THE INSIDER
An exclusive publication for ASFPM members
—May 2019

Inside this Issue
Meet Your Board………………….….…Pg. 1
Conference Recap………………………Pg. 2

Meet Your 2019 ASFPM
Board of Directors!

National Policy Day…………………….Pg. 3
Tuesday Plenary…………………………Pg. 4
ICC/ASFPM MOU…………………....…Pg. 5
ASFPM Foundation News…..……...Pg. 5
Running of the Chapters.……..……Pg. 7
Wed/Thurs Plenaries………………….Pg. 8
Green Infrastructure Tour………...…Pg. 9
Rock n’ Roll Hall of Fame………....Pg. 10
By The Numbers…………………….…Pg. 11
Mission Motivation………………......Pg. 12
Ins. Promo Materials………….……..Pg. 13
FPM’s Notebook………………...........Pg. 15
ASFPM Home Office News…..…..Pg. 18
CTP Summer Trainings.…………....Pg. 19
Hill Briefing………………………………Pg. 20
FEMA News You Can Use………...Pg. 21
New ASFPM Members……………..Pg. 23
DC Legislative Report……………....Pg. 25
Editorial Guidelines………………….Pg. 29

Front row (left to right): District 2 Chapter Director Katie
Sommers (WI); District 5 Chapter Director Jeanne Ruefer
(NV); Treasurer Glenn Heistand (IL); Vice Chair Shannon
Riess (FL); ASFPM Deputy Director Ingrid Wadsworth (WI).
Second row (left to right): Region 6 Director Michelle
Gonzales (LA), Region 9 Director Bunny Bishop (NV), Region 3 Director Necolle Maccherone (MD); Region 8 Director Traci Sears (MT); Region 7 Director Karen McHugh
(MO); Region 1 Director Melinda Hopkins (RI); District 1
Chapter Director Bill Nechamen (NY). Back row (left to
right): Region 4 Director Del Schwalls (FL); District 3
Chapter Director Tara Coggins (MS); ASFPM Executive
Director Chad Berginnis (WI); Region 10 Director Dave
Carlton (WA); Region 5 Director Steve Ferryman (OH).
Not pictured: Chair Ricardo Pineda (CA); Secretary Rebecca Pfeiffer (VT); Region 2 Director Jacob Tysz (NY);
District 4 Chapter Director Heidi Hansen (CO).

#ASFPM2019 Recap
Welcome Fest
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Monday’s Big Focus is on National Flood Policy, as well as What ASFPM &
our 14 Policy Committees Have Been Up To
Flood Insurance Committee Policy Meeting Co-chairs Bruce
Bender and Steve Samuelson report they had an extremely full
agenda, and with that full agenda came a full room. While they
were pretty sure many folks came to hear an update from Tony
Hake on Risk Rating 2.0, other topics focused on: Flood Insurance
& EC Update – Suzan Krowel (FEMA); CRS Update – Molly
O’Toole (ISO/O’Toole & Assoc.); CBRS/OPA Removal Update –
Dana Wright (USFWS); and Ag and Pivot Analytics & Reporting Tool (PART) updates from Steve.
A copy of all of the presentations (including David Stearrett’s, from the Office of the Federal Insurance
Advocate, whose flight was cancelled and could not present) can be found at: www.floods.org/ace-images/InsuranceCommitteeMeeting5-20-19.pdf.
Regarding Steve’s PART update, FEMA is redesigning the way it reports NFIP data and are making it more
user friendly, including reports used by NFIP state coordinators and others. Through Steve’s leadership,
ASFPM submitted recommended changes to the reports as well as suggested other reports. FEMA then
held a couple follow-up calls to fine tune those needs and build the reports. Learn more about PART
here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mT8uBiGwjw0.
With RR2.0 being such a hot topic, this committee is looking to form an RR2.0 subcommittee to help collect questions and concerns to share with FEMA and act as a sounding board for FEMA related to floodplain managers. Stay tuned for more information on that. Meanwhile, if you have any questions, concerns
or ideas for your co-chairs email us at InsuranceCorner@floods.org.
P.S. Congratulations to our Co-chair Steve Samuelson, who was deservedly awarded the prestigious Jerry
Louthain Award for Outstanding Service to Members. Steve has not only been working full time as
Kansas’ NFIP state coordinator, he also has been serving ASFPM in not one, but two capacities: committee co-chair AND ASFPM’s Region 7 Director. THANK YOU, STEVE for the double duty!
Nonstructural Flood Proofing Committee Policy Meeting also included special guests, such as USACE
National Nonstructural Committee Lea Adams; FEMA Building Science Branch Update John Ingargiola;
and ASFPM’s Drew Whitehair (below right) discussing the National Flood Barrier Testing and Certification Program.
Committee Co-chairs
Manny Perotin (left)
and Randy Behm preparing for the committee meeting.

Want to get involved? Learn about all of our policy committees at www.floods.org.
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Thanks to all of our #ASFPM2019 Exhibitors & Sponsors!

Michael Weber woke us all up Tuesday morning
with his version of Jimi Hendrix’ Star-Spangled
Banner. We think Jimmy and Francis Scott Key
would be proud! Bet ya didn’t know Michael, who
has played professionally since he was 7 years old,
won MTV's “Amazingness” television talent/variety
show. He’s performed hundreds of concerts with
his band and various national acts, including
Counting Crows. He is also a student at Kent State
University and owner and operator of Silver Swamp
Recording Studio.

Our Tuesday Plenary Focused on Building Resilience

Left to right: Outgoing ASFPM Chair Maria Cox Lamm served as moderator; Todd Bridges, Ph.D., Senior
Research Scientist, Environmental Science, U.S. Army Engineer Research and Development Center,
USACE, spoke about “Engineering with Nature for Resilience and Value Creation; Mark Osler, Senior
Advisor for Coastal Inundation and Resilience Science and Services, NOAA, asked, “Where Do We Go
From Here?” and Leslie Chapman-Henderson, President and CEO, Federal Alliance for Safe Homes,
brought us up-to-speed on “Groundbreaking Building Code Awareness Through Consumer Research—
The #NoCodeNoConfidence Campaign.”

Reminder: Videos of the plenaries will be available soon on ASFPM’s YouTube channel, and
most of the PowerPoints used throughout the conference will be available on ASFPM’s website. We’ll let you know as soon as they’ve been processed and uploaded.
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Building Code Officials & Floodplain Managers Go Together Like Peanut
Butter & Jelly. So the ICC & ASFPM have Officially Partnered with an MOU!
One of the highlights at our Cleveland conference was
the signing ceremony of a Memorandum of Understanding between the International Code Council and
ASFPM. Recognizing the shared job duties of code officials and floodplain managers, this agreement hopes to
make it easier for members of both organizations to receive training, continuing education credits, collaborate
on discussion papers and advocate for responsible development in accordance with national codes and
standards to protect communities and the environment. This effort was spearheaded by ASFPM’s Certification Board of Regents under its strategic plan
objective of creating partnerships with key partners.
“This agreement is the first step to working more
closely with ASFPM on issues of common interest to
our members,” said ICC Chief Executive Officer Dominic Sims. “Together our organizations will develop actionable strategies to help communities plan for a safer
future.”

From left to right: Outgoing ASFPM Chair Maria
Cox Lamm, ASFPM Executive Director Chad
Berginnis, CBOR Regent Donny Phipps and ICC
Chief Executive Officer Dominic Sims. The MOU
was signed May 20, 2019 during the ASFPM Annual National Conference in Cleveland.

ASFPM Executive Director Chad Berginnis said, “Both of our organizations share a passion for reducing
disaster losses and increasing community resilience. It only makes sense that we would enter into a more
formal partnership and bring the resources of both of our organizations to bear on these important national issues.”
ASFPM Deputy Director Ingrid Wadsworth added, “The overlap between our communities and our certification programs, gives us the opportunity to making it easier for our floodplain managers and building
code officials to receive training, continuing education, co-promote our key programs and collaborate on
aligning our mitigation efforts with strong building codes. Both of our organizations, leveraging each
other’s resources, can make a big difference in our communities.”

ASFPM Foundation at #ASFPM2019
According to Twitter, there was a bit of a bidding war
over this photo/painting at the ASFPM Foundation Live
Auction. Jeff Sparrow (Moffatt & Nichol at right) instigated the bidding war, but it was Brian Caufield (CDM
Smith at left) who walked away the winner and Chad
Berginnis (ASFPM) who felt the bitterness of defeat.
Just kidding, everyone’s a winner when donating to the
foundation. Those funds help support scholarships and
programs for college students, advancement of the
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floodplain management profession, and research, projects and policy initiatives that promote reduced
flood risk and resilient communities. This year was a phenomenal fundraising event—which brought in an
astounding $47,247! It breaks down like this:
Silent auction - $4,350
Live auction - $12,450
Other donations at live auction - $20,150
Walk-up and online donations throughout the week (not at live auction) - $9,737 (this included $102 for
the beads)
Text-to-Donate - $560
That is amazing! Thanks to everyone who donated monetarily and with items, bids and volunteered time.
Your support for the ASFPM Foundation is heartwarming!
We would also like to present ASFPM Foundation’s current, future and future, future presidents!

L-R: ASFPM Foundation President Doug Plasencia speaking during the Tuesday luncheon; Jesus Mulgado,
the foundation’s first Future Leader Scholarship recipient, telling the audience about his first year as a
Future Leader Scholar and what it has meant to his life and his future. He ended the speech saying one
day he hoped to be foundation president himself. ASFPM Foundation Projects Committee sponsored the
2019 Rocky Mountain Environmental Challenge, a partnership between Earth Force and FEMA
Region 8. Owen Brandewie, 10, of the winning team from Estes Park Middle School in Colorado, spoke
about the project that focused on floods after a fire. While he didn’t say he wanted to be a future
foundation president, he did command that stage as a future foundation leader.

ASFPM’s next newsletter, News&Views, will feature all of our
national award winners, the CTP and CRS winners, and
the ASFPM Foundation’s Student Paper Competition winners.
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7th Annual Running of the Chapters - 5K Run/Walk “Rock N Run on the North Coast”

We also want to give a HUGE shout out to
the local host team volunteers! You were all
so helpful and handled everything with
grace and humor! THANK YOU!!!
And Cleveland does, in fact, ROCK!
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Our Wednesday Plenary Focused on the NFIP and its Reauthorization and
Implementation Issues

The panel members from left to right: Austin Perez, Senior Policy Representative, National Association of
Realtors; Rob Moore, Director, Water & Climate Team, Natural Resources Defense Council; David
Maurstad, Deputy Associate Administrator for Insurance and Mitigation; Chief Executive of the NFIP,
FEMA; and Susan Asmus, Senior Vice President of Regulatory Affairs, National Association of Home
Builders.

Our Thursday Plenary was all about “Making it Work: Flood Risk
Management - Best Management Practices”

From left to right: Moderator Tim Trautman, PE, CFM, Program Manager, Mecklenburg County, NC; Skip
Stiles, Executive Director, Wetlands Watch presented on New Partnerships in the Floodplain Make it
Work; Steve Ferryman, CFM, State Hazard Mitigation Officer, Ohio Emergency Management Agency,
highlighted Ohio’s Mitigation Success Stories; and Maria Cox Lamm, CFM, ASFPM Outgoing Chair,
South Carolina DNR, talked about a Successful Substantial Damage Program Four Years in the Making.
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Thursday Technical Field Tour: Green Infrastructure Gig
Photos by Martin Koch, CFM, NFIP Specialist, Kansas Department of Agriculture - Division of Water Resources

The Northeast Ohio Regional Sewer
District has pursued opportunities
across its programs for strategic and
cost-effective implementation of green
infrastructure technologies that protect, preserve, enhance and restore the
natural hydrologic function of watersheds and sewersheds within their service area. They have implemented
green infrastructure features that enhance co-benefits where possible, including expansion of urban natural
areas, enhancing neighborhoods,
providing economic development opportunities, and enhancement of air
quality and quality of life. This tour visited five green infrastructure projects in
urban areas, part of its Project Clean
Lake, a 25-year program to reduce
combined sewer overflows to Lake Erie.
District staff discussed the opportunities and challenges associated with siting, designing, constructing, and
maintaining green infrastructure to
store, infiltrate, and/or evapotranspirate
stormwater to increase resiliency of the
existing sewer infrastructure and to reduce combined sewer overflow volumes.
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Parting is such sweet
sorrow—but the networking
reception at the Rock and
Roll Hall of Fame helped
the sting a bit!
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#ASFPM2019 by the Numbers
1,049 Registered, which included 2 from Australia, 5 from
Canada, 2 from Germany, 4 from Puerto Rico, 1 from Portugal and 2 from the United Kingdom!
13 people took the CFM exam
#ASFPM2019 Tweet Storm
40.8K Impressions
Nearly 7K Impressions per Day
Below are our Top Six Tweets
Sooo looking forward to
#ASFPM2020!
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ASFPM’s Mission Statement and Why We do What We Do
By Steve Samuelson, CFM, former ASFPM Region 7 Director and current Flood Insurance Committee
Co-chair and Kansas State Floodplain Manager

I joined ASFPM a long time ago because I wanted to attend the conference and had hopes of
becoming a Certified Floodplain Manager. I’ll have to admit to something now that I am not
especially proud of. I joined ASFPM without ever reading its mission statement. In fact, it was
three years after I joined that I finally read it. Looking back on it, I am kind of embarrassed
that I joined the organization without first reading the mission statement.
The Mission of ASFPM is to “promote education, policies and activities that mitigate current and future
losses, costs and human suffering caused by flooding, and to protect the natural and beneficial functions
of floodplains – all without causing adverse impacts.” There are a lot of parts to that mission, and there
has to be a lot of parts in order to accomplish everything that needs done. There isn’t one lone solution
to solving the problems caused by flooding. Although there are many parts, for myself, that mission
statement boils down to one essential part above the others. That essential part is to end “human suffering” associated with flood losses. It is why I do what I do as a floodplain manager.
I met Bob and Linda after a recent flood. There was a flash
flood on Monday and I was
there on Tuesday morning, inspecting damage, taking photos of high water marks and
talking to citizens about flood
insurance. Bob and Linda were
two of the people I spoke with.
They did not have flood insurance.
When I walked up to their front
yard, their two adult sons were
helping them with clean up.
Bob and Linda were sitting at a
picnic table. They had the old
family photo albums that had
gotten wet laid out on the table. They were taking the wet photos out of the albums in order to spread
them on the table in hopes of drying the pictures and saving memories. They are an older retired couple.
Bob had a stroke, but he can speak well enough and walk with a cane.
The power was out and one of their sons had hooked a portable generator to a pump and was pumping
out the basement. While the boys were working I talked with Bob and Linda. They told me about the
flood that just happened, as well as all of the other floods that occurred in the past 50 years. Linda
showed me a high water mark that was still visible on the garage. Bob told me that he thought upstream
development had caused some of their flooding problems. One of their sons came up to Linda at that
point. He began to tell her the basement foundation wall had collapsed. Linda threw her hands up in
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front of his face and told him to
stop. She said, “I just can’t hear
any more bad news right now.”
The look on her face at that moment was the face of human suffering.
You don’t have to stand in the
mud the morning after a flood or
hug somebody to care about human suffering. I know engineers
involved in making flood maps.
They take the time to make the
best quality flood maps they can.
The quality of their work helps
provide the type of data that reduces flood loss and human suffering. When an insurance agent
takes classes to learn all of the rules for flood insurance so that he or she can help recommend flood insurance for their clients and see that the insurance is rated properly, then the agent is helping to protect
people from flood losses. When a community official makes the hard choices and denies a permit or determines a building is substantially damaged, then that person is also helping to prevent human suffering.
Every ASFPM member who does the best job they can do is moving the mission forward and helping to
reduce human suffering. Floodplain managers won’t all get thank you cards from the people whose
homes weren’t flooded, whose businesses weren’t interrupted or from parents of a teenager who didn’t
drive in to flood waters. I would like to take this opportunity to thank all of you on behalf of all of them.
THANK YOU.
Photos –
Linda pointing out how high the water got.
Bob pointing at upstream development (apartment complex) he feels pushed water on to his property.

Hurricane season begins in June, and
FloodSmart has lots of promotional materials to
encourage people to get flood insurance:
https://agents.floodsmart.gov/hurricaneseason
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By Patricia Staebler, SRA and Rebecca Quinn, CFM
A few months ago Patricia Staebler, an appraiser from southwest Florida, got in touch and offered to
share her take on determining market value for use in making substantial improvement and substantial
damage determinations. Patricia’s credentials include State Certified General Appraiser (Florida), SRA (Appraisal Institute Designation) and Reserve Specialist. I think she makes a compelling case for broader use
of actual cash value (depreciated) rather than what I’m guessing may be the more common “professional
appraisal.” Take it away, Patricia!
-----------------------Not long ago I received a call from a building official of a small beach community in Florida who is familiar with my appraisal work. He asked for help in a case involving a market value appraisal1 with a market
value that worked to a very high $600 per square foot. On an island in his community a couple of homes
built in the 40s and 50s, including the one in question, had withstood many storms and floods. Most of
the homes are very simple wood frame buildings raised a little off the ground on piers. They look like the
first spring storm would blow them away, and yet, here they are. And, of course, being in the floodplain
they’re subject to the substantial improvement and substantial damage requirements, sometimes called
the “50% FEMA Rule.”
I will use this case as an example to clarify the difference between a market value appraisal and determining market value by developing the construction-based cost or actual cash value or ACV. FEMA’s Substantial Improvement / Substantial Damage Desk Reference (FEMA P-758) identifies ACV, depreciated, as
one method to estimate market value. Another method used by professional appraisers is the market
value appraisal consisting of the sales approach (3-5 comparables), the cost approach (not comparable to
the ACV approach) and possibly an income approach, but FEMA explicitly does not recognize the income
approach because it is based on how a property is used. When I’m finished, I think you’ll see why I recommend ACV.
The current owner purchased the property for $1,250,000, well above the county’s assessed value. The
owner most likely based the purchasing decision on a market value appraisal.
The Appraisal Institute defines market value as “the most probable price, as of a specified date, in cash, or
in terms equivalent to cash, or in other precisely revealed terms, for which the specified property rights
should sell after reasonable exposure in a competitive market under all conditions requisite to a fair sale,
1

For simplicity, I’ll use the term “market value appraisal” to mean the complete method that includes identifying sales
of 3-5 comparable properties and also a “cost approach” that differs from ACV. Some banks require a simplified
“cost approach” that involves filling in just a few lines – definitely not equivalent to an ACV.
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with the buyer and seller each acting prudently, knowledgeably, and for self-interest, and assuming that
neither is under undue duress.”
Now let’s take a look at what’s involved in developing ACV. ACV looks specifically at the structure without
the site value, and without the site improvements. As explained in the SI/SD Desk Reference, “actual cash
value is the cost to replace a building on the same parcel with a new building of like-kind and quality, minus depreciation due to age, use and neglect. ACV does not consider loss in value simply due to outmoded design or location factors. The concept of ACV is used in the insurance and construction
industries. In most situations, ACV is a reasonable approximation of market value.”
In the mid-70s, FEMA first defined substantial improvement (and subsequently substantial damage) referring to market value.2 In much of the country at the time, vacant land sales were abundant and it probably was easy to determine and deduct land value from the total value determined by market value
appraisals. In today’s markets, doing that becomes more and more difficult, especially in densely populated areas with fewer vacant lot sales.
And another thing has changed: the value of land compared to total property value used to be closer to
50:50 for typical urban and suburban lots. But in today’s market the land can be 80-90% of the total
property value. This is often the case with older homes in valuable waterfront communities. In the case of
my example property, the ratio is even higher, with land assessed at $860,000 and the building assessed
at $30,000 – just about 3% of total value. Take a moment to process that and what an appraiser has to
do, to deduct that land value. It would be easier to deduct the minor value of the structure from the
whole.
Look at the table on the next page and let’s compare the multiple steps needed to develop the “cost approach” that is part of a complete market value appraisal (left column) and the straightforward ACV approach (right column).

2

RCQ’s history note: In the early years of the NFIP, the definition referred to actual cash value. Despite having several
dozen Federal Registers since the origin of the NFIP, I haven’t found the one that explains the change to market
value.
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Comparison of Steps in the Cost Approach Application
Market Value
Cost Approach
Opinion of Site Value
Add Cost/SF Residence
Add Cost/SF Garage
Total Cost New
Minus Depreciation
Physical Depreciation

ACV
Cost Approach
n/a
Value Structure as a whole with application
of the appropriate occupancies with
attention to interior finishes
Physical Depreciation looking at age, wear
and tear, deferred maintenance

Functional Obsolescence

n/a

External Obsolescence

n/a

Total Cost Depreciated

Final ACV Value

Add Site Improvements

n/a

Total Value

n/a

So, instead of seven steps in the market value appraisal, the ACV has only three simple steps. The more
steps an appraisal has, the more potential for uncertainties. For example, let’s take a look at the step that
requires an opinion of site value. As mentioned, many coastal areas are densely populated and sales of
vacant lots are difficult to find, which means the appraiser has to use the “method of extraction” to estimate the site value. Again, the appraiser has to look to comparable sales, find the depreciated construction value of each building, and deduct it from the total property value to arrive at the site or lot value. In
essence, it’s a reversed cost approach. The outcome of these extracted, comparable, land sales are then
used in the market value appraisal. The extraction method contains a lot of assumptions and opinions of
the appraiser. In the case of my example property, the original appraiser must have gone to great lengths
to keep the land value as low as possible in order to deduct less from the overall value to arrive at a
higher depreciated value for the structure.
As a reminder, current market value of the property is $1,250,000 (at least that’s what it sold for recently).
The structure, a 960-square-foot wood frame building on piers, was valued by the original appraiser at
$600/SF, resulting in a building value of $576,000. Subtract that from the sales price and the site value is
$674,000. The assessed value (and we all know this value is about 15% below “true” market value) states
$860,000 for the site (add 15% = $989,000). This means, the appraiser may have understated the land
value by $315,000. What an exercise!
This case is extreme, and it didn’t take much for the building official (also a CFM) to realize that something was off. But think for a moment. Let’s say the appraiser understated the value of the land by only
$100,000. Would you notice it? Could you prove a mistake? Large municipalities might have a review appraiser on staff trained to review market value appraisal reports. But small counties and cities have no
way to correctly evaluate and review reports like this. So why not go the easy way and utilize the ACV approach more?
Ever since my practice has concentrated on the valuation of construction, I’ve asked myself what market
value has to do with the depreciated value of the sticks and bricks. Sorry FEMA, but the term “market
value” needs to go away, and if that can’t be done, FEMA should reverse the implied order of preference
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in the SI/SD Desk Reference. The ACV approach clearly deserves the top spot, along with a better explanation as to why it should be preferred.
Let’s talk a little more about the ACV approach and common mistakes I see in reviewing appraisal reports
prepared by others:


Lack of construction knowledge and lack of identification of the construction class (ISO construction-type classes).



Cost per square foot is taken from national cost books, without accounting for regional cost and
locational factors, such as wind extremes; island, resort, or remote location; seaward of coastal
setbacks, etc.



Valuing the building as though it is up-to-code, and not as-built in current condition. Many appraisers forget “we have to appraise what is there” and not what should be there. This leads to
exaggerated values. When comparing appraisal outcomes to the market by means of contractor
interview, the appraiser has to ask the right question to receive the right answer. If we ask a contractor what it would cost to build today, we will get an up-to-code answer. Wrong question. We
should ask for the cost to replace in current, as-built, condition.



Wrong application of depreciation. ACV starts with what it costs to build new (like-kind and quality), but then must be depreciated. FEMA clearly describes that functional obsolescence (outmoded design) does not have to be included in depreciation. Therefore, only deferred maintenance, wear and tear, and the general effective age are applicable.



Unsupported depreciation percentage: In many appraisal reports, I find a deprecation percentage
dropping out of thin air, with no support, explanation or source. So how did the appraiser come
up with the number?



Lack of attention to interior build-out and certain interior features integral to the building that
can be included, such as upgraded appliances, built-in sound systems, built-in cabinets, wall and
ceiling wood paneling, etc.

Reviewing ACV reports that contain adequate documentation and explanation should be much easier for
CFMs and building officials than the task of reviewing market value appraisals. The data and documentation are easy to understand, specifically because they resonate with the building professional’s
knowledge and expertise.
So far, I have spoken about residential properties. When it comes to commercial and industrial properties, I think we need even more emphasis on ACV. The SI/SD Desk Reference states that “using the income capitalization approach is not acceptable because it is based on how the property is used.” What
FEMA is not addressing is the fact that even using comparable sales for income producing properties includes, to some extent, consideration of income. Please recall the first footnote above explaining “market
value appraisal”—the final value provided in a market value appraisal report is a reconciliation of three
approaches or at least the sales comparable approaches, and the income approach when a property is
too old for a cost approach. Therefore, the final, reconciled value will always contain at least some consideration of income.
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In whatever ways we look at the valuation effort, from the residential angle or the commercial/industrial,
all facts point to the advantage of ACV over market value appraisals. I encourage CFMs and building officials to take a good look at appraisal work coming over their desks. Then give preference to market values developed using ACV, educate your staff, and tell appraisers in your community how you want them
done. It works in a lot of communities I’ve work in, and it made life a lot easier in local building departments.
And the outcome of the case I was asked to review? My ACV analysis resulted in rounded $150/SF, including depreciation. It probably won’t surprise you that the case is pending mediation.
Contact Patricia at patricia@staeblerappraisal.com. She’s a commercial appraiser and construction
consultant in Florida, specializing in the valuation of construction, with emphasis on insurable value and
the 50% FEMA Rule appraisal. She works mostly for general contractors familiar with FEMA regulations, but
also consults with municipalities looking for support on FEMA valuation issues.
Submit your own items or suggestions for future topics to column editor Rebecca Quinn, CFM, at
rcquinn@earthlink.net. Comments welcomed! Explore back issues of the Floodplain Manager’s Notebook.

We have very sad news to report.
We have very sad news to report out of our home office. Jim Dunham, our member services coordinator, passed away Monday night. We are all shocked by his
sudden passing, and will be doing all we can to help his wife Nancy Dunham, our
certification program assistant, through this very difficult time. If you would like to
share a memory you have of Jim, you can email it to editor@floods.org and we’ll
make sure Nancy gets it. You can also send a card to Nancy here at the office:
8301 Excelsior Dr., Madison, WI 53717.

New ASFPM employee, Jen Niles. Welcome aboard!
Jennifer (Jen) Niles, our new web developer, specialized in design and front-end
development in WordPress for the past 16 years. She also has experience in custom
CMS BLOX, Joomla and limited experience in Drupal, WIX, Weebly and Google analytics in addition to integrating with applications such as MailChimp, Constant Contact, PayPal, WooCommerce, YouTube and Vimeo.
Prior to her web development experience, she worked for various companies such
as Minuteman Press, Capital Newspapers, and more recently, the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources. Jen enjoys being involved at different stages of a project
from initial requirements gathering and scoping to redesign and development.
She lives near Prairie du Sac with her husband and has two sons who live in the Madison area. Jen and
her husband enjoy cruising in restored Mustangs as well as attending live music venues, hiking, traveling
and spending time with family and friends. She also has a passion for gardening, arts and crafts, photography, and hanging out with their cat and two dogs.
Jen is very excited to join ASFPM and be part of an organization that impacts so many people and continues to grow. This is an exciting time for ASFPM as we're strengthening in a technical area that has the
potential to be very impactful in years to come!
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Enroll Now in the Summer 2019
CTP Special Topics Training!
Are you a newer CTP, new to a CTP organization or simply need a refresher? If so, this Special Topics
course is a great opportunity for you! To apply, you must work for an organization that is currently a CTP.
If your organization is interested in becoming a CTP, please reach out to your Regional FEMA office.
Topics Include:
 Engaging Communities about RiskMAP
 CTP Grants Management
 Flood Hazard and Flood Risk Analysis
Registration Deadline: Friday, June 28
Course Dates: Aug. 26-30
Location: Emergency Management Institute, Emmitsburg, MD
Benefits of Attending:
 Interact with CTP subject matter experts
 Meet other CTPs and build your professional network
 Learn about CTP Program opportunities
 Learn more about flood hazard mapping and communicating risk
How to Apply?
Admission spots are limited and available on a first-come-first-serve basis, so candidates are encouraged
to apply for pre-approval of enrollment as soon as possible. To apply, complete the following:

1.
2.

Complete the eligibility questionnaire to qualify for a pre-approval letter: https://bit.ly/3058F8x
If approved, you will receive a pre-approval letter and you must apply directly to EMI by June
28, 2019 and attach your pre-approval letter to your application

For more information, contact National CTP Program Coordinator, Laura
Algeo (Laura.Algeo@fema.dhs.gov) or CTPAdmin@riskmapCDS.com

Grant Opportunities…
Just a reminder to bookmark the Florida Climate Institute’s website for a
comprehensive list of funding opportunities. It’s a fabulous resource.
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ASFPM Executive Director Chad Berginnis was a panelist at a May 7 briefing
on The Hill called, “The NFIP: Critical Issues and Needed Reforms.”

ASFPM Executive Director Chad Berginnis served as a panelist at a May 7 briefing on The Hill called, “The
NFIP: Critical Issues and Needed Reforms.” You can watch it here: https://www.eesi.org/livecast.
Berginnis, along with Diane Horn (Analyst in Flood Insurance and Emergency Management, Government
and Finance Division, Congressional Research Service) and Samantha Medlock, (Executive Vice President, North America Head of Capital, Science & Policy, Willis Towers Watson; Adjunct Professor of Law,
The Santa Barbara & Ventura Colleges of Law) provided a basic understanding of the NFIP, its history,
challenges and reforms needed. The panel also highlighted new strategies for improving NFIP’s financial
stability and reducing the impacts of future floods on vulnerable populations and communities.
The briefing, organized by the Environmental and Energy Study Institute, generally attracts congressional
staff (occasionally an actual member of Congress will attend), but the briefing is open to the policy community at large, and there’s usually a mix of federal agencies, state/local government, foreign government, public interest groups, industry, academia and media. EESI will make a video and/or audio
recording of the event available at www.eesi.org/050719nfip for its online audience.
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FEMA News You Can Use
FEMA Issues Update to Flood Risk Analysis and Mapping Guidance
FEMA maintains guidelines and standards to support the Risk Mapping, Assessment and Planning (Risk
MAP) Program. These guidelines and standards define specific implementation of the statutory and regulatory requirements for the NFIP. They also outline the performance of flood risk projects, processing of
Letters of Map Change, and related Risk MAP activities. More information is available at:
www.fema.gov/guidelines-and-standards-flood-risk-analysis-and-mapping.
FEMA issues updates to the Risk MAP Guidelines and Standards annually. As part of this policy update
cycle, FEMA performed routine maintenance and smaller updates driven by specific requests or issues
identified. In addition to these smaller updates, there are several significant changes that include:






Updated hydrology guidance to reference updated Bulletin 17C (guidance update only)
Improved Stakeholder Engagement Guidance (SID 621 updated)
Refined our quality review process (checklist updates only)
Superseded the Document Control Procedures Manual (DCPM) (SID 191)
Removed references to Coastal Barrier Resource Area in technical references, guidance and templates

FEMA regularly updates these guidance and technical reference documents to ensure ongoing improvements in its flood mapping and risk analysis efforts. The primary location to access Risk MAP standards
and guidance is www.fema.gov/guidelines-and-standards-flood-risk-analysis-and-mapping.
High Hazard Potential Dam Rehabilitation Grant Program
FEMA’s High Hazard Potential Dam Rehabilitation Grant Program Notice of Funding announcement is
available via https://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=316238. The HHPD Grant
Program is authorized under the recently funded Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act.
The HHPD Grant Program provides technical, planning, design and construction assistance in the form of
grants for rehabilitation of eligible high hazard potential dams. Eligible applicants must be non-federal
sponsors, which include non-federal governments and non-profit organizations.
In Fiscal Year 2019, FEMA was appropriated $10 million to implement the Rehabilitation of High Hazard
Potential Dams Grant Program. Eligible non-federal dams are:
 located in a state or territory with a state or territorial dam safety program;
 classified as “high hazard potential” by the dam safety agency in the state or territory where the
dam is located;
 has an emergency action plan approved by the state or territorial dam safety agency; and
 the state or territory in which the dam is located determines either of these criteria – the dam fails
to meet minimum dam safety standards of the state or territory; and the dam poses an unacceptable risk to the public.
FEMA Seeks Public Comment for New Pre-Disaster Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
FEMA invites the public to comment on the development and implementation of Disaster Recovery Reform Act (DRRA) Section 1234: National Public Infrastructure Pre-Disaster Hazard Mitigation Grant Program. Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities (BRIC) will focus on reducing the nation’s risk by
funding public infrastructure projects that increase a community’s resilience before a disaster.
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Communities from all levels of government federal, state, local, tribal and territorial, as well as key stakeholders, including private businesses, citizens, vulnerable and at-risk populations, critical infrastructure
sectors, and non-profit, academic, and philanthropic organizations are encouraged to provide comment.
The development of the BRIC program – and how as a nation we can deliver those outcomes – is vital.
Ideascale
Comments will be accepted May 20 - July 15, 2019, on IdeaScale at https://fema.ideascale.com/a/campaign-home/61112 or by email at BUILDBRIC@fema.dhs.gov.
Webinar Series
FEMA will also host a webinar series during the month of June to provide a brief overview of the different
topic areas that are important for the development of the BRIC program. Each session will include an opportunity for stakeholders to comment through the chat platform.
For detailed information of each session, visit https://www.fema.gov/drra-bric. The call-in information is
the same for each webinar:
Phone: (800) 320-4330 Code: 338559#
Adobe Connect: https://fema.connectsolutions.com/engage-bric/
 Webinar 1: Infrastructure Mitigation Projects and Community Lifelines
Thursday June 6, 2019 (2 - 4 p.m. ET)
 Webinar 2: Hazard Mitigation Planning, Grant Application & Evaluation, Risk Informed Funding
Thursday June 13, 2019 (2 - 4 p.m. ET)
 Webinar 3: Funding & Resource Management and Benefit-Cost Analysis
Thursday June 20, 2019 (2 - 4 p.m. ET)
 Webinar 4: Building Codes and Enforcement and Capacity and Capability
Tuesday June 25, 2019 (2 - 4 p.m. ET)
For more information on DRRA, visit www.fema.gov/disaster-recovery-reform-act-2018.

Visit www.fema.gov/nfip-technical-bulletins to learn more. If you are interested in learning more about
the updates to the Technical Bulletins, reach out to FEMA’s Building Science Branch at FEMABuildingsciencehelp@fema.dhs.gov or call the Building Science Helpline at (866) 927-2104. For more information about FEMA Building Science Branch, visit https://www.fema.gov/building-science.
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A Hearty Welcome to Everyone who
Joined ASFPM in April 2019!
Matt Accardi, Governor's Office of Storm Recovery, Merrick, NY
Roger Adams, Pennsylvania Dept. Env. Protection, Harrisburg, PA
Robert Aillet, Halff Assoc., Inc., Shreveport, LA
David Anderson, Jacobs Engineering Group, Lakewood, OH
Kathie Angle, City of Newport News, VA
Laura Arnold, AECOM, Raleigh, NC
Tommy Arnspiger, AECOM, Louisville, KY
Emily Beacham, Wetland Studies and Solutions, Inc., Gainesville, VA
Bruce Beitel, SmartVent, Inc., Pitman, NJ
Chelsea Blair, Lycoming County, PA
Joseph Boyle, RS&H, Tampa, FL
Rachel Bradley, Arcadis, Washington, DC
Zachary Bradley, City of Falls Church, VA
Jordan Burns, NiyamIT, Inc., Denver, CO
Yezhao Cai, Travis Prutt & Associates, Norcross, GA
Culleen Chambers, Lee County Community Development, Fort Myers, FL
Matt Chaney, AECOM, Salt Lake City, UT
Stephen Chobert, SmartVent, Inc., Turnersville, NJ
Kevin Clapp, NYS Div. Homeland Security & Emergency Services, Albany, NY
Michael Clark, Wildlands Engineering, Inc., Mt. Pleasant, SC
Jacqueline Dabney, City of Orlando, FL
Katherine Daniel, Oregon Dept. of Land Cons. and Dev., Salem, OR
Jeffrey DeLaet, T&M Assoc., Cincinnati, OH
Emily Dillon, Chesterfield County, VA
Alfred DiOrio, Alfred W. DiOrio, RLS, Inc., Ashaway, RI
Liam Donovan, Narragansett Engineering Inc., Portsmouth, RI
Sebastian Eilert, City of Doral,FL
Wayne Eleton, City of Sandy Springs, GA
Steven Ellis, Sarasota County Planning & Development, Venice, FL
Derek Fellows, FEMA, Lawrenceville, GA
Joan Fenley, City of Norfolk, VA
Nancy Ferber, Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce, Astoria, OR
Phillip Forzley, Fuss & O'Neill, Inc., Manchester, CT
Greg Gladov, GVG Engineering, O'Fallon, MO
Elizabeth Glowacki, Yavapai County, Prescott, AZ
Donna Gradel, Broken Arrow Public Schools, Broken Arrow, OK
Derick Graham, City of Charleston, SC
Steve Graham, Geospatial Analysis Center, UMD, Duluth, MN
Timothy Greenwood, Sustainable Land Surveys, LLC, Washington, DC
Zachary Gross, RS&H, Wesley Chapel, FL
David Hart, Stantec, Inc., Burlington, NC
Chad Hatten, Halff Assoc., Inc., Shreveport, LA
Susan Hoopes, Wetland Studies and Solutions, Inc., Gainsville, VA
Mathew Hornack, ESP Assc., Inc., Morrisville, NC
Wendy Howard-Cooper, Virginia Dept. Consv. & Recreation, Richmond, VA
Bradley Hubbard, National Flood Experts, Tampa, FL
Kelsey Huber, North Dakota Office State Engineers, Bismarck, ND
Winston Ing, Sam O. HIrota Inc., Honolulu, HI
Lincoln Irvine, Benham, Edmond, OK
Francie Israeli, Resilience Action Partners, Washington, DC

If you have any questions
about your membership,
please contact:
memberhelp@floods.org
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Miranda Jacobsen, Coe & Van Loo Consultants Inc., Mesa, AZ
Kayla Kelly-Slatten, Conservation Corps. of Long Beach, CA
Shuang Liang, AECOM, Atlanta, GA
John Luff, Henrico County, Richmond, VA
Qi Ma, AECOM, Atlanta, GA
Charla Marchuk, FEMA HQ, Washington, DC
Danny Martinez, Apex Land Surveying, LLC, Fremont, NE
Salvatore Massaro, Calvin, Giordano & Associates, Inc., Fort Lauderdale, FL
Marina Mazzone, SmartVent, Inc., Pitman, NJ
Jonathan McAnally, HDR Engineering, Inc., Denver, CO
Anita McMillan, Town of Vinton, VA, Vinton, VA
Robert McWilliams, City of Roanoke, VA
Jason Medina, Costilla County, San Luis, CO
Gary Mego, West Fleiciana Parish, St. Francisville, LA
Sean Metzger, City of Medford, OR
Micah Mitchell, City of Anderson, IN
Nathan Montague, ABS Group, Arlington, VA
Drew Morson, Chastain-Skillman, Lakeland, FL
Frank Muir, RS&H, Tampa, FL
Ross Nazari, Rowan University, Glassboro, NJ
Howard Nelson, City of Newport News, VA
Susan Novak, Trotter and Associates, Inc., Burlington, WI
Edward Obrien, Green International Affiliates, LLC, Cumberland, RI
Yuliya Osetrova, Lake County, Lakeport, CA
Michael Oszust, City of Tampa. FL
Dhavalkumar Patel, Vanmar Assoc., Inc., Mount Airy, MD
Brandi Payne, City of Colonial Heights, VA
Brenton Payne, Gloucester County, Gloucester, VA
Susanna Pho, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA
Chelsea Pigott, Lee County Community Development, Fort Myers, FL
Jason Priddy, The Vertex Companies, Denver, CO
Rick Quarles, City or Fort Oglethorpe, GA
Fahad Rabbani, Rowan University, Glassboro, NJ

Floodplain Management
Training Calendar
For a nationwide listing of floodplain managementrelated training opportunities, visit
ASFPM Online Event Calendar. Looking for training
opportunities to earn CECs for your CFM? Check out our
event calendar with LOTS of training opportunities listed
for 2019! Search the calendar by state, or use the
category drop down menu to search by event category.
The only events without a state listed in the event title are
EMI courses, which are listed with their FEMA course
number and are all held in Emmitsburg, MD.

Shavger Rekani, Rick Engineering Co., San
Diego, CA
Jason Ressler, Panama City, FL
Anna Richards, Massey-Richards Surveying and
Mapping, Tavernier, FL
Tanya Rohrbach, New Jersey Future, Trenton,
NJ
Victoria Sage, Clatsop County, Astoria, OR
Orlando Sanchez, Arcadis Caribe, PSC,
Guaynabo, PR
Saumya Sarkar, Tetra Tech, Inc., Dallas, TX
William Schmahl, Marion County BOCC, FL
Nora Schwaller, Univ. of North Carolina, NC
John Schwartz, Henrico County, Mechanicsville,
VA
Dean Setiono, Naval Facilities Engineering
Command, Aiea, HI
Patrick Sheehan, Tennessee Emergency
Management Agency, Nashville, TN
James Sparks, Indiana Univ., The Polis Ctr.,
Indianapolis, IN
Ryan Spies, Lynker Technologies, Boulder, CO
Heather Spitzberg, NYSHCR, Slingerlands, NY
Gabriella Spitzer, Micheal Baker International,
Boston, MA
Richa Srivastava, Jacobs Engineering Group,
Inc., Lutz, FL
Stacey Stark, Geospatial Analysis Center, UMD,
Duluth, MN
Michael Stone, Cascade County, Great Falls, MT
Edward Streepey, Clear Creek County, Dumont,
CO
Matthew Sutton, Town of Tonawanda, NY
William Szafranski, Lynker Technologies, LLC,
Boulder, CO
Martha Taylor-Varney, Town of South Hero, VT
Robert Tefft, City of Pinellas Park, FL
Jasmine Thomas, Univ. of Illinois UrbanaChampaign, Champaign, IL
Hai Tran, City of Newport News, VA
Erik Vik, RESPEC Engineering, Denver, CO
Damaris Villalobos-Galindo, Valley Water,
Hayward, CA
Kayla Wallace, Josephine County, Grants Pass,
OR
Kristen Weidenfeller, AECOM, Houston, TX
Paul Weller, City of Englewood, CO
Rick West, Progeny Systems Corp., Bremerton,
WA
John Witthohn, Hardesty & Hanover, LLC,
Woodbury, NJ
John Woodburn, Goochland County, VA
Benjamin Ziskal, City of Pinellas Park, FL
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Washington Legislative Report
Meredith R. Inderfurth,
ASFPM Washington Liaison (written 5/15/2019)
Lots on the Agenda
This Legislative Report looks toward upcoming likely or possible legislative activity in this first session of the 116th Congress. The past year has been full of policy and legislative
issues of importance to ASFPM and its members. For an interesting, concise, but brimming with information report on the past year, please see the 2019 National
Policy Report by ASFPM Director Emeritus and Senior Policy Advisor Larry Larson.
We are on the cusp of enactment of yet another short-term reauthorization and extension of the National Flood Insurance Program, mark-up of the first stage of agency appropriations for Fiscal Year 2020,
continued work developing reforms for the NFIP, beginning work on the next Water Resources Development Act and a variety of other legislative actions.
NFIP Extension of Authority
After 10 short-term extensions since the last five-year authorization expired in September 2017, the NFIP
is again faced with expiration of authority on May 31. It is now clear that no full, multi-year authorization
and reform legislation can be enacted by that date, so another short-term extension is in the works.
A $17 billion Disaster Supplemental Appropriations bill includes an NFIP extension to Sept. 30. A House
version of the bill passed the Full House May 10. Its path through the Senate and White House, however,
is less certain. In addition, House Financial Services Committee Chairwoman Maxine Waters (D-CA) and
Ranking Republican Patrick McHenry (R-NC) have introduced a stand-alone bill, H.R. 2578, to extend the
NFIP to Sept. 30. Chairwoman Waters plans to move that bill if it appears unlikely that the Disaster Supplemental will be enacted by May 31.
NFIP Reform
While the House Financial Services Committee has been actively working on NFIP reauthorization and
reform legislation this congressional session, the Senate has not yet scheduled any hearings or produced
any draft legislation.
The House Financial Services Committee held a hearing on flood insurance reauthorization and reform on
March 13. ASFPM Chair Maria Cox Lamm testified for ASFPM. Just prior to the hearing, the committee
released four separate discussion draft bills (which have no bill numbers). At that stage, those testifying
could only make initial observations about the draft bills. Committee staff made clear they are very much
intended to stimulate discussion, so it is likely an introduced bill or bills will look significantly different.
The four bills dealt with 1) program reauthorization, coverage reforms, affordability, 2) mapping, 3) mitigation, and 4) claims and appeals. The majority (Democratic) staff has been collecting comments and reactions and will soon begin conversations with the minority (Republican) staff in an effort to develop a
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bill. A number of bills have been introduced on a variety of aspects of the NFIP, and some of those may
be folded into a committee bill.
ASFPM has been having weekly phone meetings to share thoughts with an informal group of organizations interested in promoting similar reform ideas. That group includes the Pew Charitable Trusts, The
Nature Conservancy, Natural Resources Defense Council, Union of Concerned Scientists, American Rivers,
Consumer Mortgage Coalition, Environment and Energy Study Institute, Association of State Wetland
Managers and occasional others. Representatives of these groups, including ASFPM, have been scheduling meetings to discuss flood insurance with the offices of House Financial Services Committee members,
as well as other offices on the Hill that have expressed interest. Also, ASFPM participated in a well-attended a May 7 House briefing sponsored by one of those groups – EESI.
On the Senate side, indications are that a number of senators are beginning to work together to draft a
bipartisan reform bill – building on the three primary bills that were introduced in the last Congress. They
intend to focus on this during the summer.
So ASFPM will be following developments in the House and Senate closely. There is momentum for reform legislation, although final action on reform this calendar year is still an open question.
Disaster Supplemental Appropriations
The House Appropriations Committee has produced a $17 billion Disaster Supplemental Appropriations
bill, H.R. 2157. The bill passed the House on May 10 by a vote of 257-150. It is similar to a disaster supplemental that passed the House earlier in the year, but adds $3 billion for the Midwest floods and tornado damage in the south, and includes additional aid for Puerto Rico. It also includes the short-term
extension of the NFIP to Sept. 30.
The chairman and ranking Democrat of the Senate Appropriations Committee are reportedly close to
agreement on a Senate version, but Chairman Shelby (R- AL) has indicated he has no clarity about what
the president will sign. The president has objected to additional assistance for Puerto Rico.
Appropriations for FY20
Hearings on budget requests for federal departments and agencies are in full swing in the House and
Senate Appropriations subcommittees. During these hearings, department and agency leaders appear
before their appropriations subcommittees to explain their budget requests and answer the questions of
subcommittee members.
Three of the 12 regular appropriations bills have already been marked up in the House committee and
two are ready for House floor consideration. The House Appropriations Chairwoman Rep. Nita Lowey
(D-NY) has indicated she intends to have all 12 bills ready for the House floor in June. The Senate is not
as far along, largely because there are, as yet, no agreed upon budget ceilings for the Senate. The House
has developed its own budget ceilings, which may not be compatible with Senate numbers. This is leading to speculation that there may, once again, be a need for a Continuing Resolution Oct. 1 (the beginning of FY20).
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Overall, numbers in the FY20 budget requests are in many instances reduced from FY19 enacted levels
for agency budgets of importance to floodplain managers. This is not surprising. Administration request
numbers were low for FY18 and FY19 as well, but because of earlier agreed upon budget ceilings for
those years, Congress was able to enact appropriated funding at significantly higher than requested levels. Unless there can be some agreement on budget ceilings this year, it will be difficult for the Congress
to again appropriate higher amounts. The lack of a budget agreement would also trigger “sequestration”
pursuant to 2011 budget legislation. That would mean across the board cuts for all domestic spending.
Some budget request highlights:
FEMA




Overall budget request is $2.480 billion down from $3.335 billion enacted for FY19
Mapping request is $100 million, down from $262.5 million enacted for FY19.
There is no request for PDM because it is switching to a formula-based program as a result of the
Disaster Recovery Reform Act

US Army Corps of Engineers
 Overall request is down 31% from FY19 enacted
 Request for Flood Plain Management Services is $15m, down from $17m enacted for FY19
 Request for Planning Assistance to States is $5m, down from $9m enacted for FY19
US Geological Survey
 Overall, request is down 15% from FY19.
 Request for Core Sciences is $207.2m, down $19.5m from FY19 enacted
 Request for Water Mission is $179.9m, down $60m from FY19 enacted
 Funding for cooperative stream gages is down $1.2m from FY19 enacted
NOAA


No funding is requested for the Sea Grant program or for Coastal Zone Management Grants

During hearings on these budgets, Congress and Senators of both parties have expressed dismay and
disappointment with the often dramatic budget cuts proposed. ASFPM will be submitting Outside Witness Testimony or letters to the various subcommittees explaining concerns with the lower numbers.
Water Resources Development Act
While there is considerable doubt as to whether the 116th Congress will actually move forward on a
broad national “infrastructure” initiative, activity is more likely in the areas of transportation-related legislation and a traditional Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) providing projects and policy for the
Corps of Engineers. A variety of discussions in both areas are beginning to get underway in the Senate
Environment and Public Works and House Transportation and Infrastructure Committees. In the Corps
arena, impetus is coming, in part, from ongoing major flooding in the Midwest and elsewhere, and as implementation of last Congress’ WRDA (“America’s Water Infrastructure Act of 2018”) begins to get underway. ASFPM is actively engaged with and closely monitoring developments.
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Digital Coast Act
This legislation would codify the Digital Coast initiative at NOAA. ASFPM is a founding member and an
active participant in the Digital Coast Partnership. The initiative has been underway for over 10 years and
has been shown to be extremely effective in providing integrated data and tools to coastal decision makers as well as leveraging federal funds and building local capabilities for wise decision making and climate adaptation. Similar legislation passed the Senate twice under Unanimous Consent provisions, but
had never been brought to the House floor for a vote.
This year, the House Natural Resources Committee held a May 8 hearing on H.R. 2189. The measure is
sponsored by Rep. Dutch Ruppersberger (D-MD) and Rep. Don Young (R-AK). Hopefully it can soon be
marked up and voted on in the House. ASFPM will continue to monitor its progress and express support
to congressional offices.
A companion bill, S. 1069, has been introduced in the Senate by Sen. Tammy Baldwin (D-WI), Sen.
Murkowski (R-AK) and others. We will also monitor progress with that bill.
Other Matters for the Upcoming Year
FEMA




Monitor implementation of the 6% set-aside (BRIC) authorized in last year’s Disaster Recovery Reform Act (DRRA)
Follow development of Risk Rating 2.0
Encourage early implementation of adding damage assessment and permitting officials to EMAC
mutual aid as authorized in DRRA

USACE




Promote consideration of non-structural alternatives
Promote use and expansion of Silver Jackets
Promote the use of the ANSI 2510 standard for flood fighting products and continued support of
the National Flood Barrier Testing & Certification Program

NOAA


Work to develop and enhance the Digital Coast Partnership

USGS



Support 3DEP elevation data collection
Support water monitoring programs

HUD
Urge completion and release of rules for use of appropriated CDBG-DR funds for mitigation,
which have not yet been released for any disasters since Harvey.
Agriculture – NRCS
 promote funding for and use of conservation programs for floodplain management


All bills referenced can be found by going to www.Congress.gov
and typing in the bill number or title.
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ASFPM Editorial Guidelines: ASFPM accepts and welcomes articles from our members and
partners. “The Insider” and “News & Views” have a style format, and if necessary, we reserve
the right to edit submitted articles for space, grammar, punctuation, spelling, potential libel
and clarity. If we make substantive changes, we will email the article back to you for your approval before
using. We encourage you to include art with your article in the form of photos, illustrations, charts and
graphs. Please include a description of the art, along with the full name of who created the art. If the art
is not yours originally, you must include expressed, written consent granting ASFPM permission to use
the art in our publications.
Copyright© Association of State Floodplain Managers, Inc.
Information and opinions contained herein do not necessarily reflect the views of ASFPM Board of Directors. Reproduction, with credit, is permitted for individual ASFPM-authored articles. Please contact
Michele Mihalovich at editor@floods.org.

Association of State Floodplain Managers
8301 Excelsior Dr., Madison, WI 53717 www.floods.org
Phone: (608) 828-3000 Fax: (608) 828-6319 editor@floods.org
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