
WU 1.1 ASSESSMENT OF BASE PLANS

• What we are supposed to do:

– Evaluate county level HMP’s

– What impact have they had on reducing flood 

damage

– Recommendations to NYS
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L IST OF COUNTIES IN THE SCOPE BASED ON

CDBG ACTION P LAN
1. Albany

2. Broome

3. Chemung

4. Clinton 

5. Columbia

6. Delaware

7. Fulton

8. Essex 

9. Montgomery

10. Nassau 

11. Oneida 

12. Orange

13. Otsego

14. Rockland 

15. Saratoga

16. Schenectady

17. Schoharie

18. Sullivan 

19. Tioga

20. Ulster 

21. Warren 

22. Dutchess

23. Greene 

24. Herkimer 

25. Putnam 

26. Washington

27. Rensselaer

28. Suffolk

29. Westchester

Available 

HMPs

With out 

HMPs



Binary scale:

0 not included and

1 if a brief

Ordinal scale:

0 not included,

1 if a brief,

and 2 with a clear &

detailed narrative

description

CODING PROTOCOL

Normalize:

All indexes being on a 

0.0 to 10.0 scale, which 

allows comparability 

across principles of 

plan quality.
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PRINCIPALS

Proposed Action

Capability Assessment



I MPACT ON REDUC ING FLOOD DAMAGE



HMP S ON ARCGIS

By clicking a desired feature to access HMP information, The target document will pop up.
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R ECOMMENDAT IONS WIL L BE BASED ON THE
QUAL I TY OF HMP S



Map1: Plan Basics

Map 2: Participation

Map 3: Inter Organization Coordination

Map 4: Hazard Identification

S TANDARD DEV IAT ION FROM THE MEAN

BadFairly BadFairly GoodExcellent

Those plans more than 

one standard deviation 

above the mean are 

considered higher 

quality and those plans 

more than one standard 

deviation below the 

mean are considered 

lower quality.



Map 5: Capability Assessment

Map 6: Goals Map 8: Monitoring

Map 7: Proposed Action

S TANDARD DEV IAT ION FROM THE MEAN

BadFairly BadFairly GoodExcellent

Those plans more than 

one standard deviation 

above the mean are 

considered higher 

quality and those plans 

more than one standard 

deviation below the 

mean are considered 

lower quality.



R ES I L I ENCY I T EMS  IN HMP S

BadFairly BadFairly GoodExcellent
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