w LAKE SHASTINA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

RESOLUTION 6-19

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LAKE SHASTINA
COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT ADOPTING THE SISKIYOU COUNTY LOCAL
HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN.

Whereas, the Lake Shastina Community Services District (LSCSD) 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, the U.S. Congress passed the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (“Disaster Mitigation Act™)
emphasizing the need for pre-disaster mitigation of potential hazards; and

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

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

Whereas, LSCSD fully participated in the FEMA-prescribed mitigation p}annmg process to prepare this
local hazard mitigation plan; and

Whereas, the California Office of Emergency Services and Federal Emergency Management Agency,
Region IX officials have reviewed the Siskiyou County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan and approved it
contingent upon this official adoption of the participating governing body; and

Whereas, thé LSCSD desires to comply with the requirements of the Disaster Mitigation Act and to
augment its emergency planning efforts by formally adopting the Siskiyou County Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan; and

Whereas, adoption by the governing body for the LSCSD demonstrates the jurisdiction’s commitment to
fulfilling the mitigation goals and objectives outlined in this Local Hazard Mitigation Plan; and

Whereas, adoption of this legitimizes the plan and authorizes responsible agencies to carry out their
responsibilities under the plan. (Siskiyou County Public Review Draft Local Hazard Mitigation Plan
Update August 2018.)

Now, therefore, be it resolved, that the LSCSD adopts the Sisk1you County Local Hazard Mitigation
Plan as an official plan; and
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Be it resolved, that the LSCSD adopts the Siskiyou County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan by reference
into the safety element of their general plan in accordance with the requirements of AB 2140, and

Be it further resolved, LSCSD will submit this adoption resolution to the California Office of
Emergency Services and FEMA Region IX officials to enable the plan’s final approval in
-accordance with the requirements of the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 and to establish
conformance with the requirements of AB 2140.
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I hereby certify that the forgoing is a full, true and correct copy of Resolution 6-19 duly passed and
adopted by the Board of Directors of the Lake Shastina Community Services District, Siskiyou
County, California, at a meeting thereof duly held on the 21 day of August 2019, by the following
vole:

AYES; Directors Beck, Cupp, MacIntosh, Mitchell and Thompson

NOES: None

ABSENT: None
i N

Rick Thompson, Pi‘eéide/%lt

ATTEST:

Robert Moser, Secretary
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U.S. Department of omeland Sceurity
11}t Broadway, Suitc 1200
Oaklind, CA. 94607-4052
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8 FEMA
L
dr{.‘!"‘h’n si—"‘g’g
July 16, 2019
Jasen Vela
Deputy Director
Siskiyou County Office of Emergency Services
806 S. Main St. ‘

Yreka, CA 96097

Dear Mr. Vela:

We have completed our review of the Siskiyou County Hazard Mitigation Plan and have
determined that this plan is eligible for final approval pending its adoption by Siskiyou County
and all participating jurisdictions. Please see the enclosed list of approvable pending adoption
jurisdictions.

Formal adoption documentation must be submitted to the FEMA Region IX office by the lead
jurisdiction within one calendar year of the date of this letter, or the entire plan must be updated
and resubmitted for review. We will approve the plan upon receipt of the documentation of
formal adoption.

If you have any questions regarding the planning or review processes, please contact the FEMA
Region IX Hazard Mitigation Planning Team at fema-r9-mitigation-planning@fema.dhs.gov. '

Sincerely,

M N

Juliette Hayes
Director

Mitigation Division
FEMA, Region IX

Enclosure
ec:  Adam Sutkus, Hazard Mitigation Planning Chief, California Governor’s Oftice of

Emergency Services
Jennifer Hogan, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, California Governor’s Office of

Emergency Services

wivw. fema.gov



Status of Participating Jurisdictions as of July 16, 2019

Jurisdictions — Adopted and Apploved

# | Jurisdiction | Date of Adoption

|

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

JUI’lSd[CUOHS — Approvabie Pendm Adoptlon

# | Jurisdiction e .

1 | Dorris, City of

2 | Dunsmuir, City of

3 | Etna, City of

4 | Fort Jones, Town of

5 | Happy Camp Community Services District

6 | Happy Camp Sanitary District

7 | Lake Shastina Community Services District

8 | Montague, City of

9 | Mt. Cloud Community Services District

10 § Mt. Shasta, City of

11 | Siskiyou, County of

12 | Tulelake, City of

13 | Weed, City of

14 | Yreka, City of

www.fema.gov
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Disaster Mitigation Act (DMA) is federal legislation enacted to promote proactive pre-disaster
planning as a condition of receiving financial assistance under the Robert T. Stafford Act. The DMA
emphasizes planning for disasters before they occur. It established a Pre-Disaster Mitigation Program and
new requirements for the national post-disaster Hazard Mitigation Grant Program.

The DMA encourages state and local authorities to work together on pre-disaster planning, and it
promotes sustainability as a strategy for disaster resistance, Sustainable hazard mitigation includes the
sound management of natural resources, local economic and social resiliency, and the recognition that
hazards and mitigation must be understood in the largest possible social and economic context. The
enhanced planning network called for by the DMA helps [ocal governments articulate accurate needs for
mitigation, resulting in faster allocation of funding and more cost-effective risk-reduction projects.

Siskiyou County and nine local government planning partners worked together to create this Siskiyou
County Hazard Mitigation Plan, fulfilling the DMA requirements for all participating partners. This effort
was funded by a Hazard Mitigation Planning grant from the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA), administered by the California Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES).

PLAN PURPOSE

Several factors initiated this planning effort for Siskiyou County and its planning partners:

* The Siskiyou County area has significant exposure to numerous natural hazards that have
caused millions of dollars in past damage.

* Local resources for risk reduction are limited. Being able to leverage federal financial
assistance is paramount to successful hazard mitigation in the area.

+  The partners wanted to be proactive in preparing for the impacts of natural hazards

With these factors in mind, Siskiyou County committed to meeting with local partners and move forward
with planning for the future and continuing to evaluate our risk in county. We set down as a comnittee to
reevaluate our risk and perform a risk assessment sense the plan was developed in 2012. After closely
looking at past events and disasters that have plagued the county in the past 5 years we determined that
the risk have not changed. We still are dealing with the same hardships as we were in the past.

THE PLANNING PARTNERSHIP

A planning partnership was assembled consisting of Siskiyou County, nine incorporated cities and four
special purpose districts, all defined as “local governments™ under the DMA. This partnership represents
approximately 30 percent of the eligible local governments in the planning area. Jurisdictional annexes
are included in Volume 2 of this plan for the 10 planning partners who completed all required phases of
the plan’s development. Jurisdictions not covered by this process can link to this plan at a future date by
following prescribed linkage procedures identified in Appendix B of Volume 2.

PLAN DEVELOPMENT METHODOLOGY

Under Chapter 44 of the Code of Federal regulations (44 CFR), a local hazard mitigation plan must
include the following:

* A description of the planning process

E£S-1
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Risk assessment (applicable to each planning partner)
Mitigation strategy

- (Goals

—  Review of alternatives

—  Prioritized “action plan”

A plan maintenance section

Documentation of adoption,

The Siskiyou County Hazard Mitigation Plan was developed as follows to meet federal requirements:

Phase 1, Organize Resources— A Planning Partnership was formed, and a 10-member
Steering Committee was assembled to oversee development of the plan, consisting of
planning partners and other planning area stakeholders. A multimedia public involvement
strategy, centered on the plan being put on the county website for public review, was
implemented, Coordination occurred with local, state and federal agencies involved in hazard
mitigation. A review was conducted of existing programs in the planning area that may
support hazard mitigation actions.

Phase 2, Hazard Identification & Profiling; Phase 3, Asset Inventory and Vulnerability
Analysis—Risk assessment is the process of assessing the vulnerability of people, buildings
and infrastructure to natural hazards by estimating potential hazard-related loss of life,
personal injury, economic loss, and property damage. It focuses on the following:

— Hazard identification and profiling

~  The impact of hazards on physical, social and economic assets

- Vulnerability identification

—  Estimates of the cost of damage or costs that ¢can be avoided through mitigation.

Phase 4, Develop Mitigation Initiatives—This phase included development of a guiding
principle, goals and measurable objectives; comprehensive review of mitigation alternatives;
development of a benefit/cost review methodology for prioritizing actions; ranking of risk to
support prioritization of actions; review of jurisdiction-specific capabilities; identification of
recommended mitigation initiatives (actions); and prioritization of the actions.

Phase 5, Prepare Draft Plan—The Steering Committee assembled key information from
Phases 1 and 2 into a document to meet the DMA requirements. The document was produced
in two volumes: Volume I including all information that applies to the entire planning area;
and Volume 2, including jurisdiction-specific information.

Phase 6, Plan Review and Revision—The draft plan was circulated to planning partners,
stakeholders, and agencies to solicit comment on the recommended actions. The plan was
presented to the public for review and comment via the public involvement strategy
developed under Phase 1. The means of engaging the public were web-based tools. A pre-
adoption review draft of the plan was prepared along with a DMA compliance “crosswalk,”
which was submitted to Cal OES for review and approval. Cal OES will forward the plan to
FEMA Region IX for approval upon determining that the plan is compliant with federal
requirements.
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»+ Phase 7, Plan Adoption and Submittal— Final plan adoption occurs once pre-adoption
approval has been granted by Cal OES and FEMA. Each planning partner is required to adopt
the plan according to its own formal adoption protocol.

MITIGATION GUIDING PRINCIPLE, GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The following guided the Steering Committee and the Planning Paitners in selecting the initiatives
contained in this plan:

*  Guiding Principle—Through partnerships among local jurisdictions, identify and reduce the
vulnerability to natural hazards in order to protect the health, safety, quality of life,
environment and economy of the diverse communities within Siskiyou County.

+  Goals:

|

1. Protect life, health, property and the environment.

2. Increase public awareness of vulnerability and enable the public to mitigate, prepare
for, respond to and recover from the impacts of hazards and disasters,

3. Reduce the adverse impacts of disasters on the economy.
4. Improve cooperative emergency management capabilities among all entities.

5. Facilitate the development and implementation of long-term, cost-effective and
environmentally sound mitigation projects and prograins

*  Objectives:

1. Eliminate or minimize disruption of local government operations caused by natural
hazards.

2. Increase resilience of (or protect and maintain) infrastructure and critical facilities.
3. Consider the impacts of natural hazards on future {and uses within the planning area,
4. Sustain reliable local emergency operations and facilities during and after a disaster.

5. Educate the public on the risk from natural hazards and increase awareness,
preparation, mitigation, response, and recovery activities.

6. Retrofit, relocate or elevate structures in high hazard areas including those known to be
repetitively damaged. '

7. Improve understanding of the location, causes and potential impacts of natural hazards.

8. Encourage coordination among all jurisdictions, adjoining communities and
stakeholders.

9. Develop or improve early warning emergency response systems, coinmunications and
evacuation procedures.

MITIGATION INITIATIVES

In this document, mitigation initiatives are defined as activities designed to reduce or eliminate losses
resulting from natural hazards. The mitigation initiatives are the key element of the hazard mitigation
plan. Implementing the initiatives will help the Planning Partners become disaster-resistant,

Although grant funding eligibility was a driving influence for preparing this plan, the plan’s purpose goes
beyond access to federal funding. It was important fo the Planning Partnership and the Steering
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Committee to look at initiatives that will work through all phases of emergency management. Some of the
initiatives outlined in this plan are not grant eligible—grant eligibility was not the focus of the selection.
Rather, the focus was the initiatives’ effectiveness in achieving the goals of the plan and whether they are
within each jurisdiction’s capabilities.

This planning process resulted in the identification 156 mitigation actions to be targeted for
implementation by the Planning Partners. Jurisdiction-specific initiatives are listed in Volume 2 of this
plan. In addition, a series of countywide initiatives were identified by the Steering Committee and the
Planning Partnership. These are initiatives that benefit the whole partnership, to be implemented by
pooling resources based on capability. These initiatives are summarized in Table ES-1.

CONCLUSION

Full implementation of the recommendations of this plan will take time and resources. The measure of the
plan’s success will be the coordination and pooling of resources within the Planning Partnership. Keeping
this coordination and communication intact will be the key to the successful implementation of this plan.
Teaming together to seek financial assistance at the state and federal level will be a priority to initiate
projects that are dependent on alternative funding sources. This plan was built upon the effective
leadership of a multi-disciplined Steering Committee and a process that relied heavily on public input and
support. The plan will succeed for the same reasons.
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CHAPTER 1.
PLANNING PARTNER PARTICIPATION

1.1. BACKGROUND

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) encourages multi-jurisdictional planning for
hazard mitigation. Such planning efforts require all participating jurisdictions to fully participate in the
process and formally adopt the resulting planning document. Chapter 44 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (44CFR) states:

“Mutti-jurisdictional plans (e.g. watershed plans) may be accepted, as appropriate, as long as
each jurisdiction has participated in the process and has officially adopted the plan.”
(Section 201.6.a(4))

In the preparation of the Siskiyou County Hazard Mitigation Plan, a planning partnership was formed to
Ieverage resources and to meet requirements of the federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (DMA) for as
many eligible local governments in Siskiyou County as possible. The DMA defines a local government as
follows:

“Any county, municipality, city, town, township, public authority, school district, special
district, intrastate district, council of governments (regardless of whether the council of
governments is incorporated as a nonprofit corporation under State law), regional or interstate
government entity, or agency or instrumentality of a local government; any Indian tribe or
authorized tribal organization, or Alaska Native village or organization; and any rural
community, unincorporated town or village, or other public entity.”

There are two types of planning partners in this process, with distinct needs and capabilities:

+ Incorporated municipalities (cities and the County)

+  Special purpose districts.

1.2. THE PLANNING PARTNERSHIP
Initial Solicitation and Letters of Intent

The planning team solicited the participation of the County and all County-recognized special purpose
districts at the outset of this project. A meeting was held on July 28, 2010 at the Siskiyou County
Department of Public Health and Community Development in Yreka to identify potential stakeholders for
this process. The purpose of the meeting was to introduce the planning process to jurisdictions in the
County that could have a stake in the outcome of the planning effort, to solicit planning partners, and to
inform potential partners of the benefits of participation. All eligible local governments within the
planning area were invited to attend. Various agency and citizen stakeholders were also invited to this
meeting. The goals of the meeting were as follows:

» Provide an overview of the Disaster Mitigation Act.
»  Provide an update on the planning grant.
+ Qutline the Siskiyou County plan development work plan.

+  Describe the benefits of multi-jurisdictional planning.
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» Solicit planning partners.

+ Confirm a Steering Committee.

All interested local governments were provided with a list of planning partner expectations developed by
the planning team and were informed of the obligations required for participation. Local governments
wishing to join the planning effort were asked to provide the planning team with a “notice of intent to
participate” that agreed to the planning partner expectations (see Appendix A) and designated a point of
contact for their jurisdiction. In all, formal commitment was received from 15 planning partners by the
planning team, and the Siskiyou County Planning Partnership was formed.

Maps for each participating city are provided in the individual annex for that city. These maps will be
updated periodically as changes to the partnership occur, either through linkage or by a partner dropping
out due to a failure to participate.

Planning Partner Expectations

The planning team developed the following list of planning partner expectations, which were confirmed
at the kickoff meeting held on July 28§, 2010.

»  Each partner will provide a “Letter of Intent to Participate.”

» Each partner will support and participate in the selection and function of the Steering
Committee overseeing the development of the plan. Support includes allowing this body to
make decisions regarding plan development and scope on behalf of the partnership.

« Each partner will provide support for the public involvement strategy developed by the
Steering Committee in the form of mailing lists, possible meeting space, and media outreach
such as newsletters, newspapers or direct-mailed brochures.

+  Each partner will participate in plan development activities such as:
o Steering Committee meetings
o Public meetings or open houses
o  Workshops and planning partner training sessions
o Public review and comment periods prior to adoption.

Attendance will be tracked at such activities, and attendance records will be used to track and
document participation for each planning partner. No minimum level of participation will be
established, but each planning partner should attempt to attend all such activities.

+ Each partner will be expected to perform a “consistency review” of all technical studies,
plans, and ordinances specific to hazards identified within the planning area to determine the
existence of plans, studies or ordinances not consistent with the equivalent documents
reviewed in preparation of the County plan. For example: if a planning partner has a
floodplain management plan that makes recommendations that are not consistent with any of
the County’s basin plans, that plan will need to be reviewed for probable incorporation into
the plan for the partner’s area.

» Each partner will be expected to review the risk assessment and identify hazards and
vulnerabilities specific to its jurisdiction. Contract resources will provide jurisdiction-specific
mapping and technical consultation to aid in this task, but the determination of risk and
vulnerability will be up to each partner.
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+ Each paitner will be expected to review the mitigation recommendations chosen for the
overall county and determine if they will meet the needs of its jurisdiction. Projects within
each jurisdiction consistent with the overall plan recommendations will need to be identified,
prioritized and reviewed to determine their benefits and costs.

+ Each partner will be required to create its own action plan that identifies each project, who
will oversee the task, how it will be financed and when it is estimated to occur.

» Each partner will be required to sponsor at least one public meeting to present the draft plan
at Jeast two weeks prior to adoption.

*  Each partner will be required to formally adopt the plan.

It should be noted that by adopting this plan, each planning partner also agrees to the plan implementation
and maintenance profocol established in Volume 1. Failure to meet these criteria may result in a partner
being dropped from the partnership by the Steering Committee, and thus losing eligibility under the scope
of this plan.

Linkage Procedures

Eligible local jurisdictions that did not participate in development of this hazard mitigation plan may
comply with DMA requirements by linking to this plan following the procedures outlined in Appendix B. -
Linkage is also an option for any planning partner that did not meet its planning partner expectations
during the initial plan development process.

1.3. ANNEX-PREPARATION PROCESS
Templates

Templates were created to help the planning partners prepare their jurisdiction-specific annexes, Since
special purpose districts operate differently from incorporated municipalities, separate templates were
created for the two types of jurisdictions. The templates were created so that all criteria of Section 201.6
of 44CFR would be met, based on the partners’ capabilities and mode of operation. Each partner was
asked to participate in a technical assistance workshop during which key elements of the template were
completed by a designated point of contact for each partner and a member of the planning team. The
templates were set up to lead each partner through a series of steps that would generate the DMA -required
elements that are specific for each partner. The templates and their instructions can be found in
Appendices C and D to this volume of the Hazard Mitigation Plan.

Workshop

A workshop was held for planning partners to learn about the templates and the overall planning process.
Topics included the following:

- DMA

+  Siskiyou County plan background
*  The templates

*  Risk ranking

» Developing your action plan

«  Cost/benefit review.
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The workshop was segregated by special districts and municipalities, in order to better address each type
of partner’s needs. The sessions provided technical assistance and an overview of the template completion
process. Attendance at this workshop was mandatory under the planning partner expectations established
by the Steering Committee. This workshop was attended by 11 planning partners.

In the risk-ranking exercise, each planning partner was asked to rank each risk specifically for its
jurisdiction, based on the impact of the hazard on the area within its jurisdictional boundary. The concept
stressed by this exercise is that each planning partner will have different concerns regarding the hazards
addressed by this plan. Cities were asked to base this ranking on probability of occurrence and the
potential impact on people, property and the economy. Special purpose districts were asked to base this
ranking on probability of occurrence and the potential impact on their constituency, their vital facilities
and the facilities’ functionality after an event. The methodology followed that used for the countywide
risk ranking presented in Volume 1. A principal objective of this exercise was to familiarize the
partnership with how to use the risk assessment as a tool to support other planning and hazard mitigation
processes. A “tool kit” was provided to each participant that included the following:

»  The risk assessment results developed for this plan
= Hazard maps for all hazards of concern

= Special district boundary maps that illustrated the sphere of influence for each special
purpose district partner

+  The guiding principal, goals and objectives of the plan
*  Hazard mitigation catalogs

+ Federal funding and technical assistance catatogs

»  Historical loss data (SHELDUS, FEMA, Cal OES)

« The California State Hazard Mitigation Plan

«  Results from the hazard mitigation survey

+ A fact sheet on FEMA Hazard Mitigation Assistance (HMA) grants.

Prioritization

44CFR requires actions identified in the action plan to be prioritized (Section 201.c.3.iii). The planning
team and steering committee developed a methodology for prioritizing the action plans that meets the
needs of the partnership and the requirements of 44CFR. The actions were prioritized according to the
following criteria:

« High Priority—Project meets multiple plan objectives, benefits exceed cost, funding is
secured under existing programs, or is grant eligible, and project can be completed in 1 to 5
years {i.e., short term project) once funded.

»  Medium Priority—Project meets at least 1 plan objective, benefits exceed costs, requires
special funding authorization under existing programs, grant eligibility is questionable, and
project can be completed in 1 to 5 years once funded.

+  Low Priority-—Project will mitigate the risk of a hazard, benefits exceed costs, funding has
not been secured, project is not grant eligible, and time line for completion is long term (5 to
10 years).
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These priority definitions are dynamic and can change from one category to another based on changes to
a parameter such as availability of funding, For example, a project might be assigned a medium priority
because of the uncertainty of a funding source, but be changed to high once a funding source has been
identified. The prioritization schedule for this plan will be reviewed and updated as needed annualiy
through the plan maintenance strategy.

Benefit/Cost Review

44CFR requires the prioritization of the action plan to emphasize a benefit/cost analysis of the proposed
actions. Because some actions may not be implemented for up to 10 years, benefit/cost analysis was
qualitative and not of the detail required by FEMA for project grant eligibility under the Hazard
Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP) and Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM) grant program. A review of the
apparent benefits versus the apparent cost of each project was performed. Parameters were established for
assigning subjective ratings (high, medium, and low) to costs and benefits as follows:

»  Cost ratings:

High—Existing funding levels are not adequate to cover the costs of the proposed action;
implementation would require an increase in revenue through an alternative source (for example,
bonds, grants, and fee increases).

Medium—The action could be implemented with existing funding but would require a re-
apportionment of the budget or a budget amendment, or the cost of the action would have to be spread
over multiple years,

Low—The action could be funded under the existing budget. The action is part of or can be part of an
existing, ongoing program,

*  Benefit ratings:

High—The action will have an immediate impact on the reduction of risk exposure to life and
property.

Medium—The action will have a long-term impact on the reduction of risk exposure to life and
property or will provide an immediate reduction in the risk exposure to property.

Low—Long-term benefits of the action are difficult to quantify in the short term.

Using this approach, projects with positive benefit versus cost ratios (such as high over high, high over
medium, medium over low, etc.) are considered cost-beneficial and are prioritized accordingly.

It should be noted that for many of the strategies identified in this action plan, funding might be sought
under FEMA’s HMGP or PDM programs. Both of these programs require detailed benefit/cost analysis as
part of the application process. These analyses will be performed on projects at the time of application
preparation. The FEMA benefit-cost model will be used to perform this review. For projects not seeking
financial assistance from grant programs that require this sort of analysis, the planning partners reserve
the right to define “benefits” according to parameters that meet their needs and the goals and objectives of
this plan.

Analysis of Mitigation Initiatives

Each planning partner reviewed its recommended initiatives to classify each initiative based on the hazard
it addresses and the type of mitigation it involves. Mitigation types used for this categorization are as
follows:




PLANNING PARTNER PARTICIPATION

«  Prevention—Government, administrative or regulatory actions that influence the way land
and buildings are developed to reduce hazard losses. Includes planning and zoning,
floodplain laws, capital improvement programs, open space preservation, and stormwater
management regulations.

«  Property Protection—Modification of buildings or structures to protect them from a hazard
or removal of structures from a hazard area. Includes acquisition, elevation, relocation,
structural retrofit, storm shutters, and shatter-resistant glass.

»  Public Education and Awareness—Actions to inform citizens and elected officials about
hazards and ways to mitigate them. Includes outreach projects, real estate disclosure, hazard
information centers, and school-age and adult education.

+ Natural Resource Protection—Actions that minimize hazard loss and preserve or restore
the functions of natural systems. Includes sediment and erosion control, stream corridor
restoration, watershed management, forest and vegetation management, and wetland
restoration and preservation.

« Emergency Services—Actions that protect people and property during and immediately after
a hazard event. Includes warning systems, emergency response setvices, and the protection of
essential facilities.

+  Structural Projects—Actions that involve the construction of structures to reduce the impact
of a hazard. Includes dams, setback levees, floodwalls, retaining walls, and safe rooms.

1.4. FINAL COVERAGE UNDER THE PLAN

Of the 14 committed planning partners, only 10 fully met the participation requirements specified by the
Steering Committee. The principal requirement not met by the other partners was the completion of the
jurisdictional annex template following the workshops. Eleven partners attended the workshop, but only
10 subsequently submitted completed templates. Therefore, only those 10 jurisdictions are included in
this volume and will seek DMA compliance under this plan. The remaining jurisdictions will need to
follow the linkage procedures described in Appendix B of this volume. Table 1-1 lists the jurisdictions
that submitted letters of intent and their ultimate status in this plan.
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TABLE 1-1.
PLANNING PARTNER STATUS
Attended Will Be
Letter of Intent Workshop Completed Covered by This

Jurisdiction Date 7 Template? Plan?
City of Dorris 8/16/2010 Yes Yes Yes
City of Dunsmuir 10/20/2010 No No No
City of Etna 10/15/2010 Yes Yes Yes
Town of Fort Jones 9/8/2010 Yes Yes Yes
City of Montague 9/13/2010 Yes No No
City of Mt. Shasta 8/2/2010 Yes Yes Yes
City of Tulelake 8/16/2010 Yes Yes Yes
City of Weed 7/29/2010 Yes Yes Yes
City of Yreka 9/22/2010 Yes Yes Yes
Siskiyou County N/Aa Yes Yes Yes
Happy Camp Community Services District 9/15/2010 No No No
Lake Shastina Community Services District 8/3/2010 Yes Yes Yes
McCloud Community Services District 9/10/2010 Yes Yes Yes
Happy Camp Sanitary District 6/26/2011 No No No

a. A letter of intent was not required for Siskiyou County because the County had committed to the process

by securing the grant that funded the planning effort.







LAKE SHASTINA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT ANNEX

List of Critical Facilities Owned by the Jurisdiction:
- Administration Building $570,000

o Police and Fire Facility $495,000
o Medical Clinic $500,000
o Public Works Shop Building $100,000

Total Value of Critical Facilities—The total value of critical facilities owned by the jurisdiction
is $1,665,000

Current and Anticipated Service Trends—Current trends of the District show an aging
population with static growth of new homes. The Lake Shastina Area is currently 1/3 built
out, meaning that 2/3 of the lots are vacant. Should current economic trends change, then so
should the anticipated service area.
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10.5 APPLICABLE REGULATIONS AND PLANS

The following existing codes, ordinances, policies or plans are applicable to this hazard mitigation plan:
Greater Lake Shastina Emergency Preparedness Handbook
Greater Lake Shastina Fire Safe Council Community Wildfire Protection Plan
County Land Use Ordinance
Lake Shastina Wildland Fire Evacuation Plan 2003
Lake Shastina CSD Water Ordinance
Lake Shastina CSD Sewer Ordinance
County Building Code, Seismic and Related Codes
National Environmental Protection Act

Federal Endangered Species Act.

10.6 CLASSIFICATION IN HAZARD MITIGATION PROGRAMS

The jurisdiction’s classifications under various hazard mitigation programs are presented in TABLE 10-,
Due to the insufficient staff and funding we were not able to integrate information from the 2012 plan in
the new plan.

10.7 HAZARD MITIGATION ACTION PLAN AND EVALUATION OF
RECOMMENDED INITIATIVES

TABLE 10- lists the initiatives that make up the jurisdiction’s hazard mitigation plan. TABLE 10-
identifies the priority for each initiative, TABLE 10- summarizes the mitigation initiatives by hazard of
concern and the six mitigation types.

Part of the revision process is surveying the public about topics that are important to them and how they
see the CSD will be changing in the next 25 years. Similar to the mapping exercise at a workshop, some
of the questions are open ended asking about areas and features of concern. Over half of the participants
indicated that safety was in the fop 3 topic areas of interest. Even more of the participants mentioned
flocding, wildfires, or natural disasters as high concerns for the CSD. Other major themes that came out
of the survey is the need to preserve the pristine environment surrounding the CSD and the sense of
community that is felt in the area,

The information gathered from the survey is integrated info the mitigation strategy of the 2018 update of
the LHMP :

The CSD General Plan which includes a Safety Element that will continue to collect input from the
public. This information will be integrated into the Safety Element which is connected to the LHMP by
state statute.

In addition to the General Plan process, the CSD will continually educate and engage the public in natural
and man-made disaster planning with annual review of safety by the Planning Commission in a public
meeting, publishing disaster related materials for the public, and engaging the public through public
forums to address concerns.
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LAKE SHASTINA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

Regular Meeting
Wednesday, August 21, 2019
Closed Session: 11:30 a.m. / Open Session: 1:00 p.m.
Administration Building
16320 Everhart Drive = Weed, California 96094 » (530) 938-3281

MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL: 11:32 a.m.

LSCSD Board Roll Call: Beck__Y¥__ Cupp__¥* _ Maclintosh__Y__ Mitchell__¥__ Thompson__Y

*Dir. Cupp arrived at 11:34 a.m. Also present: GM Moser, AA Charvez and District Counsel Margaret Long. There
were no people in the audience.

PUBLIC COMMENTS ON CLOSED SESSION: None

ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION: With no objections by the Board, Pres Thompson adjourned to Closed Session at
11:33 a.m.

CLOSED SESSION: 11:33 a.m.

Also present. GM Moser and District Counsel Long.

A. Personnel (Gov. Code Section 54957): Public Employee Performance Evaluation: District Counsel
B. Personnel (Gov. Code Section 54957): Public Employee Performance Evaluation: General Manager

With no objections by the Board, Pres. Thompson adjourned Closed Session at 12:40 p.m.

RETURN TO OPEN SESSION: 1:00 p.m.
Also present: GM Moser, SAC Nelle, APC Bullington, FC Pappas, AA Charvez and District Counsel Long. There
were approximately 13 people in the audience.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Carried out.
REPORT ON CLOSED SESSION: Pres. Thompson reported that there was nothing to report.
PUBLIC COMMENTS: Comments received.

CONSENT CALENDAR: (All items accepted/approved by the Board unless otherwise noted.)
1. A. Approval of Minutes: Regular Meeting July 17, 2019 and Special Meeting/Workshop August 6, 2019
B. Ratification of Disbursements: July 1 through July 31, 2019
C. Budget Comparison: FY 2019/20 '
D. LAIF Quarterly Report
E. Ralification of transfer of funds in LAIF Savings

Motion by Dir. Cupp second Dir. Mitchell to approve Consent Calendar.
Ayes: Directors Beck, Cupp, Macintosh, Mitchell and Thompson
Noes: None
Absent: None

MONTHLY REPORTS: NO ACTION ITEMS:
2. Department Written Reports
A. Fire Department; FC Pappas reported.
B. Police Department: APC Bullington reported.
C. Sewer Department. GM Moser reported.
D. Water Department. GM Moser reported.
3. Committee Written Reports / Approved Minutes — Nothing to report.

DISCUSSION / REPORTS: ACTION ITEMS:
4. Consideration of adopting a resolution accepting Volunteer Fire Assistance Program Grant Funding of $6,815.00
with CSD match of $6,815.00: FC Pappas reported. The Board discussed.

Motion by Dir. Beck second Dir. Mitchell to adopt Resolution 5-19 to accept the 2019 Volunteer Fire
Assistance Grant with a 50% match by the CSD (funded amount not to exceed $6,815.00). '
Ayes: Directors Beck, Cupp, Macintosh, Mitchell and Thompson
Noes: None
Absent: Nonhe

5. Consideration of adoption of resolution to approve an amendment to contract between CalPERS and LSCSD: GM
Moser reported. The Board discussed.
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Motion by Dir. Mitchell second Dir. Cupp to adopt Resolution 7-19 to approve an amendment to contract
between CalPERS and LSCSD, as presented.
Ayes: Directors Cupp, Macintosh, Mitchell and Thompson
Noes: None
Absent: None
Abstain: Director Beck
6. Consideration of adopting a resolution regarding the Siskiyou County Hazard Mitigation Plan: GM Moser reported.
The Board discussed.
Motion by Dir. Cupp second Dir. Macintosh to adopt Resolution 6-19 adopting the Siskiyou County Local
Hazard Mitigation Plan.
Ayes: Directors Beck, Cupp, Macintosh, Mitchell and Thompson
Noes: None
Absent: None
7. Burn Site: review / possible action regarding site preparation cost and operating recommendations: GM Moser
reported. The Board discussed. Direction was given to staff to request organizations within the District to
contribute to the cost of Site improvements (homeowner associations, golf course).

Motion by Dir. Mitchell second Dir. Maclintosh to approve expenditures needed for the Burn Site, as

presented.
Ayes: Directors Beck, Cupp, Macintosh, Mitchell and Thompson
Noes: None

Absent: None
STAFF COMMENTS: Comments received.
BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS: Comments received.
ADJOURNMENT: With no objections by the Board, Pres. Thompson adjourned the meeting at 2:23 p.m.

The next LSCSD Regular Board Meeting is on Wednesday, September 18, 2019, 1:00 p.m. at the Administration
* Building. .

alia b gi Q 4
Approval Date: E% %Qf} EE(\'&& N TL

Rick Thompson, Rresident

ATTEST:

6=

Robert Moser, General Manager/Secretary
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