significantly 
underway. 

Newport News 8 (2006) Provide contingency planning guidance to 
businesses 

Deleted - Information may be 
placed on the web site, but not 
considered mitigation priority at 

this time 

Newport News 12 (2006) 
Engineering feasibility study of flood-proofing 

pumping stations, pursue funding, elevate pump 
stations 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #3 

Newport News 7 (2006) Continue development of natural hazards school 
curriculum Delete - Completed 

Newport News 11 (2006) Continue participation in CRS; prepare outreach 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #1.  City has not joined 

CRS at this time but is 
considering. 



Newport News 10 (2006) Continue flood hazard awareness program Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #14 

Newport News 6 (2006) Review floodplain ordinance, enact new 
requirements 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #1 

Poquoson 1 Participate in annual HRPDC mitigation funding 
workshop 

Retained as Regional Mitigation 
Action #2 

Poquoson 2 Continue participation in CRS; consider ordinance 
changes for more credit Retained 

Poquoson 3 Mitigate flood- and wind-prone structures Retained 

Poquoson 4 Implement VIMS Shoreline Management Plan Retained 

Poquoson 5 Crticial facilities flood/wind mitigation Retained 

Poquoson 6 
Collect/share hazard-related GIS data: high water 

marks, Elevation Certificates, real-time surge 
data, low-lying evac roads 

Retained 

Poquoson 7 Implement Pre-Disaster Debris Management Plan Retained 

Poquoson 8 Trim trees in public right-of-way; coordinate with 
public utility companies Retained 

Poquoson 9 

Eliminate barriers to the orderly evacuation of 
citizens (elevate/widen Wythe Creek Road, widen 

Victory Blvd, continue car evac agreement w/ 
Langley Motor Speedway, address low-lying 

roads) 

Retained 

Poquoson 10 Maintain decal system for re-entry to City post-
disaster; use social media to strengthen Retained 

Poquoson 11 Maintain Code Red, Reverse 911 system; prepare 
messages Retained 

Poquoson 12 Protect flood-prone natural resources as buffer 
against SLR (3 steps) Retained 

Poquoson 13 Continue participation w/Virginia Tech to use 
drones to assess storm damage, manage fires Retained 

Poquoson 14 Create PPI for outreach, CRS Retained 

Williamsburg 1 
Conduct annual review of rep loss data for 

accuracy; verify whether properties have been 
mitigated; submit mitigation verification 

Delete - this activity is geared 
toward CRS communities and is 
not necessary for Williamsburg's 

limited flood hazard 

Williamsburg 2 Review compliance with NFIP; annual review of 
floodplain ordinance & permitted activities 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #2 

Williamsburg 3 Educate elected officials/citizens re: NFIP 
Delete - The low number of 

floodprone structures does not 
necessitate this action 

Williamsburg 4 Mitigation of floodprone structures 
Delete - The low number of 

floodprone structures does not 
necessitate this action 

Williamsburg 2 (2006) Maintain StormReady designation Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #3 

Williamsburg 7 (2006) Continue Colonial Williamsburg Annual Tree 
Maintenance Program  

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #4 

Williamsburg 6 (2006) Upgrade drainage system Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #1 

Williamsburg 4 (2006) Shelter generator maintenance program Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #5 

Williamsburg 1 (2006) Evaluate citizen alerting systems Delete - completed 



Williamsburg 3 (2006) Strengthen GIS digital mapping program Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #6 

Williamsburg 5 (2006) Continue training CERT team members Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #7 

Williamsburg 5 Provide outreach to rep loss properties re: 
mititgation options 

Delete - The low number of 
floodprone structures does not 

necessitate this action 

Williamsburg 8 
Explore feasibility of developing Disaster-

Resistant University (DRU) Plan for the College of 
William & Mary 

Delete - completed 

James City County 1 
Evaluate critical faacilities for safety and 

sustainability during emergencies; take corrective 
actions 

Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

James City County 2 Revise FIRMs to incorporate Powhatan Creek 
watershed studies 

Completed, but with some 
elements retained as Mitigation 

Action #2 

James City County 3 Mitigate flood problems indentified in Powhatan 
Creek watershed study Retained as Mitigation Action #2 

James City County 4 Annual meeting with VDOT/utilities to identify 
hazard areas and potential mitigation projects Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

James City County 4 (2006) Adopt freeboard Deleted 

James City County 1 (2006) Continue flood mitigation project, focus on rep 
loss Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

James City County 3 (2006) Include flood hazard/zone information in site plan 
application/building permits 

Modified and retained as 
Mitigation Action #5 

James City County 5 
Review rep loss data for accuracy, verify whether 

properties have been mitigated and submit 
documentation 

Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#5 

James City County 6 Review compliance with NFIP; annual review of 
floodplain ordinance & permitted activities 

Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#5 

James City County 7 Educate elected officials/citizens re: NFIP Modified and retained as 
Mitigation Action #6 

James City County 8 Mitigation of floodprone structures Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#4 

James City County 7 (2006) Convene task force to assess wildfire hazards Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#7 

James City County 9 Complete StormReady certification Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#8 

James City County 10 Evaluate integrating web-based data analysis 
tools with current county capability Deleted 

James City County 11 Outreach program for flood mitigation options Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#6 

James City County 2 (2006) Identify first floor elevations; County-wide needs 
assessment 

Incorporated into Regional Action 
#1 

James City County 6 (2006) Continue and expand Drought-Resistant 
Landscaping Program Complete - Deleted 

James City County 5 (2006) Provide disaster mitigation planning guidance to 
businesses 

Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#6 

York County 1 Evaluate new/upgraded community alert system Modified and retained as part of 
Mitigation Action #1 

York County 2 
Conduct annual review of rep loss data for 

accuracy; verify whether properties have been 
mitigated; submit mitigation verification 

Modified and retained as 
Mitigation Action #2 

York County 3 Review compliance with NFIP; annual review of 
floodplain ordinance & permitted activities 

Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#2 



York County 4 Educate elected officials/citizens re: NFIP Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#1 

York County 5 Mitigation of floodprone structures Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#3 

York County 6 Complete annual floodplain management report Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#2 

York County 7 Develop public outreach materials for wildfire Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

York County 8 Program for assessment of stormwater choke 
points Retained as Mitigation Action #5 

York County 13 (2006) Mitigate rep loss structures Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#3 

York County 5 (2006) 
Evaluate critical faacilities for safety and 

sustainability during emergencies; take corrective 
actions 

Retained as Mitigation Action #6 

York County 2 (2006) Continue flood hazard awareness program Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#1 

York County 3 (2006) Implement stormwater Capital Improvement 
Projects Deleted 

York County 8 (2006) Maintain awareness/support of Newport News' 
forest management program Retained as Mitigation Action #7 

York County 10 (2006) Continue to provide contingency planning 
guidance to businesses 

Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#1 

York County 1 (2006) Review feasibility of adopting 2' freeboard Completed - Deleted 

York County 9 Evaluate emergency/crisis management systems 
and tools Deleted 

York County 10 Continue PSA program; develop new PSAs as 
needed; assess media outlets 

Incorporated into Mitigation Action 
#1 

York County 12 (2006) Continue Comp Plan element to protect County 
shorelines from erosion  Retained as Mitigation Action #8 

Isle of Wight County 1 Mitigate floodprone structures Retained as Mitigation Action #1  

Isle of Wight County 2 Join the CRS Retained as Mitigation Action #2 

Isle of Wight County 3 Put utility lines to municipal facilities and 
emergency shelters underground Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

Isle of Wight County 4 Implement 4-phase strategy to guide development 
in areas vulnerable to SLR Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

Isle of Wight County 5 Stormwater drainage plan for floodprone areas, 
implement plan 

Stormwater master plan is about 
to be developed. Retaiend as 

Mitigation Action # 5 

Isle of Wight County 6 Countywide Transportation Plan, address flooding Retained as Mitigation Action #6 

Isle of Wight County 7 Annual outreach with Dominion re: nuclear hazard Deleted.  This is an ongoing effort. 

Isle of Wight County 8 Expand notification system to new media 
Deleted.  Action complete; 
although annual costs still 

incurred. 

Isle of Wight County 9 Build additional fueling station Deleted.  Action complete. 

Isle of Wight County 10 Replace and maintain regional interoperable 
communications system Retained as Mitigation Action # 

Isle of Wight County 11 Determine if repetitive loss structures have been 
mitigated Retained as Mitigation Action #11 



Isle of Wight County 12 Address hazards along high traffic evac routes, 
includes burying utility lines Retained as Mitigation Action #12 

Norfolk 1 Maintain and protect beaches and shorelines Split into Mitigation Actions #1 & 
#2 

Norfolk 2 Incorporate mitigation goals/objectives/actions 
into Comp Plan Deleted 

Norfolk 3 Expand notification system to new media types 
and notices Deleted.  Action complete. 

Norfolk 4 Create vehicle/equipment staging areas outside of 
SFHA Deleted 

Norfolk 5 Multi-hazard public outreach/education; focus on 
flood 

Split into Mitigation Actions #3 & 
#4 

Norfolk 6 Generators for critical facilities and infrastructure Retained as Mitigation Action #5 

Norfolk 7 Additional fueling station Deleted 

Norfolk 8 Improve stormwater system Retained as Mitigation Action #6 

Norfolk 9 Improve critical facilities and infrastructure and 
shelters Retained as Mitigation Action #7 

Norfolk 10 Protect floodprone structures Retained as Mitigation Action #8 

Norfolk 11 Improve damage assessment procedures Retained as Mitigation Action #9 

Norfolk 12 Improve CRS rating Retained as Mitigation Action #11 

Norfolk 13 Determine whether repetitive loss structures have 
been mitigated 

Modified and retained as 
Mitigation Action #11 

Portsmouth 1 Develop a post-disaster continuity of operations 
plan Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Portsmouth 2 
Designate non-flood-prone pick-ups with city 
evacuation routes to assist citizens relying on 

public transportation 
Retained as Mitigation Action #2 

Portsmouth 3 Hurricane/flood outreach/education to hotels, 
motels, business travelers, tourists Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

Portsmouth 4 
Use GIS to identify location/vulnerability of special 

needs populations for mitigation, evacuation, 
response, recovery 

Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

Portsmouth 5 Purchase/lease generators for pump stations and 
shelters Deleted  

Portsmouth 6 Implement stream gauge system in rep loss areas 
where streets flood 

Modified and retained as 
Mitigation Action #5 

Portsmouth 7 Implement Citywide Drainage Needs Assessment 
completed in November 2007 Retained as Mitigation Action #7 

Portsmouth 8 Implement action items from 2010 Floodplain 
Management Plan and Rep Loss Plan 

Modified and retained as 
Mitigation Action #8 

Portsmouth 9 Mitigate repetitive loss structures Retained as Mitigation Action #9 

Portsmouth 10 Determine whether Rep Loss properties have 
been mitigated Retained as Mitigation Action #10 

Suffolk 1 
Collect data to support flood mitigation projects 
(high water marks, lowest flood elev, flood elev, 

structure condition for rep loss) 
Deleted - Completed 

Suffolk 2 Develop regional dam failure plan Deleted - Completed 



Suffolk 3 Mitigate repetitively flooded structures and 
infrastructure 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #1 

Suffolk 4 Provide emergency power to critical 
facilities/infrastructure/shelters 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #2 

Suffolk 5 Provide hurricane/flood outreach/education to 
travelers and tourists 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #3 

Suffolk 6 Improve stormwater management Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #4 

Suffolk 7 Update Comp Plan to incorporate mitigation Delete - Completed 

Suffolk 8 Develop stormwater drainage plan for flood-prone 
areas 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #5 

Suffolk 9 Continue to strengthen floodplain management 
program (5 steps) 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #6 

Suffolk 10 Review whether rep loss structures have been 
mitigated 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #7 

Virginia Beach 1 
Ensure consistency across locality plans - Comp 

Plan, Critical Infrastructure, CIP, HazMit Plan, 
Stormwater Management, Open Space, Energy 

Delete - Completed 

Virginia Beach 2 Relocate ComIT Data Center Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Virginia Beach 3 Strengthen City's Floodplain Management 
Program (5 steps) Retained as Mitigation Action #2 

Virginia Beach 4 
Update Site Plan Review process to inclue 

hazards and additional review by Fire & EM, 
Green Ribbon Committee, Joint-Energy Comm 

Delete - Substantially complete.  
Floodplain management aspects 
included under Mitigation Action 

#2 

Virginia Beach 5 Create coalition of business owners to promote 
mitigation Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

Virginia Beach 6 Provide emergency power to critical facilities and 
infrastructure and shelters Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

Virginia Beach 7 Move utilities underground Delete - Cancelled 

Virginia Beach 8 Mitigate public safety facilities Retained as Mitigation Action #5 

Virginia Beach 9 Public education on flood insurance and natural 
floodplain functions 

Updated and Retained as 
Mitigation Action #6 

Virginia Beach 10 Incorporate property protection measures into 
CERT curriculum 

Modified and retained as 
Mitigation Action #6 

Virginia Beach 11 Replace/maintain interoperable communications 
system Retained as Mitigation Action #7 

Virginia Beach 12 Maintain Hurricane Protection Project and 
beaches 

Updated and Retained as 
Mitigation Action #8 

Virginia Beach 13 Develop dam failure plan Updated and Retained as 
Mitigation Action #9 

Virginia Beach 14 Install mast arm supports with mechanical 
dampening systems for traffic signals Retained as Mitigation Action #10 

Virginia Beach 15 Improve/update alert, warning, notification 
capabilities Retained as Mitigation Action #11 

Virginia Beach 16 Retrofit stormdrains Updated and Retained as 
Mitigation Action #12 

Virginia Beach 17 Mitigate tidal flooding  Retained as Mitigation Action #13 

Virginia Beach 18 Modify V-Zone standards to include enclosure 
limits 

Delete - Cancelled - Most V Zone 
areas have ground elevations 

above BFE 



Virginia Beach 19 Provide incentives to developers to increase 
landscape or dune management Delete - Cancelled 

Virginia Beach 20 Investigate coastal barrier and stream diversion 
technologies 

Retained as part of Mitigation 
Action #13 

Virginia Beach 21 Mitigate rep loss structures Retained as Mitigation Action #14 

Virginia Beach 22 Verify whether rep loss properties have been 
mitigated Retained as Mitigation Action #16 

Chesapeake 1 Participate in annual HRPDC Mitigation Funding 
Workshop (if available). 

Retained as Regional Mitigation 
Action #2 

Chesapeake 2 Maintain participation in NFIP and CRS.   Retained 

Chesapeake 3 Protect structures in floodprone areas through 
structural mitigation or small flood control projects Retained 

Chesapeake 4 

Continually review manufactured home locations 
relative to repetitve loss areas and SFHAs; review 

vulnerability to flood and wind; mitigate where 
possible 

Retained 

Chesapeake 5 

Part I: study critical facilities relative to SFHA and 
repetitive loss areas, assess vulnerability  

 
Part II: Mitigate structures and/or components 

Retained 

Chesapeake 6 Flow test and inspect dry hydrants annually to 
help maintain operability. Retained 

Chesapeake 7 Seek/use revenue sources and local matching 
funds for mitigation planning and projects Retained 

Chesapeake 8 
Develop and implement a Pre-Disaster 

Homeowner Tree Preventive Maintenance and 
Hazard Awareness Program 

Retained 

Chesapeake 9 

Improve stormwater management infrastructure: 
prepare and implement maintenance schedule, 

provide replacement schedule (inspection 
equipment, vehicles,  plows for new trucks) 

Retained 

Chesapeake 10 

Part I: Maximize training opportunities in hazard 
mitigation for NEMAC, staff, elected officials, 

CERT members, citizen/neighborhood leaders 
 

Part II: Support at least two staff in Development 
and Permits to become CFMs 

Retained 

Chesapeake 11 Conduct HEAT program for industrial/hazardous 
facilities to discuss hazards and mitigation Retained 

Chesapeake 12 Support/maintain reverse-911 system, prepare 
messages for hazard events Retained 

Chesapeake 13 
Prevent sanitary sewer inflows during floods, 
smoke test public and private sanitary sewer 

infrastructure to determine priorities 
Retained 

Chesapeake 14 
Continue lease agreement and maintenance of 
facilities along the Dismal Swamp Canal Trail to 

accommodate recreational use of floodplain 
Retained 

Chesapeake 15 Continue outreach efforts through PPI following 
steps laid out in CRS Manual Retained 

Franklin 1 Revise floodplain regulation to require 1 ft 
freeboard Completed - Deleted 

Franklin 2 
Use existing studies to prioritize and implement 

improvements to stormwater and drainage 
systems 

Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Franklin 3 Enroll in CRS Retained as Mitigation Action #2 



Franklin 4 Compile elevation and flood damage data Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

Franklin 5 

Work with Downtown Franklin Association and 
local business owners to wet and dry floodproof 

structures; provide flood audits to business 
owners 

Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

Franklin 6 
Community disaster awareness campaign through 

City Clips and cable Public, Education, and 
Government (PEG) channel 

Retained as Mitigation Action #5 

Franklin 7 Increase protection of critical facilities and 
infrastructure Retained as Mitigation Action #6 

Franklin 8 
Reduce prevalence of hazardous trees; 1) 

education on properly caring for aging trees, 2) 
provide inspections 

Retained as Mitigation Action #7 

Franklin 9 
Coordinate with CSX and Norfolk Southern to 

regulate hazardous materials and prep for 
accidents 

Retained as Mitigation Action #8 

Franklin 10 Continue upgrades to radio system Retained as Mitigation Action #9 

Franklin 11 Install citywide wireless network Retained as Mitigation Action #10 

Franklin 12 Upgrade GIS to include risk info for plan review 
process for new dev Retained as Mitigation Action #11 

Franklin 13 Help business develop disaster recovery plans Retained as Mitigation Action #12 

Franklin 14 Continue evaluating schools as shelters; 
upgrades Retained as Mitigation Action #13 

Franklin 15 Install flood gates Not cost effective - Deleted 

Franklin 16 CFM on Community Development staff Retained as Mitigation Action #14 

Franklin 17 StormReady designation Completed - Deleted 

Franklin 18 Identify, repair, demolish unsafe structures Retained as Mitigation Action #15 

Franklin 19 Determine if repetitive loss structures have been 
mitigated Retained as Mitigation Action #16 

Franklin 20 Participate in annual HRPDC mitigation funding 
workshop 

Retained as Regional Mitigation 
Action #2 

Southampton County 1 

Identify new sites for Emergency Operations 
Center outside floodplain or retrofit; Site new 
public safety buildings outside of 500-year 

floodplain 

Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Southampton County 2 Solicit comments from VDOF on proposed 
subdivisions Retained as Mitigation Action #2 

Southampton County 3 Protect rep loss properties from flood damage Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

Southampton County 4 Complete 6 countywide drainage studies to 
prioritize maintenance 

Modified and retained as 
Mitigation Action #4 

Southampton County 5 Retrofit County High School for shelter Retained as Mitigation Action #5 

Southampton County 6 Multi-hazard mailing to property owners Retained as Mitigation Action #6 

Southampton County 7 Include hazard element in Comp Plan Deleted 

Southampton County 8 CFM training for staff Modified and retained as 
Mitigation Action #8 



Southampton County 9 Verify whether rep loss properties have been 
mitigated Retained as Mitigation Action #7 

Boykins 1 Support railroad efforts to widen ditches Retained 

Boykins 2 Coordinate with Dominion Powerto upgrade 
electric utilities Retained 

Boykins 3 Increase outreach/participation in Reverse 911 Retained 

Boykins 4 Public education campaign w/ Red Cross on 
preparedness, including flood insurance Retained 

Boykins 5 Install generator/backup power for water 
availability (w/ County) Completed - Deleted 

Boykins 6 Acquire/mitigate floodprone structures Completed - Deleted 

Boykins 7 
Address drainage issues in Meherrin River, 

identify ways to improve drainage on Tarrara 
Creek 

Completed - Deleted 

Branchville 1 Increase outreach/participation in Reverse 911 Substantially Complete - Deleted 

Branchville 2 Enhance community center's ability to serve as 
assembly point, distribution center Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Branchville 3 Coordinate with County on culvert expansion 
under CSX trestle Retained as Mitigation Action #2 

Branchville 4 Public education campaign w/ Red Cross on 
preparedness, including flood insurance Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

Branchville 5 Educate residents on what can be expected 
following major disaster, how to prepare Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

Branchville 6 Request, assist, distribute infor on evac plans - 
VA and NC Retained as Mitigation Action #5 

Branchville 7 Mitigate floodprone structures Retained as Mitigation Action #6 

Capron 1 Public education campaign w/ County, Red Cross 
on preparedness, including flood insurance Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Courtland 1 Continue to implement stormwater drainage 
projects Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Courtland 2 Increase outreach/participation in Reverse 911 Retained as Mitigation Action #2 

Courtland 3 Retrofit Courtland Elementary School to serve as 
a shelter Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

Courtland 4 Public education campaign w/ County, Red Cross 
on preparedness, including flood insurance Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

Courtland 5 Mitigate floodprone structures Retained as Mitigation Action #5 

Ivor 1 Public awareness campaign on burning laws Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Ivor 2 Establish buffer zones between residential 
construction and woodeded areas Retained as Mitigation Action #2 

Ivor 3 Public education campaign w/ County, Red Cross 
on preparedness, including flood insurance Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

Ivor 4 Mitigate floodprone structures Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

Newsoms 1 Public education campaign w/ County, Red Cross 
on preparedness, including flood insurance Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Newsoms 2 Increase outreach/participation in Reverse 911 Retained as Mitigation Action #2 



Newsoms 3 Improve drainage as identified in 2011 stormwater 
study Substantially Complete - Deleted 

Newsoms 4 Coordinate with DCR on NFIP questions Retained as Mitigation Action # 

Newsoms 5 Mitigate floodprone structures Retained as Mitigation Action # 

Smithfield 1 Provide training on proper pruning of hazardous 
trees Deleted - action complete 

Smithfield 2 Have staff become CFMs Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Smithfield 3 Add DFIRM to Town's GIS Deleted - action complete 

Smithfield 4 Ensure continued NFIP compliance on Zoning 
Permit Application Retained as Mitigation Action #2 

Smithfield 5 Remove utility poles/bury lines Retained as Mitigation Action #3 

Smithfield 6 Determine whether rep loss properties have been 
mitigated Retained as Mitigation Action #4 

Windsor 1 Have staff become CFMs Retained as Mitigation Action #1 

Windsor 2 Ensure continued NFIP compliance on Zoning 
Permit Application Retained as Mitigation Action #2 
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The following list of acronyms may help with interpretation of terms used in this document.     
 

Acronym List 
ASCE – American Society of Civil Engineers 

BFE – Base Flood Elevation 

CDBG – Community Development Block Grant Program 

CERT – Community Emergency Response Team 
CFM – Certified Floodplain Manager 

CRS – Community Rating System 

CWA – Clean Water Act Section 319 Grants 

CZM – Virginia Coastal Zone Management Program 
DHS – U.S. Department of Homeland Security 

DMA 2000 – Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 

DPW – Department of Public Works 

EPA – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

EWP – Emergency Watershed Protection 

FEMA – Federal Emergency Management Agency 

FIRM – Flood Insurance Rate Map 

FMA – Flood Mitigation Assistance Program 

FPMS – Flood Plain Management Services Program 
GIS – Geographical Information System 

HAZUS-MH – Hazards U.S. Multi-Hazard 

HIRA – Hazard Identification Risk Assessment 

HMGP – Hazard Mitigation Grant Program 

HRPDC – Hampton-Roads Planning District Commission 

HUD – U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 

IDA – Intensely Developed Area 

ISO – Verisk Analytics 

LEPC – Local Emergency Planning Committee 

LWCF – Land and Water Conservation Fund Grants 
MAC – Mitigation Advisory Committee 

MAP – Mitigation Action Plan 
MLLW – Mean Lower Low Water 
NAS – Naval Air Station 



NESIS – Northeast Snowfall Impact Scale 

NCDC – National Climatic Data Center 

NEMAC – National Event Mitigation Advisory Committee (Chesapeake) 

NFIP – National Flood Insurance Program 

NOAA – National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration 

NWS – National Weather Service 

ODU – Old Dominion University 
PDM – Pre-Disaster Mitigation Program 

PDSI – Palmer Drought Severity Index 

RFC – Repetitive Flood Claims Program 
RL – Repetitive [flood] Loss 

RMA – Resource Management Area 

RPA – Resource Protection Area 

SARA - Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act 

SFCP – Small Flood Control Projects 
SFHA – Special Flood Hazard Area 
SLOSH – Sea, Lake and Overland Surges from Hurricanes 

SRL – Severe Repetitive [flood] Loss 
STAPLE/E – Social, Technical, Administrative, Political, Legal, Economic and Environmental 

TBA – Tidewater Builders Association 

USACE – U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
USBC - Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code 
USDA – United States Department of Agriculture 

USGS – United States Geological Survey 

VDEM – Virginia Department of Emergency Management 

VDEQ – Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 

VDOF – Virginia Department of Forestry 

VIMS – Virginia Institute of Marine Science 

VMRC – Virginia Marine Resources Commission 

WHO – World Health Organization 
WNV – West Nile Virus 

WPFP – Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention 

WSP – Watershed Surveys and Planning 

WUI – Wildland Urban Interface 
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APPENDIX H 

This Appendix provides a copy of the Public Input Assessment worksheets completed by Committee 
members at three different points in the planning process.  
 
 
 
 











Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Assessment of Public Input 
July 15, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY July 26, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  _City of Newport News _________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  _George Glazner_________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  _gglazner@nnva.gov________________ 

 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the comments and responses to the plan as posted on the 
HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
2.  Has your committee reviewed all of the public surveys and comments received from the public 

as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public meeting minutes as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 

7/15/16? 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net


X YES 

� NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process? 
 
 No. To the best of my recollection the process is accurately described in this document 
 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 
 
 No changes recommended for this plan. In the future it might be worthwhile to revisit the 
discussions about mitigating potential disruption to the electrical grid from electromagnetic and 
solar events. 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

 
No changes recommended 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 
 
Goal 2.1.1 in the future might be better stated to Encourage and provide incentives for property 
owners…….. 
 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address the hazards impacting 
your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove? 

No. 

 



6. Section 8 addresses how communities will maintain and implement the plan during the 5-year 
period after adoption.  What specific methods does your community intend to implement to include 
the public in the process?  Please add to the list if your intentions are not provided below. 

X Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web sites, 
social media and City buildings; 

X  Designating willing citizens and private sector representatives as official members of the planning 
committee; 

X Using local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; 

X  Using questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its 
implementation; 

X Using community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; and 

X     Maintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate venues. 
� Other (please explain):________________________________________________________ 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Assessment of Public Input 
July 15, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY July 26, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  City of Poquoson 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  Michael D. Bryant, Deputy Fire Chief/EM Coordinator 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  Michael.Bryant@poquoson-va.gov 

 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the comments and responses to the plan as posted on the 
HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
2.  Has your committee reviewed all of the public surveys and comments received from the public 

as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public meeting minutes as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 

7/15/16? 
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X YES 

� NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process? No changes recommended. 

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. No changes recommended. 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. No changes recommended. 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? No changes 
recommended. 

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address the hazards impacting 
your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove? No changes recommended.  

 

6. Section 8 addresses how communities will maintain and implement the plan during the 5-year 
period after adoption.  What specific methods does your community intend to implement to include 
the public in the process?  Please add to the list if your intentions are not provided below. 

X Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web sites, 
social media and City buildings; 
X Designating willing citizens and private sector representatives as official members of the planning 
committee; 
X Using local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; 



X Using questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its 
implementation; 
X Using community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; and 
X Maintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate venues. 
� Other (please explain):  



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Assessment of Public Input 
July 15, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY July 26, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  City of Williamsburg 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  Pat Dent, Fire Chief / Emergency Management Coordinator  

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  wdent@williamsburgva.gov 

 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the comments and responses to the plan as posted on the 
HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

    NO 

2.  Has your committee reviewed all of the public surveys and comments received from the public 
as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

    NO 
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3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public meeting minutes as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 
7/15/16? 

X    YES 

 NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?   No recommended changes.  

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed.  No recommended changes. One committee 
member questioned the accuracy of the 2013 Dam data. After reading the criteria one would 
assume Dams not listed did not fall within the guidelines for inclusion on this list.  

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed.  No recommendations. 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? No changes 
suggested for Goals & Objectives.  

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address the hazards impacting 
your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove? Section 7 adequately 
addresses the hazards impacting our community and the committee has no additions or deletions.   

 

6. Section 8 addresses how communities will maintain and implement the plan during the 5-year 
period after adoption.  What specific methods does your community intend to implement to include 
the public in the process?  Please add to the list if your intentions are not provided below. 



X   Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web sites,           
social media and City buildings; 

� Designating willing citizens and private sector representatives as official members of the 
planning committee; 

X    Using local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review activities      
       taking place; 
� Using questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its  
       implementation; 
X     Using community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities taking   
       place; and 
X     Maintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate venues. 
� Other (please explain):________________________________________________________ 













Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Assessment of Public Input 
July 15, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY July 26, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  __________Norfolk___________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  __________Robert Tajan_________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  _________Robert.Tajan@norfolk.gov_________ 

 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the comments and responses to the plan as posted on the 
HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
2.  Has your committee reviewed all of the public surveys and comments received from the public 

as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public meeting minutes as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 

7/15/16? 
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X  YES 

� NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process? 

Yes. I would note that additional public meetings were held with more lead time for viewing the 
document to allow for more possible public input. It should note that there was concern of not 
enough public input which led to additional comments being addressed and X number of additional 
public meetings coordinated with all the city’s Public Relations departments.  

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 
 
Yes. Information should be added that though the list is not comprehensive, these are the hazards 
identified as being what the focus of the plan should be based on Committee members input and 
the detailed needs assessment in Chapter 5. A section should be included that shows all the hazards 
identified by entire Committee and that these shown are the specific ones chosen through a 
voting/vetting process as to what are the most important. 
 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

Yes. The flood events should be tied to the dated historical events where possible to show that 
there are other events between the historical events. 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 

No, not unless there are more hazards added to address. 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address the hazards impacting 
your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove? 

No, no unless there are more hazards that are added and need to be addressed.  

6. Section 8 addresses how communities will maintain and implement the plan during the 5-year 
period after adoption.  What specific methods does your community intend to implement to include 
the public in the process?  Please add to the list if your intentions are not provided below. 



� Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web sites, 
social media and City buildings; 

� Designating willing citizens and private sector representatives as official members of the planning 
committee; 

� Using local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; 

� Using questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its 
implementation; 

X     Using community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; and 

X     Maintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate venues. 
X     Other (please explain):____Yearly updated provided to City Council ___________________ 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Assessment of Public Input 
July 15, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY July 26, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  _______City of Portsmouth______________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  __Meg Pittenger_____________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  __megp@portsmouthva.gov_______________________________ 

 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the comments and responses to the plan as posted on the 
HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

☒YES 
NO 

2.  Has your committee reviewed all of the public surveys and comments received from the public 
as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

☒YES 
☐NO 

3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public meeting minutes as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 
7/15/16? 

☒YES 
☐NO 
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Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  More time between the committee meetings series might have been helpful. In 
particular, the time between the November 2015 and December 2015 was very short and 
exacerbated by it occurring during holiday times.  Also, need more than 2 weeks in between 
open public meeting and plan adoption timeframe. 
 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. No, although stressing the parameters of DMA 
2000 might help emphasize the nature of the hazards that this plan is designed to address. 

 
3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 

and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. Duplicate question? 
 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? No 
 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address the hazards impacting 
your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove? Yes. No. 
 

6. Section 8 addresses how communities will maintain and implement the plan during the 5-year 
period after adoption.  What specific methods does your community intend to implement to include 
the public in the process?  Please add to the list if your intentions are not provided below. 

☒Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web 
sites, social media and City buildings; 
☐Designating willing citizens and private sector representatives as official members of the 
planning committee; 
☒Using local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review activities 
taking place; 
☒Using questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its 
implementation; 
☒Using community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; and 
☒Maintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate venues. 
☐Other (please explain):________________________________________________________ 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Assessment of Public Input 
July 15, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY July 26, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  ______Suffolk_______________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  ___Brian Spicer________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  ____bspicer@suffolkva.us_________________ 

 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the comments and responses to the plan as posted on the 
HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

� YES 
� NO 

2.  Has your committee reviewed all of the public surveys and comments received from the public 
as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

� YES 
� NO 

3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public meeting minutes as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 
7/15/16? 

� YES 
� NO 
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Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  No recommended changes at this time. 

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed.  No recommended changes. 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed.  No recommended changes. 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed?  No. 

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address the hazards impacting 
your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove?  Yes.  No additions. 

 

6. Section 8 addresses how communities will maintain and implement the plan during the 5-year 
period after adoption.  What specific methods does your community intend to implement to include 
the public in the process?  Please add to the list if your intentions are not provided below. 

� Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web sites, 
social media and City buildings; 

� Designating willing citizens and private sector representatives as official members of the 
planning committee; 

� Using local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review activities 
taking place; 

� Using questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its 
implementation; 

� Using community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; and 

� Maintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate venues. 
� Other (please explain):________________________________________________________ 







Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Assessment of Public Input 
July 15, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY July 26, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  ___City of Chesapeake__________________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  ___Martha Burns____________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  __mfburns@cityofchesapeake.net_______________________________ 

 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the comments and responses to the plan as posted on the 
HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

xYES-the opportunity has been given to do so 

 NO  

2.  Has your committee reviewed all of the public surveys and comments received from the public 
as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

xYES the opportunity has been given to do so 

� NO 
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3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public meeting minutes as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 
7/15/16? 

xYES the opportunity has been given to do so 

� NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process? NO 

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. NO  

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. NO 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? NO 

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address the hazards impacting 
your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove? NO 

 

6. Section 8 addresses how communities will maintain and implement the plan during the 5-year 
period after adoption.  What specific methods does your community intend to implement to include 
the public in the process?  Please add to the list if your intentions are not provided below. 

Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web sites, social 
media and City buildings; 
xDesignating willing citizens and private sector representatives as official members of the planning 
committee; 
xUsing local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; 



xUsing questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its 
implementation; 
xUsing community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities taking place; 
and 
xMaintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate venues. 
Other (please explain):________________________________________________________ 







Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Assessment of Public Input 
July 15, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY July 26, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  Town of Smithfield______________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER: Josiah Jendrey___________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov___________________ 

 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the comments and responses to the plan as posted on the 
HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
2.  Has your committee reviewed all of the public surveys and comments received from the public 

as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
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3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public meeting minutes as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 

7/15/16? 

X YES 

� NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process? 

No changes needed  

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

Appears to address all relevant hazards and does not need any changes to be made.  

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

Looks to be well done and cover all necessary areas.  

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 

       No 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address the hazards impacting 
your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove? 

       Yes 

6. Section 8 addresses how communities will maintain and implement the plan during the 5-year 
period after adoption.  What specific methods does your community intend to implement to include 
the public in the process?  Please add to the list if your intentions are not provided below. 

� Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web sites, 
social media and City buildings; 

� Designating willing citizens and private sector representatives as official members of the 
planning committee; 



� Using local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review activities 
taking place; 

� Using questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its 
implementation; 

� Using community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; and 

� Maintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate venues. 
� Other (please explain):________________________________________________________ 







Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Committee Assessment of Public Input 
July 15, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY July 26, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  Southampton County  

COMMITTEE LEADER:   Beth Lewis, City of Franklin 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:   blewis@franklinva.com 

 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the comments and responses to the plan as posted on the 
HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

YES 

2.  Has your committee reviewed all of the public surveys and comments received from the public 
as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 7/15/16? 

YES 

3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public meeting minutes as posted on the HRPDC ftp site 
7/15/16? 

YES 
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Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  None beyond the fact that the Southampton County needs to have as its representative 
someone in emergency management, through the sheriff’s office, driving this process.  Emergency 
management planning needs to undertaken by those whose expertise and training is in emergency 
management. 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed.  No 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed.  No 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed?  No 
5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address the hazards impacting 

your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove?  Adequately addresses, no 
additions or deletions 

6. Section 8 addresses how communities will maintain and implement the plan during the 5-year 
period after adoption.  What specific methods does your community intend to implement to include 
the public in the process?  Please add to the list if your intentions are not provided below. 

� Advertising meetings of the committee in the local newspaper, public bulletin boards, web sites, 
social media and City buildings; 

� Using local media to update the public about any maintenance or periodic review activities 
taking place; 

� Using questionnaires and Open Houses to obtain public comments on the Plan and its 
implementation; including booth at County fair when appropriate 

� Using community web sites to advertise any maintenance or periodic review activities taking 
place; and 

� Maintaining copies of the Plan in public libraries, on the web, or other appropriate venues. 







Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
SecondCommittee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  _City of Newport News____________________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  ___George Glazner____________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  ___gglazner@nnva.gov______________________________ 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to the public survey as 
provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

? 

� X YES 
� NO 

2.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 
in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

� X YES 
� NO 

3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 
Chapman, 8/18/16? 

� X YES 
� NO 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net


Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2. 

None 

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

Based on the comments perhaps an explanation of how we determined which hazards to include would 
help eliminate some questions. Probably not since there were so many people that included 
hurricanes and other hazards that are already in the plan. 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed. 

None  

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 

None 

 

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 
impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the feedback 
from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question question 17 
regarding the types of measures the public thinks are important for your community. 

 

Since we have determined how to address climate change there are not additional issues. 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Second Committee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  City of Poquoson 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  Mike Bryant Deputy Fire Chief/EM Coordinator 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  Michael.Bryant@poquoson-va.gov 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to the public survey as 
provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

)? 

� YES 
� NO 

2.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 
in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

� YES 
� NO 

3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 
Chapman, 8/18/16? 

� YES 
� NO 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net


Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2. 
There were no changes recommended to section #2. 

 

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 
There were no changes recommended to section #4. 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed. 
There were no changes recommended to section #5. 

 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 
There are no additional goals and objectives recommended at this time.  

 

 

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 
impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the feedback 
from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question 17 regarding the 
types of measures the public thinks are important for your community. 
There are no changes at this time for section #7 and in regards to question #17, we are/have 
addressed these concerns and will continue to do so.  



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Second Committee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

COMMUNITY:  City of Williamsburg 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  Pat Dent, Fire Chief / EM Coordinator 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to 
the public survey as provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

)? 

X YES 

� NO 
1.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 

in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
2. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 

Chapman, 8/18/16? 

X YES 

� NO 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net
https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/


Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2. No recommended changes.  

 

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. No recommended changes. 

 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed. No recommended 
changes. 

 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 
No changes required.  

 

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 
impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the feedback 
from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question question 17 
regarding the types of measures the public thinks are important for your community. Section 7 
adequately addresses all hazards impacting the community; no additional changes are necessary.  



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
SecondCommittee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  ____________________Smithfield______ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  _________Josiah Jendrey_______ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov__ 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to the public survey as 
provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

? 

X   YES 

� NO 
2.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 

in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

X   YES 

� NO 
 
 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net


3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 
Chapman, 8/18/16? 

X   YES 

� NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2. 

No changes are recommended.  

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

The committee is happy with the existing plan as it stands. 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed. 
 
The hazards listed seem to adequately address issues faced by the community as a whole.  
 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 

The committee is happy with section 7.  

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 
impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the feedback 
from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question question 17 
regarding the types of measures the public thinks are important for your community. 
 
The committee feels the plan adequately address relevant hazards to the communities and nothing 
in the public comments requires alterations to the existing plan.  



1

Leigh Chapman

From: Dishner, Jim <dishnerj@yorkcounty.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2016 4:40 PM
To: 'leigh.morgan2@verizon.net'
Subject: Study

Leigh, our group does not have anything to add to the study. 
Thanks, Jim 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
SecondCommittee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  _______Norfolk______________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  _______Robert Tajan________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  ________Robert.Tajan@norfolk.gov_________________________ 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to the public survey as 
provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

 

xYES 

� NO 
2.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 

in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

X YES 

� NO 
3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 

Chapman, 8/18/16? 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net


X YES 

� NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2. 

As long as the additional public outreach is included along with the additional meetings that is ok. It 
should probably be noted in the plan that after initial public concern about the public process, 
additional mediums for comments and additional public meetings were scheduled.  

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

The section should probably clearly call out other disasters. The beginning only makes reference to 
natural disaster but then moves to other man influenced ones without them being called out at the 
beginning. Should probably include terrorist event. 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed. 

No 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 

Probably should expand on Mitigation actions that just don’t deal with natural hazards. Maybe expand 
on action 8 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 
impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the feedback 
from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question question 17 
regarding the types of measures the public thinks are important for your community. 
I believe it does.  



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
SecondCommittee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  ________City of Portsmouth_____________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  __Meg Pittenger_____________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  _megp@portsmouthva.gov________________________________ 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to the public survey as 
provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

? 

☒YES 
☐NO 

2.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 
in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

☒YES 
☐NO 

3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 
Chapman, 8/18/16? 

☒YES 
☐NO 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net


Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2. 

Since this survey appears to have generated fairly good response numbers, perhaps 
future plan updates should specified adding this type of public input request midway 
through the process. Perhaps after the hazards to be included are determined but 
before the rest of the details are determined. 

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

No 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed. 

No 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 
No 

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 
impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the feedback 
from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question 17 regarding the 
types of measures the public thinks are important for your community. 

Yes. No. 
 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
SecondCommittee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  _____Virginia Beach_______________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  ___Erin Sutton ____________________________________ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  __eesutton@vbgov.com_______________________________ 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to the public survey as 
provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

? 

� YES 
� NO 

2.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 
in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

� YES 
� NO 

3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 
Chapman, 8/18/16? 

� YES 
� NO 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net


Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2. 

We do not recommend any changes to section 2; most of the comments were along the lines 
that we have discussed in the past. 

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

Our committee was very engaged in the hazard analysis meeting and upon reviewing the 
comments specific to VB, flooding remains a significant issues whether it is related to tropical 
storms, hurricanes, etc. There were some items identified for hazardous materials that we 
address in other plans and do not feel we need to shift from natural hazards only. 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed. 

No, see above. 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 
No we still agree with the G&O section. 

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 
impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the feedback 
from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question 17 regarding the 
types of measures the public thinks are important for your community. 

We feel that the strategies address the majority of the public comments that were identified in 
the survey and the areas that were not specifically called out I feel that our strategies are 
broad enough to expand on in the future or we have additional projects already in the 
pipeline. 



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
Second Committee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  __City of Chesapeake _ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  Robb Braidwood w/Martha Burns assisting and the NEMAC provided the 
opportunity to review. 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net and mfburns@cityofchesapeake.net 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to the public survey as 
provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

? 

xYES 

� NO 
2.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 

in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

xYES: Chesapeake forwarded the email to the NEMAC for review 

� NO 
3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 

Chapman, 8/18/16? 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net
mailto:rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net
mailto:mfburns@cityofchesapeake.net


xYES: The NEMAC was given the opportunity to review 

� NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2.  Chesapeake does not recommend any 
changes 

 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards 
your committee feels need to be added or removed.  Chesapeake does not recommend any 
changes 

 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed.  Chesapeake 
does not recommend any changes 

 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed?  
Chesapeake does not recommend any changes 

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 
impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the 
feedback from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question 
question 17 regarding the types of measures the public thinks are important for your 
community. Chesapeake does not recommend any changes. 







Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
SecondCommittee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  ____________________Smithfield______ 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  _________Josiah Jendrey_______ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov__ 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to the public survey as 
provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

? 

X   YES 

� NO 
2.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 

in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

X   YES 

� NO 
 
 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net


3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 
Chapman, 8/18/16? 

X   YES 

� NO 

Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2. 

No changes are recommended.  

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed. 

The committee is happy with the existing plan as it stands. 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed. 
 
The hazards listed seem to adequately address issues faced by the community as a whole.  
 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed? 

The committee is happy with section 7.  

 

5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 
impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the feedback 
from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question question 17 
regarding the types of measures the public thinks are important for your community. 
 
The committee feels the plan adequately address relevant hazards to the communities and nothing 
in the public comments requires alterations to the existing plan.  



Hampton Roads 
Hazard Mitigation Plan Update 
SecondCommittee Assessment of Public Input 
August 18, 2016 
PLEASE RETURN TO LEIGH CHAPMAN (leigh.morgan2@verizon.net) BY August 31, 2016 

In an effort to ensure that Committee members of the Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan update 
have been adequately informed of the comments received from the public during the planning process, 
I am providing a copy of those items received to date.  THIS IS IMPORTANT. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1.  Distribute these materials to your community's participating members; 

2.  Meet together as a group to review the materials; and 

3.  Fill out the assessment below as a community to help us determine if edits/changes are necessary 
to the plan as a result of your thorough evaluation of public feedback received thus far. 

 

COMMUNITY:  ____Southampton County 

COMMITTEE LEADER:  ______Beth Lewis___ 

COMMITTEE LEADER EMAIL:  ____blewis@franklinva.com___ 

1. Has your committee reviewed all of the results, trends and summaries to the public survey as 
provided on https://www.surveymonkey.com/results/SM-5V5KLRWM/ (password 

? 

YES, the involved individual members received your comments and I 
have received no input from them 

2.  Has your committee reviewed the public survey results specific to your community as provided 
in email from Leigh Chapman, 8/18/16? 

YES, see above 
3. Has your committee reviewed all of the public comments as provided in email from Leigh 

Chapman, 8/18/16? 

YES, see above 

mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net


Please take some time to outline any actions with regard to the plan that your committee believes are 
advisable based on your review of public input.  Use additional pages, if necessary, to provide a 
thorough response to each question. 

1. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 2 of the plan, which describes the Planning 
Process?  We will include summary info from the public survey in an appendix and include 
discussion of our procedures for distributing it in Section 2.  No 

2. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 4 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of the hazards pertinent to Hampton Roads?  Include commentary on any hazards your 
committee feels need to be added or removed.  No 

3. Does your committee recommend changes to Section 5 of the plan, which provides a description 
and analysis of Hampton Roads’ vulnerability to the hazards described previously?  Include 
commentary on any hazards your committee feels need to be added or removed.  No 

4. Are there changes to the Goals and Objectives in Section 7 that you feel are needed?  No 
5. Does your community Mitigation Action Plan (Section 7) adequately address all the hazards 

impacting your community and are there any actions you wish to add or remove given the feedback 
from the public you’ve reviewed?  Note especially responses to survey question 17 regarding the 
types of measures the public thinks are important for your community. No 
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Leigh Chapman

From: W. N. Kitchen, IV <kitchenswelding1@cs.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 1:12 PM
To: leigh.morgan2@verizon.net
Subject: Re: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

Leigh, 
The Town of Capron does not have any recommendations for changes. 
Thanks, 
Nick Kitchen 
Mayor 
757.653.8211 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Leigh Chapman <leigh.morgan2@verizon.net> 
To: 'Brian Spicer' <bspicer@suffolkva.us>; aclontz <aclontz@isleofwightus.net>; mstallings <mstallings@windsor‐
va.gov>; 'Kopczynski, Stephen' <kopczyns@yorkcounty.gov>; gpointer <gpointer@hampton.gov>; sruch 
<sruch@hampton.gov>; 'Walker, Hui‐Shan' <hwalker@hampton.gov>; 'Pat Dent' <WDent@williamsburgva.gov>; 'Vince 
Holt' <vholt@franklinva.com>; 'Russell, B. K.' <russellb@portsmouthva.gov>; 'Redick, Jim' <James.Redick@norfolk.gov>; 
'Tajan, Robert' <Robert.Tajan@norfolk.gov>; 'Michael R. Anaya' <manaya@cityofchesapeake.net>; rbraidwood 
<rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net>; 'Martha F. Burns' <mfburns@cityofchesapeake.net>; 'Erin Sutton' 
<eesutton@vbgov.com>; 'Glazner, George T.' <gglazner@nnva.gov>; lbott <lbott@nngov.com>; 'Kathleen Hale' 
<Kathleen.Hale@jamescitycountyva.gov>; 'Michael Bryant' <Michael.Bryant@poquoson‐va.gov>; wsaunders 
<wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov>; jjendrey <jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov>; 'Beth Lewis' <blewis@franklinva.com>; office 
<office@townofivor.com>; boykins <boykins@townofboykinsva.com>; kitchenswelding1 <kitchenswelding1@cs.com>; 
courtland.townofc <courtland.townofc@verizon.net>; 'Banks, Charley (DCR)' (DCR)' <Charley.Banks@dcr.virginia.gov>; 
'William Sammler ‐ NOAA Federal' <william.sammler@noaa.gov>; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)' (DEQ)' 
<Shep.Moon@deq.virginia.gov>; jgillespie <jgillespie@fmauthority.com>; 'Hamor, Michelle L NAO' 
<Michelle.L.Hamor@usace.army.mil>; 'Mary‐Carson Stiff' <mc.stiff@wetlandswatch.org>; cynthia.darden 
<cynthia.darden@redcross.org>; Jessie.Lacks <Jessie.Lacks@cox.com>; 'Christine M. Tombleson' <christine@vims.edu>; 
'Hicks, Gayle' <ghicks@hampton.gov>; ksomerset <ksomerset@poquoson‐va.gov>; 'Darryl Cook' 
<Darryl.Cook@jamescitycountyva.gov>; henkel <henkel@yorkcounty.gov>; 'Pyle, Steven' <Steven.Pyle@norfolk.gov>; 
'Pittenger, Meg' <PittengerM@portsmouthva.gov>; 'Whitney K. McNamara' <WMcNamar@vbgov.com>; khummel 
<khummel@isleofwightus.net>; sspatz <sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net>; 'Ben McFarlane' <bmcfarlane@hrpdcva.gov>; 
'Kim Tempesco' <KTempesc@vbgov.com>; kstone <kstone@cwf.org>; patrick.lewis 
<patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com>; katowner <katowner@wm.edu>; 'Parker, Amy' <aparker@yorkcounty.gov> 
Cc: 'John Sadler' <jsadler@hrpdcva.gov> 
Sent: Tue, Oct 4, 2016 12:59 pm 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan ‐ FINAL Public Input Assessment 
 
 
 
Good afternoon,  
  
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
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Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants any 
changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
  
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
  
1.       Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
  
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
  
1.    I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other strategies 
to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways so that rain can 
soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks. 
Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
  
1.       Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people. 
  
Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
  
1.       Include information about how to get hazard mitigation assistance for homes and companies. 
  
Reviewer:  Robert Lane, Williamsburg Resident 
Date:  September 29, 2016 
  
1.       I live in Williamsburg and received an email from the City asking me to provide feedback to you on the working 
draft.  I spent some time with it, (can't say I read it all), and was a quite impressed with the amount and organization of 
the information.  I did not review the Appendices.  I don't have any specific comments and I didn't see anything that 
appeared to me to be in error. I could suggest that the overall conclusions be collected and summarized either at the 
beginning or the end, (even though this would mean most would only read that section).  Otherwise, it is a bit 
voluminous to be an effective working document.  Although on second thought, perhaps this is more an umbrella 
document for all the various municipality implementation plans addressing the hazards as they pertain to their 
locality.  Overall, it seems thorough and well thought out. 
  
  
Thank you. 
Leigh 
  
  
 
Leigh M. Chapman, CFM 
1 Peek Street 
Hampton, Virginia 23669 
Office (757) 727‐0616 
Mobile (757) 593‐0250 
leigh.morgan2@verizon.net 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Martha F. Burns <mfburns@cityofchesapeake.net>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 1:21 PM
To: Leigh Chapman; 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, 

Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; 'Pat Dent'; 'Vince Holt'; 
'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; Michael R. Anaya; Robb Braidwood; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, 
George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 'Kathleen Hale'; 'Michael Bryant'; wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; 
jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; 'Beth Lewis'; office@townofivor.com; boykins@townofboykinsva.com; 
kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 'William Sammler 
- NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-
Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; 'Hicks, 
Gayle'; ksomerset@poquoson-va.gov; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven'; 
'Pittenger, Meg'; 'Whitney K. McNamara'; khummel@isleofwightus.net; Stuart Spatz; 'Ben McFarlane'; 
'Kim Tempesco'; kstone@cwf.org; Patrick Lewis; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy'

Cc: 'John Sadler'
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

No changes for Chesapeake. 
Martha 
 
Martha Lewark‐Burns 
Senior Planner 
Chesapeake Fire Dept‐Office of Emergency Management 
304 Albemarle Drive 
Chesapeake, VA 23322 
757‐382‐6462 (O) 
757‐619‐9399 (C) 
757‐382‐8228 (F) 
 
 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer' <bspicer@suffolkva.us>; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor‐va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen' 
<kopczyns@yorkcounty.gov>; gpointer@hampton.gov; sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui‐Shan' 
<hwalker@hampton.gov>; 'Pat Dent' <WDent@williamsburgva.gov>; 'Vince Holt' <vholt@franklinva.com>; 'Russell, B. 
K.' <russellb@portsmouthva.gov>; 'Redick, Jim' <James.Redick@norfolk.gov>; 'Tajan, Robert' 
<Robert.Tajan@norfolk.gov>; Michael R. Anaya <manaya@cityofchesapeake.net>; Robb Braidwood 
<rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net>; Martha F. Burns <mfburns@cityofchesapeake.net>; 'Erin Sutton' 
<eesutton@vbgov.com>; 'Glazner, George T.' <gglazner@nnva.gov>; lbott@nngov.com; 'Kathleen Hale' 
<Kathleen.Hale@jamescitycountyva.gov>; 'Michael Bryant' <Michael.Bryant@poquoson‐va.gov>; 
wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; 'Beth Lewis' <blewis@franklinva.com>; 
office@townofivor.com; boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 
'Banks, Charley (DCR)' <Charley.Banks@dcr.virginia.gov>; 'William Sammler ‐ NOAA Federal' 
<william.sammler@noaa.gov>; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)' <Shep.Moon@deq.virginia.gov>; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 
'Hamor, Michelle L NAO' <Michelle.L.Hamor@usace.army.mil>; 'Mary‐Carson Stiff' <mc.stiff@wetlandswatch.org>; 
cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson' <christine@vims.edu>; 'Hicks, Gayle' 
<ghicks@hampton.gov>; ksomerset@poquoson‐va.gov; 'Darryl Cook' <Darryl.Cook@jamescitycountyva.gov>; 
henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven' <Steven.Pyle@norfolk.gov>; 'Pittenger, Meg' <PittengerM@portsmouthva.gov>; 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Darden, Cynthia <Cynthia.Darden@redcross.org>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 1:24 PM
To: Leigh Chapman
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

No changes for Franklin/Southampton. 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; 
sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; 'Pat Dent'; 'Vince Holt'; 'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. 
Anaya'; rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Martha F. Burns'; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 
'Kathleen Hale'; 'Michael Bryant'; wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; 'Beth Lewis'; 
office@townofivor.com; boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 
'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, 
Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-Carson Stiff'; Darden, Cynthia; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; 'Hicks, Gayle'; 
ksomerset@poquoson-va.gov; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven'; 'Pittenger, Meg'; 'Whitney K. 
McNamara'; khummel@isleofwightus.net; sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Ben McFarlane'; 'Kim Tempesco'; 
kstone@cwf.org; patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy' 
Cc: 'John Sadler' 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
 
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
 
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1.       Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1.    I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other 

strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways 
so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks. 

Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1.       Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people. 
 
Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Vince Holt <vholt@franklinva.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 3:33 PM
To: Leigh Chapman
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

No changes for the City of Franklin 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; 
sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; 'Pat Dent'; Vince Holt; 'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. 
Anaya'; rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Martha F. Burns'; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 
'Kathleen Hale'; 'Michael Bryant'; wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; Beth Lewis; 
office@townofivor.com; boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 
'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, 
Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; 
'Hicks, Gayle'; ksomerset@poquoson-va.gov; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven'; 'Pittenger, Meg'; 
'Whitney K. McNamara'; khummel@isleofwightus.net; sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Ben McFarlane'; 'Kim Tempesco'; 
kstone@cwf.org; patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy' 
Cc: 'John Sadler' 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
 
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
 
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other 
strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways 
so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks. 

Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1. Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people. 
 
Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1. Include information about how to get hazard mitigation assistance for homes and companies. 



1

Leigh Chapman

From: Hicks, Gayle <ghicks@hampton.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 1:06 PM
To: 'Leigh Chapman'
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

I am going to reserve comment pending response to you from Hampton OEM. 
 
Gayle 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen'; Pointer, Gwen; Ruch, 
Sara; Walker, Hui-Shan; 'Pat Dent'; 'Vince Holt'; 'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. Anaya'; 
rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Martha F. Burns'; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 'Kathleen 
Hale'; 'Michael Bryant'; wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; 'Beth Lewis'; office@townofivor.com; 
boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 
'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-
Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; Hicks, Gayle; 
ksomerset@poquoson-va.gov; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven'; 'Pittenger, Meg'; 'Whitney K. 
McNamara'; khummel@isleofwightus.net; sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Ben McFarlane'; 'Kim Tempesco'; 
kstone@cwf.org; patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy' 
Cc: 'John Sadler' 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
 
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
 
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1.       Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1.    I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other 

strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways 
so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks. 

Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1.       Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people. 
 
Reviewer:  unknown 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Andrea Clontz <aclontz@isleofwightus.net>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 1:10 PM
To: Leigh Chapman
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To:  
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan ‐ FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
 
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
 
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other 
strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways 
so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks. 

Reviewer:  unknown 

Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1. Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people. 
 
Don’t know if it is feasible to make color changes at this point, but can understand the issues for folks with issues. 
 
Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1. Include information about how to get hazard mitigation assistance for homes and companies. 
Not sure that the hazard mitigation plan would be the place for specific contact information, but open to it if you think a 
reference section would be appropriate. 
 
Reviewer:  Robert Lane, Williamsburg Resident 
Date:  September 29, 2016 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Kathleen Hale <Kathleen.Hale@jamescitycountyva.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 3:32 PM
To: 'Leigh Chapman'
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

Then I’m good with what is already complete. 
 
Kathleen C. Hale 
Emergency Management Administrator  
 

 
 
3127 Forge Road 
Toano, VA 23168 
P: 757-564-2141 
F: 757-566-3879 
C: 757-345-1859 
Jamescitycountyva.gov 

 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 2:42 PM 
To: Kathleen Hale <Kathleen.Hale@jamescitycountyva.gov> 
Subject: Re: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan ‐ FINAL Public Input Assessment 
 
No. I used to provide one but I really want folks to find their community actions. Found elected officials only reading 
Exec Summry and not their actions!! It's purposeful. 
 
Leigh 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Oct 4, 2016, at 1:45 PM, Kathleen Hale <Kathleen.Hale@jamescitycountyva.gov> wrote: 

Is there some sort of executive summary – can’t recall and am up to my ears in Matthew preparations at 
the moment. 
  
Kathleen C. Hale 
Emergency Management Administrator  
  
<image001.jpg> 
  
3127 Forge Road 
Toano, VA 23168 
P: 757-564-2141 
F: 757-566-3879 
C: 757-345-1859 
Jamescitycountyva.gov 
  

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Glazner, George T. <gglazner@nnva.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 1:28 PM
To: Leigh Chapman
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

Thanks Leigh, 
 
That would be my only suggestion. 
 
George 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 1:00 PM 
To: Glazner, George T. <gglazner@nnva.gov> 
Subject: FW: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan ‐ FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
George, 
 
With regard to Patricia VanOhlen’s comment below, I am still working with VDEM on trying to figure out how to do 
this!  I haven’t forgotten. 
 
Leigh 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer' <bspicer@suffolkva.us>; 'aclontz@isleofwightus.net' <aclontz@isleofwightus.net>; 
'mstallings@windsor‐va.gov' <mstallings@windsor‐va.gov>; 'Kopczynski, Stephen' <kopczyns@yorkcounty.gov>; 
'gpointer@hampton.gov' <gpointer@hampton.gov>; 'sruch@hampton.gov' <sruch@hampton.gov>; 'Walker, Hui‐Shan' 
<hwalker@hampton.gov>; 'Pat Dent' <WDent@williamsburgva.gov>; 'Vince Holt' <vholt@franklinva.com>; 'Russell, B. 
K.' <russellb@portsmouthva.gov>; 'Redick, Jim' <James.Redick@norfolk.gov>; 'Tajan, Robert' 
<Robert.Tajan@norfolk.gov>; 'Michael R. Anaya' <manaya@cityofchesapeake.net>; 'rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net' 
<rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net>; 'Martha F. Burns' <mfburns@cityofchesapeake.net>; 'Erin Sutton' 
<eesutton@vbgov.com>; 'Glazner, George T.' <gglazner@nnva.gov>; 'lbott@nngov.com' <lbott@nngov.com>; 'Kathleen 
Hale' <Kathleen.Hale@jamescitycountyva.gov>; 'Michael Bryant' <Michael.Bryant@poquoson‐va.gov>; 
'wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov' <wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov>; 'jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov' 
<jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov>; 'Beth Lewis' <blewis@franklinva.com>; 'office@townofivor.com' 
<office@townofivor.com>; 'boykins@townofboykinsva.com' <boykins@townofboykinsva.com>; 
'kitchenswelding1@cs.com' <kitchenswelding1@cs.com>; 'courtland.townofc@verizon.net' 
<courtland.townofc@verizon.net>; 'Banks, Charley (DCR)' <Charley.Banks@dcr.virginia.gov>; 'William Sammler ‐ NOAA 
Federal' <william.sammler@noaa.gov>; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)' <Shep.Moon@deq.virginia.gov>; 
'jgillespie@fmauthority.com' <jgillespie@fmauthority.com>; 'Hamor, Michelle L NAO' 
<Michelle.L.Hamor@usace.army.mil>; 'Mary‐Carson Stiff' <mc.stiff@wetlandswatch.org>; 
'cynthia.darden@redcross.org' <cynthia.darden@redcross.org>; 'Jessie.Lacks@cox.com' <Jessie.Lacks@cox.com>; 
'Christine M. Tombleson' <christine@vims.edu>; 'Hicks, Gayle' <ghicks@hampton.gov>; 'ksomerset@poquoson‐va.gov' 
<ksomerset@poquoson‐va.gov>; 'Darryl Cook' <Darryl.Cook@jamescitycountyva.gov>; 'henkel@yorkcounty.gov' 
<henkel@yorkcounty.gov>; 'Pyle, Steven' <Steven.Pyle@norfolk.gov>; 'Pittenger, Meg' 
<PittengerM@portsmouthva.gov>; 'Whitney K. McNamara' <WMcNamar@vbgov.com>; 'khummel@isleofwightus.net' 
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<khummel@isleofwightus.net>; 'sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net' <sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net>; 'Ben McFarlane' 
<bmcfarlane@hrpdcva.gov>; 'Kim Tempesco' <KTempesc@vbgov.com>; 'kstone@cwf.org' <kstone@cwf.org>; 
'patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com' <patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com>; 'katowner@wm.edu' 
<katowner@wm.edu>; 'Parker, Amy' <aparker@yorkcounty.gov> 
Cc: 'John Sadler' <jsadler@hrpdcva.gov> 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan ‐ FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
 
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
 
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other 
strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways 
so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks. 

Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1. Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people. 
 
Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1. Include information about how to get hazard mitigation assistance for homes and companies. 
 
Reviewer:  Robert Lane, Williamsburg Resident 
Date:  September 29, 2016 
 

1. I live in Williamsburg and received an email from the City asking me to provide feedback to you on the working 
draft.  I spent some time with it, (can't say I read it all), and was a quite impressed with the amount and 
organization of the information.  I did not review the Appendices.  I don't have any specific comments and I didn't 
see anything that appeared to me to be in error. I could suggest that the overall conclusions be collected and 
summarized either at the beginning or the end, (even though this would mean most would only read that 
section).  Otherwise, it is a bit voluminous to be an effective working document.  Although on second thought, 
perhaps this is more an umbrella document for all the various municipality implementation plans addressing the 
hazards as they pertain to their locality.  Overall, it seems thorough and well thought out. 

 
 
Thank you. 
Leigh 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Michael Bryant <Michael.Bryant@poquoson-va.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 1:18 PM
To: Leigh Chapman; 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, 

Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; 'Pat Dent'; 'Vince Holt'; 
'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. Anaya'; rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 
'Martha F. Burns'; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 'Kathleen Hale'; 
wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; 'Beth Lewis'; office@townofivor.com; 
boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 'Banks, 
Charley (DCR)'; 'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 
'Hamor, Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 
'Christine M. Tombleson'; 'Hicks, Gayle'; Kenneth Somerset; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 
'Pyle, Steven'; 'Pittenger, Meg'; 'Whitney K. McNamara'; khummel@isleofwightus.net; 
sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Ben McFarlane'; 'Kim Tempesco'; kstone@cwf.org; 
patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy'

Cc: 'John Sadler'
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

No changes for Poquoson. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Michael D. Bryant 
Deputy Fire Chief/EM Coordinator 
City of Poquoson Fire/Rescue 
(757) 868-3512 

 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of 
the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information or otherwise be 
protected by law. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you have 
received this message in error, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the 
original message. 
 
 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; 
sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; 'Pat Dent'; 'Vince Holt'; 'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. 
Anaya'; rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Martha F. Burns'; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 
'Kathleen Hale'; Michael Bryant; wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; 'Beth Lewis'; 
office@townofivor.com; boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 
'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, 
Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Josiah Jendrey <jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 1:36 PM
To: Leigh Chapman
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

No changes from Smithfield  
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; 
sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; 'Pat Dent'; 'Vince Holt'; 'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. 
Anaya'; rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Martha F. Burns'; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 
'Kathleen Hale'; 'Michael Bryant'; William Saunders; Josiah Jendrey; 'Beth Lewis'; office@townofivor.com; 
boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 
'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-
Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; 'Hicks, Gayle'; 
ksomerset@poquoson-va.gov; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven'; 'Pittenger, Meg'; 'Whitney K. 
McNamara'; khummel@isleofwightus.net; sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Ben McFarlane'; 'Kim Tempesco'; 
kstone@cwf.org; patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy' 
Cc: 'John Sadler' 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
   
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!!  
   
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following:  
   
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email  
Date:  September 21, 2016  
   

1.       Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses.  
   
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident  
Date:  September 21, 2016  
   

1.    I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other 

strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways 
so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks.  

Reviewer:  unknown  
Date:  September 27, 2016  
   

1.       Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people.  
   
Reviewer:  unknown  
Date:  September 27, 2016  
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Leigh Chapman

From: Beth Lewis <blewis@franklinva.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 2:09 PM
To: Leigh Chapman
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

No comments from Franklin or Southampton  
 
Beth 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; 
sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; 'Pat Dent'; Vince Holt; 'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. 
Anaya'; rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Martha F. Burns'; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 
'Kathleen Hale'; 'Michael Bryant'; wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; Beth Lewis; 
office@townofivor.com; boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 
'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, 
Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; 
'Hicks, Gayle'; ksomerset@poquoson-va.gov; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven'; 'Pittenger, Meg'; 
'Whitney K. McNamara'; khummel@isleofwightus.net; sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Ben McFarlane'; 'Kim Tempesco'; 
kstone@cwf.org; patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy' 
Cc: 'John Sadler' 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
 
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
 
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1. I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other 
strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways 
so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks. 

Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1. Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people. 
 
Reviewer:  unknown 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Richard L. Stephens <rstephens@suffolkva.us>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 1:21 PM
To: leigh.morgan2@verizon.net
Cc: Brian Spicer
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

 
 

From: Brian Spicer  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 1:15 PM 
To: Richard L. Stephens 
Subject: FW: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 

No changes at this time based on the comments below. 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: Brian Spicer; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; 
sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; 'Pat Dent'; 'Vince Holt'; 'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. 
Anaya'; rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Martha F. Burns'; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 
'Kathleen Hale'; 'Michael Bryant'; wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; 'Beth Lewis'; 
office@townofivor.com; boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 
'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, 
Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; 
'Hicks, Gayle'; ksomerset@poquoson-va.gov; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven'; 'Pittenger, Meg'; 
'Whitney K. McNamara'; khummel@isleofwightus.net; sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Ben McFarlane'; 'Kim Tempesco'; 
kstone@cwf.org; patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy' 
Cc: 'John Sadler' 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
 
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
 
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1.       Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 



1

Leigh Chapman

From: Erin Sutton <eesutton@vbgov.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 6, 2016 2:17 PM
To: Leigh Chapman
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

No changes please. 
 
Thanks 
erin 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; 
sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; 'Pat Dent'; 'Vince Holt'; 'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. 
Anaya'; rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Martha F. Burns'; Erin Sutton; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 
'Kathleen Hale'; 'Michael Bryant'; wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; 'Beth Lewis'; 
office@townofivor.com; boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 
'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, 
Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; 
'Hicks, Gayle'; ksomerset@poquoson-va.gov; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven'; 'Pittenger, Meg'; 
Whitney K. McNamara; khummel@isleofwightus.net; sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Ben McFarlane'; Kim Tempesco; 
kstone@cwf.org; patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy' 
Cc: 'John Sadler' 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
 
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
 
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1.       Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1.    I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other 

strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways 
so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks. 

Reviewer:  unknown 
Date:  September 27, 2016 
 

1.       Sec 5, p. 33.  Figure 5.17 the colors are not useful or visible for colorblind people. 
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Leigh Chapman

From: Pat Dent <WDent@williamsburgva.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 5:02 PM
To: Leigh Chapman
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment

Williamsburg has no changes to the document based on the latest comments.   
 
Pat Dent – Fire Chief 
City of Williamsburg Fire Department 
444 N. Boundary Street 
Williamsburg, Virginia 23185 
Office: 757‐220‐6225 
Fax: 757‐220‐6229 
wdent@williamsburgva.gov 
 

From: Leigh Chapman [mailto:leigh.morgan2@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 12:59 PM 
To: 'Brian Spicer'; aclontz@isleofwightus.net; mstallings@windsor-va.gov; 'Kopczynski, Stephen'; gpointer@hampton.gov; 
sruch@hampton.gov; 'Walker, Hui-Shan'; Pat Dent; 'Vince Holt'; 'Russell, B. K.'; 'Redick, Jim'; 'Tajan, Robert'; 'Michael R. 
Anaya'; rbraidwood@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Martha F. Burns'; 'Erin Sutton'; 'Glazner, George T.'; lbott@nngov.com; 
'Kathleen Hale'; 'Michael Bryant'; wsaunders@smithfieldva.gov; jjendrey@smithfieldva.gov; 'Beth Lewis'; 
office@townofivor.com; boykins@townofboykinsva.com; kitchenswelding1@cs.com; courtland.townofc@verizon.net; 
'Banks, Charley (DCR)'; 'William Sammler - NOAA Federal'; 'Moon, Shep (DEQ)'; jgillespie@fmauthority.com; 'Hamor, 
Michelle L NAO'; 'Mary-Carson Stiff'; cynthia.darden@redcross.org; Jessie.Lacks@cox.com; 'Christine M. Tombleson'; 
'Hicks, Gayle'; ksomerset@poquoson-va.gov; 'Darryl Cook'; henkel@yorkcounty.gov; 'Pyle, Steven'; 'Pittenger, Meg'; 
'Whitney K. McNamara'; khummel@isleofwightus.net; sspatz@cityofchesapeake.net; 'Ben McFarlane'; 'Kim Tempesco'; 
kstone@cwf.org; patrick.lewis@chesapeakeregional.com; katowner@wm.edu; 'Parker, Amy' 
Cc: 'John Sadler' 
Subject: RE: Hampton Roads Hazard Mitigation Plan - FINAL Public Input Assessment 
Importance: High 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
I know you’re all uber‐busy.  5 minutes, please, so I can finalize this plan!! 
 
Final review of public input.  Here are the comments from the September 27 meeting in Suffolk.  I will respond to each in 
the comment/response doc.  Please let me know in an email by Friday (Oct 7) if your community’s committee wants 
any changes to the doc as a result of the following: 
 
Reviewer:  Linda Killebrew via email 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1.       Keep the drains cleared in the ravines behind people's houses. 
 
Reviewer:  Patricia VonOhlen, Newport News Resident 
Date:  September 21, 2016 
 

1.    I would like to see more flood prevention strategies used: living shorelines, more green spaces, and other 

strategies to help shoreline residency, green infrastructure that slows storm water from delivery to our waterways 
so that rain can soak in and natural filtering occurs, find/fix bacteria leaks. 
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