
MICROFILM DIVIDER 
OMO/RECORDS MANAGEMENT DIVISION 

SFN 2053 (2/85) 5M 

ED 
ROLi. NUMBER 

DESCRIPTION 

I 



2001 HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS 

HB 1016 



• 

2001 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. Hl3 1016 

I louse Appropriations Committee 
Government Operations Division 

□ Conference Committee 

Hcadng Date January I 0, 200 I 

Tupc Number Side A ___ " ___________ Side 13 __________________ Mctcr_l/ __________ _ 
o I~ 1 o~o I ta~_____ o -4984 ___________________________________________ ------·-·· ___ _ 

_ Committee Clerk Signatt:- .. ~J1~ .. 6?Zi{~-~=---~-------~ ~~-•· _ 
Minutes: 

The committee was called to order, a1v.i opened th,! hearing 011 1-18 IO 16. the 

appropriation budget fo1· the Division of Eme1·gcncy Management. 

Douglas Fricz, Director of EmcrgGncy Mimagcmcnt for North Dakota: Had prepared 

written testimony. He went through the written testimony before the committee. The Division's 

request i!; tbr $963,160 in gcncn.,t fund money. This is ulso the executive recommendation. It 

takes about $4,8 million to ensure effective emergency management through the biennium. 

Othc1· sources of income nre the federal government and the Hnzal'dous Chemical Prcpai·cdncss 

nnd Response Program fee system, Om major ct'\ntl'ibuto1· is FEMA, and also have sources from 

EPA nnd US DOT. Ncnrly half of our dollars ure passed directly to local govcrnmc11ts and other 

state agencies, 

Pnge 2 of the written testimony pertains to the Agency Mission nnd Background. The 

agency hus u f\1l1Ntime staff of 20 persons, und hnvc 13 tcmporury stuff working disaster recovery 
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programs and I temporary staff dedicated to a statewide risk and needs .issL·ssrn,~nt. During 

1997, we had over 75 temporary staff: The state has experienced IO major disasters in North 

Dakota in 8 years. They arc making closeout activities on many disasters and lwvc soml' 

ongoing activitici,;, and just gcttirg started on a fow. States on page 3, that we believe the 

(itwcrnmcnt hus sl!vcral responsibilities related to multi~hazard enh:rgency ma11agcmc11t. Tlwy 

include alerting and infornling the public ubout potential dangers, assessing situatiolls, activating 

rcspomkn; and volunteers, supporting emergency response, and restoration and recovery. To 

meet these responsibilities the department has an annual work plan, and training rnH.I cxcrc.:isc 

efforts. As signilicant p<.i! tion of our workload is dil'cctcd at assisting statewide efforts, Till' 

dcpnl'tmc11t docs not just develop pluns, identify resources, placi) equipmc1H1 and train. They 

pcrfonn training cxe,·ciscs fairly often, The Emergency Operations Ccnh.:1· has now been 

rcnovntcd. It is up and rnnning, and the upper floor addition is almost finished. r:mm this center 

the agency coordinates 125 ind dents per year in support of locul efforts. Half arc hazardous 

spills 01· releases. Then come wcnthcr-rclutcd incidents. The vision for the f\1tun.: is to build a 

disaster 1·csistu11t state. Providing effective emergency management is a never ending tash. 

Resources chungc and plans must be updated. Training is constant m~d keeping state of the mt 

equipment is expensive. Tiley do sec flood potcntiul co11ecrns in the next !'cw years, and have a 

11cw focus on US domestic terrorism. 

ll<!I?, Curlis!£: You do work closely with th{~ weather bureau and tlrnt is good. You two put out 

wnrnmgs nnd such, 

Qouglus Fricz: Thunk you. The dcpurtmcnt docs usk in HB l O 16 fm· the climinntion of' 

the sunset cluusc to the stutcwidc Huzurdous Chcmicul Prcpmcdncss and Response Prngrnm 

(HCl>RJ>), This J'll'ogram wus estublished in 1991, and nt that time the su11sct duusc wns included 
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because it wus unknown at that time how long the adjacent fodcral program would last. The 

successes of this program nationwide will merit its existl.!ncc well into the fi.1turc. 1:ccs an.' 

collected by the department from fhcilitics; 1/2 fees go into the HC'PRP and 1/1. foes go back into 

the counties. Prior to the implementation of this program the state had ntttncrous s~rious 

incidents, und 110w there arc only just a few. Do request you puss this bill as presented. 

Rep. Glasshcim: Docs it make sense for the hazardot1s material fl•._ to be higher lbr largcr users 

or storers, Should those in a more hazardous situation be paying more'! What would the cffoct 

of raising that fee be? Arc tlwrc many pluccs with more than() chemicals. 

Rcspont-ic: Actually, the ot'ganizations that handle more chemicals pay a higher foe. Its 

$25 pct· chemical~ or up to $150 per organization that handles 6 chemicals. It docs balance out 

and gives some equity, There arc not u I urge number of bigger· focilitics1 but the bigger facilities 

present a more difficult risk to deal with, but possibly the potential for less risk. They take more 

precautions. 

Chairman B~: An nbse1·vatio11, the ones that would be hard hit would be like opcl'ators of oil 

wells, where the maximum is $1 SO per site, but they may operutc 20 wells. And at those wells 

there arc things that me stored thut arc huzardous, Those arn the businesses that would really be 

hurt if you modified that formula. 

Rcspot1sc: The system hus been so fair that there "hould be no opposition of doiiig this. 

Rep, Huether: Would the locnl Ccncx dealers where they have large sprny and fertilize!' 

comr,lcxcs come under this. 

Jksnonsc: Yes. Hus u listing of types of fucilitics thut come under ~his. Bulk lllunts with 

gus, dics~I, unhydrous, und propnne; u11y unhydrous facility: gns stntions with ubovc ground 

storugc tunks: oil wells; fertilizer, propunc plu11ts. 
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Chairman Bycrl_y: On the chemical issue, one of the complaints that I have about the program, 

and it hal-1 nothing to do with thL' program itself, even from oil well operators themselves, is that 

whoever develops the reporting requirements knows nothing about the units of mcastll\! that an: 

used to account for things. The persons requesting the information is no! knowlcdgcable of' tlw 

chemicals and how they arc measured. The chemical storcrs me having to guess at what is being 

requested. An example is that gallons arc being requested, but the mcasurcn1e1H is in pounds. 

When someone comes forward with a prnblcm of measurement, who has the final authority. 

Response: I will have to look at this. We tag into the EPA rules, and the state docsn ~t 

have a chemist on stuff~ so they do try to do their b1·:;t. We want the public to know what 

chemicals arc being stored in their neighborhood. EP /\ has the final authority, not the state, in 

.enforcing errors, in conjunctio11 with the St,itc Health Department. 

Chalrmun Byerly: When you activate the office into a full alert, does the Governor have to 

trigger this? 

Response: When the office hears of a problem, they ai·cn 't ulwuys the first to hear, they 

usscss the situation, and report to Gencrnl Haugen. They report to the Governor. There may be 

some action nctivutcdjust before notifying General Huugcn and the Governor. Notice to Gcncrnl 

Huugcn and the Govcrno,· arc high prio!'ity und depends upon com1mmity noti f1cntion. Rely 

hcnvlly upon locnl law enforcement. 

Chairman Byerly:: We understand that you cannot schedule nutuml dii;astcrs, but m·c there any 

anticipatory nctivitics thut the local entiti~is can do? Can the local com111u11itics be involved 

before the disasters. 

RcsponJ?£: This is n difficult issue, the department docs cncourngc locnlitics to plan 

ahcnd somcwhnt. Communities do preliminary uctivitics, and the department cncou1·ugcs this. 
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City aNI Cuu:Jtics all have emergency management plans of some sort also. Says who is 

responsible for what. Generally~ it sticks to what the day to day jobs arc, There is a signi Ii cant 

level of preparedness. Where the need is statewide may be in "crying wolf'' too much. We seem 

to be in good shape right now. The awareness activities and forecasts do go out to localitil's, and 

how they deal with them is difforent. What they do depends on the local leadership. We also 

have to get some of our information from other agcncks, as to water, temperature, etc. Its not 

perfect. 

Rc.1,, Glasshcim: Comments as to common sense, and the predictions that do come from the 

authorities. What the nuthorities arc relaying arc not always right. 

Rep. Carlisle: The public has to reply on c.xpcricncc and take some responsibility themselves. 

Rep, Huether: ls it hmdel', more expensive to buy flood insurance in these nrcas'? 

Response: Nutionally1 they arc remapping the flood plaim;,, and hazardous locations. We 

urc alv.:uys trying to educate the public as to what insurance to buy, and what covl!ragc to cxpccL 

The chuil'man closed the hearing on this bill. 
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The committee wus culled to order, and opened committee work 011 HB 1016, the budget 

nppropriution for the Divisio11 of Em,rgcncy Management. 

Chairman Byerly: Opened the discussion us to the requests of the department. Asked the 

committee members if there were uny concerns that needed lo be uddrcss<.~d at this time. 

(Discussion was related to the r1ecds requested by the testimony from Doug, that most of the 

general fund money was just salat·y und wuges inc reuses. The committee docsn 't rcmcmbc!' any 

other requests of this dcpnrtmc11t,), Some committee members will be taking a toll!' nnd getting 

more informed at u luter dutt,. 

The chairman closed the committee work on this bill. 
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______ J, 

Committee Clerk Signnturc ~1 __ ,_ 

Minutes: 

Side B tvktcr II 

The committee wus culled to order, and opened committee work on HU IO 16, Emergency 

Mnnagcmcnt's uppropl'iation bill. 

!:'.hairman Byerly: Hus anyone run into anything in this bill that we need to be aware of: 

Rep. Thoreson: Not rcully 1 it is rcc1l1y pretty straight forward. 

Rep, Glnsshcim: We asked some questions, and they cMmnilcd us the answers to our satisfoction, 

Rep. Thorc8on: We have no proposed amendments at this time. 

Chairman Byerly: Lets talk about this then. There really isn't much in this budget, because most 

of it revolves around federal funds, The department isn't asking for any more people. Did you 

run into any questions? 

Rep. Glassheim: Printing costs had gone up because they arc now having to print the forms from 

the internet. Previously FEMA would supply the materials and training a11d the forms to fill out. 

Now, the department has to print the fonns from the web site. 

.-----...,_ 
) ,, 
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Chnirnrnn Byer~: I would guess most of the incrctisc~ 111·c due to the pay package increase um! 

intlntionnry costs. Thero probably is some IT cx1ir.:nscs, The dcpHrtm<.mt did not ask !'or any 

increases, und thu wuy it wus submitted is the way they would like it pussi..~d. Between the flood 

und snow,,tonrn.;, this depurtmcnt hus really earned its stripl.!s, 

8vp, Thon;sQ!l: On technology, the increase technology costs arc a result of the $300 per month 

increase in r .. J circuit charges und the n1.:w $800 per month foe for th1.: libcr 1wtwork, located 

outside of the cupltul loc11tion. 

Rep, Glusshcjm: Moves DO PASS. Rep, Thoreson seconded, 

Voto to Do Pass, 6 yes, 0 no, I ubscnt und not voting, Bill passes, 

Rep, Thoreson is assigned to carry this bill to the full committee. 
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Minutes: 

House Appro1>rfatlons uctlon on 1-1 H l O 16. 

Rep. Bhdr Thoreson: HB IO 16, pngcs 277 & 278 it1 the big book has to deal with budget for 

division of emergency munagcmcnt, it ulso has u section to umcnd section 3 7 of the Century 

Code relating to termination of the "C,. Rystem for hazardous chemical preparedness und 

rc~ponsc program1 we took a look at the b\1dget which was prepared by Governor Schafer/Hoven 

and agreed with their recommendations. The committee or substuntial number of us <lid go to the 

divisions headquarters at Fraine Barracks and took a look at their setup out there, and I was quite 

impressed by w·hat they do, not having seen that previously and R,~p. Glasshcim worked on this 

and met with Doug Fricz and his people and had a good discussion about the division. What 

their asking for is a general fund appropriation for $963,160 , but their overall budget is much 

more~ but they do have other sources, which includes $3, 79 million from the federal government 

and about $200,000 from a hazardous chemical preparedness response program, Right now they 
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have a full timu stuff of twenty people thcrc und also u temporary staff of' thirteen, plus one 

temporary individual who is assigned to working with state wide risk need for do,rn:stk 

terrorism. This is something we probubly have not s~·,.m in North Dakota in the past, but it is 

getting to be a big issue and their trying to be ahead ol'the cmvc on that. In d1..•ali11g with tlw 

mmmdmcnt to Sc,:tion 'J 7, their Hsking to climinntc th!.! sunset dausc for the statewide lwzurdous 

chemical and pl'cpuredncss response program. This program was created in I <)l) I to deal with the 

dcmunds for community l'lght to know und cmergcm:y planning in regard to hazardous materials, 

und tho stutc program then wus cstnblishcd to help businesses, industry, and government insure 

compliuncc with fodcrul requirements regarding the storngc and handling or hundreds of 

difforcnt huzurdous materials from fuel based items to fertilizer's. When the program was 

established the sunset clause wus included bccm1sc they did not know how long the federal 

progrum would last, so they m·c asking to remove thut now. With that I would movl' H 13 l 0 I(), 

Seconded by Rep, Byerly. 

Rep. Mike Timm: Any discussion'! 

Rep, James Kerzman: On page 3, the removal of the "C" system, can you give us a little info 

on thut? 

Rep, Blair Thoreson: That's on line 10 ofpugc 3'? Yes. I don't have my notes with me and I 

can't answer that at the moment. 

Rep. Rex Byerly: On the chemical system, or on the chemical prcpardness and response 

program, what it is, is that at any sites where there arc hazardous chemicals stored as defined by 

the federal government, the state implements it, but these arc all rcgulatil"'ns that come down 

from the fed. What a company has to do, is pay a fee of $25.00 per chemical per year per site not 

to exceed $150 dollars per site. There arc about 3500 facilities in the State of North Dakota that 
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urc required under fodcrul regulation to purticlputc, lfulf' of the money goes dire1.:tly back to the 

counties for the locul emergency preparedness p1..•ople there. und wlwt ii docs is, that it lets them 

handle bulk plant thut muy huvc hazardous chcmi<:als would go up in flames, th1..• lm:al people 

know what chcmiclls u1·e stored there. what the quantities arc Ht any given point in tinw, and so 

on. Its a continuing program that the Fcd1s having been adding more and more things to the list 

of these chemicals I hut have to be tracked, basically whut 's going on here is that we just cm1timw 

the progrnm as it currently exists and we remove the sunset on it. And if I remember correctly, 

the fodcrul law docs not im:l11dc fitrmi.:1·s, or individuuls. In our neck of the woods it would be 

everyplace there is an oil well. 

Rep, James Kcr;r.mun: The way f read it is tlmt we have to put in statute to reestablish it don't 

we'? 

Rep, Rox Hycrly: No, I don't believe we do because ull of it there. und amendment three is to 

nmcnd und reenact the prog,·um, und ull were don't is nmrnving the termination on the thing, It 

technically <locsn 1t tcrminutc until July 7, 200 I. So this bill goes into effect on July I, 200 I. 

Were basically removing the sunset on the thi11g. 

ltcp. Mike Timm: Any other discussion'? 

Rep. Blair Thoreson: One thing that I foiled to bring up during the discussion of this, is that in 

talking to the people of the Division of Emergency Management, their concern about the flood 

conditions in the Red River Valley and the Devils Lake Basin, and what there saying is that the 

ground is very saturated and they are trying to stay ahead of it, and in March they ~·re going to be 

meeting and having some projections coming out to do with flooding. Right now any significant 

prccipation in that urea could cause yet another disaster, and we hope that's not the case, but they 

seem to very much ahead of the game. That's one of their major concerns for this year. 
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H~1>, Mike Timm: If there is no other discussion we will call lbr a vote on the motion to l)O 

PASS. Roll cull vote wus tukcn. (20) YES ( 0) NO (I) uhsunt and not voting. Motion Passes. 

Rep. Thoreson will cul'ry the bill to the tloor. ('l\1pc at 900) 



Date: /~diP-a I 
Roll ( 'all \1011.• fl: / 

ioo1 IIO(J~H~ STANDING COJ\IMl'l'Tl~E ROLL CALL ~1<.rn,:s 
HILL/IU:SOLlJTION NO, ft6 / 6/ ~ 

f louse _ Appropriations - Government Operations Division ___ < '0111111ith.'1.' 

~commh tee on __ ,il,H: ±illti ;;;..,,._Jl:io'.11± . Oo e!t;:L -b \7'Vv.l- . 
01· r 

D Conforcncc Committee 

Lcgislutivc Council Amendment Number _______ .. ____ . ___ _ --
Action Tukcn ________ k __ P/'.1~_ __ --- -- ---
Motion Mudc By '~ •--~~comlcd 

Rcprcscntutlvcs Yes_...... No Rcprcscntutl"c!i Yt1s -No -Rcr>. Rex It B·;crly - Chuirmun _ V Rep, Eliot Glasshcim 
Rep, Ron Cnrlislc .. Vice Chuirmun v- Rep. Robcl't Huether 
Rep. Kim Koppchnun v 
Rep, Bob Skaml1Q!. \,/"" 

Rc1,. Blair Thoreson ✓ 

-
, ..... 

. 

Totul (Yes) , --~---No_(/__ 
Absent 

~ -----=--------------Pf· Floor Assignment 

If the vote is on an amendment, brictl y indicate intent: 
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2001 IIOlJSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTl~S 
Hll,L/ltESOLlJTION NO, H-81 t)I b 

1 louso APPROPRIATIONS 

0 Subcommittee on _____ ···-· ___ ..... ··"-··- ... ···-········· _ ....... . 
01' 

D Conference Committl.!c 

Lcglshllivc Council Amendment Number 

Motion Mudu By -r,( Seconded 
Oti 8 $ ().) ____________ .... _. _ By 

Rct>rcscntutlvcs \'cs No RcprcscutaHvcs 
Timm - Chuirman v 
Wuld - Vice Chuirmun V 

Ren - Anrsvold V 
Rep - Boohm ..._..... 

Rep - Byerly V 
Rep - Curlisle V 
Rep - Delzer V 
Rep - Glosshcim V 
Rep - Gullcson V' 
Rep - Huether .__; 

Rep - Kempenich .., 
Rep - Kerzman .._.. 
Rep - Kliniske V 

Total 

Absent 

(Yes) __ 4~t) __ _ 
::l 

-
Rep - Koppelman -
Ren• Murtinson 
Rel} - Monson 
Ren - Skarnhol 
Rep - Svcdian 
Rep - Thoreson 
Ren - Warner 
Ree- Wentz 

No 0 

Committee 

\'cs No 

V 
a..--

a-,,,-

V 
V 
V 

V 

Floor Assignment ______ -,._a._',_f4...;;0....;&=-•=-~-0=--.J _____ __________ _ 

If the vote is on un amendment, briefly indicate intent: 
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□ Conforcncc Committee 

I tearing Dute Fcbrnury 16, 200 I 
. ·-· ··- .. , .. ·-·-· ------·-········· .. ----· -- .. , .... -- ·····-·---- .. -- ---- ...... , .. -----
-- _____ 'l'npc _Numbct· ___ ........ ________ Side_ A_ ....... . 

-------. 

Side B 
_TUJ1C fl.I.._ -- _ .. ··-•-··· ........ -- ··- -· ·-· ... ··- X _ .......... _ .... .. . .. . _ .. 

TUJ)C Ii! ______________ ···-······ ---·-- ---······ .......... -.. . X . . - --- . - ....... .. ' .. --- ..... - _, . 

Minutes: 

Senator Neth in~ opened the hcnring on 11131 o I (l. 

Meler // ... - . --···' . ,. 

43.7-54,9 
__ ()t(J~-~·-() _ ..... 

Douglus C. Fricz. Director of North Dakota Division of Emergency Munugcmcnt) pt\·scntcd the 

1-1BIO16-2001-2003 Budget Request (u copy of his wrlttcn testimony is attuchcd), He also 

distributed copies of a map showing the Presidential Disaster Dcclnrations January I, 19()5 to 

November 3, 200 (u copy of the map is attached). 

Senator Andris_t: The November I storm caused a lot of damage for clcctrlc coops -- how docs 

one hundlc a declarntion when land is across state lines'? 

Douglas Fricz: This was the first time a declaration was written with another state and with 

~,rontuna us our partner~-- we worked with the regional office of FEMA in Denver which works 

the regain where both North Dakota and Montanu ure in, 

Senator Thune: Section 2 eliminates the sunset clausc'?How did the House vote? 

Douglns Fricz: The Hous(' voted 96-0. 
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1-l~n.utor NothinJj: Then.) is no chung~ from what w~111 into 1h0 I !oust.•. 

Scnutor Tollacktmn: Bill has suns1:t dausc'! 

No additional tcstimonyt hearing closed. 

3-28-0 I Full Committee Action (Tape II I. Sidc /\, Mch.:r fl 18,tJ- I 9.4) 

Scnutor Ncthing reopened tlrn hearing on 1 IB IO 16 - Division of E11wrgcncy Munugcrrn:111. 

Scnutor Grindbcrg, Chuir of the S11bcommittcl1 rcportcd the findings of the cornmitt\.!c .. 

Discussion. Senator Cirlndbcr·g moved n DO PASS: 8cnato1· Lindaas t-ccondcd. Discussion, 

Roll Call Vote: I 4 yes: 0 no; 0 absent und not voting. 

Senator Linduus accepted the floor assign1m:mt. 



2001 Sl~NAT~: STANDING COMMITTEf•; I (),LL CALL VOTl1:S 
IJILL/Ht~SOl.lJTION NO.~ •:_d:J/9:: 

Senato ~.,rnpriutio11s_· __________________ _ C'ommittcc 

D Subcommi ttcc on --·--·--·--·-·-·-·- .. ···-·-·-·-······--·-· ··-··-··--•· ___ . ...... . . . ... . ... . . _ .. _ ... ___ . . . .. 
01' 

L'J Conlcrcncc Committee 

Lcgislutivc Council Amendment Ntunbcr 

Action Taken 

Scnutors Yes No Scnntors Yes No . v Duve Nothing, Chnirmun -· ✓ Ken Solbcru. Vicc~Chnlrmun 
Rundy A. Schobinul1r 
Elroy N, Linduns __ , ✓ 
Harvey TuHa,;kson ✓ 

Larry J. Robinson / 

Stovcn W. Tomnc ✓ 

Joel C, Heitkamp v 
Tony Grin<lbcrg v 
Russell T. Thane v -v Ed Kdngstad --- ✓ --Ray Holmbel'g 
Bill Bowman ✓ 

·-
John M, Andrlst v 

Total Yes JI No 

j Absent __ ? L .. 

Floor Assignment Senator ... ·: ~};;~,?<, 

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly mdicate intent: 

I 
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Insert LC: . 1·,,,u: , 

HB 1016: ApproprfaUons Committee (San. Nethlng, Chairman) recomrnonds DO PASS 
(14 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). HB 1016 was plucod on tho 
Fourteenth order on tho calendar. 
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Propm11<! l1y 1111: No11t1 Di1kola l •HJ1sl,1t1vn Council 
slnlf lo, HouS(! /l.pf,rop11,1!1ons <.,o·,1!rr1r1w1H 

opartmont 512 • Division of Emergency Management 
House BIii No. 1016 

FTE Positions 
;J001-0] E xoc::utivo Budnnt 20 00 

1 !J!Jl I- 2( 101 I. noislatlvo App1oprmt1011s 20.00 

lncrunsn (IJovroaso) 0.00 

Op,!r :1lu Hls l.)1111s1on 
.J,H1llilf'y I! /d() 1 

Gcnural funcJ Othor Funds Total 
$'1fi:i. ll,// $W,H/O.H78 $/O,B:1:umB 

!J?!),;\ /() 6r),2J1.uUG !JG. Hi:~, 266' 

$:l7,/!Hl $4 ,6:l?. 9:32 $,1,G/0,/22 
"'T:':::""':~ ~-==--==-----=.-·:·--- 4. - •• .. .:!..-=.:.:.J"7'""'=:";~·-:-~:~---.::.-:::::-"1! t't1'::"!:t";--::-.!T:"~ •• ;.--~-~-~.=.::..~ .•. !· ........ = 

1 Tho 10!)9-2001 appropriation a,r1ounls 1ncludo $8,009, $1,200 of wt11cll is from 1h11 u1inur,1I ftJnd. for tho ngoncy's share of ltw 
$GA rrnlllon funding pool appropriated lo tho Officn of Management and 81Jdgut (0MB) for spucial mnrkel equity adJustmnnls for 
clnc:s10od mnployoos and $220, $80 of which is from tho genoral fund, for tho nncncy's shat fl of tho $1.4 million fundinq pool 
t.1ppropm1tod to 0MB for HssIsl!ng ogoncIos In providing the $35 per montt1 mI11trnum salmy inr.rvasos 1n July 1Ull9 and July 2000 
rtrn rnn0-2001 ;1pproprlotion amounts do not inclucfo $1,001,277 of excess 1mr/.flD cfoflwmcy yorwrnl fund approprint1011, 
$5,b05,000 ol 13unk of Not1h Dokota Imm proc{iods, ond $40,92G.000 of add1t1unr1l lridr1r.il funds spundinq aut11or1ty rosull1n~J from 
tmnrCJuncy Commission action during the 1999-2001 biennium. 

Major Items Affecting Division of Emergency Management 2001-03 Budget 

Spocml fund decreases duo to tho partial completion of the 199/, 1U98. 
19!39. and 2000 dlsastnrs. 

General Fund Other Funds 
($41,947,u07) 

Major Legislation Affecting the Division of Emergo11cy Managomont 

Suction :~ of Hou so 8111 No. 101G rornovos tho turminatlon d,1to for the ha1wdo1m cl wrn,c,tl pwpamcJnoss progrnm. 

Total 
($41,047,607) 

Hmiso Bill Nu, 1020 provides tho Division 1)f l:nwr~Joncy Manngomonl a $14 m,111011 qrrnft/01 fund dcfrcioncy appropriat,on for nxpensos 
aincurrud during tho 1990-2001 biennium. 

"9'Houso Bill No. 1164 changes tho lormlnnllon dalH for tho hazardous <.:honm:al prr.•p,11udPi>s~; p1ogmm from July 1, ~>001, lo July 1, 
2011. 



A-rtment 512 - Dlvlalon of Emergencv Management wru;, 8111 No. 1016 

FTE Positions 

Prepared by tho North Dakota Loglslativo Council 
staff for Houso Appropriations • Govornmonl 
Operations Division 

January 18, ~001 

General Fund Other Funds Total 
2001-03 Schafer Executive Budget 20.00 $963,160 $69,870,828 $70,833,088 

1999-2001 Leglslatlvo Appropriations 20.00 925,370 ------·----· ... 65,23 7_,896 06, 163.206 1 

~--·---·------·- --- -----··--- -----------· -·--
Increase (Decrease) 0.00 $37,790 $4,632,032 $4,670,722 

2001-03 Hoevon Execullvo Budgot 20.00 $963, 16_Q $69,870,828 l?9&~~.~~-~ ------------ ---►-- --.~-

Hoeven Increase (Decroase) lo Schafer 0.00 $0 $0 
== 

1 The 1999-2001 appropriation amounts Include $8,009, $1,200 or which is from lhe general fund, for the agoncy's share Jf tho 
$5.4 million funding pool appropriated to the Office of ManageL1ent and Rudget (0MB) for speclAI market oquity adjusfmonts for 
classified employees and $220, $80 of which Is from the general fund, for the agency's share of the $1.4 mllllon fundlr,g pool 
approprlatod to 0MB for assisting agoncleR In providing the $35 per month minimum salary increases In July 1999 und July 2000. 
The 1999-2001 appropriation amounts do not lnch1do $1,001,277 of excess 1997-99 deficloncy tieneral fund nµproprlotlon, 
$5,505,000 of Bank of Norlh Dakota loan proceeds, and $40,925,000 of flddltlonal federal funds spending authority resulting from 
Emergency Commission action during the 1999-2001 biennium. 

Major Schafer Recommendations Affecting Division of Emergency Management 2001-03 Budget 

$0 

1. Special fund decreases due to the partial completion of the 1997, 1998, 
1999, and 2000 disasters. 

General Fund Other Funds 
($41,947,607) 

Total 
($41,947,607) 

Major Hoeven Recommendations Affecting Division of Emergency Management 2001,03 Budget 
Compared to the Bill ae Introduced (Schafer Budget) 

1, The Hoeven budget recommendation does not change the Schaf er 
oxecutlve budget recommendation for this agency, 

General Fund Other Fuads 

Major Leglalatlon Affecting the Division of Emergency Management 

Section 3 of House BIii No. 1016 removes the ternilnatlon date for the hazardous chemical preparedness program. 

Total 

House BIii No, 1026 provides tho Division of Emergency Managemont a $14 mllllon general fund defir,ency approprlallon for expenses 
Incurred during the 1999-2001 biennium. 

House BIii No, 1164 changes the termination date for the hazardous chemlcal preparedness program from July 1, 2001, to July 1, 
2011. 



Apartment 512 • Division of Emergency Management -UH BIii No.1016 

FTE Positions 

Prepared by tho North Dakota Lo;,i1slat1vo Council 
staff for Senato Appropriations 

February 14, 2001 

Genural Fund Other Funds Total 
2001-03 Schaf or Exocutlve Budget 20,00 $963,160 $60,870,828 $70,833,988 

1999-2001 Loglslatlve Appropriations 20,00 925,370 65,237,896 66, 1(;3,266' ________ ... ___ ~-~---------------- -------~~-----·- ···---······~----- ·--

lncroaso (Docroase) 0,00 $37,790 $4,632,932 $4,670,722 ... 

2001-03 Hoeven Executive Budget 20,00 $063, 160 ----- $69,870,828 ··-·-·-·--$ 70,833,988 -
Hoevan Increase (Decrease) to Schafer 0,00 $0 $0 $0 

====- = 

1 The 1999-2001 appropriation amount1:1 Include $8,009, $1,200 of which ls from the general fund, for the agency s share of the 
$5.4 mllllon funding pool appropriated lu tho Office of Management and Budget (0MB) for special market equity adjustments for 
classified employees and $220, $80 of which ls from the general fund, for the agency's sharo of the $1.4 million funding pool 
appropriated to 0MB for assisting agenclos In providing the $35 per month minimum lrnlary increases In July 1999 and July 2000, 
The 1999·2001 ~pproprlatlon amounts do not hiclude $1,001,277 of excess 1997-99 deficiency general fund appropriation, 
$5,505,000 of Bank of North Dakota loan proceeds, and $40,925,000 of adclllional fedora\ fund& spending authority resulllng from 
Emergency Commission action during the 1999-2001 biennium. 

Major Schafer Recommendations Affecting Division of Emergency MMagement 2001-03 Budget 

1. Special fund decreases due to the partial completion of the 1997, 1998, 
1999, and 2000 disasters, 

General Fu,,d Other Funds 
{$41,947,607) 

Major Hoeven Recommendations Affecting Division of Emergency Manag1~ment 2001-03 Budgot 
Compared to the lilll as Introduced (Schafer Budget) 

1, The Hoeven budget recommendation does not change the Schafer 
executive budget recommendation for this ag£1ncy. 

General Fund Other Funds 

Major Leglslatlon Affecting the Division of Emergency Managcm•,,.:,t 

Section 3 of House BIii No. 1016 removes the termination date for the hazardous chemical preparednesl1 program. 

Total 
($41,947,607) 

Total 

House BIii No. 1026 provides \t1c:1 Division of Emer~1ency Management a $14 million genoral fund deficiency appropriation for axpenses 
Incurred during the 1999-2001 uiannlum. (Thl8 bill has passed the House,) 

House BIii No. 1164 changes the termination dat,:i for the hazardous chemical preparedness program from July 1, 2001, to July 1, 
2011. (The House has not yet act(3d upon th\8 bill.) 

Summary of Leglulatlve Changes Resulting From First House Action 

See Statement of Purpose of Amendment {attached), 



o 2 I.~ o I 

use DUI No. IOl6 • Funding Summary 

•:uruth'r llou~l' U1111,r 
H111l,:rl ('hatljll'~ \' t•rslo11 

D1v1sw11 of l:111c1):lcncy 
Mirnugcrncnl 

Suhttlcs nnd wugcs $2,611,942 $2/dl,1M2 
Opcruli11g CXJ)CIISCS 923,(192 923,69,1 
l:'quipmcnl 156,4(10 1 ~6.400 
ti1 unls 67,l•I 1,95•1 67, 1·11.9.~,I 

Totnl ult fi111ds $70,8.13,988 --~- - --$() $70,8)\1)81! 
Less cslimnlc1\ income 69,870,828 () (111,870,828 
Oc11crnl fund $96:1,160 $0 $%],1(10 

FT!.: 20 00 0 00 20 00 

l\ill lotal 
Totul all fu11ds $70,8.13,C)l!I! $0 $ 70,8.l 3 .'181{ 
l.css cslmrntcd i11co111c 69,870,828 () h1J,li7U,828 
Oc11crnl t\md $%3,160 $0 $%J,l(10 

FTE 20 {)() 0 00 20 ()() 

House HUI No. I016 • Division of Emergency Managcnumt • Houst! Action 

The House did not chnngc the Schnfor executive budget 1·ccommc11Jati<>11 for the Division of Emergency Managcmcnl. (ioVcl'llor 
oevc11 did not prnposc uny changes to tht• Schafer recommendation for this agency. 

HBI0l6 



North Dakota 

ivision ot Emergency Management 

To: Senator David Nething 
Chairmanl Senate Appropriat1lrns Committee 

JOHN HOI 1/1 N 
GOVERNOR 

Ma1 <loll 1S1 MICH,\11 .J 11/llHi( N 
AOJU TAN r GENERAL 

From: Douglas C. Friez 1 Director 
DDlHil f1S C mu/ 

ST AH DIREClOR 

North Dakota Division of Emergency Management 

Subject: HB 1016 - 2001-2003 Budget Request for the Division of 

Date: 

Emergency Management 

February 16, 2001 

Following are comments on HB 1016, the budget request for the Division of 
Emergency Management for the 2001-2003 biennium. 

I. EY.n~ing Sources 

The Division's request is for $963,160 in general fund money. This ls also th: 
exec, :tive recommendation for general fund expenditures for the Division. 

Actually, it will take about ~A. 8 million dollars ($4,873,719) to ensure effectiv.§..day~to­
day emergency management for our citlzens during the upcoming biennium. Our 
other sources of Income are the Federal GoverPment, $3,710,559 and our special 
funds Hazardous Chemical Preparedness and Response Program fee system, 
$200,000. 

Our traditional Federal sources include our major contributor, the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA), as well as significantly lesser amounts from the 
Environmental Protection Agency and the United States Department of Transportation. 

Nearly one-half of our budgeted dollars are passed directly to local governments and 
other state agencies. This pass-through money includes 50 percent of the special 
funds fee system money I mentioned. Those fees come from about 3,500 North 
Dakota businesses that use, store, or sell hazardous chemicals. In return! we help 
ensun, compliance and safety for those facilities and the communities in which they 
are located. Addltlonally, the Hazardous Chemical Preparedness and Response 
Program enables us to access about $400,000 In other federal grant monies for 
planning and training enhancements at the local level. 

PO Bo,c 6611 • Blsmarok,1 North Dakota 68608·6611 
701·~28-8100 •IFax 701-328-8181 

dlecovernd. com 



Let me assure you, this Division of Emergency Management budget request i.t> in_ total 
~greemem with the axecutive_Q..t,Jdget recqm.m~ngatiortfP.r Q_LJ_r_~g~_.nGY~ 

II. Agen~y_ Mission and Backgrou_o.g 

North Dakota's Emergency Management system is made up of a group of 
experienced, dedicated, highly professional, and well-trained public employees. 

Over the years, I have personally witnessed the unselfistrness of this group of people. 
They consistently place the well being of the citizens of North Dakota among their top 
prlorities 1 and oftentimes ahead of family and personal priorities. Positive customer 
service is not new to Emergency Management, and will continue to be a major goal. 

Our mission i:; to provide a statewide system for effective mitigation, preparation for, 
response to 1 and recovery from manmade or natural disasters. 

Our full~time staff of 20 is also dependent on temporary staff during disaster response 
and recovery. Currently we have 13 temporary staff working disaster recovery 
programs and one temporary staff member dedicated to a statewide risk and needs 
assessment to develop a planning and response strategy aimed at potential impacts of 
domestic terrorism. During the summer of 1997, we had over 75 temporary staff. We 
believe this demonstrates that we are sincere when we promise to be "right-sized 11 to 
do our job, 

During the current biennium! North Dakota experienced two more Major Presidential 
Disaster Declarations for flooding. The 1999 flood, impacting 41 r0untlesl was the 2nd 

costliest flood disaster In the state history. Recovery costs are expected to exceed 
$85 million. 

After a relatively uneventful year 2000 spring thaw, torre:ntial rains in mid~June caused 
devastating flooding In eastern North Dakota. The Major Presidential Disaster 
Declaration that resulted includes 39 counties. Costs are still being determined but we 
expect eligible restoration costs under our FEMA/State partnership to be in the 
neighborhood of $65 million. This magnitude of loss will probably cause the fe<Jeral 
cost share to go to 90% rather than the standard 75%. Losses in 1997 and 1999 also 
triggered the 90% federal cost share. 

Also tt,ls past year, Governor Hoeven just recently requested and received a Major 
Presidential Disaster Declaratlo11 to provide federal recovery assistance to Rural 
Electric Cooperatives In nine North Dakota counties (Benson, Bowman, Cavalier, 
Divide, Golden Valley, McKenzle1 Ramsey, Towner and Williams) for federal 
assistance to address about $900,000 In losses from November 2000 storms! which 
toppled power poles and downed ruml power lines in those areas. 
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Since 1993 Division staff have been involved in administering restoration of over $800 
million of damages re!lUlting from ten Major Presidential Disaster Declaration in eight 
years. This type of di~~aster activity is abnormal, especially for a state like North 
Dakota. In the µast 3f5 years, less than 20 states have had more than 1 0 major 
Presidential Disaster Declarations, some haven't had any, but most only 2 or 3. 
I am pleased to report that recovery closeout operations have been completed for the 
93, 94, 95 and 96 flood disaster and the 97 snow disaster. 

Work remains to clos,~out restoration activities for the 97, 98 and 99 floods, and of 
course we still have significant work to do on the two newest events. 

The workload has to do with monitoring eligibility requirements for re"construction 
activity, These disaster closeouts tak0 time to complete because of the complexity of 
repairs, seasonal limitations, additional flooding, national environmental assessment 
requirements, as well as the availability of contractors, supplies and materials. 

We believe that the mission we assist in performing, "pJ_Qt§ction of Uves, property, .~ng 
the environment" is 1:1n essential responsibility of government. In North Dakota, we are 
performing that misedon effectively, and will continue to do so, Our intent is to perform 
our duties in the best Interest of our state's taxpayers. 

We also believe government has several responsibilities as related to multi-hazard 
emergency ma11ag,~ment. They include alerting and informing the public about 
potential danger; ai~sesslng the situation: activating responders and volunteers; 
supporting emergency response; as well as rni:;toration and recovery. 

To meet these responsibilities, we embark on a comprehensive and ambitious annual 
workplan emphasizing emergency plan development and maintenance; resource 
management; det1ailed networking and partnership development; ai:; well as extensive 
training and exerc:IAe efforts. 

All 53 counties and the four Indian Reservations have emergency managers appointed 
by and responsible to their governing board. In some cases, these emergency 
managers are pEtrt~tlme and in a few cases (usually In more heavily populated areas), 
they are half-time or full-time. In all cases, they are responsible to assist officials in 
organizing, coordinating and delivering effective emergency management. These 
people are funded 50 percent local and 50 percent with the federal pass-through 
money referred to earlier. 

A significant portion of the Division's workload Is directed at assisting these statewide 
efforts. 
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More specifically, the Division develops and maintains a state emergency operations 
plan that identifies who does what, and how. Task assignments are made to the 
various state agencies within the plan. During the current biennium, we completed 
and exercised major revisions of that plan. The revision efforts consisted of dialogue 
with staff of over 40 state agencies whose day-to-day expertise is identified for 
possible utilization in response, recovery and mitigation. These state agencies nre 
committed to these assignments and do a tremendous job when called upon. We also 
assist local and tribal governments in plan development and maintenance. 

We develop, conduct, and sponsor special training classes and seminars for hundreds 
of officials and emergency services personnel annually. Some classes are designed 
for response personnel, some feature professional development and management 
level training. Latest initiatives include community wide multi-hazard planning and 
awareness efforts with special attention to domestic terrorism potentials. These 
training events occur In various locations throughout the state. 

The Division and its statewide emergency management team :.1lso sponsor several 
public education and emergency/disaster programs annually 

Many years ago, we learned that you cannot jy_gJ develop plans, identify resources, 
place equipment and supplies in strategic locations, and train key people. We have 
learned that to conduct effective emergency and disaster operations, this combination 
of resources must also be exArcised. Annually, thousands of North Dakota officials 
and responders participate In effective emergency exercises. The exercises are 
systematically evaluated so enhancements can result. During the past year, hundreds 
of state leaders participated in several exercises designed to test plans, procedures 
and our Emergency Operations Center. That type of activity will continue. 

Thanks to your support in previous legislative assemblies, our State's Emergency 
Operations Center has been renovated. It has been exercised and utilized since this 
rehabilitation. We have some finishing touches to accomplish in terms of information 
processing and display, but we are totally operational. 

We are also, again thanks to your support well on our way, in cooperation with the 
National Guard, to finishing the upper flo(Jr addition to the Emergency Operations 
Center. 

From this center of operations, we coordinate state response to over 125 incidents per 
year In support of local efforts. About one-half deal with hazardous materials spills or 
releases. Next come weatherMrelated Incidents. There are also floods, rural fire 
problems, and search missions to contend with. Usually, most of these require 
minimal state efforts (a few, to several hours, for a couple of people), however, about a 
dozen events per year require extended operations and state-level commitments by 
several state employees as I've already explained. Major declarations, like the 
Presldentlal Declarations since 1993 are usually rare, especially on a nationwide 
basis, but require substantial long-term recovery efforts. 
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Often times. emergency management teams plan, train. exercise, plan, train, exercise, 
etc. In North Dakota, your emergency management team planf., trains and exercises. 
In addition. we execute, and we execute effectively. 

II. Future 

Our vision for the future is "to build a disaster resistant state." Providing effective 
emergency management is a never~ending task, Resources change, so plans must 
be updated. Training requirements are constant, because our manpower resources 
are mobile and dynamic. Keeping state of the art equipment for data management, 
communic3tions, and operational response is challenging and sometimeo expensive. 

We remain in a dangerous situation regarding 2001 flood potential. SAturation 
conditions in the Red River Valley and the Devils Lake Basin are as bad as they have 
been this time of year since the flooding began in 1993. Rivers atid streams in many 
areas were near bank full at freeze~up. The bathtub remains full, especially in the 
east. Each drop of additional precipitation is likely to end up where it isn't welcome. 

Adding both c1 isis and consequence management requirements for domestic terrori~m 
potentials to our multi-hazard emergency management approach is going to be a 
challenge in the future for a number of state and local government organizations. We 
have already beent and will continue to be helpful in this area. 

Finally, in HB 1016 we ask that you eliminate the sunset clause to our statewide 
Hci.?3rdous Chemicals Preparedness and Response Program. This program was 
created In 1991 to deal with public demands for community right to know ancJ 
Emergency Planning In regard to hazardous materials. The state program was 
established to help business, industry and government ensure compliance with federal 
requirements regarding storage and handling of hundreds of different hazardous 
materials from fuel based Items to fertilizers. 

When the program was established, the sunset clause was included r8cause it was 
unknown how long the adjacent federal program would last. 

It Is extremely evident that the mitigation SlJCcesses of this program nationwide, as 
well as In North Dakota, wlll merit Its existence well into the future. 
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We currently have 3,586 facilities in our database with approximately 1,000 
owner/operators. These facilities pay a hazardous chemical fee of $25.00 per 
reportable chemical per facility, up to a maximum of $150.00 per facility. The average 
facility fee is less than $30.00 per year. I am certain that with our assistance we help 
ensure compliance with the federal law. Non-compliance fin13s are so high that 
business would be forced to shut down. That's okay if they are negligent. But in North 
Dakota, many of the smaller organizations impacted by the law are extremely pleased 
to have our annual compliance assistance, at a relatively low fee. This fee system 
generates approximately $1001000 per year. Fifty percent of the fees collected each 
year go into the State hazardous chemicals rreparednesi: response fund to provide 
planning, training and exercising initiatives to pay administrative costs associated with 
maintaining the hazardous chemical program data base and to help provide 
information to facilities and local governments to insure compliance with the federal 
law. 

The other 50 percent of the fees collected each year go back to the Local Emergency 
Planning \~ommittee (LEPC) in the counties where the facility is located so that they 
can conduct hazardous chemicals preparedness and response initiatives. LEPC 1s 
generally use their share of the funds for: computers and related equipment to 
maintain and manage hazardous chemical information; communications equipment 
U8ed in emergency response; protective clothing for first responders; local outreach 
efforts; special exercises and training efforts; and to purchase county or facility 
response equipment and supplies. 

This system has been one of the most :1uccessful disaster mitigation stories l1ve 
witnessed In my career as an emergency manager. Prior to the implementation of this 
program, we had more than a dozen serious hazard mitigation incidents in the state 
over a two~year period. Now, because of training, awareness and common sense, 
incidents rarely reach a magnitude requiring ongoing, extremely expensive response 
and recovery. Over the past six to seven years, there have been less than half a 
dozen serious incidents, 

Ill. Conclusion 

I thank you for your attention to this testimony, I request you pass HB 1 O 16 as 
presented, Your support and Interest In emergency management for North Dakota 
has been a key to what I believe is an extremely effective system, Please contact me 
anytime to discuss this request or emergency management in general. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~ 
' 
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North Dakota Emergency;Management 

Pro,·id,/s a stah\\\ idl' s~·sttlH for t•f'f't•(.·ti\'(~ n1itigation. 
prt•paratio11 for~ rt•spons<· to. and rt<.'O\'<.'l'Y fron1~ n1aru11ach.· 
or n at II r a I dis as t ('rs~ 

• h;1s .'?,() l1ill1111H· s1,dl and,..., .ti ... " 1kpt:11dl'lll 011 te111p1)r:tn sl;tff 

dlll'lllt!_ d1-,astl..'I' n:spo11sc ;111d n·, 1>\l'f\~ 

• ad1n111ist<:rcd 1>\l'r $800 1nill11,11 1n l'l·dl'ral disastcf' asststalll'l' 

to stall' a1icl local go,·crnnH·nts .u1d individuals for disnsters of 

~93, ~<J4, •<J\ \9<>/97, ~')8, ")'J a11d 2000 (this docs not i11cluc.k 
agricult11r:d ,ts~istancc prc,gr,1111 .... ); 

• for d:1~·~10-d.1~ c,perations, "c .t~l, IIH' sL1Lc JcgisJatun.· 10 

pro,·idc ;1 1,out $~HO thousand per ,car \\·hich generates $1.7 

n1illion pt·r \L'ar in fcdl'r~il f1111d~ 1·11r pn·p:1rcclncss. 

Prl\par(~s and 111aintains a statt en1ergt\ncy operations plan 
"'hil~h provides for: 

• alcrling and inf<>rtning the puhJici 

• assessing thl' situation; 

• Hcth·atinQ \'OllltllCl't·s; 

• supporting l'tn~,J~Tllcy rcspc>n~c~ 

• rcsturation and recover·v. 

Provicl('S ('llH.'rgt'ncy plannin~'I training., and prograrn 
assistance to 53 cou ntics, their cities., tribal govern 1nt'nt s'I 
a S "' C II a S St H t C g O V CI" 11 Ill C ll t ! 

• rnain1ain~ statc,,·idc public l'duntlinn prognun, 

• c ns Lt H's t', nergc n cy phu1s ~u·e l' xt· rci Sl'd; 

• rnanagc~ a I lazardous Chl'tnical!-- Pt'cpnt·l·d11t·s~ and 
Response P!'ognun; 

• pt·ovid~~ a C.:l1 ntcr for <.'001'di11atin~ state lt'\'Cl ctncrgt'IH.'Y 
opcrnr I( >ns; 

• n1:li111a111k dialo~~11c with fc<knd ~uppol't rc~o11rct•s, 



Hazardous Chemical Preparedness 
& ResJlonse Program 
• $2S.OO per chc:iuical per~ l';tr, not to e,cccd $J50.00 

( A,· e r a gT fc c p e r fa c i l i t ~ · is I cs s t h an $ 3 0 . (IO ) 

• 3500 NI) far iii ties 

• 1/2 of all fees collected are returned to the counties 

• --rhc progran1 save:,.; Jives, propcrt~ and ensures 

con ,pl i ~,nee 

• [) i vision of F~111c rgc nc~ 1\11 an a gen 1c 1H 

• Pro,·i<.1<.·s cnch fncility ,,·ith annual 1·eponi11g 
guidance 

• l\tL d n ta i n s a 11 l, F•: P (: f-1 an d ho o k fo t· e d u c, t l i on an d 
outreach 

• Pt·ovides 1·cn1indcrs of c:on1nn1nity H.iµ;ht to Kno\\· 

,u1nual public notice requi1·cn1cnt 

• Pro\'idcs planning guidance and technical 

assistance as \\'ell as tt'aining and exercise 

< > pp<l t•t ll 11 it i CS 

• L,ocaJ r~~tT1crgcncy Planning Con1rni 1 tees 

• pro,· i de c q u i p n , c 11 t fo 1' op c 1· a ti o 11 l-i s ll c h as rad i o s , 

con1putct·s, pho11<:s, protective clothin~, and 
l'CC(>Vcl'y supplies 

• p1·ovidc it1fn1·n,ation and outreach to ttrst rcspotH.h.1 rs 
as \\'ell HH citizl'ns 

• spt.:ciaJ tntinin~ 
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