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Section 1 9 Introduction

1.1 Introduction

Hazard mitigation is defined as any sustained action to reduce or eliminatéelongisk to human life

and property from hazards. The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has made reducing
hazards one of its primary goals; hazard mitigation plgrama the subsequent implementation of
resulting projects, measures, and policies is a p

Hazard mitigation planning and preparedness will be the most effective instrument to diminish losses by
reducing the impaodf disasers upon people and propertyAlthough mitigation efforts will not eliminate
all disasterseach countyshall endeavor to be ggeparedas possible for a disaster.

The MultiHazard Mitigation Plan (MHMP) is a requirement of the Federal DiskBtgyation Act of

2000 (DMA 2000). The development of a local government plan is required in order to maintain
eligibility for certain federal disaster assistance and hazard mitigation funding programs. In order for
communities to be eligible for future tigation funds, they must adopt an MHMP.

According to an analysis by the Multihazard Mitigation Council (a public/private partnership designed to
reduce the economic and social costs of natural hazards), for every dollar spent by the federal treasury
on FEMA mitigation gants, $4.00 s s averg $l of natural hazard mitigation funded by the Federal
Emergency Management AgeneEMA) between 1993 and 2003 save the American people an average
of $4 in avoided future los§(Multihazard Mitigation Council, 2017hus every dollar spent on

mitigation grants leads to an average of $3.65 in avoided costsisastter and increased federal tax
revenues.

ScottCounty is vulnerable to aariety of pdential disastersThese hazards, both natural and human
caused, threaten loss of life and propeimythe county.Such hazards as tornadoes, flooding, wildfires,
blizzards, straighline winds, ice storms, and hazardous material spills have the potemtiaflicting

vast economic loss and personal hardshi®013, Minnesota had some of the highest weatletated
disaster claims in the countIN Environmental Quality Board, 2014)

ThisMulti-Hazard Mitigation Plarepresents the efforts of local agenciesSeott County to fulfill the
responsibilityfor hazard mitigation planninghe intent of the plan is to reduce the actual threat of
specific hazards by limitingalimpact of damages and losses.

1.1.1 Scope

The Scott County Deputy Emergency Management Directand themembers of the Scott County
Mitigation Planning Teahave combined efforts to update tt#914 Scott County Multi-Hazard
Mitigation Plan

This Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan evaluates and ranks the majoraleandmanmadehazards affecting
ScottCounty as determined by frequency of event, econoimipact, deaths, and injuridditigation
recommendationsire based on input from state and local agengeslic inputand national best
practices.

Page p



Scott County GlSperformedthe hazard risk assessment for 1@€ar flood using the HazusH GIS

tool. In recognition of the importance of planning in mitigation activities, FEMA créttedrdsUSA
Multi-Hazard (HazudH), a powerful geographic information system (&&3ed disaster risk

assessment tool. This tool enables communities of all sizes to predict estimated losses from floods,
hurricanes, earthquakes, and other related phenomena and to measumgact of various mitigation
practices that might help reduce those losses. The Minnesota Homeland Security and Emergency
ManagemenfHSEM)ffice has determined that HaztdH s houl d pl ay a criti cal
assessments, and therefore th@0-year flood hazard analysis is introduced in this plan.

Thisis a multijurisdictionalplanthat coversScott County, including the cities @elle Plaine, Elko New
Market, JordanPrior Lake, Savage, and Shakoaeevell as the Shakopee Mdewakantausi
Community, a sovereign, tribal natiobhe Scott County risk and mitigation activities identified in this
plan also incorporate the concerns and needs of townships, school districts, and other entities
participating in this plan.

Members from each ottese jurisdictions actively participated in the planning process by attending
workgroup meetings, providing information, suggesting mitigation strategleg@ewing the plan
document.Each jurisdiction will adopt the plan by odstion after approval bfFEMA Copies of the
resolutions can be found in Appendix D in the back of the plan.

ScottCounty has specified the following goals for thislti-Hazard Mitigation Plan:

1 To evaluate and rank the hazards that imp&cbtt County.

1 To determine the extent of existing mitigation programs and policy capabilities v@tott
County.

1 To create a detailed, working document that will establish a standardized procesadaring
coordination of hazard mitigation efforts atml implement an ogoing and comprehensive
hazard mitigation strategy.

1 To familiarize state and local officials and the general public about comprehensive hazard
mitigation inScott County and obtain thir support.

1.1.2 Hazard Mitigation Definition

Hazard mitigation may be defined as any action taken to eliminate or reduce theelongisk to
human life and property from natal and technological hazard®otential types of hazard mitigation
measures inclugthe following:

Structural hazard control or protection projects

Retrofitting of facilities

Acquisition and relocation of structures

Development of mitigation standards, regulations, policies, and programs
Public awareness and education programs

Developmat or improvement of warning systems

=A =4 =4 =4 -8 4

1.1.3 Benefits of Mitigation Planning
The benefits of hazard mitigatignlanningnclude the following:
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Saving lives, protecting the health of the public, and reducing injuries
Preventing or reducing property damage

Reducingconomic losses

Minimizing social dislocation and stress

Reducing agricultural losses

Maintaining critical facilities in functioning order

Protecting infrastructure from damage

Protecting mental health

Reducing legal liability of government and publiciafé

= =4 =4 =4 -4 - -8 -8 -8

1.2 State Mitigation Plan Overview

FEMA currently has three mitigation grant programs that are administered by the State of Minnesota:
the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP), the risaster Mitigation program (PDM), and the
Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA) prograhne HMGP PDMandFMAare administered through the
Department of Public Safety, Division of Homeland Security and Emergency Management
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Section 2 0 Public Planning Process

2.1 Steering Committee Information

The Scott County multthazard mitigatiorsteering committeas headed by th&cott County Deputy
Emergency Manageent Director, who is the primary point of contacMembers of theScott County
MHMPsteeringcommittee include representatives from the public, privated governmental sectors.
Tablel identifies thesteering committeéndividuals and the organizations they represent.

Tablel. Multi -HazardMitigation SteeringCommittee

Organization Name Participant Title
ScottCounty Emergency Ron Holbeck Deputy Emerge.ncy
Management Management Director

Emergency Managemer
Scott CountyEmergency Scott Haas & Communications
Management :
Director
Jordan Police Department Brett Empey Chief of Police
Prior Lake Police Department | Brad Cragoe Commander
Scott County Safety Kevin Nelson SafetyProgram Specialis
Natural Resources &
Scott County Natural Resource| Paul Nelson Environmental Services
Manager
Water Resources Ryan Holzer Water Resources

Scientist

Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Emergency Managér

Kurt Fondrick

Community Threat Analyst

Scott County Building Inspector Jeremy Schussler Buildinginspector

Scott County GIS Tony Monsour GISAnalyst

Watershed Management . SeniorWater Resources
o Melissa Bokman

Organization Planner

Scott County Planning & Brad Davis Planning & Resource

Resource Management ManagemenbDirector
Prior Lake Spring Lake

Watershed District Diane Lynch District Administrator
Lower Minnesota River . . .

Watershed District Linda Loomis Administrator

Elko New Market Police Brady Juell Chief of Police

Department

Representatives from the cities of Shakog€aptain Craig Robson of the Shakopee Police

Department) SavagéChief Joel McColl of the Savage Fire Departmeélle PlainéChief Tom Stolee

of the Belle Plaine Police Departmemtgre also requested to ba part of the Steering Committee but
declined several offers to join the group. Though these cities were not on the Steering Committee,
eachindividual noted abovprovided inputregarding their jurisdictionthroughout the planning process,
including preiding updates to their existing mitigation actions, suggesting new mitigation actions within
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their jurisdictions, and ranking the threats and hazards in their jurisdictions by completing a Calculated
Risk Priority Index (CPRI) for their area. Represeivtas from these jurisdictions were provided with
updates on Steering Committee meetings and had an opportunity to review the draft of the plan and
provide feedback once it was completed.

Jurisdictional representatives participating on skeering committe were contacted throughout the
plan update process to provide feedback on the hazards of concern to their community and the
mitigation actions which they would seek to implement upon plan adopfiba.list of final mitigation
actions was divided into jigdictionspecific mitigation action charts so that each could see and address
those actions that applied specifically to their cities (8ppendi: Mitigation Actions by Jurisd)ction

2.2 Review of Existing Plans

ScottCounty and its local communiteutilized a variety of planning documents to direct community
developmentThese documents includmmprehensive plans, water plans, and emergency operations
plans The planning process also incorporated the existing natural hazard mitigation elememts fro
previous planning effort3able2 lists the plans, studies, reports, and ordinances used in the
development of the plan.

Table2. Planning Documents used for MHMP Planning Process

. o Where
Author(s) Year Title Description Used
Scott County This plan covers strategic challenges, lanc
Community Scott County 209 use & growth management, transportation .
2019 . . Section 3
Development Comprehensive Plan parks & trails, and water & natural
Division resources.
Minnesota
32’:}1‘72&; Minnesota AlHazard
. 2019 Mitigation Plan Statewide hazard mitigation plan Section 4
Security and
Update
Emergency
Management
A guide for emergency operations, it is
Scott County | 2019 Emergency gency org y Section 4

their responsibilities for the protection of
life and property under a wide range of
emergency conditions.

The Resilience Report prides information

to help localofficials, floodplain managers,

planners, emergency managers, and othel

better understand their risk, take steps to

mitigate those risks, and communicate tho Section 4
risks to their citizens and local businesses

This Resilience éport provides the

community a reference for management a

mitigation of flood and other risks.

Operations Plan

Resilience Report for

FEMA 2013 Scott County
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2.3 Planning Process Timeline and Steps

In order to update the 2@6 Scott County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plathe Scott County Deputy
Emergency Management Directeorked in coordination withthe State of Minnesota Hazard Mitigation
officials, and members of tleeeringcommittee. The goals of the updating process were to include
more recent data documenting theitical infrastructure and hazards faced®gott County, reformat

and reorganize the plan to reflect definitions of hazards as expressed in the 2008 State of Minnesota
Multi-Hazard ldentification and Risk Assessment,Riad reflect current hazard mitigjon priorities in
ScottCounty. Therefore, the new plan includes not only new data documenting the types of hazards
faced byScott County residents and Emergency Planning officials, but also new thinking about how to
best address these hazards.

This planis a multijurisdictional plarthat covers theScott County and the cities oBelle Plaine, Elko

New Market, Jordan, Prior Lake, Savage, and Shalagpeell as the Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux
Community, a sovereign, tribal natiohhe Scott County risks ad mitigation activities identified in this
plan incorporate the concerns and needs of townships, school districts, and other entities participating
in this plan.

An in-person meetingccurredwhich includedhe Scott County MHMP steering committée begin

the update process for the 2021 Scott County All Hazard Mitigation.Hlaa meetingvas held on

March 5, 201%t the Emergency Operations Centén Shakope@nd served as an introductory kiakf

to the plan updateA duplicate meeting was held on March 14, 2019 for steering committee members
who were unable to attend the first meetind.he steering committee was provided with an overview of
the purpose, process and timeline for tiseott County MultiHazard Mitigation Plan update, as well as
the role and responsibilities of steering committee members. Appendix E provides documentation of
steering committee meeting summaries, including participantrsigineets and presentation slides.

After the initialmeeting steering committee members were also engaged in providing feedback on
mitigation actionss they relate to hazards facing the county. This information was used to inform the
development of mitigation strategies in the updated plan.

New hazard migation actions were discussed for inclusion in the plan using the STAPLE+E process (see
Section 5.3 Mitigation Actions and Pyofeamtsnore information on the planning process, see sections 5
and 6.

Public input was sought through meetings and direciversations (see Appendix F: Public Meeting

Notices and Meeting Notes). One public meeting was held in Scott County on August 13, 2019,

described in Table 3. The meeting was facilitated by the Scott County Deputy Emergency Management
Directorandattené d by the Chief Deputy of Themestingwast t Count
publicizeahrough a press release, three social media postings, and dimetils to potentially

interested parties, such as township boards.

The first post (uly 22) reached, 507 on Facebook The second postJuly 3) reached709 peopleThe
most recent post wag hursday August 8 andit reached 234'people. A press release was sent durly
22ndto 8 area media outlets (7awspapers and 1 radio station) as well as &®ilian subscribers.
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Two Esri Story Maps were made 2016documenting past hazard events in the coutyary maps

combine mapping and analysis with mnlédia content such as images, videos, text, and hyperlinks.

Data layers such as the 1Q@ar floodpain and potential economic loss produced with the FEMA

HazusMH tool were integrated with poignant imagery from past events, in the hope that the story map
wouldserve as a hel pful tool for ytoenhcowdgetheirdr emi ndi n ¢
participation in future mitigatiorOne story map documents the history of natural hazards in Scott

County from 2010 to 2015I[fttp://arcg.is/1gklswPand the other examines county flooding, with

interactive data laysrof the 100year floodplain, potential economic loss in a 4@@r flood, and the

census blocks with the highest potential losgf://arcg.is/1kn1d)l

A draft of the plan was provided for public access on 8wett County Emergency Management website
https://www.co.scott.mn.us/1550/PubReadines&ducation At thesemeetings members of the public
learned about the hazard mitigation process, received an upmhatee pace of updating the 20J8an,
and discussed new mitigation actions that couldalded to the 202plan.

Table3. ScottCounty Hazard Mitigation Update Meetings
Meeting Type Date Location

Scott County Emergency Operations Center,

Steering Committee 3/5/2019 Shakopee

Steering Committee 3/14/2019 Scott County Emergency Operations Center,

Shakopee

Public 6/5/2019 Scott County Law Enforcement Center,
Shakopee

Public 8/13/2019 Regional Traimg Facility, Jordan, MN

At the close of these meetings, ti&cott County Deputy Emergency Management Directaorked with
members of thesteeringcommittee to incorporate comments from the public hearings into Melti-
Hazard Mitigation Plan
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Section 3 0 Scott County Profile

This section offers a general overviewSfott County to provide a basic understanding of the
characteristics of the community, such as the physical environment, population, and the location and
distribution of services.

3.1 General County Description

ScottCounty is located irsoutheasternMinnesotajust south of the Minneapolis/St. Pamktropolitan

area.To the west liesCarver and Sibley Countieand to the south id.e Sueur County and Rice

County. HennepinCounty is on the northern border of the county, artd the eastis Dakota County

ScottCounty covers368square miles435,520acres)and he count yds esf0mated po
was153,750 Shakopesés the county seat anthe largest city in the countyihe Shakopee

Mdewakanton Sioux Community is also locate&oott County and presently owns more than 3,760

acres of land, all of which are located within or near the originat2&@ reservation established for the

Tribe in the 1880s.

The7 cities inSott County areBelle Plaine, EIko New Market, Jordan, New Prague, Prior Lake, Savage
and Shakopedhe 11 townships areBelle Plaine, Blakeley, Cedar Lake, Credit River, Helena, Jackson,
Louisville, New Market, Saint Lawrence, Sand Creek, and Spring Lake.

The largest employment sectors 8tott County (201) are Accommodation and Food Services8¢ of
the county work force) andManufacturing12%).The per cent of the countyds p
the poverty level in 2013 was 34 compared t@n 11.5%averagdor the state of Minnesota.

3.2 Environmental Characteristics

Scott Countyds surface is dominated by gl acial ti
of alluvium and terrace deposits. There are also areas near the river vihereedrock is abr near the

surface. The abundance of glacial till, a material with low permeability because of the silts and clays that
fill in the spaces between | arger grains, provide
the :2dimentary rock belowexceptby the river where bedrock is near the surface. Groundwater is

susceptible to contamination in these areas. This is important as all Scott County drinking water comes

from groundwater supplies.

Centuries of erosive actioby the Minnesota River and its tributaries have left unique bluff features

across areas of Scott County, most notably in Blekdlownship. Bluff areas offer unique views and

contain the majority of the natural communities and rare species identified by MitanBspartment of

Natural Resources (DNR) natural resource inventories. Bluff features present many challenges for
storm-water management and erosion control as the areas around them become developed. It is

important that these areas are managed appropfiato preserve the unique featuresincluding

natural communities and raigpecies. In addition, incorporating the preservation affslinto

development provideaest heti c views while maintaining the ar
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Prairie di Chien dolostone is close to the present land surface along the Minnesota River terrace in the
northern part of Scott County. Along much of this terrace, bedrock is covered byt@@0-foot thick
deposits of sand and gravel. Therefore, more bedrock resesimight become available if the sand and
gravel were removed. Much of the area is urbanized. Bedrock aggregate resources in Scott County can
be dvided into the 3 subregions:

1. Scott northwest- Prairie du Chien dolostone underlies the Minnesota Riveraee in
northwestern Scott County. In thisulregion, the dolostone is comparatively thin (50 to 85
feet), and is underlain at shallow depths by Jordan Sandstone. Several large quarries have
operated or are currently operating in the Prairie du Chierthis subregion, and muclf the
resource is already mined.

2. Scott north-central- Prairie du Chien dolostone underlies the terrace south of the Minnesota
River and ranges from 70 to 90 feet thick. Most of the area has not been quarried because it is
an are of urban development (Shakopee). There are, however, active or fogomearies in the
less developed areas at either end of the-segion.

3. Scott northeast Prairie du Chien bedrock in this subgionalso underlies a terrace of the
Minnesota River. Ma®f the remaining resource is present at the margin® gjuarries that
have been stripped free of overburden. The overburden was apparently thicker than 10 feet
over most of the area prior to mining. These quarries are being encroached upon by urban
devdopment

3.3 Hydrography

The lakes, streams, and groundwaterSafott County are some of its most significant resources. Water

guality has become one of the most important environmental issues facing the county and state. Water

is used for domestic and residential purposes, industry, agriculture and recreation. The sefaityr and

wel fare of the public are dir egsepsishouldbetakerrtd t o t he
eliminate or minimize negative impacts on this resource.

The majority of Scott County is located in the Minnesota Ri8&iakopee watershed, withthe

Minnesota River Basin. A small portion of the southeastern corner of the county contains parts of the
Mississippi River/Lake Pepin watershed and the Cannon River watershed, which are both part of the
Lower Mississippi River Basin.

Basic hydrographiyn Scott County is mapped in Figure-A in Appendix A.

3.3.1 Groundwater

All Scott County drinking water comes from groundwater. The abundance of glacial till provides a layer

of protection for the countyds aexaeptbydhe svertwieeet | i e
bedrock is near the surface. Groundwater is susceptible to contamination in these areas.

3.3.2 Lakes

According to the Minnesota DNR, there a2 lakes in the countgreater than 2 acres in sizthe

largest ofwhich is957 acres (Lower Prior Lake). These lakes covér8550 f t h e 285®20acites 0 s
(3.3%).
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Impaired waters are an increasing problentastt County has many lakes, creeks and rivers that are

on the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency Impaired Waters lists, incluttiagMinnesota River, Sand
Creek, Porter CreekVermillion River, Credit River, Cedar Lak@éynthia Lake, Fish Lake, Eagle Creek,

P ke Lake, OO0 Do wdbprihgdake, Upp& #nodLak€, LaverkPrior Lake and Fish Lake
(Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, 2014npaired waters have become a priority issue because they
do not meet state water qualy standards, they affect growth and health of communities and economies,
and the Clean Water Act has a mandate requiring every state to address impairments.

3.3.3 Rivers

The Minnesota River forms theorthern and westerrboundary ofScott County. A tributary of the
Mississippi River, the Minnesota River is 332 miles long, draining a watershed of approximately 17,000
square milesThe Credit River, a 22nile long tributary of the Minnesota River, flows through the

eastern end of the Countyloseto the town of Savage. It originatasa lake in Elko New Markef he
60-mile Vermillion River begins in eastern Scott County just north of Elko New Market. It flows into the
Mississippi River south of Hastings, Minnesgtmd Creek flows througbentral Scott County and the

city of Jordan, where it has resulted in severe flooding in the past.

3.3.4 Wetlands

Wetlands mapped by the National Wetlands Inventory co86r393acres b6 squaremiles) inScott
County. Important benefits of wetlands include: storage area for excess water during flpidténgg
of sediments and nutrients before they enter lakes, rivers and streanasfish and wildlife habitat.

Wetlands inScott County include7 types, intuding seasonally flooded basamdflats, wet meadovs,
shallow marsks deep marsks shrub swamg wooded swamg, and bog¢Figure A- 1).

Invasiveplants have invied many wetlands in Minnesofhese plants can take over entire native

communities and threaten native wetland ecosystedmne ofthear eads most common i nv
include common buckthorn, purple loosestrife, gantiastard, and Eurasian waterfoil. Zebra mussels
havealsobeen documented in Uppd®rior and Lower Prior Lake@MN DNR, 2018)

3.4 Climate

The climate ofScott County is classified as continental, characterized by wide variations in temperature
from summerto winter. Although the climate is essentially uniform throughout the county, variations in
microclimate may occur as a result of differences in vegetation, soil and relief.

The averagannuéprecipitation inShakopeés 3.446 and the averagannuaknowfall is43.9 ®dhe
averagehightemperature in Julis 8° F and theaveragdow in Januarys 3 F (Intellicast, 2019)

3.4.1 Climate Change

Mi nnesotads climate i s cur engmnmeny economyrangdieveryday n way s
life. Historical weather data show changing trends in some weather phenomenon over the past few

decades, and future changes are likely. Definite predictions are difficult to make, as changes may vary
depending on geogramail location, even within Minnesota. Intense study of these topics is ongoing.

Page [19



According to the 2018lanning for Climate & Health Impacts in Minnesota

There has been an increase in winter and summer temperatures. Our average winter lows are rising
rapidly, and our coldest days of winter are now warmer then we have ever recorded. In fact, Minnesota
winters are warming nearly 13 times faster than our summers. The continued rise in winter
temperatures will result in less snow pack, which will themre@esefor grassland/wildfires as well as

drought.

There has been an increase in total average as well as heavy precipitation events, with longer periods ©
intervening dry spelsir historical rainfall patterns have changed substantially, tviergeise

more frequent heavy -ddnsitymip gauge setwork Hes capturedeoneaalyd s  h i
fouf ol d i ncrreamisred ienvedmtesgaj ust since the year 20C(
decades. Extreme rainfall events increaselibbility of disastewvel flooding and new research

suggests a recent increase in precigit@igered landslide activity in the metro r@dionesota

Department of Health, 2018)

Winter temperatures in Minnesota haveén warming nearly twice as fast as annual average
temperatures a trend that has been noticed throughout the Midwest. There has also been a distinct
spread of warmer lows into the northern portion of the state, and 7 of the top 10 warmest years in
Minnesota since recorteeping began in 1895 have occurred within the last 15sy@éinnesota
Department of Health, 2015)/ariousstudies have also concluded that the frequency and intensity of
precipitation in the Midwest lsincreased, with more storm events leading to flooding.

Rural communities are particularly vulnerable to climate change, due to their dependence upon natural
resources, physical isolation, limited economic diversity, higher poverty rates and agindipogula
According toClimate Change Impadntshe United States: The FoNgtional Climate Assessment

Residents in rural communities often have limited capacity to respond to climate change impacts, due tc
poverty and limitations in community reso@ogsnunication, transportation, water, and sanitary
infrastructure are vulnerable to disruption from climate stressors. Climate change has already had direc
impacts on rural populations and economics and will inevitably have repercussi@lifdodeural liv

and prosperity in the futUidales, et al., 2018)

The Assessment also notes that transportation systems in rural areas are more vulnerable to risks such
as flooding, since there are typically fewer transportatiptians and infrastructure redundancies. In
addition, power and communication outages due to severe weather events typically take longer to
repair in rural areas, which can increase the vulnerability of elderly populations. Rural areas are also
more vulnerdle since they typically have more limited financial resources to deal with the effects of
climate change.

The composition of the regionds forests are expec
habitats northward. While forests in the Midweate currently acting as a net absorber of carbon, this

could change in the future due to projected increases in insect outbreaks, forest fires, and drought,

which will result in greater tree mortality and carbon emissigRsyor, etal., 2014)
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The National Climate Assessment suggests that infrastructure planning (particularly water resources
infrastructure)

and asset management and rehabilitation of critiodl aging facilities, emphasizing flexibility,

redundancy, (Geordgakakos,tial, 2084) cy 6

shoul d oO0be

i mproved

by

ncorporat

Federal, state, and tribal governments are increasingly integrating climate change adaptation into existing

decisioamaking, planning, or infrastructun@provement processei&seorgakakos, et al., 2014)

3.5

Demographics

Shakopeis the largest city irscott County (pop. 41,519 and the designated county seat. There @re
cities andll townships within the county.

Table4 summarizes population by community according to #88 9Metropolitan Council estimates
Figure 1showsScott County population density by census block.

Table4. Scott County Population by Community, 20

Community

Belk Plaine
Elko New Market
Jordan
New Prague
Prior Lake
Savage
Shakopee
Belle Plaine Township
Blakeley Township
Cedar Lake Township
Credit River Township
Helena Township
Jackson Township
Louisville Township
New Market Township
St.Lawrence Township
Sand Creek Township
Spring Lake Township
Total:

SourceCouncil, 2019)

2017
Population

7,144
4,711
6,106
4571
25,735
30,713
41,519
932
444
3,114
5,678
1,868
1,525
1,402
3,539
511
1,665
3,540
144,717

% of County

4.94%
3.26%
4.22%
3.16%
17.78%
21.22%
28.69%
.64%
.31%
2.15%
3.9%
1.29%
1.1%
1.0%
2.45%
.35%
1.15%
2.45%
100%
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Scott County MultiHazard Mitigation Plan, 2@

Figure 1. ScottCounty Populationby Census Blogk010
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Population growth trends havanimportant infuenceon the needs and demands of a variety of services
such as transportation, law enfigment, and emergency respongé understanding of population

trends and location of population concentrations is important for making projections regarding potential
impeacts in the event of aisaster

In 2017 ScottCounty had a estimatedpopulation ofl44,717residents, averagir@p2 persons per
square mileof land areaShakopegthe largest city in the countgnd the county seatasa population of
41,519

ScottCount y ds igrapilyncraatng,rising 556 between 1990 and 20085%from 2000 to
2010. Sincd99), the population hagsenby 878%.Between 2000 and 2010 Scott County was the
fastest growing county in Minnesota, and one of the fastest ggwmithe nationTable5 below shows
the population change i&cott County between 1950 and 2017

Tableb. ScottCounty Population Change (194Q017%)
Change Change
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2017 1950- 2010-
(estimate) 2010 2017

16,486 | 21,909 | 32,423 | 43,784 | 57,846 89,498 | 129,928 144,717 +878% | +11.4%
Source: U.S. Census Bured3, 20

ScottCountyd gopulationis projected to grow by39% between 203 and 2@5. Table6 below shows
population projections foScott County until 2060.

Table6. ScottCounty Population Projections (2@42050)
Projected
2017 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050 Change
2017-2050
144,717 153,750 | 163,088 172,140 180,435 187,905 194,738 201,332 +39%

Source; (Center, 2018)
State of Minnesota Demographic Center
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Scott County MultiHazard Mitigation Plan, 2@

Figure 2: 2002010 Population Annual Compound Growth Rate
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3.6 Economy

ScottCounty isled by the Accommodation and Food Servicieglustry, with13% of jobs in the county.
Manufacturing, Retail Trade, and Constructom e al so maj or components of
Major employers includémazon,Shutterfly, Seagate Technologi8hakopee Mdewakamdsioux

Community and Fabcon. The county has a strong commercial and industrial base as well as a
concentration of entertainment attractions, such as Canterbury FRag&e TrackThe Landing at

Minnesota River Heritage Paiklko SpeedwayMystic Lake Casindli nnes ot ads tiwar gest
the Renaissance Festival, afalleyFair Amusement Pafiinneapolis St. Paul Regional Economic
Development Partnership, 2015)

The number of jobs in the countywse by over 8.2% between 20Ehd 205. Table7 provides an
overview of the annual average employment by major industry sectcatt County.

Table7. Annual Average Employment by Major IndustryS8et@ounty

Number of Number of

el Jobs (2012) | Jobs (2015)

Natural Resources and Mining 178 172

Construction 2,798 3,641
Manufacturing 4,775 5,789
Brtﬁi(:izgransportatlon, 7555 8.585
Information 312 367

Financial Activities 952 969

Professional /Business Servic 4,018 4,103
Education and Health Service 7,905 8,149
Leisure and Hospitality 9,346 9,102
Public Administration 2,336 2,454
Other Services 1,587 1,813
Total Number of Jobs: 41,714 45,144

Source: Minnesota Dept. of Employment and Economic Devilofgnéata discrepancies
between segment values and totalslagist data suppression for confidentiality.

The 201 median household income wa83&151 compared to a Minnesota average @&35699 The
median household income Bcott County increased®.1% fran 2013to 2017. The percent of the

countyds popul ati on 1ini20l7 was 4.0 dcomparentd 5% forpghe stagerot v | ev e

Minnesota.

The Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic Development reporte@th&% of the
workforce in Scott County was employed in the private sector in130)

3.7 Community Services & Infrastructure

The following seabn provides an overview on community services and infrastructure wiictt
County. Examples of community services inclbdalttcare and public safetwhile examples of
community infrastructure includpower utilities, water and sewer facilities, and the transportation
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network. Below shows critical facilities in the county, and tables of all critical facilities can be found in

Appendix B.
Figure 3: Critical Facilities in Scott County




3.7.1 Health Care Providers

There are 2 hospitals in Scott County, the Mayo Clinic Health System in New Prague and the St. Francis
Regional Medical Center in Shakopee. The Mayo Clinic Health Sistkrdes a 2bed critical care

access hospital with a level 1l traumategna primary care clinic, and an express care clihiglso
operatesaclinicin Belle Plaine.

The St. Francis Regional Medical Centaintains clinics in Shakopegavagelordan and Prior Lake, in
addition to a hospital in Shakopee with 86 privabems

Prior Lake also has the Shakopee Dakota Mystic Clinic and Urgent Care facility.
Fairview operateslinics in Prior Lakeand Savage.
ScottCounty has ambulance services through the following EMS providers:

Allina: Serves Shakopee, Savage, Prior Lake, and the eastern half of Jordan.

North Memorial:  Serves Elko New Market and New Prague

Ridgeview: Serves Belle Plaine

Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community : Serves the Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux
Community.

= =4 4 =4

Figure A- 13in Appendix A depicts health services witieott County.

3.7.2 Public Safety Providers/Government Services

The Sheriffoés Of fice i sntdrin Shakopedalhe folowingltites hastheir e nf or ¢
own police departments: Belle Plaine, Elko New Market, Jordan, New Prague, Prior Lake, Savage and
Shakopee.

Figure A- 4 in Appendix A depicts government and emergency facilities, inclaitingalls, fire
departments, police depart ScetttCousty Cosrthoese.i f f 6s depart

Figure 4shows ire departments and fire response timesSgott County. These drive times were
created using ArcGIS Network Analyst and MnDOT road d&peed limits from the MnDOT highway
speed limit database were used when availadeording to this modelall areaf the county are
within 10 minutes of a fire department
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Scott County MultiHazard Mitigation Plan, 2@

Figure4. Fire Departments and Fire Response Time3dattCounty
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3.7.3 Utilities/Communications

There are5 electricity providers withinScott County. Master Electric Company Inddinnesota Valley
Electric Cooperative, the New Prague Utilities CommissiBhakopee Public Utilities Commission,
Dakota Electric Service, and Xcel Energy

CenterPoint Energyand Minnesota Energy Resourgesvide natural gas services to Scott County.

Established in 2004, the Allied Radio Matrix for Emergency Response (ARMER) Program, administered
in coordination with the Minnesota Statewide Radio Board, manages the implementation of a 700/800
megahertz (MHz) shad digital trunked radio communication systerm Scott County, there are7

ARMER towers

3.7.4 Transportation
The county transportation system is composed of roads, highways, public transit, railroads and trails.
The system is designed to serve all resitde businesses, industries and tourists.

The existing roadway system reflects the concentration of urban development in the north. This area

has the greatest concentration of roads and highest traffic volumes. TH 169 frames the western and
northern border of the county and-B5 borders a portion of the eastern part of the coun@ounty

highways resemble a grid pattern connecting the cities. Because of the transportation constraints caused
by the Minnesota River, river crossings are a significant compari¢hée highway system for Scott

County.

According to Minnesota law, any structure or combination of structures over aft@eh spanlengthis
considered a bridge. Most of the bridges in tlonty aremultiple box culvertstructures. The County
isresponsible fothe inspection of 128 bridgeis the County 36 are on municipal roads, 2
township roads and 65 are on Countyghways

All bridges within the county are inspected ev&years with someinspected annually. Bridge ratings
are made foreach component of a bridgdeck, superstructure, substructure, channel & channel
protection, andculvert condition. The ratings range frofnto 9, with 9 being in excellent condition.
Bridge ratinggall into4 categories: Adequate, Functionally ObsoJ&&ucturally Deficient, and Closed.

Railroads in Scott County serve regional agriculture and industrial Uges Union Pacific Railroad
currently operates in Scott County.

The Minnesota Valley Transit Authority includes servic®tmr Lake, Savageé Shakopee and
provides services within Scott County and throughout the Twin Citfgsott County has vanpool
services and Transit Link diaride bus services available through the Metropolitan Council.

3.8 Land Use and Ownership

ScottCounty coversa total 0f368 sqare miles (235,520 acred)and inScott County is primarily used

for agricultural productionMost of the largef ar m hol di ngs are | ocated in
corner. There arealso expansive agricultural areas in Hel&and Creek, and St. Lawrence townships.
However, Scott County has experienced the strongest development growth to the north and east

where there is close proximity to major highways that access the Twin Cities region.
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In 2017 638farms existd in the cownty, coveringl15,504acres 48.96 of the county). Othis farming

land,84.8% is croplandnd6.1% i s c | agodland ®ed assd® i s cl asthad fi ed as
number of farms in the countglecreased by25.3% between 2012nd 2A.7, while thenumber ofacres
farmeddecreased by 18%2(Census of Agriculture, 2017)

According to Minnesota DNR datahé number of feedlots iScott County as oMay 8, 2019vas260,
3 of which have more than 1,000 animaits. Feedlots inScott County are mapped ifrigure A- 26
(Appendix ABcottCounty Maps

Agricultural areas in the state such as thos&aott County may need to undergo transformative
changes to keep pace with climate change, though
fairly resil i exnys toevmed sdoldhdageiniataptive bébgtvibresuch gsmesion of

irrigated acreage, regional shifts in acreage focigecrops, crop rotations, changes to management

decisions (such as choice and timing of inputs and cultivation practices), and altered tradespatt
compensating for yield changdsiales, et al., 2018)

Land ownership categories from the 2008S. Geological Surv&yAP (Gap Analysis Programye
shown inFigure A8 (Appendix ABcottCounty MapsLand cover is also npped inFigure A- 7.
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Section 4 d Risk Assessment

The goal of mitigation is to reduce the future impacts of a hazard including loss of life, property damage,
disruption to local and regional economies, and &xpenditure of public and private funfig recovery.
Sound mitigation practices must be based on sound risk assessment. A risk assessment involves
quantifying the potential loss resulting from a disaster by assessing the vulnerability of buildings,
infragructure, and people.

Basing risk assessments on thetaformation available important in developing effective mitigation
actions that benefit communities. Geographic Information System (GIS) tools are not only helpful in
producing mapsbut they ale show structures at risk and may determine damage estimates for
potential hazard scenarios. MN Homeland Security and Emergency ManadEIBREM mitigation staff
encourages the use of GIS toolstlisk assessments because they produce good informatidre tosed

in the risk assessment process. In recognition of the importance of planning in mitigation activities,
FEMA createdHazardsUSA Multi-Hazard (FhzusMH), a powerful Gl$®ased disaster risk assessment
tool. This tool enables communities to predicttisated losses from floods, hurricanes and other
related phenomena and to measure the impact of various mitigation practices that might help reduce
those losses.

Thisassessment identifies the characteristics and potential consequences of a disast@wydioof the
community could be affected by a disaster, and the impact on community assets. A risk assessment
consists ofd componentsi hazard identificatioand prioritization risk profile, and vulnerability profile.
The last step is the risk ranking feach jurisdiction.

4.1 Hazard ldentification/Profile

4.1.1 Hazard Identification

The cornerstoneof the risk assessment is identification of the hazards that affect jurisdictions. To
facilitate the planning process, several sources were employed to ensure that the natural hazards are
identified prior to assessment.

The county maintenance of the plancludes continual updated the hazards identified in the initial
plan. The mitigatiosteering committeecomparedthe hazards in the initial plan to current publications
to determine if new hazards should be considered or if some should be deleted.

Naturalhazardar e i denti fi ed i n tHhzard IBdBt¥datiopandRisk Asaessmenh 0 Mu |
0 A Cornerstone of the National Mitigation Strategy al so known as MHI RA. FEMA
a list based on state mitigation plans in the regidme list was divided into naturdTable § and other

hazardqTable 9 as was done in the 201dinnesota State Hazard Mitigation Plan.
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Table8. FEMA MHIRA Natural Hazardsin the 2019Minnesota State Hazard Mitigation Plan

Flooding Hall Drought
Dam/Levee Failure Lightning Extreme Heat
Wildfire* Winter Storms Extreme Cold
Windstorms Erosion Earthquakes
Tornadoes Land Subsidence | Lightning

*Addressed in the State Mitigation Plan because Minnesota isoadstegtiftate compared to other states in Region V.

For the purpose of this plamadEENMAzZdeldsdeasotleehn
hazards and terrorism. These are distinct from natural hazards primarily in that they originate from

human activity. In contrast, while the risks presented by natural hazards may be increased or decreased

as a result of human activity, they are not inherentiyfaninducedThe t er m ot echnol ogi c
refers to the origins of incidents that can arisem human activities such as the manufacture,

transportation, storage, and use of hazardous materials. For the sake of simplicity, this guide assumes

that technological emergencies are accidental and that their consequences are unintended. The term
oOoterirsmoé refers t andmalitioasatts. Dharais no simgle,iumviersalylagcepted

definition of terrorism, and it can be interpreted in many ways. For the purposes of this plan, FEMA
refers to Oterrorismoé a structidn VMDY iecluding bioldgicalp ohemscal,o f Ma
nuclear, and radiological weapons; arson, incendiary, explosive, and armed attacks; industrial sabotage

and intentional hazardous materials rel eases; and

Table9. FEMA MHIRA Other Hazardsin the 2019Minnesota State Hazard Mitigation Plan

Terrorism Nuclear Incidents
Infectious Disease Outbreak Ha_zardous Materials
Incidents

. Ground and Surface
Fires (Structures and Water Supply

Vehicles) Contamination*
*Addressenh the State Hazard Mitigation Plan because Minnesota has made a high investment in its prized resource, water.

4.1.2 Vulnerability Assessment by Jurisdiction

The steeringcommittee met multiple times to review and update the hazards faced by reside8totf
County, update the existing mitigation actions published in th&®200lti-Hazard Mitigation Plan, and
propose new mitigation actions.

To engage in this process the committee drew on a number of data sources. First, the committee
examined the hazards identifiedthre 2016Hazard Mitigation PlarT @ble10). These existing mitigation
actions were discussed and adjusted to reflect the definitions of natural hazards usedsiatd of
Minnesota 209 Multi-Hazard Identification and Risk Assessivish of natural hazardshis was done in
order to assure that the risks faced I8cott County were categorized the same way as the priority
hazards established by the State of Minnesota.
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Tablel0. Hazards identified in the 20 ScottCounty Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

Natural Hazards

Drought Landslide/Mudslide Extreme Temperatures| Flooding
Hall High Winds Ice/Snow Storm
Land . . _—
Subsidence Lightning Wildfire

Manmade Hazards
Hazardous lllegal . . . .
Materials Methamphetamine Lab Pandemic/Epidemic Terrorism
Urban Civil Unrest

Structure Fire

While the MHMP mainly deals with natural hazards, this planning took place with the understanding that
manynortnatural hazards could occur as a result of natural disasters (i.e. disruption in electrical service
due to freezing rain causing problems for both utility corporations and vulnerable populations
dependent on electricity for heat).

This plan draws on wariety of data sources including the State of Minnesota and Homeland Security
Emergency Management Critical I nfrastructure Stra
Mitigation Planning Howo Guide Integrating Manmade Hazards into Mitigatlanning (2003),

FEMAGs Local Mi t i gat i andthdStatemf Miheegotadulti Hazaidsl e (2011) ,
Identification Risk Assessment

The committeerankedhazardsased on a Calculated Priority Risk Index, or CHRE methodology of
the CPRI is outlined belowhe CPRI rankings for each hazard are listed by jurisdictidrabie 12.

4.1.3 Calculated Priority Risk Index

The vulnerability assessment builds upon the previously developed hazard information by identifying the
community assets and development trends and intersecting them with the hazard profiles to assess the
potentid amount of damage that could be caused by each hazard éventnmaryof Calculated

Priority Risk Index (CPRI) Categories and Risk Leigedhiown inTablell.

Definitons of CPRI Categories

Probabilityd a guide to predict how often a random event will occur. Annual probabilities are
expressed between 0.001 or less (low) up to 1 (high). An annual probability of 1 predicts that a natural
hazard will occur at lest once per year.

Magnitude/Severi indicates the impact to a community through potential fatalities, injuries,
property losses, and/or losses of services. The vulnerabilitysgaigssnt gives information that is helpful
in making this determination for each community.

Warning Timed playsa factor in the ability to prepare for a potential disaster and to warn the public.
The assumption is that more warning time allows for more emergency preparations and public
information.
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Duration & relates to the span of time local, state, and/or fedassistance will be necessary to
prepare, respond, and recover from a potential disaster event.

Tablell. Summary of Calculated Priority Risk Index (CPRI) Categories and Risk Levels

CPRI
Category

Probability

Magnitude/Severity

Warning Time

Duration

Level ID

Unlikely

Possible

Likely

Highly Likely

Negligible

Limited

Critical

Catastrophic

Less than 6
hours

6 to 12 hours

12to 24
hours

More than 24

hours
Less than 6
hours

Less than 24

hours

Less than ong

week
More than
one week

DEGREE OF RISK
Description

Extremely rare with no documented history of
occurrences or events. Annual probability of less than
0.001

Rare occurrences with at least one documented or
anecdotal historic event. Annual probability that is
between 0.01 and 0.001.

Occasional occurrences with at least two or more
documented historic events. Annual probability that is
between 0.1 and 0.01.

Frequentevents with a wellocumented history of
occurrence. Annual probability that is greater than 0.1.
Negligible property damages (less than 5% of critical
non-critical facilities and infrastructure).

Injuries orillnesses are treatable with first aid and ther
are no deaths. Negligible quality of life lost. Shutdown
critical facilities for less than 24 hours.

Slight property damages (greater than 5% and less th
25% ofcritical andnon-critical facilities and
infrastructure).Injuries or illnesses do not result in
permanent disability and there are no deaths. Modera
quality of life lost. Shut down of critical facilities for ma
than 1 day and less than 1 week.

Moderate property damages (greater than 25% and le
than 50% of critical andon-critical facilities and
infrastructure). Injuries or ilinesses result in permanen
disability and at least one death. Shut down of critical
facilities for more than 1 week and less than 1 month.
Severe property damages (greater than 50% of critica
and noncritical facilities and infrastructure). Injuries or
illnesses result in permanedisability and multiple
deaths.Shut down of critical facilities for more than 1
month.

Selfexplanatory.
Selfexplanatory.

Selfexplanatory.
Selfexplanatory.
Selfexplanatory.
Selfexplanatory.
Selfexplanatory.

Selfexplanatory
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Scott County MultiHazard Mitigation Plan, 2@

CPRIhazard rankings by jurisdiction are listedliable12. The cities oBelle PlaineSavageand

Shakope@adopted the County rankings.

Tablel2. HazardsRanked by Jurisdiction using the CPRI

CPRI CPRI" | cpR
Score s Score
Natural Hazards (Elko -
(Scott New (Prior
County) Market Lake)
Dam Failure
Drought

Extreme Cold

Extreme Heat
Flash Floods
Hailstorms
Landslide
Levee Failure
Lightning
River Floods

Severe Winter Storms
Sinkholes
Thunderstorms

Tornadoes

Wildfires

Man-made Hazards
Air Transportation
Incident
Animal/Plant/Crop
Disease
Energy Failure
Fixed Hazardous
Materials
FixedRadiological
Incident
Ground and Water
Supply Contamination
Highway Transportation
Incident

Human Disease Incident

Human Diseas®andemic

Pipeline Transportation
Incident

Public Disorder

Radiological
Transportation

Special Events
Structural Failure
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Transportation 2.30 2.40 2.30
Hazardous

Materials 2.30 2.30 2.40

Utility/Communication/ 2.40 2.30 2.30
Infrastructure Failure 2.30 2.85 2.70

Waterway Incident 18 1.45 275 N/A 1.45 1.85

4.1.4 Hazard Profiling Concept of Planning

The risk assessments identify the characteristics and potential consequences of a disaster, how much of
the community could be affected by a disaster, and the impact on community assets. A risk assessment
consists ofd component§ hazard identification, tisprofile, and vulnerability profile. The last step is the

risk ranking for each jurisdictioigcott County jurisdictions all agreed to the same ranking of hazards in
their communities as the County.

4.1.5 GIS and HazusMH

Therisk analysistep in this asessment quantifies the risk to the population, infrastructure, and
economy of the community-azards that can be geographically identified (wildland fires, windstorms,
tornadoes, halil, floods) were mapped.

HazusMH was used to estimate the damages inedrfor a 100yea flood event and for general asset
assessmentlazusMH alsogenerates a combination of sigpecific and aggregated loss estimébes

the entire county due to a 109ear flood eventAggregate inventory loss estimates, which include
building stock analysis, are based upon the assumption that building stock is evenly distributed across
eachcensus block. Therefore, it is possible that overestimates of damage will occur in some areas while
underestimates will occur in other areas. With thismind, total losses tend to be more reliable over
larger geographic aredégroups of many blockshan for individual census blocks. It is important to note
that HazusMH is not intended to be a substitute for detailed engineering studies. Rathemtierded

to serve as a planning aid for communities interested in assessing their risk tg #aotthquake and
hurricanerelated hazards. This documentation does not provide full details on the processes and
procedures completed in the developmenttbfs project. It is only intended to highlight the major steps
that were followed.

Sitespecific analysis is based upon loss estimations for individual structures. For flaodiggis of site
specific structures takes into account the depth of waterétation to the structure. HazudMH also
considersthe actual dollar exposure to the structure for the costs of building reconstruction, content,
and inventory. However, damages are based upon the assumption that each structure will fall into a
structuralclass, and structures in each class will respond in a similar fashion to a specific depth of
flooding. Sitespecific analysis is also based upon a point location rather than a polygon, therefore the
model does not account for the percentage of a buildimg is inundated. These assumptions suggest
that the loss estimates for sigpecific structures as well as for aggregate structural losses need to be
viewed as approximations of losses that are subject to considerable variability rather than as exact
engneering estimates of losses to individual structures.
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4.1.6 National Climatic Data Center (NCDC) Records

Historical storm event data was compiled from the National Climatic Data Center (NCDC). NCDC
records are estimates of damage reported to the Natiowather Servic NWS) from various local,

state, and federal sources. However, these estimates are often preliminary in nature and may not match
the finalassessment of economic and property losses related to given weather events.

The NCDC data include®02 reported events inScott County between 180 andJanuar019.

However, some weather event categories only had availddii@ going back as recent as 1986

records before 180 were availableA summary table of events related to each hazard type is included
in the hazard profile sections that follow. A full table listing all events, including additional details, is
included in Appendix ONCDC hazard categories used in this plan are liste@iable13.

Tablel3. National Climatic Data Center Historical Hazards

Hazard
Tornado Hail
Thunderstorm Wind Flood/Flash Flood
Winter Weather/ Cold/Wind Chil

Winter Storm/Blizzard
Excessive Heat/Heat | Lightning

Heavy Rain

4.1.7 FEMA Declared Disasters
Another historical perspective is derived from FEM@clared disasterd4 major disastehave
occurred inScott County between1957 and2019(Figure 5.

Figure5. FEMA-Declared Disasterand Emergencidga Scott County 1953-2019

Click on an incident or county fo filter the visualization. Click again to reset.

A% 9 Flood

@2 Severe Storm(s)

6 1 Drought

© 1 Hurricane

? | Tornado
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Table 14andTable 15show thedetails of the disasters including payments for Public Assistance (PA)
and Individualssistance (IA), listed undthe flooding and severe storiprofiles. No declarations were
made for the other storms listed in the NCDC database. Reviewing the federal payments for damages
from the declared disasters is a way of correlating the impact fitaenrNCDC report.

Tablel4. FEMA-Declared Major Disasters iScottCounty (1%3-2019)

Declarati Total PA Total PA
eclaration , Obligated - o
. Date and Incident Obligated by | "crp A for labeigiel Individual
Incident Disast Period FEMA for Disaster in Assistance in Assistance in
ke ille) Disaster in Minnesota Scott County
Number Minnesota ol
County
Severe Winter . . . .
Storm, Straight June 12, 3/12/2019 Information Information Information Information
Line Winds. and 2019 4/28/2019 not yet not yet not yet not yet
. ’ DR-4442 available available available available
Flooding
Severe Storms,
Straightline
Winds, 7/21/2014 6/11/201406
Flooding, DR-4182 7111/2014 $15,995,142 | $2,659,888 None None
Landslides,
Mudslides
SevereStorms, 5/10/2011 3/16/201%
Flooding DR-1982 5/25/2011 $20,633,792  $283172 Unknown None
. 4/19/2010 3/1/2016
Flooding DR-1900 4/26/2010 $12,740,604  $31,156 None None
. 5/16/2001 3/23/200%
Flooding DR-1370 2/3/2001 $36,227,572  $89584 $3,650492 $1,172
Severe Storms,
Straightline 6/23/1998 5/15/1998
Winds. DR-1225 6/28/1998 $30,805,556 Unknown Unknown None
Tornadoes
Severe Storms, 4/8/1997 3/21/1997
Flooding DR-1175 5/24/1997 $230,488,750 Unknown Unknown Unknown
Flooding
! 6/11/1993 5/6/1993
Severe Storms, DR-993 8/25/1993 $98,169,850 Unknown Unknown Unknown
Tornadoes
Severe Storms
’ 8/6/1987 7/20/1987
Torna_does, DR-797 8/5/1987 Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Flooding
Flooding 4|/31§_/21§§9 4/18/1969 Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Flooding 48;_/11255 4/11/1965 Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown

* Data provided by FEMA RegionMaoch 4, 201N HSEM on December 10, 2014, attds://www.fema.gov/media
library/assets/documents/28331 accessed on Septe®E@ Malues are estimates collected at the time of the disaster.
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Tablel5. FEMA-Declared Emergencies 8tottCounty (1974-2015)

Declaration Date Individual AsZiustt)elllﬁce
Incident and Disaster Incident Period Assistance (all affected
Number in Minnesota
areas)
. 3/19/2010 3/1/20100
Flooding EM3310 4/26/2010 Unknown Unknown
Hurricane
. 9/13/2005 8/29/20050
Katrina ' EM3242 10/1/2005 $0 $2,470,003
Evacuation
Drought 65/147;/),%)91;6 6/17/1976 Unknown Unknown

*Note the Public Assistance totals are for ALL counties affected in the disaster. Dédey 8¢ @8kl
https://www.fema.gov/darualizaticdisaterdeclaratiorstatesandcounties

Tablel6 depicts the historical projects iScott County resulting from hazard mitigation funding.

Tablel6. Historical Hazard Mitigation FundiggatCounty

Year Project Description Sub-Grantee AELLIE
Share

2015 | Property Acquisition (Schendlinggr Scott County $101, 973

2015 | Scott County All Hazard Mitigation Plan | Scott County $22,469

Minnesota Valley Electric CoapReplace Minnesota Valley

2010 overhead line with underground Cooperative Light & ~ $769,013
Power Assoc.
2007 | Scott Countyd All HazardMitigation Plan| Scott County $30,000

Total HMA Funding & Scott County $821,482

4.2  Vulnerability Assessment

4.2.1 Asset Inventory

The HazuaviH defaults, criticaflacilities, and essential facilities have been updated based on the most
recent available data sources. The Hakils default essential facilities have been updated based on
current data available from the state and county. The essential facility updettesl&s medical facilities,
fire stations, and police stations) were integrated into the Ha¥llis input database. Other critical
facilities identified by the county were geocoded and overlaid with the Hsitislood model output.

Critical facilities are defined by the Department of Homeland Security in the Automated Critical Asset
Management System (ACAMSott County has used the 18 sectors included in ACAMS to identify
their critical infrastructure and key resources

Tablel17 below identifies the critical facilities that weirgcluded inthe analysis. Essential facilities are a
subset of critical facilities. Names and looas$ of all critical facilities are found in Appendixgure 6
below maps the critical facilities 8hakopegwhile Figure7 depicts critical facilities iBavage Figure8
maps critical facilities iRrior Lake Figured shows critical facilities in Jordan, Figi®emaps critical
facilities in Belle Plaine, Figurkdisplays critical facilities in New Prague, and Fig@rghbws critical
facilities in Elko New Market.
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Tablel7. ScottCounty Critical Infrastructure and Facilities

Number Number
ACAMS Category of ACAMS Category of
Facilities Facilities
Agriculture and Food 3 Government Facilities a7
Banking anérinance 42 Healthcare and Public Healt 28
Chemical and Hazardous 62 Information Technology 0
Materials .
: - Manufacturing 4
Commercial Facilities 46 .
National Monuments and 10
Communications 2 lcons
Dams 22 Nuclear 0
Defense Industrial Base 0 Postal and Shipping 8
Emergency Services 20 Transportation 0
Energy 3 Water 22

Figure6. Critical Facilities inShakopee

Underground Tank

Government Facility
School
Post Office

MN Geospatial Commons, MPCA
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Figure7. Critical Facilities inSavage

Underground Tank
Govemment Facility
School

Post Office

Page A1



Scott County MultiHazard Mitigation Plan, 2@

Figure 8. Critical Facilitiesin Prior Lake
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Figure9. Critical Facilitiesin Jordan
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Figure 10 Critical Facilitiesin Belle Plaine
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Figure 11 Critical Facilitiesin New Prague

Figure 12 Critical Facilitiesin Elko New Market
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