City Council
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
City of Belvidere, 1llinois

Alderman Sheryl Prather Chairman Building

Alderman Natalie Mulhall Vice-Chairman Building

Alderman Ric Brereton Chairman Finance and Personnel

Alderman Wendy Frank Vice -Chairman Finance and Personnel

Alderman Tom Porter Chairman Planning & Zoning

Alderman Mike McGee Vice-Chairman Planning & Zoning

Alderman Clayton Stevens Chairman Public Safety

Alderman Matthew Fleury Vice-Chairman Public Safety

Alderman Marsha Freeman Chairman Public Works

Alderman Daniel Snow Vice-Chairman Public Works
AGENDA

September 12, 2022
6:00 p.m.
City Council Chambers
401 Whitney Blvd., Belvidere, Illinois
Call to Order:
Roll Call:

Public Comment:

Public Forum:

Reports of Officers. Boards. and Special Committees:

1. Building, Planning & Zoning, Unfinished Business: None.
2. Building, Planning & Zoning, New Business:

A. Building Department - Update.



Committee of the Whole
September 12, 2022

B. Planning & Zoning Department - Update.
C. Special Use Extension for 2061-2115 N. State Street.
3. Public Works, Unfinished Business: None.

4. Public Works, New Business:

A. Public Works — Update.
B. Landfill #2 Annual Services Agreement with TRC.
C. WWTP Pretreatment Local Limits Evaluation.
D. WWTP NPDES Permit Renewal.
E. Appleton Road Grade Separation Project — Planning Grant Application.
F. Genoa Road Jurisdictional Transfer — US 20 to [-90 Tollway.
5. Other:

A. Police — Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan.
B. Executive Session to discuss Collective Bargaining Matters pursuant to
Section 2(c)(2) of the Open Meeting Act.

6. Adjournment:



08/31/2022 12:05PM FAX 8155475912 GRUPO CASA ZEPEDA [410001/0001

GRUPO CASA ZEPEDA INC
2026 N STATE ST
BELVIDERE IL. 61008

To: whom it may concern; i

| am wrinting to the city council to first ask to excuse our
delay for the contruction that we should have sarted a few
months back on the permit issued to us back on
September 7th 2021 case: 2021-13,2061-2115 N. state st

| am asking for an extension since due toour expand going
from 2 stores to 5 it has kept me busy and has caused a
lack of communication with our Architect. | know designs
are completed and we only need Jeff Mayers to present to
the city council for approval.

Thank you in advance for your time and understanding,

. Sincerely,

Miguel Zepedy’\



401 Whitney Boulevard, Suite 200
Belvidere, lllinois 61008 i i
815-544-9256 Fax: 815-544-4255 Bel‘"dere PUbIIc works

To: Mayor and City Council

From: Brent Anderson, Director of Public Works

Date: 9/6/2022

Re: TRC Annual Services Agreement for Landfill #2

Attached to this memo is a proposal from TRC for their 2022 annual services agreement for Landfill #2.
Their annual services include statistical evaluation of monitoring well data, data analysis, groundwater
assessment, preparation of the Corrective Action Evaluation Report, Air Emission Report, as well as
permit modifications for replacement monitoring wells and reducing testing parameters.

| would recommend approval of the proposal from TRC for the 2022 Landfill #2 Annual Services
Agreement in the estimated amount of $55,700.00. The cost of this work is shared equally with the
County and included in the Landfill budget, account number 01-5-335-7900.



g‘% TRC 708 Heartland Trl T 608.826.3600
, Suite 3000 TRCcompanies.com

Madison, WI 53717

July 14, 2022

Mr. Dan Streed

County Administrator

Boone County Government
1212 Logan Avenue, Suite 102
Belvidere, IL 61008

Subject: Proposal for 2022 Annual Services — Belvidere (Boone County) Landfill #2

Dear Mr. Streed:

This letter presents TRC Environmental Corporation’s (TRC's) proposal to assist Boone County and the City of
Belvidere with environmental support, analyses, and reporting for the Belvidere (Boone County) Landfill #2 for the
2022 reporting year. This includes the planned, routine monitoring reporting, and other environmental services
that we have provided to the County and City for the last several years.

Our planned team includes:
o Michelle Spruth project manager.
o BreAnne Kahnk project management and technical support.
e Stephen Sellwood providing senior level guidance and quality assurance with respect to groundwater
quality and technical support.
e Ken Quinn expert and historical groundwater technical support.
o Peggy Popp monitoring database management.

We are pleased to offer this assistance to Boone County and the City of Belvidere and continue to help minimize
the liabilities associated with this landfill. To accept this proposal, please sign and return one copy of the
enclosed Work Authorization.

Please contact us with any questions you may have.

Sincerely,

Al et
teve Sellwood

Seniar Project Manager Senior Hydrogeologist
Attachments: Proposal

Work Authorization

Rate Schedule

Supplemental Permit No. 2019-390-SP dated August 11, 2020

cc: Brent Anderson — City of Belvidere

\\madison-vip\Racords\-\WPMSN\PJIT2147552219990\P4755223990-001.docx



2022 Annual Services

City of Belvidere/Boone County
Belvidere (Boone County) Landfill #2

Proposal for 2022 Annual Services — Belvidere
(Boone County) Landfill #2

The following proposal generally repeats the Background and Scope of Services from the previous proposai
for annual services for 2021, carrying forward the activities to be performed in 2022.

Background

The current lllinois Environmental Protection Agency (lllinois EPA) Supplemental Permit (SP) No. 2019-390-
SP, dated August 11, 2020 (Permit), requires the continued operation, maintenance, and reporting activities
that were required in previous permits. A copy of the Permit is included in Attachment 4 of this proposal.

The Permit also continues to require the operator to conduct evaluation of several organic parameters at a
number of groundwater monitoring wells, per Condition 26. In a 2015 SP, the lllinois EPA added 31 new
parameters to the annual sampling event completed in April each year. These parameters are included in
the First Semi-Annual Environmental Monitoring Report (submitted by July 15 of each year), and evaluated
in the annual Corrective Action Evaluation Report (CAER) submitted by October 15" of each year. [f any of
these parameters indicate concentrations above background downgradient of the landfill, the evaluation of its
distribution, source, and potential natural attenuation could significantly complicate the CAER, beyond the
scope assumed in this proposal.

In general, the technical support we provide for the City/County, includes the following items:

1. Statistical evaluation — Attachment A, Condition 19 of the Permit requires that groundwater quality data
be compared to statistically established background values and groundwater quality standards on a semi-
annual basis and that the results of that comparison be submitted to lllinois EPA on a semi-annual basis.

2. Analytical data — Attachment A, Condition 20 of the Permit requires that groundwater samples be
collected on a semi-annual (previously quarterly) basis and Attachment A, Condition 25 of the Permit
requires that groundwater quality data be submitted to Illinois EPA in an appropriate electronic format.
Groundwater sampling and laboratory analysis are performed by a consultant/laboratory under direct
contract to the City/County.

3. Groundwater assessment — Attachment A, Condition 21 of the Permit requires that the first semi-
annual report contain, in addition to the information provided in the second semi-annual report, an
assessment of the groundwater flow direction and the hydraulic gradients at the facility.

4. Corrective Action Evaluation Report — Attachment A, Condition 23 of the Permit requires that a
CAER be submitted to the lllinois EPA as a supplemental permit application by October 15, each year.
An evaluation of the efficacy of the leachate extraction system shall be included in the annual corrective
action evaluation, as required by Attachment A, Condition 24 of the Permit.

5. Air emission technical support as related to the Registration of Smaller Sources (ROSS)
requirements will be provided as part of the technical support services.

TRC's proposal addresses each of these items as well as providing an allowance for general assistance
activities that may be requested by the County/City.

In 2021 five new monitoring wells were installed at the site to demonstrate that metals in site groundwater
samples are sourced from corroding stainless steel monitoring well screens rather than the landfill.
Preliminary sampling results in 2021 suggest that groundwater samples from these new wells, which are
constructed with PVC rather than stainless steel, have significantly lower metals concentrations. If these
results are confirmed during the Spring 2022 groundwater sampling event, it will be advantageous to the
County/City to have these five new wells added to the groundwater monitoring program as replacements for

7/14/2022 | Proposal No. 475522.9990 AN TRC
TRC — Madison, Wisconsin 1 1bI
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2022 Annual Services

City of Belvidere/Boone County
Belvidere (Boone County) Landfill #2

adjacent stainless steel wells. This change in the groundwater monitoring program will require a permit
modification request.

In addition, the lllinois EPA has indicated that they will consider removing select metals from the monitoring
program based on successful demonstration that the metals are sourced from stainless steel well screens.
Based on the results from the new monitoring wells, we propose to request removal of select metals from the
permit monitoring requirements. Therefore, our proposal includes preparation of a permit modification
request to add the five new monitoring wells to the monitoring program and to remove select metals from the

monitoring program.

The lllinois EPA has also indicated that volatile organic compounds (VOCs) that have not been detected in
any site wells for at least five consecutive semiannual groundwater monitoring events can also be
considered for removal from the permit monitoring requirements. Our proposal includes a review of VOC
results to identify VOCs to be removed from the monitoring program and inclusion of these VOCs in a permit

modification request.

The lilinois EPA continues to evaluate emerging contaminants, with the potential for adding more parameters
to all landfills’ monitoring programs. A group of emerging contaminants referred to as per- and poly-
fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) are being evaluated by the lllinois EPA. We don't think they will get to the
point of adding these parameters to your monitoring program in 2022; therefore, the Scope of Services for
2022 assumes no change in the list of parameters being monitored. However, PFAS monitoring remains an
important consideration as part of future discussions with the regulator. We expect PFAS monitoring may be
required in the next few years. TRC has a dedicated working group within the company dedicated to
research and consultation for PFAS requirements..

2022 Objectives:
TRC's proposal has been developed to accomplish the following City/County objectives:

=  Satisfy the groundwater data evaluation and reporting requirements of the Permit as specified by
applicable conditions in Attachment A of the Permit.

s Modify the permit-required monitoring program by replacing five stainless steel monitoring wells with five
PVC monitoring wells installed in 2021.

*  Reduce the permit-required monitoring scope by removing select metals and VOCs thereby reducing
associated long-term monitoring costs of the landfill.

= Update permit conditions through submission of a permit modification application to eliminate conditions
which are no longer applicable/representative of the site.

Scope of Services
TRC will perform the services described below for 2022.

Task 1: Statistical Evaluation

Data collected from monitoring wells will be compared to statistical background values to
determine whether changes to groundwater quality have occurred. Two semi-annual reports will
be prepared. The two reports will describe the results of the statistical comparisons, as well as
comparisons to 35 IAC part 620 groundwater protection standards. The first semi-annual report
will include, in addition to the data comparisons and 35 IAC part 620 standard comparisons, an
assessment of the groundwater flow direction and the hydraulic gradients at the facility. Specific
activities to be performed include:

1. Coordinate groundwater sampling and data reporting with the firm that performs groundwater
monitoring for the City/County. We request data to be provided June 1%t and September 1stto

7/14/2022 | Proposal No. 475522.9990 AN TR C
TRC - Madison, Wisconsin 2 \ 4
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2022 Annual Services

City of Belvidere/Boone County
Belvidere (Boone County) Landfill #2

allow for time to review data and discuss any analysis report modifications which may be
required. We assume that the firm is solely responsible for implementing the sampling
procedures specified in the Permit and that this firm will provide suitable electronic data
downloads to TRC in a timely manner.

2. Perform the data comparisons and prepare reports in the same relative format as 2021. One
requirement imposed by lllinois EPA as a condition of reducing the frequency of sampling is
to evaluate water quality trends, with the requirement to return to quarterly if there is a specific
upward trend in constituents. TRC has included this evaluation in the statistical evaluation.
The first semi-annual repart due by July 15" of each year will include a discussion of
groundwater flow direction and the hydraulic gradients at the facility (see Task 3).

3. Provide electronically (via e-mail) a working copy of each report for review by Boone County,
the City of Belvidere, and the City/County legal counsel. We da not anticipate any meetings
will be necessary to discuss the reports and therefore costs for any meetings are not included.

4. Revise the report once, finalize the report, and submit three copies aof the report to the Illinois
EPA, one copy to the City, one copy to the County, and an electronic copy to the
County/City's legal counsel.

5. Submit the data to Illinois EPA in an electronic format acceptable to llinois EPA.

Task 2: Analytical Data

Field measurements and laboratory results for groundwater and leachate sampies will be
submitted electronically to lllinois EPA on a semi-annual basis along with the semi-annual
groundwater monitoring reports. The electronic data files will be formatted according to the
instructions provided on the lllinois EPA Waste Management Web site.

Task 3: Groundwater Assessment

The first semi-annual report will include, in addition to the data comparisons and 35 IAC part 620
standard comparisons, an assessment of the groundwater flow direction and the hydraulic gradients
at the facility. The first semi-annual report will include a brief groundwater assessment in the report
text and two potentiometric maps based on data collected during the semi-annual field monitoring.

Task 4: Corrective Action Evaluation Report

TRC will prepare the Annual Corrective Action Evaluation Report required by Condition No. 23 of
Attachment A of the Permit for submittal to lllinois EPA by October 15, 2022. The report will
address the effectiveness of corrective action measures at the facility. The report will contain the
following information required by lllinois EPA:

1. Potentiometric surface maps showing groundwater flow direction.
2. A summary of 35 IAC 620 groundwater quality standards.

3. Trend analyses (graphs or trend plots) for chemical constituents that exceed 35 IAC 620
standards, regardless of whether the constituents are included in the facility's Groundwater
Management Zone (GMZ).

4. A discussion of the nature and extent of groundwater impacts. We assume that there are no
significant or widespread groundwater standard exceedances that will require more extensive
evaluations or mapping.

5. Recommendations for additional corrective action if the groundwater data indicates
contaminant concentrations are increasing.

The results of annual manitoring of the Grenke private water supply well.

Semi-annual leachate elevation data from gas extraction wells GW-1, GW-2, and GW-3.

7/14/2022 | Proposal No. 475522.9990 AN TRC
TRC - Madison, Wisconsin 3 N 4
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2022 Annual Services

City of Belvidere/Boone County
Belvidere (Boone County) Landfill #2

8. Volume of leachate extracted from the leachate storage tank for treatment at the City of
Belvidere's wastewater treatment plant. Leachate volume data will be provided by the City.

9. Hlinois professional engineer (P.E.) certification of the report.
10. The evaluation of VOCs per Condition 26 of the permit.

Based on a request by Boone County, an executive summary section will be added to the report.

Specific activities to be performed include:

1. Provide a warking copy of the report for review by Boone County, the City of Belvidere, and
City/County legal counsel. We do not anticipate any meetings will be necessary to discuss
the report and therefore costs for a meeting are not included.

2. Prepare the lllinois EPA LPC-PA1, LPC-PA16, and 39(i) Certification forms necessary for
submittal of the report as a supplemental permit application. This includes a P.E. certification
that will be performed by a TRC professional engineer licensed in lllinois.

3. Revise the report once, finalize the report, and submit four copies of the report to the lllinois
EPA, one copy to the City, one copy to the County, and one electronic copy to the
City/County legal counsel.

Task 5: Technical Services Support
TRC will provide additional reports, advice and consultation services for the groundwater, leachate
and landfill gas management system, as required and as it relates to areas of environmental
monitoring, analysis, repair and maintenance activities, and response(s) to questions from lllinois
EPA, as requested by the County Board and City Council. This task will include air emission
technical support related to the Registration of Smaller Sources (ROSS) requirements. These
additional services would be provided on a time and materials basis for any work as directed by
the County and/or City.

Task 6: Prepare Permit Application — Replacement Wells and Reduced Parameters

TRC will prepare a permit modification request to add five new PVC monitoring wells and remove
five stainiess steel monitoring wells from the monitoring program. The permit modification request
will include a comparison of metals resuits from the new wells and the wells to be replaced. Based
on this comparison, we will request removal of select metals from the monitoring program. In
addition, the permit modification request will include a review of VOC results to identify VOCs that
have not been detected in any site well for five consecutive semiannual groundwater sampling
events. The permit modification request will include a request to remove the identified VOCs from

the monitoring program.

Deliverables

TRC will provide the City/County with the following during the contract period:
1. Two Semi-Annual Statistical Reports.

2. Annual Corrective Action Evaluation Report.

3. Associated Technical Support requirements.

If requested, and scope and fees are approved, the third sequential permit application for reducing the
number of wells will be prepared for the City’s and County’s review prior to submittal to the agency.

7/14/2022 | Proposal No. 475522.9990 AN T R C
TRC - Madison, Wisconsin 4 "

\\madison-vipiRecords\-WPMSNPJT2147552219990\P4755229990-001.docx



2022 Annual Services

City of Belvidere/Boone County
Belvidere (Boone County) Landfill #2

Schedule

TRC will continue to work on this project after receiving your signed Work Authorization. Please refer to
Attachment 2 of this proposal for the Work Authorization form.

Rate Schedule

The attached 2022 rate schedule (see Attachment 3) has been updated to reflect current TRC personnel
categories. Shown below are the estimated 2022 project fees based on the above detail.

Proposed Fees

TRC proposes to perform the Scope of Services on a time-and-expenses basis in accordance with the
attached rate schedule. TRC will not exceed the contract price without prior written approval from the
City/County. Should the City/County request TRC to make changes in the services or to perform additional
services (beyond those items addressed in Tasks 1 through 6 above), TRC will prepare a Change Order for
acceptance by the City/County. Additional services will also be performed in accordance with the attached

rate schedule.

A breakdown by task is included in the following table.

Estimated
Element Annual Fees - 2022
Task 1; Statistical Evaluation $7,700
Task 2: Analytical Data M
Task 3: Groundwater Assessment $9,700
Task 4: Corrective Action Evaluation Report $18,300
Subtotal for Expected Services $35,700
Task 5: Technical Services Support $14,300
Task 6: Prepare Permit Application — Replacement Wells and Reduced $5,700
Parameters
Total: $55,700

' The work scope and associated charges for Task 2 are included in Task 1.

Basis for Estimated Cost

Costs associated with response actions and repairs outside the scape of this proposal, if necessary, will be
billed on a time-and-materials basis.

COVID-19 Pandemic Considerations

TRC's proposal accounts for the currently known effects of the COVID-19 pandemic, but TRC cannot predict
any different effects or requirements, such as impacts due to future governmental orders, CDC guidelines, or
extended duration of the COVID-19 pandemic. TRC reserves the right to obtain relief from schedule or
deliverable requirements due to a force majeure event in the event of further impacts to the work due to
COVID-18, and reserves the right to receive compensation for increased PPE, social distancing, or other

requirements that impact TRC's costs.

7/14/2022 | Proposal No. 475522.9990 AN TRC
5 Y 4

TRC - Madison, Wisconsin
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City of Belvidere/Boone County 2022 Annual Services
Belvidere (Boone County) Landfill #2

Terms of Contract

TRC proposes to perform the services under the Terms and Conditions between TRC Environmental
Corporation, Boone County and the City of Belvidere, lllinois, dated March 12, 2012. To accept this
proposal, please sign and return one copy of the enclosed Work Authorization form.

7/14/2022 | Proposal No. 475522.9990 AN TRC
TRC - Madison, Wisconsin 6 \ 4
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401 Whitney Boulevard, Suite 200
Belvidere, lllinois 61008 i i w rk
815-544-9256 Fax: 815-544-4255 Bel‘"dere PUbIIc o S

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Brent Anderson, Director of Public Works
Date: 9/7/2022

Re: WWTP Pretreatment Program — Local Limits Evaluation

Attached to this memo is a work order from Baxter & Woodman for completing the Pretreatment Local
Limits Evaluation with submittal to USEPA Region 5 and IEPA due on September 30, 2023.

| would recommend approval of the work order from Baxter & Woodman, in the amount not-to-exceed
$20,000.00, to complete this project. This work will be paid for from Line Item #61-5-820-6190.



CITY OF BELVIDERE, ILLINOIS
LOCAL LIMITS EVALUATION
ENGINEERING SERVICES
WORK ORDER

ENGINEERS’ PROJECT No. 221877.30

Project Description:

A Local Limits Evaluation is required to be conducted and submitted to USEPA and IEPA by September 30,
2023, per the City’s NPDES Permit Special Condition 10.A.8. We will prepare a Local Limits Report based
on the scope of services is outlined in Attachment A and submit it to USEPA and IEPA by September 30,
2023.

Engineering Services:
The general provisions of this contract are enumerated in the Professional Engineering Services
Agreement between the City and Engineers dated September 22, 2009.

Compensation:

Compensation for the services to be provided under this Work Order will be in accordance with the
Engineering Services Agreement dated September 22, 2009. The Owner shall pay the Engineer for the
services performed or furnished under Attachment A, based upon the Engineer’s standard hourly billing
rates for actual work time performed plus reimbursement of out-of-pocket expenses, which in total will
not exceed $20,000.

Submitted by: Baxter & Woodman, Inc. Approved by: City of Belvidere, lllinois

= 9«;64 - e-,/..:a/-—-'"""'r By:

By: -
Title: Associate Vice President Title:
Date: September 1, 2022 Date:

Additional Comments and Conditions: None.

BAXTER_\WOODMAN




City of Belvidere, lllinois Attachment A
Local Limits Evaluation
Engineering Services

Work Order 221877.30

SCOPE OF SERVICES

1. Conduct kick-off meeting with City to define sampling and data needs for the local limits’
evaluation. Identify any issues the WWTP may have experienced or are experiencing with
operations or particular pollutants of concern.

2. Prepare sampling requirements for the City’s Contract Laboratory.

3. Obtain and screen WWTP influent, effluent, and sludge data from the 2021 and 2022 NPDES
plant sampling for routine NPDES permit required pollutants.

4. Coordinate the Local Limits sampling with City. Prepare sampling schedule for City. The specific
samples needed for the Local Limits Evaluation are as follows:

a.  WWTP: Ten (10) days of paired analyses of time weighted raw influent and final effluent to
determine the removal efficiencies for the plant. We will be able to utilize two (2) paired
influent/effluent sampling data for routine semi-annual sampling.

b. Bio-solids: 503 report data from the previous two years can be used as the bulk of the bio-
solids information. One sample will be collected during the WWTP sampling which can be
from your routine bio-solids monitoring.

c.  RiverSampling: Three (3) grab samples will be taken upstream of the WWTP outfall to define
the stream characteristics. We will add this data to the stream data collected from the last
local limits evaluation.

d. Residential/Domestic Sampling: A total of three (3) samples from the residential/domestic
source locations will be taken. One sample will be taken at each residential location and
added to the data collected from the last local limits evaluation. The purpose of this
sampling is to establish the existing background pollutant concentrations from non-
permitted sources, purely residential and mixed-use areas.

e. The analyses that are identified by USEPA that will need to be evaluated for the
development of local limits include the following metals and non-metals:

Ammonia Nitrogen Chloride Nickel
Arsenic Copper Phosphorus
BOD Cyanide Selenium
coD Fats, Oil & Grease Silver

BAXTER .\ WOODMAN




City of Belvidere, lllinois Attachment A
Local Limits Evaluation
Engineering Services

Work Order 221877.30
Cadmium Lead Suifate
Chromium (Hexavalent) Mercury TSS
Chromium (Total) Molybdenum Zinc

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

The cost of this sampling and analyses by a contract laboratory is not included in this Work
Order. For your reference, laboratory analyses for other Local Limits evaluations over the
past five years have ranged between $8,000-510,000. Lab fees are subject to change. All
sampling and analysis must be conducted in accordance with 40 CFR 136.

Prepare and provide the City with the required sampling and analytical requirements for
collecting samples and sampling schedule.

Review sampling data as it is received from the Contract Laboratory to ensure the use of correct
sampling methods, holding times, preservatives, and quality control.

Evaluate WWTP, stream, and residential analytical data collected by the Contract Laboratory.
Prepare spreadsheets and supporting documentation for local limits evaluation.

Evaluate permitted industrial user data for incorporation into local limits evaluation.

Input City data plus State and Federal criteria in the USEPA approved local limit tables and
prepare preliminary local limit calculations based on most stringent calculation of the nine
criteria.

Meet with City to present proposed preliminary local limits and supporting data.

a. Discuss whether additional data is needed in order to improve targeted local limits
calculations.

b. Provide City with additional sampling requirements, if required.

Update local limits if additional sampling data was required and provide City with revised local
limits.

Provide draft report for City review that will include an executive narrative summary and
appendices with supporting documentation.

Incorporate City’s comments and finalize local limits report.

City Staff will obtain approval from City Council to submit Local Limits Report to USEPA. City
will provide a copy of the Council resolution to B&W.

BAXTER “WOODMAN



City of Belvidere, lllinois Attachment A
Local Limits Evaluation

Engineering Services

Work Order 221877.30

15. Submit Local Limits Report and City Council Resolution to USEPA for review. Submit copy to IEPA
for their records to show compliance with the NPDES permit requirement.

16. Address USEPA comments and discuss updates with City Staff. Provide updated Local Limits
Report to City for review and approval to resubmit to USEPA. Resubmit Local Limits Report to
USEPA.

17. If any local limits are less stringent, then USEPA will issue a tentative approval letter, which
directs the City to publish a 30-day public notice for the local limits. Prepare public notice for City
to publish. City will publish notice in a local newspaper. Submit public notice comments, if any,
to USEPA. If no comments, submit notice to USEPA that no comments were received.

18. USEPA will issue a letter giving the City authority to adopt the updated Local Limits in the Sewer
Use & Pretreatment Ordinance. Assist City with City Council for local limits adoption. City will
provide the Local Limits adoption resolution to B&W.

19. Submit final Local Limits adoption resolution to USEPA. USEPA will issue a final approval letter,
which will provide a timeframe for the City to update the wastewater discharge permits to reflect
the Local Limits updates. Assistance with updating the industrial user wastewater discharge
permits is not included in the scope for this project.

BAXTER "' WOODMAN



401 Whitney Boulevard, Suite 200

Beividere, lllinois 61008 H H
815-544-9256 Fax: 815-544-4255 BeIVIdere PUbIIc works

Memo

To: Mayor and City Council

From: Brent Anderson, Director of Public Works
Date: 9/7/2022

Re: WWTP NPDES Permit Renewal

Our WWTP NPDES Permit expires on September 30, 2024. The permit renewal application is due six
months prior to expiration on March 30, 2024. Attached to this memo is a work order from Baxter &
Woodman, in an amount not-to-exceed $12,000.00, for preparing the permit renewal application and
reviewing the draft permit.

I would recommend approval of the work order from Baxter & Woodman, in the amount not-to-exceed
$12,000.00, to complete this project. This work will be paid for from Line Item #61-5-820-6190.



CITY OF BELVIDERE, ILLINOIS
NPDES PERMIT RENEWAL
ENGINEERING SERVICES
WORK ORDER

ENGINEERS’ PROJECT No. 221878.30

Project Description:

The City’s NPDES Permit expires on September 30, 2024. The permit renewal application is due six months
prior to the expiration on March 30, 2024. Baxter & Woodman will assist with preparing the permit
renewal application and reviewing the draft permit. The detailed scope of services is outlined in
Attachment A. The permit renewal application will be submitted to IEPA by the March 30, 2024 deadline.

Engineering Services:
The general provisions of this contract are enumerated in the Professional Engineering Services
Agreement between the City and Engineers dated September 22, 2009.

Compensation:

Compensation for the services to be provided under this Work Order will be in accordance with the
Engineering Services Agreement dated September 22, 2009. The Owner shall pay the Engineer for the
services performed or furnished under Attachment A, based upon the Engineer’s standard hourly billing
rates for actual work time performed plus reimbursement of out-of-pocket expenses, which in total will

not exceed $12,000.
Submitted by: Baxter & Woodman, Inc. Approved by: City of Belvidere, lllinois
BV: /r"' -'3';'-&"‘ "2:4,/ BV:
Title: Associate Vice President Title:
Date: September 1, 2022 Date:

Additional Comments and Conditions: None.

BAXTER "WOODMAN



City of Belvidere, Illinois Attachment A
NPDES Permit Renewal

Engineering Services

Work Order 221878.30

SCOPE OF SERVICES

NPDES Permit Renewal Assistance

1. Identify records needed to complete permit application and hold kick-off meeting with City staff.
2. Review, input, and statistically evaluate WWTP effluent data.

3. Evaluate EPA’s Enforcement and Compliance History Online (ECHO) database to confirm
completeness of treatment plant effluent and compliance data.

4. Compare WWTP data to data used by IEPA in the Water Quality Based Effluent Limitation (WQBEL)
memo for discrepancies. Note that this task will be delayed to the review phase if the WQBEL has
not been prepared or updated to the current permit cycle by IEPA.

5. ldentify discrepancies of effluent and compliance data from review of ECHO and WQBEL to IEPA
and provide direction to City to obtain data as needed to minimize proposed monitoring
requirements.

6. Complete the permit application forms and submit to City for review. Incorporate City’'s
comments (if any).

7. Prepare a cover letter and submit permit applications to IEPA before March 30, 2024.

8. Subsequent to IEPA review of the permit renewal forms, we will follow-up on comments or
additional requirements that IEPA may make or request.

NPDES Draft Permits Review & Response

Once the pre-final draft permit is issued, the permittee is given ten days to respond to the draft NPDES
permit. By assisting with the permit renewal application, Baxter & Woodman is automatically added to
the list of notified recipients when the draft permit is issued. This part of this proposal is for assistance in
reviewing and responding to the draft permits, which includes reviewing the draft permit, advising the
City of proposed modifications to the existing permit, and providing comments to IEPA. After the permit
is issued for public comment, the City will have one last opportunity to review and comment before the
final permit is issued. Our scope of services is as follows:

1. Review the draft NPDES permit from |IEPA.

2. Obtain and review the Ammonia Worksheet and WQBEL memos for each facility from [EPA.

BAXTER " WOODMAN



City of Belvidere, lllinois Attachment A
NPDES Permit Renewal

- Engineering Services
Work Order 221878.30

3. Advise the City of any changes from the existing NDPES permits and whether these changes will
require process modifications.

4. Provide comments to IEPA on the draft permit.
5. Discuss draft permit comments with IEPA as needed.

6. Review the Public Notice NPDES permit from IEPA. We will identify any revisions from the pre-
draft permit and advise the City of new tasks that are required to address modifications to the
permit. These tasks may include additional sampling, studies to evaluate upgrades to meet new
permit limits, and complying with new reporting requirements.

7. Review the final NPDES permit from IEPA and verify the content is the same as the Public Notice
Permit.

BAXTER -\ WOODMAN



401 Whitney Blvd
Belvidere, IL 61008 i
815-544-9256 Fax: 815-544-4255 PUbllc works Department

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Brent Anderson, Director of Public Works
Date: 9/6/2022

Re: U.S. Department of Transportation
Notice of Funding Opportunity: Railroad Crossing Elimination Program

The United States Department of Transportation has issued a Notice of Funding Opportunity for their
Railroad Crossing Elimination Program. More than $573,000,000 is available during this funding year.
This new competitive discretionary grant program will provide grants to create grade separations —
such as overpasses and underpasses — as well as closures and track relocations. Planning,
environmental review and other preliminary design elements are also eligible for grant funding. The
Federal Railroad Administration will evaluate project proposals based on their potential to improve
safety by eliminating crossings or improving existing highway-rail grade crossings; increase access to
emergency services; reduce emissions; provide economic benefit; and hire locally, among other
possible community enhancements. Grant applications are due by 5:00 P.M. on October 4, 2022. The
funding level for this grant is 80% federal and 20% local.

Based on the criteria for this grant, | believe that the proposed Appleton Road Grade Separation
Project would be a good candidate project. The grant application would be in the amount of
$2,600,000 for the Planning (Phase |) and Design (Phase Il) services for the Appleton Road Grade
Separation Project. The budgetary estimated cost for the grade separation structure is $16,400,000
and the associated Appleton Road widening project from the Kishwaukee River to the U.S. Route 20
ramps budgetary estimate is $4,600,000. Attached to this memo is a proposal from Hampton, Lenzini
& Renwick, our certified bridge manager, in the amount of $12,000.00, to complete the grant
application.

| would recommend approval of the proposal from Hampton, Lenzini & Renwick, in the amount of
$12,000.00, to complete the planning and design grant application for the Appleton Road Grade
Separation Project. This work will be paid for from Line ltem #41-5-110-8025.
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CITY OF BELVIDERE
APPLETON ROAD EXTENSION
OVER UPRR - 2 TRACKS
PROPOSED STRUCTURE:
THREE SPAN STEEL PG BRIDGE @ 505 FT LONG
2- INTEGRAL ABUTMENTS AND 2 - RC CRASHWALL PIERS
MECH STABILIZED EARTH RETAINING WALL AT SE APPROACH
TYPICAL DECK SECTION: 4-12 FT LANES, 4 FT RAISED MEDIAN, 6 FT SHOULDERS: 74 FT WIDTH
STAGING TRAFFIC- 2 LANES X 2 STAGES

ITEM UNIT OF
NUMBER PAY ITEM DESCRIPTION MEASURE QUANTITY i e g e

1 TREE REMOV 6-15 UNIT 200 $15.00 $3,000.00
2 TREE REMOV OVER 15 UNIT 200 $20.00 $4,000.00
3 EARTH EXCAVATION CuUYD 1,000 $25.00 $25,000.00
4 REM & DISP UNS MATL CUYD 400 $30.00 $12,000.00
5 FURNISHED EXCAVATION CUYD 54,133 $16.00 $866,133.33
6 POROUS GRAN BACKFILL CUYD 1,000 $35.00 $35,000.00
7 TOPSOIL EXC & PLAC CUYD 500 $10.00 $5,000.00
8 SEEDING CL 2A ACRE 2.0 $12,000.00 $24,000.00
9 SEEDING CL 4 ACRE 03 $15,000.00 $4,500.00
10 EROSION CONTR BLANKET sQYD 15,000 $6.00 $90,000.00
1 TEMP DITCH CHECKS FOOT 200 $10.00 $2,000.00
12 PERIMETER EROS BAR FOOT 3,000 $5.00 $15,000.00
13 INLET & PIPE PROTECT EACH 16 $200.00 $3,200.00
14 STONE RIPRAP CL A2 sQYD 250 $50.00 $12,500.00
15 FILTER FABRIC sQyYD 250 $6.00 $1,500.00
29 REM EXIST STRUCT RR SIGNALS EACH 1 $50,000.00 $50,000.00
30 PROTECTIVE SHIELD sQ YD 4,152 $12.00 $49,824.00
31 COFFERDAMS EACH 2 $70,000.00 $140,000.00
32 COFFERDAM EXCAVATION CUYD 250 $25.00 $6,250.00
33 SEAL COAT CONCRETE cUYD 83 $400.00 $33,200.00
34 CONC STRUCT CuYD 628 $1,200.00 $753,600.00
35 CONC SUP-STR CUYD 1,210 $1,500.00 $1,815,000.00
36 BR DECK GROOVING SQ YD 3,767 $10.00 $37,670.00
37 PROTECTIVE COAT SQYD 4,771 $10.00 $47,710.00
38 CONC SUPSTR APP SLAB CUYD 210 $900.00 $189,000.00
39 F & E STRUCT STEEL LSUM 1 $5,733,000.00 $5,733,000.00
40 STUD SHEAR CONNECTORS EACH 18,180 $5.00 $90,900.00
41 REINF BARS, EPOXY CTD POUND 452,000 $2.00 $904,000.00
42 BAR SPLICERS EACH 100 $10.00 $1,000.00
43 FUR M S PILE 14X0.312 FOOT 4,800 $90.00 $432,000.00
44 DRIVING PILES FOOT 4,800 $10.00 $48,000.00
45 TEST PILE MET SHELLS EACH 2 $10,000.00 $20,000.00
49 ANCHOR BOLTS 1 EACH 112 $20.00 $2,240.00
55 MECH ST EARTH RET WL (SOUTH ONLY) SQFT 17,220 $105.00 $1,808,100.00
56 GRANULAR BACKFILL STR CUYD 2,000 $40.00 $80,000.00
57 GEOCOMPOSITE WALL DR sQyD 150 $18.00 $2,700.00
58 CONC HDWL FOR P DRAIN EACH 4 $250.00 $1,000.00
59 PIPE UNDERDRT 2 4 FOOT 304 $25.00 $7,600.00
60 ENGR FIELD OFFICE A CAL MO 18 $1,500.00 $27,000.00
61 MOBILIZATION LSUM 300,000 $1.00 $300,000.00



62
63
64
65
66
68
69
70
71
72
73

THPL PVT MK LINE 4 FOOT
RAISED REFL PAVT MKR EACH
LUM LED RDWY H EACH
LT P A 47.5MH 15MA EACH
STORM SEWCLA 2 15 FOOT
TRAF CONT & PROT SPL LSUM
CONSTRUCTION LAYOUT LSUM
DRAINAGE SCUPPR DS-11 EACH
DRAINAGE SYSTEM LSUM
RR PROT LIABILITY INS L SUM
TRAINEES HOUR

STAGING TRAFFIC- 2 LANES X 2 STAGES
MECH ST EARTH RET WL

6,000
100
20

20
500

500

SUBTOTAL
15,000

SUBTOTAL

15% CONTINGENCIES / INFLATION

TOTAL ESTIMATE OF COST

MADE BY: SWM DATE: 4/05/2022
CHECK BY: SMS  DATE: 4/05/2022

$1.00 $6,000.00
$10.00 $1,000.00
$1,000.00 $20,000.00
$2,000.00 $40,000.00
$40.00 $20,000.00
$50,000.00 $50,000.00
$80,000.00 $80,000.00
$800.00 $12,800.00
$20,000.00 $20,000.00
$100,000.00  $100,000.00
$35.00  $17,500.00
$14,050,927.33

$105.00 $1,575,000.00

$15,625,927.33

$2,343,889.10

$16,394,816.43



401 Whitney Blvd
Belvidere, IL 61008 H
815-544-9256 Fax;: 815-544-4255 Publlc works Department

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Brent Anderson, Director of Public Works
Date: 9/7/2022

Re: Genoa Road Jurisdictional Transfer — Lane Study

Included in the intergovernmental agreement with the County for the jurisdictional transfer of Genoa
Road from U.S. Route 20 to the I-90 Tollway is a provision for the completion of a lane study of that
section of Genoa Road and the corresponding improvements based on that study. The cost of the
study and the recommended improvements would be split by the City and County on an equal basis.

We have received a proposal from CES, Inc. to complete the lane study at a cost not-to-exceed
$5,650.00. It is anticipated that the recommend improvements would be completed at the time of future
development of the adjacent property

| would recommend approval of the proposal from CES, Inc, in the amount of $5,650.00 to complete
the lane evaluation study for Genoa Road from U.S. Route 20 to the 1-90 Tollway. The City’s share of
this cost, $2,825.00, will be paid for from Line ltem #01-5-360-6140.



C.E.S. Inc. — Main Office C.E.S. dba Survey-Tech

700 West Locust Street 104 A Maple Court
Belvidere, lliinois 6 008 Rochelle, IL 61068
Phone: (815) 547-8435 Phone: (815) 562-877 1
Fax: (815) 544-042 | Fax: (&15) 562-6555

Rewvin.Bunge@Cwilideas.com

WORK AUTHORIZATION

Date: May 10, 2022 ((REVISED 9-7-22))
Subject: Genoa Rd Lane Evaluation
Requested by: City of Belvidere — Brent Anderson

General scope of work to be completed:
C.E.S. Inc. and KLOA will prepare a lane evaluation study of Genoa Rd from U.S. 20 south to Interstate
0.

The following items are attached:
e KLOA's proposal to C.E.S. Inc.
« Map afttachment of project area and currently known development characteristics.

C.E.S. Inc. will provide:
e Access points (at the City's direction) to KLOA.
Development characteristics (size and type of development) to KLOA.
Coordination of data inputs for KLOA.
Road profile to KLOA (for site distance check).
Project management and administration.

e o o @

Not included in the quoted fees:

Revisions due to changes in the scope or limits of project after our work has commenced; Application
fees to any agency; Negotiations with property owners for easement or access rights; access studies;
design plans; KLOA attendance at meetings.

Fees: N.T.E. $5,650

Approval of Quote and Authorization to proceed (Owner/Client) Date

Printed Name (Owner/Client) Title

Organization (Owner/Client)

Please deliver, mail, e-mail, or fax completed Work Authorization to C.E.S. Inc. at
Kevin.Bunge@Civilideas.com




A e AT P T s
- o

[ g—
:h‘_i-l__—_-_"'-_ . = . — "

—y—————
='.:-F'EE=\-;--‘*
LT S==T

3
e
S

A




401 Whitney Bivd
Belvidere, IL 61008
815-544-9256 Fax: 815-544-4255

Public Works Department

- Memo

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Brent Anderson, Director of Public Works
Date: 9/7/2022

Re: Genoa Road Jurisdictional Transfer

With the annexation of the Belvidere Retail Subdivision property and to maximize adjacent
development, a jurisdictional transfer of Genoa Road from U.S. Route 20 to the 1-90 Tollway from the
County to the City is warranted.

Attached to this memo is a draft intergovernmental agreement with the County regarding the transfer
along with the required IDOT forms. Included in the intergovernmental agreement are provisions for
snow plowing, improvements to the existing Genoa Road, future capacity improvements to Genoa
Road based on development, and additional jurisdictional transfers as property is annexed south of the
tollway.

| would recommend approval of the intergovernmental agreement with Boone County and the
jurisdictional transfer of Genoa Road from U.S. Route 20 to the -90 Tollway.



HIGHWAY MAP OF
BOONE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

Genoa Road Transfer

North

Detail




llinois Department Jurisdictional Transfer Agreement o
of Transportation (Local Public Agency to Local Public Agency)

CONVEYOR RECIPIENT

Local Public Agency No. 1 Local Public Agency No. 2

County of Boone City of Belvidere

LPA Type County LPA Type County

County Boone |M unicipality Boone

In accordance with authority granted in Section 4-409 of the lllinois Highway Code, this agreement is made and entered into between the
above Local Public Agency No. 1 hereinafter referred to as "Conveyor" and the above Local Public Agency No. 2, hereinafter referred to
as "Recipient", to transfer the jurisdiction of the designated location from the Conveyor to the Recipient.

Location Description

Road Name Route(s) Length (miles)
Genoa Road CH4 0.5

Key Route(s) Information

004 95028 000000

Termini

US 20 (Grant Highway) to the north & 1-90 (Jane Addams Tollway) to the south

This transfer does not [_] does include NBIS Structure No(s). |004-9921

Include For Counties Only
WHEREAS, the authority to make changes to the County Highway System is granted to the County by Section 5-105 of the lllinois
Highway Code. NOW THEREFORE IT IS AGREED that the County Board of said County will pass a resolution providing for the transfer of
the above location and shall attach hereto and make a part thereof a copy a location map as Addendum No. 1 and an original of the
resolution as an Addendum, and
Include For Municipalities Only

WHEREAS, the authority to make changes to the Municipal Street System is granted to the Municipality of Section 7-101 of the lliinois
Highway Code. NOW THEREFORE IT IS AGREED that the corporate authority of said municipality will pass an ordinance providing for
the transfer of the above location and shall attach hereto and make a part thereof a copy of a location map as Addendum No. 1 and an
original of the ordinance as an Addendum, and

IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED, that this jurisdictional transfer will become effective (check one):

IX] Upon IDOT approval ] calendar days after [] other

Attachments
Additional information and/or stipulations, if any, are hereby attached and identified below as being a part of this agreement.
Location Map (Addendum No.1) Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) ##-22
Ordinance/Resolution (Addendum No. 2) ]

IT IS FURTHER AGREED, that the provisions of this agreement shall be binding upon and inures to the benefit of the parties hereto, their
successor and assigns.

Signatures
APPROVED BY CONVEYOR APPROVED BY RECIPIENT
Name of Local Public Agency Official Name of Local Public Agency Official
Karl Johnson Clinton Morris
Title Title
Boone County Board Chairman City of Belvidere Mayor
Local Public Agency Official Date Local Public Agency Official Date

Printed 08/26/22 Page 1 of 2 BLR 05212 (Rev. 07/28/21)



STATE OF ILLINOIS
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

APPROVED
Director

Office of Highways Project Implementation Signature  Date

Printed 08/26/22 Page 2 of 2 BLR 05212 (Rev. 07/28/21)



INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF BOONE, ILLINOIS AND
THE CITY OF BELVIDERE, BOONE COUNTY, ILLINOIS FOR
JURISDICTIONAL TRANSFER OF
GENOA ROAD (SOUTH OF US 20 & NORTH OF 1-90)

This Intergovernmental Agreement (hereinafter referred to as "AGREEMENT") is entered
into this ##" day of November, 2022, between the County of Boone, Illinois (hereinafter referred
to as the "COUNTY"), a body corporate and politic, with offices at 1212 Logan Avenue,
Belvidere, Illinois 61008 and the City of Belvidere, Boone County, Illinois (hereinafter referred
to as the "CITY"), with offices at 401 Whitney Blvd, Belvidere, Illinois 61008. The COUNTY
and the CITY are hereinafter sometimes individually referred to as a "party" or together as the
"parties."

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the CITY and the COUNTY are public agencies within the meaning of Illinois
Intergovernmental Cooperation Act, 5 ILCS 220/1 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, Atrticle VII, Section 10, of the 1970 Constitution of the State of Illinois (the
“Illinois Constitution”) encourages and provides for units of local government to contract and
otherwise associate with each other to exercise, combine or transfer any power or function; and

WHEREAS, the COUNTY by virtue of its power set forth in the “Counties Code” (55
ILCS 5/1-1001 et seq.) and the “Illinois Highway Code” (605 ILCS 5/1-101 et seq.) and the CITY
by virtue of its power set forth in the “Municipal Code” (65 ILCS 1/1-1-1 et seq.) are authorized
to enter into this AGREEMENT; and

WHEREAS, the authority to make changes to the Municipal Street System is granted to
the CITY of Section 7-101 of the Illinois Highway Code; and

WHEREAS, the authority to make changes to the County Highway System is granted to
the COUNTY by Section 5-105 of the Illinois Highway Code; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution ##-22 adopted by the COUNTY on September ##,
2022, the COUNTY provided for the deletion of Genoa Road (CH 4); and.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, terms and conditions set
forth herein, the receipt and sufficiency of which the parties do hereby acknowledge and approve,
the parties agree as follows:

1. The recitals set forth above are incorporated herein and made a part hereof.

2, The COUNTY agrees to plow the snow from Crystal Parkway (westbound I-90
Ramps) south to the Boone County jurisdictional Genoa Road as part of the
County’s normal snow removal operations. Either agency, the City of Belvidere or
Boone County may end the snow removal operation by the Boone County Highway
Department by submitting a written 90-day notice. This snow plowing stipulation

1



will automatically terminate upon City of Belvidere annexation contiguous to
Genoa Road south of Interstate 90.

The CITY agrees to provide capacity upgrades to Genoa Road as needed from City
of Belvidere jurisdiction extended south to the eastbound Interstate-90 ramps
(including the eastbound I-90 Ramp intersection).

The COUNTY agree to jurisdictionally transfer Genoa Road to the CITY from the
north side of Interstate-90 to Fern Hill Road upon CITY annexation of land south
of Interstate-90 and contiguous to Genoa Road.

The CITY and COUNTY agree to equally split the cost of a Genoa Road “Lane
Study” and equal split the cost of the subsequent agreed to improvements from the
“Lane Study”.

This document shall be a final embodiment of the AGREEMENT by and between
the COUNTY and the CITY. No oral changes or modifications of this
AGREEMENT shall be permitted or allowed. Changes or modifications to this
AGREEMENT shall be made only in writing and upon the necessary and proper
signature of the COUNTY and the CITY.

This AGREEMENT shall be governed by the laws of the State of Illinois as to both
interpretation and performance. The forum for resolving any disputes concerning

the parties' respective performance, or failure to perform, under this
AGREEMENT, shall be the Circuit Court for Boone County, Illinois.

In the event that any provisions of this AGREEMENT shall be held invalid or
unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, such holdings shall not
invalidate or render unenforceable any other provisions hereto.

This AGREEMENT shall be binding upon and inure to the benefits of the parties
hereto, their successors and assigns.



Dated at Boone County, Illinois, this ##" day of September, 2022.

ATTEST:

Dated at Belvidere, Illinois this

Karl Johnson, Chairman
Boone County Board

Julie A. Bliss, Boone County Clerk

day of , 2022,

ATTEST:

Clinton Morris, Mayor
City of Belvidere

Sarah Turnipseed, City Clerk
City of Belvidere



COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. ##-22

Providing for the deletion of Genoa Road (CH 4) beginning at south Right-of-Way of
U.S. Route 20 (Grant Highway) and extending south to the north Right-of-Way of
Interstate-90 (Jane Addams Memorial Tollway), a distance of 0.5 miles, from the County
Highway System in Boone County, Illinois.

WHEREAS, the County Board of Boone County and the City of Belvidere entered into
an agreement for the transfer of the jurisdiction of the above location to the City of
Belvidere Road System.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the above location, with Illinois
Department of Transportation approval, be deleted from the highway system of Boone
County.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the clerk is hereby directed to transmit four certified
copies of this Local Agency Agreement for Jurisdictional Transfer to the State through its
District Engineer’s Office at Dixon, [llinois.

Certificate

L, Julie A. Bliss, County Clerk in and for said County in the State of Illinois, and keeper
of the records and files thereof, as provided by statute, do hereby certify the foregoing to
be true, perfect and complete copy of said Resolution adopted by the County Board of
Boone County at its Board meeting held at Belvidere, Illinois on , 2022.

In TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said
County at my office in Belvidere, in said County, this day of "
A.D., 2022.

Julie A. Bliss
County Clerk



Mattfew Wallace Sthane Waeady Patrick Gardner
Deputy Chief-Inuvestigations Chief of Police Deputy Chief-Fatrel

615 N. Main Street - Belvidere, IL 61008 - Phone: 815-544-9626 - Fax: 815-544-9603 - www.ci.belvidere.il.us

TO: Mayor Morris and City Council
FROM: Chief Shane Woody
DATE: September 12, 2022

RE: Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

Attached to this memo is a 5-year Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan developed by the Boone County
Emergency Management Agency Director Dan Zaccard. Zaccard is required to have a resolution from
each governing jurisdiction in Boone County approving the plan before presenting the 5-year plan to

the lllinois Emergency Management Agency.

Motion: To accept the 5-year Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan as presented.

Respectfully,

Shane Woody
Chief of Police



Boone County, lllinois
Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

A 2022 Update of the 2014 Countywide MHMP
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Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

Boone County, lllinois

Adoption Date: --

Primary Point of Contact

Dan Zaccard
Coordinator
Boone County Emergency Management Agency
615 N. Main Street
Belvidere, IL 61008
Phone: (815) 494-8659
Email: zaccard@boonecountysheriff.com

Secondary Point of Contact

Dave Ernest
Sheriff
Boone County Sheriff's Office
615 N. Main Street
Belvidere, IL 61008
Phone: (815) 547-5549
Email: Ernest@boonecountysheriff.com
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Section 1. Introduction

Hazard mitigation is any sustained action to reduce or eliminate long-term risk to human life and property
from hazards. The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) makes reducing hazards one of its
primary goals; hazard-mitigation planning and the subsequent implementation of mitigation projects,
measures, and policies is a primary mechanism in achieving FEMA’s goal.

The Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan (MHMP} is a requirement of the Federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000
(DMA 2000). The development of a local government plan is required in order to maintain eligibility for
certain federal disaster assistance and hazard mitigation funding programs. In order for the National Flood

insurance Program (NFIP) communities to be eligible for future mitigation funds, they must adopt an
MHMP.

In recognition of the importance of planning in mitigation activities, FEMA created Hazus Multi-Hazard
(Hazus-MH), a powerful geographic information system {GIS)-based disaster risk assessment tool. This
tool enables communities of all sizes to estimate losses from floods, hurricanes, earthquakes, and other
natural hazards and to measure the impact of various mitigation practices that might help reduce those
losses. The lllinois Emergency Management Agency (IEMA) has determined that Hazus-MH should play a
critical role in the risk assessments performed in lllinois.

Boone County completed their previous Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan in 2014. Southern lllinois University
Carbondale (SIU) and Boone County have joined efforts in updating the County’s mitigation plan. The
update process addresses changes in the probability and impact of specific hazards to the county, as well
as changes in land-use, population, and demographics. The plan incorporates detailed GIS and Hazus-MH
Level 2 analyses to improve the risk assessment. The plan also revises and updates mitigation strategies.
This document hereby serves as Boone Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan update.
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Section 2. Planning Process

2.1 Timeline

The MHMP update process is broken into a series of four meetings. These meetings were organized by
SIU and hosted by the Boone Emergency Management Agency. At these meetings, various tasks were
completed by SIU and the Boone Mitigation Planning Team.

Meeting 1: Introduction of the MHMP process and organize resources. SIU gathered local
resources that contributed to the detailed county risk assessment and presented the county’s
historical hazards. Based on this information, the Planning Team identified natural hazards to
include in the plan, and ranked hazard mitigation priority by potential damages and frequency of
occurrence.

Meeting 2: The aim of meeting 2 is development of mitigation strategies for the various
jurisdictions based on identified needs and the informed by hazard rankings derived from meeting
1. FEMA requires the plan to contain mitigation strategies specific to each hazard and for each
incorporated area within the county. This meeting was intended for the third week of March 2020.
However, due to the COVID-19 response, the formal assembly was unable to take place. In lieu of
this, SIU (Dr. James Conder) and the Boone County EMA director (Dan Zaccard) had a formal
phone call on April 6, discussing previous and future mitigation strategies for the county. SIU
presented options for funding implementation of different mitigation strategies, including a
printed guide. It was decided that the county EMA would work directly with the participating
jurisdictions to help develop their respective mitigation strategies. This was achieved over the
subsequent weeks. The Planning Team lent local knowledge to identify and prioritize mitigation
strategies and projects that can address the threats identified in the previously developed risk
assessments.

Meeting 3: The aim of meeting three is to invite public involvement. Again, because of the COVID-
19 crisis, this could not take place as a formal assembly. In lieu of a formal assembly, the plan
including draft risk assessments derived from the Hazus-MH and GIS modeling of the identified
disasters and mitigations strategies identified by the planning team were posted on the County
website for comment and/or questions. The formal comment period spanned May 19 — May 28,
but was left open to later comments as well. In addition to the website itself, the general public
was notified of the week-long comment period through various social media and a newspaper
announcement. The gathered public input was utilized in the planning process, fulfilling one of
FEMA’s requirements for public input.

Meeting 4: The Planning Team reviewed the draft plan and, proposed revisions, and accepted
the plan after SIU incorporated the necessary changes. This was accomplished via email with SIU
and the County EMA acting as contact points for edit updates. Subsequently, SIU forwarded the
county MHMP to the mitigation staff at the lllinois Emergency Management Agency (IEMA) for
review prior to submitting it to FEMA.
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2.2 lJurisdiction Participation Information

Six jurisdictions participated in the development of this MHMP with the intent of formally adopting the
plan and subsequently fulfill the requirements of the DMA 2000. Various representatives from each
jurisdiction were present at the meetings (see Section 2.3 Planning Team Information). Each jurisdiction

falls under the one of the following categories: County, City, Village, Town, School, or Non-Profit
Organization.

2.3 Planning Team Information

Dan Zaccard, Boone EMA Coordinator, heads the Planning Team. The Planning Team includes
representatives from various county departments, municipalities, and public and private utilities.
Members of the Planning Team have a common vested interest in the County’s long-term strategy to
reduce disaster losses and break the cycle of disaster damage, reconstruction, and repeated damage.
Members of the Planning Team actively participated in the meetings, reviewed, and provided comments
on the draft plan, participated in the public input process and the county’s formal adoption of the plan.

Boone Plannirg Team Members

Jurisdiction : Name _ Title
Boone County - Dan Zaccard Coordinator B
Boone County Pat Molloy Lieutenant
Boone County Joe Shadden Information Technology Director
Boone County Dan Streed Deputy Director of Administration
City of Belvidere ~ AlHyser Fire Chief
City of Belvidere Brent Anderson Director of Public Works
Boone County Sherry Giesecke ~ Board Member
Boone County Health Department Ellen Genrich Emergency Response
Winnebago and Boone Counties Paul Chiodine Paramedic Supervisor
Poplar Grove Owen Costanza Mayor
Timberlane Steve Rapp _Village President
Capron Conrad Labinsky Mayor

The DMA 2000 planning regulations require that Planning Team members from each jurisdiction actively
participate in the MHMP process. The Planning Team was actively involved on the following components:
e Attending the MHMP meetings

e Providing available assessment and parcel data and historical hazard information
e Reviewing and providing comments on the draft plans
e Coordinating and participating in the public input process
e Coordinating the formal adoption of the plan by the county
Participating Jurisdictions
Boone County City of Belvidere Village of Poplar Grove
Boone County Health Department Village of Capron Village of Timberlane

The first MHMP update meeting was held in Belvidere, lllinois on December 9, 2019. Representatives from
SIU explained the rationale behind the MHMP update process and answered questions from the
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jurisdictional representatives and other interested stakeholders. SIU representatives also provided an
overview of GIS/Hazus-MH, described the timeline and the process of mitigation planning.

Due to the COVID-19 crisis, the Boone Planning Team | ——
was only able to formally assemble for the first Planning Meetings
meeting, lasting approximately two hours in length.

The Additional meetings were held outside of the four MEETING 1 Dec 9, 2019
formal meetings. Appendix A includes the minutes for

all meeting. During these meetings, the Planning Team MEETING 2 "April 6™, 2020
successfully identified critical facilities, reviewed

hazard data and maps, identified and assessed the MEETING 3 May 19'*, 2020
effectiveness of existing mitigation measures,

established mitigation projects for the future, and MEETING 4 June 10, 2020
assisted with preparation of the public participation |
information. L

2.4 Public Involvement

The Boone County EMA solicited and encouraged public input throughout the planning process. The public
was explicitly invited to give input from May 19 — May 28, 2020 with the plan posted on the county website
enabling review of the County’s risk assessment and mitigation strategies. Appendix B contains a press
release sent to the local newspaper and screen shots of the county website where the plan was posted
for public review.

2.5 Neighboring Community Involvement

The Planning Team invited participation from various representatives of county government, local city
and town governments, community groups, local businesses, and universities. The Planning Team also
invited participation from adjacent counties to obtain their involvement in the planning process.

Person Participating Neighboring Jurisdiction T TEIe/C_)rga_rli-zagior;
Michele Pankow City of Rockford EMA Director
David Christensen McHenry County EMA Director

2.6 Review of Technical Documents

The Boone Planning Team identified technical documents from key agencies to assist in the planning
process. These documents include land use plans, comprehensive plans, emergency response plans,
municipal ordinances, and building codes. The planning process incorporated the existing natural hazard
mitigation elements from previous planning efforts. The following technical data, reports, and studies
were utilized:

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Developing the Mitigation Plan
Mitigation Ideas
Local Mitigation Planning Handbook
Flood Insurance Study

United States Census Bureau
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County Profile Information
2018 Census Data
American Community Survey (2013-2017)
U.S. Army Corp of Engineers
2019 Executive Summary - Levee System
NOAA National Climatic Data Center
Climate Data
NOAA / National Water Service Storm Prediction Center
Severe Weather Data
lllinois Emergency Management Agency
2014 Hllinois Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
2014 303d Listed Waters and Watershed Maps
Illinois State Water Survey
Climate Data
lllinois Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity
Community Profiles
Boone County
2019 Assessment Records
2019 Countywide GIS Parcel Database
2014 Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

2.7 Adoption by Local Government

Upon IEMA and FEMA approval, the Planning Team presented and recommended the plan to the County
Board for formal adoption. The plan was formally adopted by the Boone County Board on <adoption
date>. The Planning Team worked with the County and its jurisdictions to ensure all parties formally
adopted the plan. Appendix C contains the Adopting Resolutions for each participating jurisdiction.

Section 3. County Profile

3.1 County Background

Boone County is located in northern lllinois along the lllinois-Wisconsin border. Boone County is
surrounded by McHenry County to the east, Winnebago County to the west and DeKalb County to the
south. Boone County was formed out of Winnebago County in 1837. The county is named after the
American pioneer, Daniel Boone. Figure 3-1 displays the geographical location of Boone County and its
incorporated municipalities. Belvidere has remained the county seat since 1843.
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Figure 3-1. Boone and Surrounding Region
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3.2 Demographics

Boone County’s population is 53,577, a decrease of 0.97% from 2010 to 2018 (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018
Estimate). The population is spread through nine townships: Belvidere; Bonus; Boone; Caledonia; Flora;
Leroy; Manchester; Poplar Grove; and Spring. Boone County has six incorporated jurisdictions, including:
Belvidere; Caledonia; Capron; Garden Prairie; Poplar Grove; and Timberlane. The largest incorporated
jurisdiction in Boone County is Belvidere, which has a population of approximately 30,109 (U.S. Census
Bureau, 2018 Estimate). Figure 3-2 includes the breakdown of population by township.
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Figure 3-2. Boone 2010 Population by Township
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3.3 Economy and Industry

The American Community Survey (2013-2017) reported that the civilian labor force comprised 46.8% of
the workforce in Boone County. Table 3-1 includes the employment distribution by industrial sector.
Manufacturing, retail trade, and education represent the largest sectors, employing 52.4% of the

workforce. The annual per capita income in Boone County is $26,105 (American Community Survey, 2013-
2017).

Table 3-1. Boone County’s Major Employers

Employer . ;i Industry ~__ Approximate Number of Employees

_Americold - ] Warehousing i 138
_Belvidere School District 100 Education 600
Capron Manufacturing Manufacturing 150
Chrysler Belvidere Plant ~Manufacturing S 3900
Dean Foods ~ Food & Beverage 110
General Mills Food & Beverage 560
Ipsen USA Belvidere Heat Treat & Manufacturing - ] 55
North Boone School District 200 ] Education 200
Syncreon Logistics 75

Source: https://factfinder.census.gov/

Land Use and Development Trends

Figure 3-3 depicts the land use within Boone County. The predominant land cover in Boone County is
crops, followed by medium and low intensity urban development, pasture, and deciduous forest. Crops
and pastures are distributed throughout the county, while areas of deciduous forest are usually found
along rivers or around water bodies. Urban development is predominantly located within the triangle
formed by US Business 20, Beloit Road, and the County Line. The city of Belvidere is the area of most
significant urban development. Suburban development is located within the City of Belvidere, and to an
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extent, in the Villages of Capron and Poplar Grove and Candlewick. Small village-character development
is located within Caledonia, Capron, Poplar Grove, Garden Prairie, and to some extent, Herbert. While
there are no state parks in Boone County, there are six structures in the National Register of Historic
Places, including the Pettit Memorial Chapel designed by famous architect Frank Lloyd Wright. Since
adoption of the 2014 plan, development in Boone County has been modest with no significant shifts in
land use or development.

Figure 3-3. Land Use in Boone County
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3.4 Climate

Boone County climate is humid continental with warm summers and cold winters. Seasonal temperatures
range from highs in the 80s in summer months and lows in the teens in winter months. The highest
temperature on record is 109 °F and the lowest is -29 °F. Average annual precipitation is 35.5 inches, with
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most precipitation occurring in spring and summer months. Average annual snowfall is approximately 34
inches. Annual humidity averages around 75%. Wind is common, frequently with gusts around 20 mph.

3.6 Topography
Boone County is situated in the Rock River Hill County physiographic regions. Figure 3-5 depicts the
physiographic regions of Boone County.

Figure 3-4. Physiographic Divisions of Boone and Surrounding Terrain
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3.7 Major Lakes, Rivers, and Watersheds

Boone County has several water bodies, the most prominent of which is Candlewick Lake. The most

prominent river in Boone County is the Kishwaukee River, which runs through the center of Belvidere.

According to the USGS, Boone County consists of three drainage basins: Upper Rock; Lower Rock; and

Kishwaukee. The majority of the population is located in the Kishwaukee drainage basin. Figure 3-5 depicts
the hydrologic units within Boone County.
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Figure 3-5. Major drainage basins in Boone County
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Section 4. Risk Assessment

The goal of mitigation is to reduce future hazard impacts including loss of life, property damage, disruption
to local and regional economies, and the expenditure of public and private funds for recovery. Sound
mitigation requires a rigorous risk assessment. A risk assessment involves quantifying the potential loss
resulting from a disaster by assessing the vulnerability of buildings, infrastructure, and people. This
assessment identifies the characteristics and potential consequences of a disaster, how much the disaster
could affect the community, and the impact on community assets. This risk assessment consists of three
components—hazard identification, vulnerability assessment, and risk analysis.
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4.1 Hazard Identification

4.1.1 Existing Plans

The Planning Team identified technical documents from key agencies to assist in the planning process and
incorporated the natural hazard mitigation elements from previous 2014 Boone Multi-Hazard Mitigation
Planning efforts. Several other documents were used to profile historical hazards and guide the Planning
Team during the hazard ranking exercise. Section 2-6 contains a complete list of the technical documents
utilized to develop this plan.

4.1.2 National Hazard Records

To assist the Planning Team, historical storm event data from the National Climatic Data Center (NCDC)
was complied. NCDC records are estimates of damages reported to the National Weather Service from
various local, state, and federal sources. However, these estimates are often preliminary in nature and
may not match the final assessment of economic and property losses.

The NCDC database included 265 reported meteorological events in Boone from 1950-2020 (the most
updated information as of the date of this plan). The following hazard-profile sections each include a
summary table of events related to each hazard type. Table 4-1 summarizes the meteorological hazards
reported for Boone. Figure 4-1 summarizes the relative frequency of NCDC reported meteorological
hazards and the percent of total damage associated with each hazard for Boone. Full details of individual
hazard events are on the NCDC website. In addition to NCDC data, Storm Prediction Center (SPC) data
associated with tornadoes, strong winds, and hail was mapped using SPC-recorded latitudes and
longitudes. Appendix D contains a map of these events.

Table 4-1. Summary of Meteorological Hazards Reported by the NCDC for Boone County

~ Time Period Number of
| Hazards  Start  End |  Events | PropertyDamage  Deaths  Injuries
Flooding 1950 | 2020 27 0 0 0
Severe Thunderstorm | 1950 | 2020 | 161 i 0.86 [ 1 | o
Tornado | 1950 | 2020 | 14 2.70 |24 | 414
| Winter Storm | 1950 | 2020 | 52 ' 0001 | 11 | o
Extreme Heat | 1950 | 2020 11 ' 0 o0 o

Figure 4-1. Distribution of NCDC Meteorological Hazards for Boone County
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4.1.3 FEMA Disaster Information

Since 1957, FEMA has declared 63 major disasters and emergencies for the State of lllinois. Emergency
declarations allow states to access FEMA funds for Public Assistance (PA); disaster declarations allow for
even more PA funding, including Individual Assistance (IA) and the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
(HMGP). Boone has received federal aid for 6 declared disasters and emergencies since 1957. Table 4-2
lists shows each disaster declaration in Boone. Figure 4-2 depicts the disasters and emergencies that have
been declared for the State of Illinois since 1957.

Table 4-2. Details of FEMA-declared Emergencies and Disasters in Boone

Declaration Number Date of Declaration Description
227 4/25/1967 Tornadoes
373 4/26/1973 Severe Storms/Flooding
3068 1/16/1979 Blizzards/Snowstorms
997 7/9/1993 Severe Storms/Flooding
3161 1/17/2001 Winter Snowstorms
3230 7/7/2005 Hurricane Katrina Evacuation
3269 12/19/2006 Snow
3283 3/13/2008 Record Snow and Near Record Show
1960 3/17/2011 Severe Winter Storm/Snowstorm
3435 3/13/2020 COVID-19
4489 3/26/2020 COVID-19 Pandemic

Figure 4-2. FEMA-declared Emergencies and Disasters in lllinois
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4.1.4 Hazard Ranking Methodology

Based on Planning Team input, national datasets, and existing plans, the Boone Planning Team re-ranked
the list of hazards from the 2014 MHMP. These hazards ranked the highest based on the Risk Priority
Index discussed in Section 4.1.5. While not specifically ranked by the county, the Boone County Health
Department ranked disease outbreak/pandemic as a public health hazard and is included in this plan.
Disease Outbreak/Pandemic has also come to the forefront of importance with the ongoing COVID-19
Pandemic.

Boone County Hazard List
| TORNADOES

[ HAZARDQOUS MATERIALS RELEASE
FLOODING

WINTER STORMS

THUNDERSTORMS

FIRE
EXTREME HEAT AND DROUGHT
DAM/LEVEE FAILURE
EARTHQUAKES

DISEASE OUTBREAK/PANDEMIC

4.1.5 Risk Priority Index

The Risk Priority Index (RPI} quantifies risk as the product of hazard probability and magnitude so Planning
Team members can prioritize mitigation strategies for high-risk-priority hazards. Planning Team members
use historical hazard data to determine the probability, combined with knowledge of local conditions to
determine the possible severity of a hazard. Tables 4-3 and 4-4 display the criteria the Planning Team
used to quantify hazard probability and magnitude.

__ Table 4-3. Hazard Probability Ranking

Probability Characteristics

4~ Highly Likely Event is probable within the next calendar year

Event is probable within the next 10 years
3 — Likely Event has a 10-50% chance of occurring in any given year
| This event has occurred, on average, once every 3-10 years in the past
Event is probable within the next 50 years
2 —Possible Event has a 2-10% chance of occurring in any given year
| This event has occurred, on average, once every 10-50 years in the past
Event is probable within the next 200 years
1 - Unlikely Event has a 0.5-2% chance of occurring in any given year
| This event has occurred, on average, once every 50-200 years in the past
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Magnitude/Severity

8 — Catastrophic
4 — Critical

2 - Limited

1 - Negligible

Table 4-4. Hazard Severity Ranking

Multiple deaths

Characteristics

Complete shutdown of facilities for 30 or more days

| More than 50% of property is severely damaged

Injuries and/or illnesses result in permanent disability
Complete shutdown of critical facilities for at least 14 days

| More than 25% of property is severely damaged

Injuries and/or illnesses do not result in permanent disability
Complete shutdown of critical facilities for more than seven days

More than 10% of property is severely damaged

Injuries and/or ilinesses are treatable with first aid
Minor quality of life lost
Shutdown of critical facilities and services for 24 hours or less

| Less than 10% of property is severely damaged

The product of hazard probability and magnitude is the RPI (Risk Priority Index). The Planning Team
members ranked specified hazards based on the RPI, with larger numbers corresponding to greater risk.
After evaluating the calculated RPI, the Pianning Team adjusted the ranking to better suit the County.
Table 4-5 identifies the RPI and adjusted ranking for each hazard specified by county representatives. This
table averages probability and magnitude/severity rankings by the various representatives to come to a
combined ranking. Some participating jurisdictions elected to use the same rankings as the county at

large.

Hazard
Tornado
Hazardous Materials Release
Flooding
| Winter Storms
‘Thunderstorms
Fire
“Extreme Heat & _Dr_ought
Dam or Levee Failure

| Earthquéke_s

1 3.25
| 2
| 2.75
1325
=
175
' 1.75
1
05

Magnitude/Severity

'35
4.25
2.25

15

[ 1.5

1.75

15
1.75
1.25

| 11.375
| 85

| 6.1875
| 4.875

| 3.0625
| 2.625
175
125

Table 4-5. Boone Hazard Priority Index and Ranking
Probability

Risk Priority Index  Rank

4.5

O 0 NV W NP
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4.1.6 lJurisdictional Hazard Ranking

Two participating jurisdictions created their own RPIs as hazard susceptibility may differ by jurisdiction.
The remaining jurisdictions elected to use the same rankings as the county. Table 4-6 lists the jurisdictions
and their respective hazard rankings (Ranking 1 being the highest concern). The individual jurisdictions
made these rankings after Meeting 1.

_Table 4-6. Hazard Ranking by Jurisdiction

B Py

Severe Winter | Disease/ | | Dam/levee = Extreme |

| Jurisdiction  Tomado = Storm | Storm - Pandemic Flood = Hazmat | Fire | Failure Heat  Earthquake |
Boone County

| Health 1 | 2 | 3 il 4 | 5 . 6 7 B 8_ 9 | 10
Belvidere 1 2 5 - 4 3 6 9 7 8

| Capron 1 5 4 - 3 2 6 | 8 7 9
Poplar Grove 1 5 4 = 3 2 6 8 7 9
Timberlane 1 5 4 - 3 2 6 8 7 9

4.2 Vulnerability Assessment

4.2.1 Asset Inventory

Processes and Sources for Identifying Assets

After meeting one, the Planning Team used their resources to update the list of critical facilities from the
2014 MHMP. Local GIS data was used to verify the locations of all critical facilities. SIU GIS analysts
incorporated these updates and corrections to the Hazus-MH data tables prior to performing the risk
assessment. The updated Hazus-MH inventory contributed to a Level 2 analysis, which improved the
accuracy of the risk assessment. Boone also provided local assessment and parcel data to estimate the
actual number of buildings susceptible to damage for the risk assessment.

Essential Facilities List

Table 4-7 identifies the number of essential facilities identified in Boone. Essential facilities are a subset
of critical facilities. Appendix E include a comprehensive list of the essential facilities in Boone and
Appendix F displays a large format map of the locations of the critical facilities within the county. The
critical facilities in distribution and number remain unchanged from the 2014 plan.

Table 4-7. Boone Essential Facilities

Facility - Number of Facilities
Emergency Operations Center 1
| Fire Station ' 7
| Government 2
Medical Care Facility 8
| Police Station 2

School ' 21

Facility Replacement Costs
Table 4-8 identifies facility replacement costs and total building exposure. Boone County Assessor’s Office
provided parcel-specific local assessment data for updates to replacement costs. Tax-exempt properties
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such as government buildings, schools, religious and non-profit structures were excluded from this study
because they do not have an assessed value. Table 4-8 also includes the estimated number of buildings
within each occupancy class.

Table 4-8. Boone County'’s Building Exposure

?g_n_e_rél Qgéq_s_a:n_cy . ' . Estimated Total Buildings | S aid Tc;_taiQu_ilt!ing Exposure
| Residential | 15200 | $990,555,653
| Commercial | 565 . ~ $45,546,928
' Industrial . 170 _ $198,071,186 -
Education _ 1407 _ ~$64,981,608
Total: | 17342 $1,299,155,374

Future Development

As the county’s population grows, the residential and urban areas will extend further into the county,
placing more pressure on existing transportation and utility infrastructure while increasing the rate of
farmland conversion. Boone County will address specific mitigation strategies in Section 5 to alleviate such
issues.

Boone County is vulnerable to a variety of natural hazards, therefore the county government—in
partnership with state government—must make a commitment to hazard mitigation. Boone County is
committed to ensuring that county elected, and appointed officials become informed leaders regarding
community hazards so that they are better prepared to set and direct policies for emergency management
in mitigation, preparedness, response, and recovery.

4.3 Risk Analysis

4.3.1 GIS and Hazus-MH

The third step in the risk assessment is the risk analysis, which quantifies the risk to the population,
infrastructure, and economy of the community. The hazards were quantified using GIS analyses and
Hazus-MH where possible. This process reflects a Level 2 Hazus-MH analysis. A level 2 Hazus-MH analysis
involves substituting selected Hazus-MH default data with local data and improving the accuracy of model
predictions.

Updates to the default Hazus-MH data include:
e Updating the Hazus-MH defaults, critical facilities, and essential facilities based on the most
recent available data sources.
e Reviewing, revising, and verifying locations of critical and essential point facilities with local input.
e Applying the essential facility updates (schools, medical care facilities, fire stations, police
stations, and EOCs) to the Hazus-MH model data.
e Updating Hazus-MH reports of essential facility losses.

The following assumptions were made during analysis:
e Hazus-MH aggregate data was used to model the building exposure for all earthquake analyses.
It is assumed that the aggregate data is an accurate representation of Boone.
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¢ The analyses were restricted to the county boundaries. Events that occur near the county
boundaries do not contain damage assessments from adjacent counties.

e For each tax-assessment parcel, it is assumed there is only one building that bares all the
associated values (both structure and content).

e For each parcel, it is assumed that all structures are wood-framed, one-story, slab-on-grade
structures, unless otherwise stated in assessment records. These assumptions are based on
sensitivity analyses of Hazus and regional knowledge.

Depending upon the analysis options and the quality of data the user inputs, Hazus-MH generates a
combination of site-specific and aggregated loss estimates. Hazus-MH is not intended as a substitute for
detailed engineering studies; it is intended to serve as a planning aid for communities interested in
assessing their risk to flood-, earthquake-, and hurricane-related hazards. This plan does not fully
document the processes and procedures completed in its development, but this documentation is
available upon request. Table 4-9 indicates the analysis type (i.e. GIS, Hazus-MH, or historical records)
used for each hazard assessment.

Table 4-9. Risk Assessment Tool Used for Each Hazard

|== : _Hazard Shopils w b . Risk Assessment Tool(s)
Tornadoes GIS-based

' Earthauakes | Hazus-MH - R
Severe Thunderstorm | Historical Records
Winter Storms R | Historical Records
Flooding | Hazus-MH R -
Hazmat Release | GlS-based
Levee / Dam Failure | Historical Records
Drought / Extreme Heat | Historical Records

4.3.2 Tornado Hazard

Hazard Definition

Tornadoes are violently rotating columns of air extending from thunderstorms to the ground. Funnel
clouds are rotating columns of air not in contact with the ground; however, the violently rotating column
of air can reach the ground quickly and become a tornado. If the funnel cloud picks up and blows debris,
it has reached the ground and is a tornado.

Tornadoes are a significant risk to lllinois and its citizens. Tornadoes most frequently occur in the
afternoon but can occur at any time on any day. The unpredictability of tornadoes makes them one of
most dangerous hazards in lllinois. Tornado winds are violently destructive in developed and populated
areas. Current estimates place maximum wind velocity at greater than 300 miles per hour. A wind velocity
of 200 miles per hour results in a pressure of 102.4 pounds per square foot—a load that exceeds the

tolerance limits of most buildings. Thus, it is easy to understand why tornadoes can devastate the
communities they hit.

Tornadoes are classified according to the Enhanced Fujita tornado intensity scale. The Enhanced Fujita
scale ranges from intensity EFO, with effective wind speeds of 40 to 70 miles per hour, to EF5 tornadoes,
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with effective wind speeds of over 260 miles per hour. Table 4-TOR1 outlines the Enhanced Fujita
intensity scale.

_ Table 4-TOR1. Enhanced Fujita Tornado Rating

Enhanced
Fujita Estimated
Number  WindSpeed = Path Width | Pathlength Description of Destruction
' Light damage, some damage to chimneys,
0 Gale 40-72 mph 6-17 yards 0.3-0.9 miles branches broken, signboards damaged,

shallow-rooted trees blown over.

Moderate damage, roof surfaces peeled off,

1 Moderate 73-112 mph 18-55 yards 1.0-3.1 miles mobile homes pushed off foundations,

| attached garages damaged.
Considerable damage, entire roofs torn from
frame houses, mobile homes demolished,
boxcars pushed over, large trees snapped or

| uprooted.
Severe damage, walls torn from well-
constructed houses, trains overturned, most
trees in forests uprooted, heavy cars thrown

| about. |
Complete damage, well-constructed houses
leveled, structures with weak foundations
blown off for some distance, large missiles

| generated. B
Foundations swept clean, automobiles
become missiles and thrown for 100 yards or
more, steel-reinforced concrete structures
badly damaged.

2 Significant | 113-157 mph | 56-175 yards 3.2-9.9 miles

3 Severe 158-206 mph | 176-566 yards | 10-31 miles

4 Devastating | 207-260 mph | 0.3-0.9 miles | 32-99 miles

5 Incredible 261-318 mph | 1.0-3.1 miles 100-315 miles

Previous Occurrences of Tornadoes
The NCDC database reported 11 tornadoes in Boone County since 1950. The most recent recorded event
occurred on 5/17/2017, when a brief EF1 tornado was reported near Belvidere Airport.

Table 4-12 identifies NCDC-recorded tornadoes that caused damage, death, or injury in Boone County.
Additional details of individual hazard events are on the NCDC website.

Table 4-TOR2. NCDC-Recorded Tornadoes That Caused Damage, Death, or Injury in Boone

Location or Property ;
County* ! Date . Scale ! Deaths | Injuries - Damage
| Boone County | 9/26/1959 | F1 0 0 | 25.00K
Boone County | 4/21/1967 | F4 24 410 | 250.00K
Boone County | 6/22/1984 |  F1 | 0 0 25.00K
Boone County | 5/15/1986 | FO B 0 L 0 2.50K
' Boone County | 4/29/1991 FO 0 0 s 25.00K
Boone County | 1/7/2008 | EF3 0 4 2.000M
. Boone County [ 6/12/2008 | EF1 0 0 25.00K
Boone County | 4/9/2015 | EF1 0 0 75.00K
Boone County | 4/9/2015 | EFO 0 0 20.00K
Boone County | 4/9/2015 | EF1 0 o ~150.00K
| Boone County 5/17/2017 EF1 0 0 100.00K

Section 4. Risk Assessment Page 18



*NCDC records are estimates of damage compiled by the National Weather Service from various local, state, and
federal sources. However, these estimates may not match the final assessment of economic and property losses
related to a given weather event.

Geographic Location for Tornado Hazard

The entire county has the same risk of tornado occurrence. Tornadoes can occur at any location within
the county.

Hazard Extent for Tornado Hazard
Historical tornadoes generally moved from southwest to northeast across the county. The extent of the
hazard varies in terms of the size of the tornado, its path, and its wind speed.

Risk Identification for Tornado Hazard
Based on historical information, the probability of future tornadoes in Boone County is likely. The county

should expect tornadoes with varying magnitudes to occur in the future. Tornadoes ranked as the number
one hazard according to the RPI.

| Risk Priority Index

Probability x Magnitude
3.25 X 3.5

RPI
11.375

"

Vulnerability Analysis for Tornado Hazard

Tornadoes can occur within any area in the county; therefore, the entire county population and all
buildings are vulnerable to tornadoes. To accommodate this risk, this plan considers all buildings located
within the county as vulnerable. Tables 4-7 and 4-8 display the existing buildings and critical infrastructure
in Boone.

Critical Facilities

All critical facilities are vulnerable to tornadoes. Critical facilities are susceptible to many of the same
impacts as any other building within the jurisdiction. These impacts vary based on the magnitude of the
tornado but can include structural failure, damaging debris (trees or limbs), roofs blown off or windows
broken by hail or high winds, and loss of facility functionality (e.g., a damaged police station will no longer
be able to serve the community). Table 4-7 lists the types and number of essential facilities for the entire

county and Appendix F displays a large format map of the locations of all critical facilities within the
county.

Building Inventory

Table 4-8 lists the building exposure in terms of types and numbers of buildings for the entire county. The
buildings within the county can all expect the same impacts, similar to those discussed for critical facilities.
These impacts include structural failure, damaging debris (trees or limbs), roofs blown off or windows
broken by hail or high winds, and loss of building function (e.g., damaged home will no longer be habitable,
causing residents to seek shelter).

Infrastructure
The types of infrastructure that could be impacted during a tornado include roadways, utility lines/pipes,
railroads, and bridges. Since the county’s entire infrastructure is vulnerable, it is important to emphasize
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that any number of these structures could become damaged during a tornado. The impacts to these
structures include broken, failed, or impassable roadways, broken or failed utility lines (e.g., loss of power
or gas to community), and railway failure from broken or impassable rail lines. Bridges could fail orbecome
impassable, causing risk to motorists.

GIS-based Tornado Analysis

One tornado scenario was conducted for Boone through the Cities of Belvidere and Garden Prairie. The
following analysis quantifies the anticipated impacts of tornadoes in the county in terms of numbers and
types of buildings and infrastructure damaged.

GIS-overlay modeling was used to determine the potential impacts of an EF4 tornado. The analysis used
a hypothetical path based upon the F4 tornado event that runs for 14 miles through the Cities of Belvidere
and Garden. Table 4-TOR3 depicts tornado damage curves and path widths utilized for the modeled
scenario. The damage curve is based on conceptual wind speeds, path winds, and path lengths from the
Enhanced-Fujita Scale guidelines.

Table 4-TOR3. Tornado Path Widths and Damage Curves

Fujita Scale : Path Width (feet) Maximum Expected Damage
5 ' 2,400 : 100%
4 1,800 ‘ 100%
3 1,200 80% )
2 600 50%
1 T | 0%
0 150 [ 0%

Degrees of damage depend on proximity to the path centerline within a given tornado path. The most
intense damage occurs within the center of the damage path, with decreasing amounts of damage away
from the center. To model the EF4 tornado, a hypothetical tornado path was used in GIS with buffers
added (damage zones) around the tornado path. Table 4-TOR4 and Figure 4-TOR1 illustrate the zone
analysis. Figure 4-TOR2 depicts the selected hypothetical tornado path.

~ Table 4-TOR4. EF4 Tornado Zones and Damage Curves

Zone | Buffer (feet) | Damage Curve
1 0-150 100%
2 | 150300 80%
| 300-600 . ) o 50%
4 600-900 _ 10%
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Figure 4-TOR1. Tornado Analysis (Damage Curves) Using GIS Buffers
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Modeled Impacts of the EF4 Tornado

The GIS analysis estimates that the modeled EF4 tornado would damage 3,604 buildings. The estimated
building losses are over $197,401,053. The building losses are an estimate of building replacement costs
multiplied by the damage percent. Table 4-TOR5 and Figures 4-10 and 4-11 show the results of the EF4
tornado analysis.

_Table 4-TORS. Ig_slimated Building Loss by Occupancy Type

1 Occu_;;ancy__ ., Zonel Zone 2 4. Zone3 | Zgn_e___g _ j
Residential | $36,099,879 | $53,763,761 | $61,402,284 | 517,338,671
Commercial |  $8,618376 | $8875267 | $8325186 |  $1,970,050
Industrial | s0o |  s0 _ $0 | 855863
| Educational ; $301,004 | 5248163 _ $432,550 . $173,998
~ Total: | $45,019,259 |  $62,887,192 $70,160,020 |  $19,538,583
Figure 4-TOR3. Building Inventory Affected by the EF4 Tornadoes Modeled for Belvidere
Lo B . I
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{0 Al
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Figure 4-TOR4. Building Inventory Affected by the EF4 Tornadoes Modeled for Belvidere and Garden Prairie
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Essential Facilities Damage

There are five essential facility located within 900 feet of the EF4 tornado path. The model predicts that
three schools and two fire stations would experience damage across Boone County. The affected facilities
are identified in Table 4-TORS6, and their geographic locations are shown in Figure 4-TORS.

Table 4-TOR®. Essential Facilities Affected by the EF4 Tornadoes Modeled for Boone
e il — =

| Essential Facility _Facility Name |
- St. James School ___ |
Schools ___Perry Elementary School

__Regional Learning Center Star Boone
Belvidere Fire Department Station 1 _
Boone County Rural Fire Protection

Fire Departments
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Figure 4-TORS. Essential Facilities Affected by the EF4 Tornadoes Modeled for Boone
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Vulnerability to Future Assets/Infrastructure for Tornado Hazard

The entire population and all buildings are at risk because tornadoes can occur anywhere within the state,
at any time. Furthermore, any future development in terms of new construction within the county is at
risk. Table 4-8 includes the building exposure for Boone. All essential facilities in the county are at risk.
Appendix E include a list of the essential facilities in Boone and Appendix F displays a large format map of
the locations of all critical facilities within the county.

Suggestions for Community Development Trends

Preparing for severe storms will be enhanced if local officials sponsor a wide range of programs and
initiative to address severe storm preparedness. It is suggested that the county should build new
structures with construction resistant to high wind shear and harden existing structures to lessen the
potential impacts of severe weather. Additional warning sirens can warn the community of approaching
storms to ensure the safety of Boone County residents and minimizing property damage.

4.3.3 Hazardous Material Storage and Transportation Hazard

Hazard Definition

lllinois has numerous active transportation lines that run through many of its counties. Active railways
transport harmful and volatile substances across county and state lines every day. Transporting chemicals
and substances along interstate routes is commonplace in lllinois. The rural areas of lllinois have
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considerable agricultural commerce, meaning transportation of fertilizers, herbicides, and pesticides is
common on rural roads. These factors increase the chance of hazardous material releases and spills
throughout the state of llinois.

The release or spill of certain substances can cause an explosion. Explosions result from the ignition of
volatile products such as petroleum products, natural and other flammable gases, hazardous
materials/chemicals, dust, and bombs. An explosion can potentially cause death, injury, and property
damage. In addition, a fire routinely follows an explosion, which may cause further damage and inhibit

emergency response. Emergency response may require fire, safety/law enforcement, search and rescue,
and hazardous materials units.

Previous Occurrences of Hazardous Materials Storage and Transportation Hazard

An ammonia leak occurred at Dean’s Foods in May 2019. Emergency crews across multiple agencies
responded to the scene. The event underscored the need to address the potential of hazardous material
spills or leaks within the county.

Geographic Location of Hazardous Materials Storage and Transportation Hazard
Hazardous material hazards are countywide and are primarily associated with the transport of materials
via highway, railroad, and/or river barge.

Hazard Extent of Hazardous Materials Storage and Transportation Hazard
The extent of the hazardous material hazard varies both in terms of the quantity of material being
transported as well as the specific content of the container.

Risk Identification of Hazardous Materials Storage and Transportation Hazard
Based on input from the Planning Team, future occurrence of hazardous materials accident in Boone is

likely. According to the Risk Priority Index (RPI) and County input, hazardous materials and transportation
is ranked as the number two hazard.

Risk Priority Index

Probability x Magnitude = RPI |
2 X 4.25 = 8.5 |

Vulnerability Analysis for Hazardous Materials Storage and Transportation Hazard

The entire county is vulnerable to a hazardous material release and can expect impacts within the affected
area. The main concern during a release or spill is the affected population. To accommodate this risk, this
plan considers all buildings located within the county as vulnerable. Tables 4-7 and 4-8 display the existing
buildings and critical infrastructure in Boone.

Critical Facilities

All critical facilities and communities within the county are at risk. A critical facility will encounter many
of the same impacts as any other building within the jurisdiction. These impacts include structural failure
due to fire or explosion and loss of function of the facility (e.g., a damaged police station can no longer
serve the community). Table 4-7 lists the types and number of essential facilities for the entire county
and Appendix F displays a large format map of the locations of all critical facilities within the county.
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Building Inventory

Table 4-8 lists the building exposure in terms of types and numbers of buildings for the entire county. The
buildings within the county can expect similar impacts to those discussed for critical facilities. These
impacts include structural failure due to fire or explosion or debris, and loss of function of the building
(e.g., a person cannot inhabit a contaminated home, causing residents to seek shelter).

Infrastructure

During a hazardous material release, the types of potentially impacted infrastructure include roadways,
utility lines/pipes, railroads, and bridges. Since an extensive inventory of the infrastructure is not available
to this plan, it is important to emphasize that a hazardous materials release could damage any number of
these items. The impacts to these items include: impassable roadways; broken or failed utility lines (e.g.,
loss of power or gas to community); and railway failure from impassable railways. Bridges could become
impassable causing risk to motorists.

ALOHA Hazardous Chemical Release Analysis
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s ALOHA (Areal Locations of Hazardous Atmospheres) model
was used to assess the impacted area

ALOHA is a computer program designed for response to chemical accidents, as well as emergency planning
and training. Ammonia, chlorine, and propane are common chemicals used in industrial operations and
are found in either liquid or gas form. Rail and truck tankers haul ammonia, chlorine, and propane to and
from facilities.

Ammonia is a clear colorless gas with a strong odor. Ammonia is shipped as a liquid under its own vapor
pressure. The density of liqguid ammonia is 6 Ib/gal. Contact with the unconfined liquid can cause frostbite.
Gas is generally regarded as nonflammable but does burn within certain vapor concentration limits and
with strong ignition. Fire hazard increases in the presence of oil or other combustible materials. Although
gas is lighter than air, vapors from a leak initially hug the ground. Prolonged exposure of containers to fire
or heat may cause violent rupturing and rocketing. Long-term inhalation of low concentrations of the
vapors or short-term inhalation of high concentrations have adverse health effects. Used as a fertilizer, as
a refrigerant, and in the manufacture of other chemicals (NOAA Reactivity, 2007).

For an ammonia leak scenario, SIU assumed average atmospheric and climatic conditions with a breeze
to the west. Figures 4-HAZ1 depicts the plume origin of the modeled hazardous chemical release in Boone
County. The ALOHA atmospheric modeling parameters for the ammonia release, depicted in Figure 4-
HAZ2, were based upon a westerly speed of 5 miles per hour. The temperature was 68°F with 75%
humidity and a cloud cover of five-tenths skies. SIU used average weather conditions for the month of
June reported from NOAA for wind direction, wind speed, and temperature to simulate summer
conditions.
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Figure 4-HAZ1. ALOHA Modeled Hazardous Chemical Plume Origin in Boone
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The source of the chemical spill is a horizontal, cylindrical-shaped tank. The diameter of the tank was set
to 8 feet and the length set to 33 feet (12,408 gallons). At the time of its release, it was estimated that
the tank was 98% full. The ammonia in this tank is in its liquid state. This release was based on a leak from
a 2.5-inch-diameter hole, 12 inches above the bottom of the tank. According to these ALOHA parameters,
this scenario would release approximately 58,504 pounds of material per minute. Figure 4-HAZ2 shows
the plume modeling parameters in greater detail.
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Figure 4-HAZ2. ALOHA Modeling Parameters for Ammonia Release

CHEMICAL DATA:
Chemical Name: AMMONIA

CAS Number: 7664-41-7 Molecular Weight: 17.03 g/mol
AEGL-1 (6@ min): 3@ ppm AEGL-2 (60 min): 160 ppm AEGL-3 (60 min): 1100 ppm
IDLH: 380 ppm LEL: 158660 ppm UEL: 280060 ppm |

Ambient Boiling Polnt: -29.2° F
Vapor Pressure at Ambient Temperature: greater than 1 atm
Ambient Saturation Concentration: 1,000,000 ppm or 100.0%

ATMOSPHERIC DATA: (MANUAL INPUT OF DATA)
Wind: 5 miles/hour from E at 18 meters

Ground Roughness: open country Cloud Cover: 5 tenths
Alr Temperature: 68° F Stability Class: B
No Inversion Height Relative Humidity: 75%

SOURCE STRENGTH:
Leak from hole in horizontal cylindrical tank
Flammable chemical escaping from tank (not burning)

Tank Diameter: 8 feet Tank Length: 33 feet

Tank Volume: 12,488 gallons

Tank contains liquid Internal Temperature: 68° F
Chemical Mass in Tank: 30.9 tons Tank is 98% full

Circular Opening Diameter: 2.5 inches
Opening 1s 12 inches from tank bottom
Note: RAILCAR predicts a stationary cloud or ‘mist pool’ will form.
Model Run: traditional ALOHA tank
Release Duration: 14 minutes
| Max Average Sustalned Release Rate: 7,748 pounds/min
(averaged over a minute or more)
Total Amount Released: 58,584 pounds
Note: The chemical escaped as a mixture of gas and aerosol (two phase flow).

Using the parameters in Figure 4-HAZ2, approximately 7,740 pounds of material would be released per
minute. As the substance moves away from the source, the level of substance concentration decreases.

Acute Exposure Guideline Levels {AEGL) are intended to describe the risk to humans resulting from once-
in-a-lifetime, or rare exposure to airborne chemical (U.S. EPA AEGL Program). The National Advisory
Committee for the Development of Acute Exposure Guideline Levels for Hazardous Substances (AEGL
Committee) is involved in developing these guidelines to help both national and local authorities, as well
as private companies, deal with emergencies involving spills, or other catastrophic exposures. AEGLs
represent threshold exposure limits for the general public and are applicable to emergency exposure
periods ranging from 10 minutes to 8 hours. The three AEGLs have been defined as follows:

AEGL-1: the airborne concentration, expressed as parts per million or milligrams per cubic meter
(ppm or mg/m3) of a substance above which it is predicted that the general population, including
susceptible individuals, could experience notable discomfort, irritation, or certain asymptomatic
nonsensory effects. However, the effects are not disabling and are transient and reversible upon
cessation of exposure.

AEGL-2: the airborne concentration (expressed as ppm or mg/m3) of a substance above which it
is predicted that the general population, including susceptible individuals, could experience
irreversible or other serious, long-lasting adverse health effects or an impaired ability to escape.

AEGL-3: the airborne concentration (expressed as ppm or mg/m3) of a substance above which it
is predicted that the general population, including susceptible individuals, could experience life-
threatening health effects or death.

Airborne concentrations below the AEGL-1 represent exposure levels that can produce mild and
progressively increasing but transient and non-disabling odor, taste, and sensory irritation or certain
asymptomatic, non-sensory effects. With increasing airborne concentrations above each AEGL, there is a
progressive increase in the likelihood of occurrence and the severity of effects described for each
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corresponding AEGL. Although the AEGL values represent threshold levels for the general public, including
susceptible subpopulations, such as infants, children, the elderly, persons with asthma, and those with
other illnesses, it is recognized that individuals, subject to unique or idiosyncratic responses, could
experience the effects described at concentrations below the corresponding AEGL.

Results for Ammonia Release

An estimate of property exposed to the ammonia spill was calculated by using the building inventory and
intersecting these data with each of the AEGL levels (AEGL 3: = 1100.0 ppm, AEGL 2: > 160.0 ppm and
AEGL 1: > 30.0 ppm). The Boone County assessment and parcel data was utilized for this analysis. There
are 3,070 buildings within the chlorine plume. It should be noted that the results should be interpreted
as potential degrees of loss rather than exact number of buildings damaged to the release. Table 4-HAZ1
lists the total amount of building exposure to each AEGL zone. Figure 4-HAZ3 depicts the ammonia spill
footprint and location of the buildings exposed. The GIS overlay analysis estimates that the full
replacement cost of the buildings exposed to the ammonia plume is approximately $464,671,708.

Table 4-HAZ1. Estimated Building Exposure as a Result of the Ammonia Release

Building Exposure Number of Buildings
* AEGL
Occupancy __AEGL1 ) _AEGL2 | AEGL 3 | 1  AEGL2 AEGL3
Residential | $50,459,770 |  $137,951,199 |  $141,780,212 | 648 | 1321 745
_ Commercial | $7,073,652 | $21,578,404 . $25,278,792 | 80 78 91
Industrial | $12,307,158 $805,482 $54,784,647 | 34 | 10 48
Agricultural | o] [ $1,728 $12,650,664 | 0 2 | 13
Total: $69,840,580 $160,336,813 $234,494,315 762 | 1411 | 897

Section 4. Risk Assessment Page 29



Figure 4-HAZ3. ALOHA Plume Footprint and Buildings Exposed to Anhydrous Ammonia Release
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Essential Facilities Damage
There are five essential facilities within the limits of the ammonia scenario. Table 4-HAZ2 and Figure 4-
HAZ4 identifies the affected facilities.

Table 4-HAZ2. Essential Facilities within the Ammonia Plume Footprint

Essential Facility __ Facility Name |
Fire Station | Belvidere Fire Department Station 1
EOC Facilities | Belvidere Emergency Management

Belvidere Police Department

Police Departments
_ Belvidere Sheriff Department

Schools Perry Elementary School -
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Figure 4-HAZ4. Map of Essential Facilities within the Ammonia Plume Footprint
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Vulnerability to Future Assets/Infrastructure for Hazardous Materials Storage and
Transportation Hazard

Boone is not expected to see substantial future economic expansion in the next few years. However,
economic expansion areas are particularly vulnerable to chemical releases because of transportation of
hazardous materials.

Hazardous material hazard events may occur anywhere within the county, future development is
impacted. The major transportation routes and the industries located in Boone pose a threat of dangerous
chemicals and hazardous materials release.

4.3.4 Flood Hazard

Hazard Definition for Flooding

Flooding is a significant natural hazard throughout the United States. The type, magnitude, and severity
of flooding are functions of the magnitude and distribution of precipitation over a given area, the rate at
which precipitation infiltrates the ground, the geometry and hydrology of the catchment, and flow
dynamics and conditions in and along the river channel. Floods are classified as one of two types in this
plan: upstream floods or downstream floods. Both types of floods are common in lllinois.

Upstream floods, also called flash floods, occur in the upper parts of drainage basins and are generally
characterized by periods of intense rainfall over a short duration. These floods arise with very little
warning and often result in locally intense damage, and sometimes loss of life, due to the high energy of
the flowing water. Flood waters can snap trees, topple buildings, and easily move large boulders or other
structures. Six inches of rushing water can upend a person; 18 inches might carry off a car. Generally,
upstream floods cause severe damage over relatively localized areas. Urban flooding is a type of upstream
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flood. Urban flooding involves the overflow of storm drain systems and can result from inadequate
drainage combined with heavy rainfall or rapid snowmelt. Upstream or flash floods can occur at any time
of the year in lllinois, but they are most common in the spring and summer months.

Downstream floods, sometimes called riverine floods, refer to floods on large rivers at locations with large
upstream catchments. Downstream floods are typically associated with precipitation events that are of
relatively long duration and occur over large areas. Flooding on small tributary streams may be limited,
but the contribution of increased runoff may result in a large flood downstream. The lag time between
precipitation and time of the flood peak is much longer for downstream floods than for upstream floods,
generally providing ample warning for people to move to safe locations and, to some extent, secure some
property against damage. Riverine flooding on the large rivers of lllinois generally occurs during either the
spring or summer.

Previous Occurrences of Flooding

The NCDC database reported 27 flood events in Boone County since 1950. The most significant flood event
occurred on August 17th, 2007, when four to six inches of rain quickly fell over southern Boone County,
resulting multiple flooded roads and basements. Table 4-F1 identifies NCDC-recorded flooding events that
caused damage, death, or injury in Boone.

_Table 4-F1. NCDC-recorded Flooding Events that caused Death, Damage (over $100,0_QU} or Injury in Boone

: Location or County* I Date . Deaths Injuries | Property Damage |
Belvidere | o08/07/2007 | ol 0 $100,000

. Boone County | 06/28/2017 | o 0] ~$100,000 |

Total: 0 0  $200,000

*NCDC records are estimates of damage compiled by the National Weather Service from various local, state, and
federal sources. However, these estimates are often preliminary in nature and may not match the final assessment
of economic and property losses related to a given weather event.

There are several structures in Boone County that have experienced repetitive losses due to flooding.
FEMA defines a repetitive loss structure as a structure covered by a contract of flood insurance issued
under the NFIP that has suffered flood loss damage on two or more occasions during a 10-year period
that ends on the date of the second loss, in which the cost to repair the flood damage is = 25% of the
market value of the structure at the time of each flood loss.

The lllinois Emergency Management Agency and lllinois Department of Natural Resources were contacted
to determine the location of repetitive loss structures in Boone. Records indicate that there are 158
repetitive loss structures within the county. The total amount paid for building replacement and building
contents for damage to these repetitive loss structures is $347,511. Table 4-F2 describes the repetitive
loss structures for each jurisdiction.

Table 4-F2. Repetitive Loss Structures for each Jurisc_iiction in Boone

Community Totallosses  Closed losses = Open Losses CWOP Losses Payments
BOONE COUNTY * | 23 '_ 15 1 7 | 199,942.25
BELVIDERE, CITY OF | 30 | 24 : 1 . 5 | 159,620.12
CHERRY VALLEY, '
ILLAGE GF 5 | 3 0 2 | 22,547.22
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Geographic Location of Flooding

Most riverine flooding in Illinois occurs during either the spring or summer and is the result of excessive
rainfall and/or the combination of rainfall and snowmelt. Flash flooding of low-lying areas in illinois can
occur during any time of the year but tends to be less frequent and more localized between mid-summer
and early winter.

NOAA'’s Advanced Hydrologic Prediction Service provides information from stream gauges at points along
various rivers across the United States. Boone County has one stream gage on the Kishwaukee River at
Belvidere, IL {(05438500).

Hazard Extent for Flooding

All floodplains are susceptible to flooding. The floodplain of concern is for the 100-year flood event which
is defined as areas that have a 1% chance of flooding in any given year. Of course, specifics of any flooding
event depends on various local factors including, but not limited to, impervious surfaces, amount of
precipitation, river-training structures, etc.

Vulnerability Analysis for Flooding

The 2018 lllinois Hazard Mitigation Plan analyzed a variety potential natural hazards including vulnerability
to flooding. A Flood Vulnerability Index (FVI) was calculated for all counties and jurisdictions in Illinois. FVI
combines Hazus-based estimates of flood exposure and loss with the widely utilized Social Vulnerability
Index (SoV1). The highest vulnerability scores and vulnerability ratings were generally in rural counties and
communities located along lllinois’s large rivers (i.e., Mississippi, Green, lllinois, Kaskaskia, Rock and Ohio
Rivers). Figure 4-F1 displays the Flood Vulnerability Ratings for the 102 Counties in lllinois. The
vulnerability ratings are categorical representations (low, average, elevated, or high) of the flood
vulnerability index. Boone County has an Low Flood Vulnerability Rating and ranks 96 out of the 102
Counties in Illinois in terms of loss estimation according to Hazus-MH for floods.

Table 4-F3 lists the jurisdictional Flood Vulnerability Ratings for Boone County. The jurisdictions all have a
low Flood Vulnerability Rating. Cherry Valley ranks 685th in the State of lllinois.

Table 4-F3. Jurisdictional Flood Vulnerability Ranking for Boone

Jurisdiction State Ranking Flood Vulnerability Rating
Belvidere 763 Low
Cherry Valley 685 Low
Loves Park 702 Low
Capron 772 Low
Poplar Grove 770 Low
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Figure 4-F1. County Flood Vulnerability Rating for lilinois
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All floodplains are susceptible to flooding in Boone; therefore, the population and all buildings located
within the floodplain are vulnerable to flooding. To accommodate this risk, this plan considers all buildings
located within 100-year flood plain as vulnerable.

Risk Identification for Flood Hazard

Based on historical information and the Flood Vulnerability Rating, future occurrence of flooding in Boone
is likely. According to the Risk Priority Index (RPI) and County input, flooding is ranked as the number
three hazard.

| Risk Priority Index ‘

| Probability x Magnitude =  RPI
2.75 x .25 = 6.1875 ‘

i

Critical Facilities

All critical facilities within the floodplain are vulnerable to floods. An essential facility will encounter many
of the same impacts as other buildings within the flood boundary. These impacts can include structural
failure, extensive water damage to the facility, and loss of facility functionality (e.g., a damaged police
station cannot serve the community). Appendix E include a list of the essential facilities in Boone and
Appendix F displays a large format map of the locations of all critical facilities within the county.

Building Inventory

All buildings within the floodplain are vulnerable to floods. These impacts can include structural failure,
extensive water damage to the facility, and loss of facility functionality (e.g., damaged home will no longer
be habitable, causing residents to seek shelter). This plan considers all buildings located within 100-year
flood plain as vulnerable.

Infrastructure

The types of infrastructure potentially impacted by a flood include roadways, utility lines/pipes, railroads,
and bridges. Since an extensive inventory of the infrastructure is not available for this plan, it is important
to emphasize that a flood could damage any number of these items. The impacts to these items include:
broken, failed, or impassable roadways; broken or failed utility lines {e.g., loss of power or gas to
community); or railway failure from broken or impassable railways. Bridges could also fail or become
impassable, causing risk to motorists.

ArcGIS-MH Flood Analysis

GIS-based analysis was utilized to overlay the area affected by flood with a 100-year return period with
the County’s detailed building inventory database created from assessor and parcel data. Buildings within
the flood boundary were considered affected and their replacement costs were totaled by occupancy
classes.

According to this analysis, there are 363 buildings located in the Boone 100-year floodplain. The
replacement value exposed to the 100-year flood is $64.5 million. It should be noted that the results
should be interpreted as value of buildings affected by the flood rather than the total damage that would
be sustained due to flooding. Not all buildings will be affected equally. Figure 4-F2 depicts the building
inventory within the 100-year floodplain and Table 4-F4 shows the loss estimates by occupancy class.
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Figure 4-F2. Building Inventory Located within the 100-year Floodplain in Boone County
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Table_ 4-F4. Estimat(_ed_FIooc_i Losses within the 100-year Floodplain

~ OccupancyClass ~ Number of Structures Estimated Building Related Losses

| Residential | 282 | %46,970,357
Commercial ; 6 ~ $3,927,608
Industrial 3 ~ $3,749,490 -
| Agricultural | 62 | 1$9,843,892 -
| Religious : 0 | S $0 - N
 Government | 0 | — 50 =
Education | 0 N $0
Total: | 363 | $64,491,347

Essential Facilities Damage
The analysis identified one essential facility that is subject to flooding. Table 4-F5 and Figure 4-F3 identified
the essential facilities within the 100-year floodplain.
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_ Essential Facility

__ Table 4-F5. Essential Facilities within the 100-year Floodplain
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Vulnerability Analysis to Future Assets/Infrastructure

Flooding may affect nearly any location within the county; therefore all buildings and infrastructure are
vulnerable. Table 4-8 includes the building exposure for Boone. One essential facility in the county is at
risk. Appendix E includes a list of the essential facilities in Boone and Appendix F displays a large format
map of the locations of all critical facilities within the county. Currently, new developments comply with
the state flood ordinance. Table 5.5 lists local building ordinances. At this time no new construction is

planned with the 100-year floodplain.

Suggestions for Community Development Trends

Reducing floodplain development is crucial to reducing flood-related damages. Areas with recent
development may be more vulnerable to drainage issues. Storm drains and sewer systems are usually
most susceptible to drainage issues. Damage to these can cause back-up of water, sewage, and debris
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into homes and basements, causing structural and mechanical damage as well as creating public health
hazards and unsanitary conditions.

4.3.5 Winter Storm Hazard

Hazard Definition of Winter Storm Hazard

Severe winter weather consists of various forms of precipitation and weather conditions. This may include
one or more of the following: freezing rain, sleet, heavy snow, blizzards, icy roadways, extreme low
temperatures, and strong winds. These conditions can cause human health risks such as frostbite,
hypothermia, or death and cause property damage and disrupt economic activity.

Ice or sleet, even in small quantities, can result in hazardous driving conditions and can cause property
damage. Sleet involves raindrops that freeze completely before reaching the ground. Sleet does not stick
to trees and wires. Ice storms, on the other hand, involve liquid rain that falls through subfreezing air
and/or onto sub-freezing surfaces, freezing on contact with those surfaces. The ice coats trees, buildings,
overhead wires, and roadways, sometimes causing extensive damage.

Ice storms are some of the most damaging winter storms in Illinois. Ice storms occur when moisture-laden
Gulf air converges with the northern jet stream causing freezing rain that coats power and communication
lines and trees with heavy ice. Strong winds can cause the overburdened limbs and cables to snap, leaving
large sectors of the population without power, heat, or communication.

Rapid accumulation of snow, often accompanied by high winds, cold temperatures, and low visibility,
characterize significant snowstorms. A blizzard is categorized as a snowstorm with winds of 35 miles per
hour or greater and/or visibility of less than one-quarter mile for three or more hours. Strong winds during
a blizzard blow falling and fallen snow, creating poor visibility and impassable roadways. Blizzards
potentially result in property damage.

Blizzards repeatedly affect Illinois. Blizzard conditions cause power outages, loss of communication, and
transportation difficulties. Blizzards can reduce visibility to less than one-quarter mile, and the resulting
disorientation makes even travel by foot dangerous if not deadly.

Severe cold involves ambient air temperatures that drop to OF or below. These extreme temperatures
can increase the likelihood of frostbite and hypothermia. High winds during severe cold events can
enhance the air temperature’s effects. Fast winds during cold weather events can lower the wind chill
factor (how cold the air feels on your skin). As a result, the time it takes for frostbite and hypothermia to
affect a person’s body will decrease.

Previous Occurrences of Winter Storm Hazard

The NCDC database reported 52 winter storm and extreme cold events for Boone since 1950. The most
recent reported event occurred in February of 2019 when temperatures plummeted across southern
llinois Table 4-WS1 identifies NCDC-recorded winter storm events that caused damage, death, or injury
in Boone.
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__Table 4-WS1. NCDC-Recorded Winter Storms that Caused Damage, Death, or Injury in Boone

! location or County* . Date | Deaths = Injuries  Property Dam_;ge_tl
Northern lllinois 12/06/1994 0 0 $10,000 |
' Boone | 01/01/1999 1| o| 0
' Boone | 01/23/2003 | 1| 0 o0
' Boone B | 02/18/2006 1] ol 0!
‘Boone | 02/02/199 3| 0 o
' Boone | 01/15/1997 5 0 - 0|
' - ~ Total: | 11 0 $10,000 |

Geographic Location of Winter Storm Hazard

Severe winter storms are regional in nature. Most of the NCDC data are calculated regionally or in some
cases statewide.

Hazard Extent of Winter Storm Hazard
The extent of the historical winter storms varies in terms of storm location, temperature, and ice or
snowfall. A severe winter storm can occur anywhere in the county.

Risk Identification of Winter Storm Hazard

Based on historical information, the probability of future winter storms in Boone is likely. The county
should expect winter storms with varying magnitudes to occur in the future. Winter storms ranked as the
number four hazard according to the Boone Planning Team’s risk assessment.

Risk Priority Index

RPI |
4.875 |

Probability x Magnitude
3.25 X 15

Vulnerability Analysis of Winter Storm Hazard

Winter storm impacts are equally likely across the entire county; therefore, the entire county is vulnerable
to a winter storm and can expect impacts within the affected area. To accommodate this risk, this plan
considers all buildings located within the county as vulnerable. Tables 4-7 and 4-8 display the existing
buildings and critical infrastructure in Boone.

Critical Facilities

All critical facilities are vulnerable to winter storms. A critical facility will encounter many of the same
impacts as other buildings within the county. These impacts include loss of gas or electricity from broken
or damaged utility lines, damaged or impassable roads and railways, broken water pipes, and roof collapse
from heavy snow. Table 4-7 lists the types and number of essential facilities for the entire county and
Appendix F displays a large format map of the locations of all critical facilities within the county.

Building Inventory

Table 4-8 lists the building exposure in terms of types and numbers of buildings for the entire county. The
impacts to the general buildings within the county are similar to the damages expected to the critical
facilities. These include loss of gas or electricity from broken or damaged utility lines, damaged or
impassable roads and railways, broken water pipes, and roof collapse from heavy snow.
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Infrastructure

During a winter storm, the types of potentially impacted infrastructure include roadways, utility
lines/pipes, railroads, and bridges. Since the county’s entire infrastructure is vulnerable, it is important
to emphasize that a winter storm could impact any structure. Potential impacts include broken gas and/or
electricity lines or damaged utility lines, damaged or impassable roads and railways, and broken water
pipes.

Potential Dollar Losses from Winter Storm Hazard

According to the NCDC, Boone has incurred approximately $10,000 in damages relating to winter storms
since 1950. NCDC records are estimates of damage compiled by the National Weather Service from
various local, state, and federal sources. However, these estimates are often preliminary in nature and
may not match the final assessment of economic and property losses related to a given weather event.
As a result, the potential dollar losses for a future event cannot be reliably constrained; however, based
on average property damage in the past decade, SIU estimates that Boone incurs no property damage per
year related to winter storms, including sleet/ice and heavy snow.

Vulnerability to Future Assets/Infrastructure for Winter Storm Hazard
Any new development within the county will remain vulnerable to these events.

Suggestions for Community Development Trends

Because winter storm events are regional in nature, future development across the county will also face
winter storms.

4.3.6 Thunderstorm Hazard

Hazard Definition

Severe thunderstorms are weather events with one or more of the following characteristics: strong winds,
large and damaging hail, and frequent lightning. Severe thunderstorms most frequently occur in lllinois
during the spring and summer months but can occur at any time. A severe thunderstorm’s impacts can
be localized or can be widespread in nature. A thunderstorm is classified as severe when it meets one or
more of the following criteria:

Hail 0.75 inches or greater in diameter
Hail is a possible product of a strong thunderstorm. Hail usually falls near the center of a
storm, but strong winds occurring at high altitudes in the thunderstorm can blow the
hailstones away from the storm center, resulting in damage in other areas near the storm.
Hailstones range from pea-sized to baseball-sized, and some reports note hailstones
larger than softballs.

Frequent and dangerous lightning
Lightning is a discharge of electricity from a thunderstorm. Lightning is often perceived
as a minor hazard, but lightning damages many structures and kills or severely injures
numerous people in the United States each year.

Wind speeds greater than or equal to 58 miles per hour
Straight-line winds from thunderstorms are fairly common in lllinois. Straight-line winds
can cause damage to homes, businesses, power lines, and agricultural areas, and may
require temporary sheltering of individuals who are without power for extended periods
of time.
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Previous Occurrences of Thunderstorm Hazards

The National Climatic Data Center (NCDC) database reported 46 hailstorms in Boone since 1950.
Hailstorms occur nearly every year in the late spring and early summer months. The most recent reported
occurrence was in May of 2018. Table 4-ST1 lists the significant hail storms (such as those that cause
death, damage or injury) in Boone County.

Table 4-ST1. Selected N_CDC-Recorded_ Hai_I tlja_'g Caused Damage, _Death_,\o[ Injury in Boone County

Location or County* Date Deaths | Injuries , Property Damage |
Capron | o08/9/2001 | 1| 0] 0
Belvidere 07/07/2008 | ol o] $5,000 |

) Total: | 1] o $5,000 |

*NCDC records are estimates of damage cc;mpiled by the National Weather Service from various local, state, and
federal sources. However, these estimates are often preliminary in nature and may not match the final assessment
of economic and property losses related to a given weather event.

The NCDC database reported two lightning events in Boone. The most recent reported event was in July
of 2020. Table 4-ST2 identifies NCDC-recorded lightning that caused damage, death, or injury in Boone
County.

Table 4-ST2. Selected NCDC-Recorded Li_ghtnir_\g_th_at_ Caused Damage, Death, or Injury in Boone

Location or County* | Date . Deaths Injuries  Property Damage |
Capron 08/09/2001 | 1 0 0
Belvidere 07/07/2008 0 0 | $5,000 |

Total: 1 0 $5,000

*NCDC records are estimates of damage compiled by the National Weather Service from various local, state, and
federal sources. However, these estimates are often preliminary in nature and may not match the final assessment
of economic and property losses related to a given weather event.

The NCDC database reported 113 wind storms in Boone. Table 4-ST3 identifies selected NCDC-recorded
wind storms that caused major damage (over $100,000), death, or injury in Boone.

Table 4-ST3. Selected NCDC-Recorded Windstorms that Caused Major Damage (over $100,000), Death, or
Injury in Boone

Location or Cquntv* - { 'Dage . Deaths ' _. ~Injuries Property Damage
| Belvidere | 08/25/2006 0 0 $400,000
Total: 0 0 $400,000 |

*NCDC records are estimates of damage compiled by the National Weather Service from various local, state, and
federal sources. However, these estimates are often preliminary in nature and may not match the final assessment
of economic and property losses related to a given weather event.

Geographic Location of Thunderstorm Hazard
The entire county has the same risk for occurrence of thunderstorms. They can occur at any location
within the county.

Hazard Extent for Thunderstorm Hazard
The extent of the hypothetical thunderstorms depends upon the extent of the storm, the wind speed, and
the size of hail stones. Thunderstorms can occur at any location within the county.
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Risk Identification for Thunderstorm Hazard

Based on historical information, the occurrence of future high winds, hail, and lightning is highly likely.
The County should expect high winds, hail, and lightning of widely varying magnitudes in the future.
According to the Boone Planning Team’s assessment, severe thunderstorms are ranked as the number
five hazard.

Risk Priority Index

Probability x Magnitude RP!
3 X 15 = 4.5

Vulnerability Analysis for Thunderstorm Hazard

The entire county’s population and all buildings are vulnerable to a severe thunderstorm and can expect
the same impacts within the affected area. To accommodate this risk, this plan considers all buildings
located within the county as vulnerable. Tables 4-7 and 4-8 display the existing buildings and critical
infrastructure in Boone.

Critical Facilities

All critical facilities are vulnerable to severe thunderstorms. A critical facility will encounter many of the
same impacts as any other building within the jurisdiction. These impacts include structural failure,
damaging debris (trees or limbs), roofs blown off or windows broken by hail or high winds, fires caused
by lightning, and loss of building functionality (e.g., a damaged police station cannot serve the
community). Table 4-7 lists the types and number of essential facilities for the entire county and Appendix
F displays a large format map of the locations of all critical facilities within the county.

Building Inventory

Table 4-8 lists the building exposure in terms of types and numbers of buildings for the entire county. The
buildings within the county can expect impacts similar to those discussed for critical facilities. These
impacts include structural failure, damaging debris (trees or limbs), roofs blown off or windows broken by
hail or high winds, fires caused by lightning, and loss of building functionality (e.g., a person cannot inhabit
a damaged home, causing residents to seek shelter).

Infrastructure

A severe thunderstorm could impact roadways, utility lines/pipes, railroads, and bridges. Since the
county’s entire infrastructure is vulnerable, it is important to emphasize that a severe thunderstorm could
damage any number of these structures. The impacts to these structures include broken, failed, or
impassable roadways; broken or failed utility lines (e.g., loss of power or gas to community); or impassable
railways. Bridges could become impassable causing risk to motorists.

Potential Dollar Losses from Thunderstorm Hazard

According to the NCDC, Boone has incurred approximately $825,000 in damages relating to
thunderstorms, including hail, lightning, and high winds since 1950. NCDC records are estimates of
damage compiled by the National Weather Service from various local, state, and federal sources.
However, these estimates are often preliminary in nature and may not match the final assessment of
economic and property losses related to a given weather event. As a result, the potential dollar losses for
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a future event cannot be reliably constrained; however, based on average property damage in the past
decade, SIU estimates that Boone incurs property damages of approximately $15,000 per year related to
severe thunderstorms.

Vulnerability to Future Assets/Infrastructure for Thunderstorm Hazard
All future development within the county and all communities will remain vulnerable to severe
thunderstorm events.

Suggestions for Community Development Trends
Local officials should enhance severe storm preparedness by sponsoring a range of programs and
initiatives to address the overall safety of county residents.

43,7 Wildfire

Hazard Definition

A wildfire is any fire involving vegetative fuels occurring in the wildland or urban-wildland interface areas.
Wildfires are characterized in terms of the cause of ignition, their physical properties such as speed of
propagation, the combustible material present, and the effect of weather on the fire. A wildfire differs
from other fires by its extensive size, the speed at which it can spread out from its source, its potential to
change direction unexpectedly, and its ability to jump gaps such as roads, rivers and fire breaks. The spread
of wildfires varies based on the flammable material present and can be generally characterized by their
fuels as follows:

e Ground - subterranean roots, duff and other buried organic matter

e Crawling or surface - low-lying vegetation such as leaf and timber litter, debris, grass, and low-
lying shrubbery

e lLadder —low-level vegetation and tree canopies, such as small trees, downed logs, and vines

e Crown, canopy, or aerial —suspended material at the canopy level, such as tall trees, vines, and
mosses

According to the United State Department of Agriculture over the last 10 years, nationwide there have
been an average of 75,000 fires per year and an average of 7.2 million acres burned. While sometimes
caused by lightning, nine out of ten wildfires are human-caused. The Forest Service and its partners
suppress more than 98 percent of wildfires on initial attack, keeping unwanted fires small and costs down.

In the Midwest, including lllinois, the tallgrass prairie ecosystem depends on periodic fires to maintain the
habitats which make up the ecosystem. Fire in tall grass prairies acts to burn aboveground biomass, killing
woody plants, allowing sunlight to reach the soil, and changing the soil pH and nutrient availability.
Growth of native species such as big bluestem, little bluestem, and Indian grass all increase significantly
following a fire. When fire is removed from a prairie ecosystem, woody shrubs and trees eventually
replace grasses and forbs. Controlled burns/prescribed fires are one of the most effective tools in
preventing the outbreak and spread of wildfires and doing so safely reduces the amount of fuel for fires.

Previous Occurrences of Wildfire
The NCDC has no records of any wildfires resulting in fatalities or serious injuries in Boone County.
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Geographic Location for Wildfire

Wildland Fires can occur in both forested areas and tallgrass prairie ecosystems located in the county.
Most wildfires of concern occur in the Wildland-Urban interface where the combination of availability of
fuel and exposure to infrastructure makes for the greatest risk.

Hazard Extent for Wildfire
The extent of the fire hazard varies both in terms of the areal extent of the fire and the type of material
being ignited.

Risk Identification for Wildfire

Based on historical information of Boone County, the occurrence of future wildfire that is a hazard to
homes and infrastructures is possible. According to the Boone Planning Team’s assessment, wildfire is
ranked as the number six hazard.

& Risk Priority Index
|
Probability x Magnitude RPI

| 1.75 X 1.75 3.0625

| C—— — —

Vulnerability Analysis for Wildfire

A wildfire is any fire involving vegetative fuels that occurs in the wildland or urban-wildland interface
areas. This study excludes structure fires, vehicle fires, trash or rubbish fires, and outside gas or vapor
combustion. Although wildfires have ability to jump gaps such.as roads, rivers and fire breaks this plan
only considers the wildland-urban interface as vulnerable. Buildings located within the wildland-urban

interface portion of the county are considered as vulnerable. Figure 4-WF1 shows the wildland-urban
interface in Boone county. Tables 4-7 and 4-8 display the existing buildings and critical infrastructure in
Boone County. Nearly all critical facilities are within the wildland-urban interface.

Figure 4-WF1. Wildland-Urban Interface in Boone County and Surrounding Region
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Critical Facilities

Critical facilities and communities within the wildland-urban interface are at risk. A critical facility will
encounter many of the same impacts as any other building within the jurisdiction. These impacts include
structural failure due to fire or explosion and loss of function of the facility (e.g., a damaged police station
can no longer serve the community). Table 4-7 lists the types and number of essential facilities for the
entire county and Appendix F displays a large format map of the locations of all critical facilities within the
county.

Building Inventory

Table 4-8 lists the building exposure in terms of types and numbers of buildings for the entire county. The
buildings within the county can expect similar impacts to those discussed for critical facilities. These
impacts include structural failure due to fire or explosion or debris, and loss of function of the building
(e.g., a person cannot inhabit a damaged home, causing residents to seek shelter).

Infrastructure

During a wildfire, the types of potentially impacted infrastructure include roadways, utility lines/pipes,
railroads, and bridges. Since an extensive inventory of the infrastructure is not available to this plan, it is
important to emphasize that a wildland fire could damage any number of these items. The impacts to
these items include: impassable roadways; broken or failed utility lines (e.g., loss of power or gas to
community); and railway failure from broken or impassable railways. Bridges could become impassable
causing risk to motorists.

Vulnerability to Future Assets/Infrastructure for Wildfire

Boone County has a well-established network of fire departments with equipment capacities that enable
an effective response in the event of wildfires. However, for wildland fires, county fire services and private
land owners near the National Forest should work with the U.S. Forest Service to reduce fuel loads and
develop the necessary wildland urban interface buffers to limit potential property damage from such fires.

Suggestions of Community Development Trends

Any development within the wildland-urban interface potentially increases the risk of property damage
due to wildland fire. Planned construction in these areas should be reviewed so proper protective
measures are taken to minimize the wildfire risk to these properties.

4.3.8 Drought and Extreme Heat Hazard

Hazard Definition for Drought Hazard

Drought is a normal climatic phenomenon that can occur across the state of Illinois and within Boone.
The meteorological condition that creates a drought is below-normal rainfall. However, excessive heat
can lead to increased evaporation, which enhances drought conditions. Droughts can occur in any month.
Drought differs from normal arid conditions found in low-rainfall areas. Drought is the consequence of a
reduction in the amount of precipitation over an undetermined length of time (usually a growing season
or longer).

The severity of a drought depends on location, duration, and geographical extent. Additionally, drought
severity depends on the water supply, usage demands by human activities, vegetation, and agricultural
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operations. Droughts will affect the quality and quantity of crops, livestock, and other agricultural assets.
Droughts can adversely impact forested areas leading to an increased potential for extremely destructive
forest and woodland fires that could threaten residential, commercial, and recreational structures.

Drought conditions are often accompanied by extreme heat, which is defined as temperatures that exceed
the average high for the area by 10°F or more for the last for several weeks. Such extreme heat can have
severe implications for humans. Below are common terms associated with extreme heat:

Heat Wave
Prolonged period of excessive heat often combined with excessive humidity.

Heat Index

A number, in degrees Fahrenheit, which estimates how hot it feels when relative humidity is
added to air temperature. Exposure to full sunshine can increase the heat index by 15°F.

Heat Cramps

Muscular pains and spasms due to heavy exertion. Although heat cramps are the least severe,
they are often the first signal that the body is having trouble with heat.

Heat Exhaustion

Typically occurs when people exercise heavily or work in a hot, humid place where body fluids are
lost through heavy sweating. Blood flow to the skin increases, causing blood flow to decrease to
the vital organs, resulting in a form of mild shock. If left untreated, the victim’s condition will
worsen. Body temperature will continue to rise, and the victim may suffer heat stroke.

Heat and Sun Stroke

A life-threatening condition. The victim’s temperature control system, which produces sweat to
cool the body, stops working. The body’s temperature can rise so high that brain damage and
death may result if the body is not cooled quickly.

Previous Occurrences for Drought and Extreme Heat
The NCDC database reported 11 drought/heat wave events in Boone County since 1950. The most recent
recorded event occurred in July of 2019.

Geographic Location for Drought and Extreme Heat
Droughts are regional in nature. Most areas of the United States are vulnerable to the risk of drought and
extreme heat.

Hazard Extent for Drought and Extreme Heat
The extent of droughts or extreme heat varies both depending on the magnitude and duration of the heat
and the range of precipitation.

Risk Identification for Drought and/or Extreme Heat

Based on historical information, the occurrence of future droughts and/or prolonged extreme heat is
likely. According to the Boone Planning Team'’s assessment, drought and/or extreme heat are ranked as
the number seven hazard.

r e ]
| Risk Priority Index '
Probability x Magnitude = RPI

1.75 X 1.5 = 2.625
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Vulnerability Analysis for Drought and Extreme Heat

Drought and extreme heat are a potential threat across the entire county; therefore, the county is
vulnerable to this hazard and can expect impacts within the affected area. According to FEMA,
approximately 175 Americans die each year from extreme heat. Young children, elderly, and hospitalized
populations have the greatest risk. The entire population is at risk.

Critical Facilities

A critical facility may encounter more acute impacts than other building within the jurisdiction. Potential
impacts include water shortages and residents in need of medical care from the heat and dry weather.
Table 4-7 lists the types and number of essential facilities for the entire county and Appendix F displays a
large format map of the locations of all critical facilities within the county.

Building Inventory

Table 4-8 lists the building exposure in terms of types and numbers of buildings for the entire county. The
buildings within the county can expect similar impacts to those discussed for critical facilities. These
impacts can include water shortages, fires as a result of drought conditions, and residents in need of
medical care from the heat and dry weather.

Infrastructure

During a drought, the risk to structures is primarily associated with fire, which can be exacerbated from
hot, dry conditions.

Potential Dollar Losses from Drought and Extreme Heat

According to the NCDC, Boone has not incurred damages relating to drought and extreme heat events
storms since 1950.

Vulnerability to Future Assets/Infrastructure from Drought/Extreme Heat Hazard

Future development will remain vulnerable to droughts. Typically, some urban and rural areas are more
susceptible than others. For example, urban areas are subject to water shortages during periods of
drought. Excessive demands of densely populated areas put a limit on water resources. In rural areas,
crops and livestock may suffer from extended periods of heat and drought. Dry conditions can lead to the
ignition of wildfires that could threaten residential, commercial, and recreational areas.

Suggestion of Community Development Trends

Because droughts and extreme heat are regional in nature, future development is susceptible to drought.
Although urban and rural areas are both vulnerable to this hazard, those living in urban areas may have a
greater risk from the effects of a prolonged heat wave. The atmospheric conditions that create extreme
heat tend to trap pollutants in urban areas, adding contaminated air to the excessively hot temperatures
and creating increased health problems. Furthermore, asphalt and concrete store heat longer, gradually
releasing it at night and producing high nighttime temperatures. This phenomenon is known as the “urban
heat island effect.”

Local officials should address drought and extreme heat hazards by educating the public on steps to take
before and during the event—for example, temporary window reflectors to direct heat back outside,
staying indoors as much as possible, and avoiding strenuous work during the warmest part of the day.
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4.3.9 Dam and Levee Failure

Hazard Definition for Dam and Levee Failure

Dams are structures that retain or detain water behind a large barrier. When full or partially full, the
difference in elevation between the water above the dam and below creates large amounts of potential
energy, creating the potential for failure. The same potential exists for levees when they serve their
purpose, which is to confine flood waters within the channel area of a river and exclude that water from
land or communities land-ward of the levee. Dams and levees can fail due to either: 1) water heights or
flows above the capacity for which the structure was designed; or 2) deficiencies in the structure such
that it cannot hold back the potential energy of the water. If a dam or levee fails, issues of primary concern
include loss of human life/injury, downstream property damage, lifeline disruption (of concern would be
transportation routes and utility lines required to maintain or protect life), and environmental damage.

Communities tend to view dams and levees as permanent and infinitely safe structures. This sense of
security may be misplaced, leading to significantly increased risks. Both downstream of dams and on
floodplains protected by levees, security leads to new construction, added infrastructure, and increased
population over time. Levees are built to hold back flood waters only up to some maximum level, often
the 100-year (1% annual probability) flood event. When that maximum is exceeded by more than the
design safety margin, the levee will be overtopped or otherwise fail, inundating communities in the land
previously protected by that levee. It has been suggested that climate change, land-use shifts, and some
forms of river engineering may be increasing the magnitude of large floods and the frequency of levee-
failure situations.

In addition to failure that results from extreme floods above design capacity, levees and dams can fail due
to structural deficiencies. Both dams and levees require frequent monitoring and regular maintenance to
assure their integrity. Many structures across the U.S. have been under-funded or otherwise neglected,
leading to an eventual day of reckoning in the form either of realization that the structure is unsafe or,
sometimes, an actual failure. The threat of dam or levee failure can require substantial commitment of
time, personnel, and resources. Since dams and levees deteriorate with age, minor issues become larger
compounding problems, and the risk of failure increases.

Previous Occurrences of Dam and Levee Failure
The U.S. army Corps of Engineers notes no previous occurrences of dam or levee failure in Boone County.

Geographic Location of Dams and Levees in Boone County

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers maintains the National Inventory of Dams (NID) which identified 2 dams
in Boone County. According to NID records, one dam in Boone County is classified as a high hazard and
one dam has an Emergency Action Plans (EAP). Table 4-DLF1 list of the dams located in Boone County and
their respective classification level.

_Table 4-DLF1. Boone Dam Inventory

[ERT __DamName i Stream/River ~ Hazard Rating | EAP
| Candlewick Lake Dam | Candlewicklake | High | Yes
| Belvidere Dam Kishwaukee River | low | No

A review of the US Army Corps of Engineers National Levee Database and IDNR records revealed no levee
systems present within Boone County.

Section 4. Risk Assessment Page 48



Hazard Extent for Dam and Levee Failure

Dams are assigned a low hazard potential classification which means that failure or incorrect operation of
the dam will result in no probable human life losses and minimal economic or environmental losses. Losses
are principally limited to the owner’s property. A significant hazard classification means that failure or
incorrect operation results in no probable loss of human life; however, dam or levee failure can cause
economic loss, environmental damage, and disruption of lifeline facilities. Significant hazard potential
dams are often located in predominantly rural or agricultural areas but could be located in populated
areas with a significant amount of infrastructure. A high hazard potential classification means that failure
orincorrect operation has the highest risk to cause loss of human life and to significantly damage buildings
and infrastructure.

According to NID records, Candlewick Lake Dam in Boone County is classified as high hazard and has an
Emergency Action Plan (EAP). Kishwaukee River Dam is classified as low hazard and does not have an EAP.
An EAP is not required by the State of lllinois but is recommended in the 2003 lllinois Dam Safety &
Inspection Manual.

Risk Identification for Dam Failure

Based on operation and maintenance requirements and local knowledge of the dams in Boone County,
the probability of failure is possible. The warning time and duration of the dam failure event would be
very short. Based on input from the Planning Team, future occurrence of dam or levee failure in Boone
County is unlikely. According to the Risk Priority Index (RPI) and County input, dam failure is ranked as the
number eight hazard.

Risk Priority Index

RPI ‘

| Probability x Magnitude
| 175 |

1 X 1.75

I

Vulnerability Analysis for Dam and Levee Failure

An Emergency Action Plan (EAP) is required to assess the effect of dam failure on these communities. In
order to be considered creditable flood protection structures on FEMA’s flood maps, levee owners must
provide documentation to prove the levee meets design, operation, and maintenance standards for
protection against the 1% annual probability flood.

Critical Facilities

Critical facilities downstream of the two dams are vulnerable to dam failure. An essential facility will
encounter many of the same impacts as other structures with dam failure. These impacts can include
structural failure, extensive water damage to the facility, and loss of facility functionality (e.g., a damaged
police station cannot serve the community). One critical facility is vulnerable to Candlewick Lake Dam
failure, the Aqua lllinois Water Treatment plant. Replacement costs for the treatment plant are
$3,277,916. The Kishawaukee dam is in Belvidere. Figure 4-DL1 shows the vuinerable area due to a failure
of that dam. No critical facilities are in the risk zone.

Building Inventory
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All buildings within the floodplain downstream of the dams are vulnerable to floods as a result of dam
failure. These impacts can include structural failure, extensive water damage to the facility, and loss of
facility functionality (e.g., damaged home will no longer be habitable, causing residents to seek shelter).
This plan considers all buildings located downstream of the dams and within 100-year flood plain as
vulnerable.

Infrastructure

The types of infrastructure potentially impacted by a flood include roadways, utility lines/pipes, railroads,
and bridges. Since an extensive inventory of the infrastructure is not available for this plan, it is important
to emphasize that a flood could damage any number of these items. The impacts to these items include
broken, failed, or impassable roadways; broken or failed utility lines (e.g., loss of power or gas to
community); or railway failure from broken or impassable railways. Bridges could also fail or become
impassable, causing risk to motorists.

Vulnerability to Future Assets/Infrastructure for Dam and Levee Failure
Flooding as a result of dam or levee failure will affect the downstream floodplain. Any development in the
dam downstream floodplain is vulnerable.

Figure 4-DL1. Kishawaukee River Dam failure, GIS analysis
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Suggestions for Community Development Trends

Reducing floodplain development is central to reducing flood-related damages. Areas with recent
development may be more vulnerable to drainage issues. Storm drains and sewer systems are usually
most susceptible to drainage issues. Damage to these can cause back-up of water, sewage, and debris
into homes and basements, causing structural and mechanical damage as well as creating public health
hazards and unsanitary conditions.
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4.3.10 Earthquake Hazard

Hazard Definition

An earthquake is the shaking of the earth caused by the energy released when large blocks of rock slip
past each other in the earth’s crust. While most earthquakes occur at tectonic plate boundarles
earthquakes can occur anywhere within a tectonic plate.

Strong earthquakes can collapse buildings and infrastructure, disrupt utilities, and trigger landslides,
avalanches, flash floods, fires, and tsunamis. When an earthquake occurs in a populated area, it may cause
death, injury, and extensive property damage. An earthquake might damage essential facilities, such as
fire departments, police departments, and hospitals, disrupting emergency response services in the
affected area. Strong earthquakes may also require mass relocation; however, relocation may be
impossible in the short-term aftermath of a significant event due to damaged transportation
infrastructure and public communication systems.

Earthquakes are typically measured by two criteria: intensity and magnitude (M). Earthquake intensity
qualitatively measures the strength of shaking produced by an earthquake at a certain location and is
determined from effects on people, structures, and the natural environment. Earthquake magnitude
quantitatively measures the energy released at the earthquake’s subsurface source in the crust, or
epicenter. Magnitude in the earthquake hazard analysis. Table 4-EQ1 provides a comparison of magnitude
and intensity, and Table 4-EQ2 provides qualitative descriptions of intensity, for a sense of what a given
magnitude might feel like.

Table 4-EQ1. Comparison of Earthquake Magnitude and Intensity

= Magnitude (M) ] [ Typlc_al_l\l_laglmum Modified Mercalli Intensity
- 1.0-3.0 ([ I R S
30-39 1 -m
40-4.9 | V-V
5.0-5.9 ] vi-vi
6.0-6.9 I R ~ VIi=IX
7.0 and higher Vil or higher

__ Table 4-EQ2. Abbreviated Modified Mercalli Intensity Scale
Mercalli Intensity =~ Description

I | Notfelt except by a very few under especially favorable conditions.
Il | Felt only by a few persons at rest, especially on upper floors of buildings. ] -
| Felt quite noticeably by persons indoors, especially on upper floors of buildings. Many

in people do not recognize it as an earthquake. Standing motorcars may rock slightly.
Vibrations similar to the passing of a truck. Duration estimated. -
Felt indoors by many, outdoors by few during the day. At night, some awakened.
v Dishes, windows, doors disturbed; walls make cracking sound. Sensation like heavy
| truck striking building. Standing motorcars rocked noticeably.

Felt by nearly everyone; many awakened. Some dishes, windows broken. Unstable
| objects overturned. Pendulum clocks may stop. -

Felt by all, many frightened. Some heavy furniture moved; a few instances of fallen
| plaster. Damage slight.

Vi
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Mercalli Intensity =~ 1 Bebitag g _Description : !
| Damage negligible in buildings of good design and construction; slight to moderate in
Vil | well-built ordinary structures; considerable damage in poorly built or badly designed
structures; some chimneys broken. S
Damage slight in specially designed structures; considerable damage in ordinary

substantial buildings with partial collapse. Damage great in poorly built structures. Fall

Vil of chimneys, factory stacks, columns, monuments, and walls. Heavy furniture
overturned. | o
Damage considerable in specially designed structures; well-designed frame structures
IX thrown out of plumb. Damage great in substantial buildings, with partial collapse.
| Buildings shifted off foundations. -
X Some well-built wooden structures destroyed; most masonry and frame structures
| destroyed with foundations. Rails bent. ]
XI | Few, if any (masonry) structures remain standing. Bridges destroyed. Rails bent greatly. |
Xl | Damage total. Lines of sight and level are distorted. Objects thrown into the air.

Previous Occurrences for Earthquakes

Historically, the most significant seismic activity in lllinois is associated with New Madrid Seismic Zone
near the southern end of the state. The New Madrid Seismic Zone produced three large earthquakes with
magnitudes estimated between 7.0 and 7.7 on December 16, 1811, January 23, 1812, and February 7,
1812. These earthquakes caused violent ground cracking and geyser-like eruptions of sediment (sand
blows) over an area >10,500 km?, and uplifted a 50 km by 23 km zone (the Lake County uplift). The shaking
was felt over a total area of over 10 million km?. Thousands of aftershocks were felt in the succeeding
months. The United States Geological Survey (USGS) and the Center for Earthquake Research and
Information (CERI) at the University of Memphis estimate the probability of a repeat of the 1811-1812
type earthquakes (M7.5-8.0) is 7%-10% over the next 50 years (USGS Fact Sheet 2006-3125).

Over the past hundred years, earthquakes in lllinois vary from frequent, but largely unnoticed events of
M1-3 events up to a M5.3 event occurring in southeastern lllinois in 1968. The most recent earthquake in
lilinois greater than Magnitude 3 —as of the date of this report—was a M3.8 event in September 2017,
approximately 8 miles west of Mt. Carmel in Wabash County. The last earthquake in lllinois to cause
reported damage occurred on April 18, 2008 near Mt. Carmel, IL and measured 5.2 in magnitude.
Earthquakes resulting in more serious damage have occurred about every 70 to 90 years and are
historically concentrated in southern Illinois. While less frequent, northern lllinois has had a number of
earthquakes larger than M3 with the largest being a M5.1 occurring in 1909 (Figure 4-EQ1}.
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Figure 4-EQ1. Northern Illinois earthquake epicenters and magnitudes
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Geographic Location for Earthqguake Hazard

The two most significant zones of seismic activity in lllinois are the New Madrid Seismic Zone and the
Wabash Valley Fault System along the southern Illinois-Indiana border. There are no recorded
earthquakes with epicenters within the boundaries of Boone County, but nearby counties have
experienced moderate magnitude earthquakes over the past century with several in the past decade
(Figure 4-EQ1). While large earthquakes (>M7.0) like those experienced during the New Madrid Events of
1811 and 1812 are unlikely in Boone County, moderate earthquakes (< 6.0M) in or in the vicinity of Boone
County are not out of the question. The USGS estimates the probability of a moderate M5.5 earthquake
occurring in Boone County within the next 500- years at approximately 3%, but somewhat more likely in
counties just to the south {Figure 4-EQ2).
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Figure 4-EQ2. Northern Illinois probability map of M5.5 Earthquake occurring within the next 500 years
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Hazard Extent for Earthquake Hazard

Earthquake effects are possible anywhere in Boone County. One of the most critical sources of
information that is required for accurate assessment of earthquake risk is soils data. SIU used a National
Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program (NEHRP)} compliant soils map provided by FEMA for the analysis.

The map identifies the soils most susceptible to failure.

Risk Identification for Earthquake Hazard

Based on historical information and current USGS and SIU research and studies, future earthquakes in
Boone are possible, but large (>M7.0) earthquakes causing catastrophic damage are unlikely. According

e ————— —— 5

Risk Priority Index

RPI
0.625

Probability x Magnitude
0.5 X 1.25

to the Boone Planning Team'’s assessment, earthquakes are ranked as the number nine hazard.
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Vulnerability Analysis for Earthquake Hazard

Earthquakes could impact the entire county equally; therefore, the entire county’s population and all
buildings are vulnerable to an earthquake. To accommodate this risk, this plan considers all buildings
located within the county as vulnerable.

Critical Facilities

All critical facilities are vulnerable to earthquakes. Critical facilities are susceptible to many of the same
impacts as any other building within the jurisdiction. These impacts include structural failure and loss of
facility functionality (e.g., a damaged police station will no longer be able to serve the community). Table
4-7 lists the types and number of essential facilities for the entire county and Appendix F displays a large
format map of the locations of all critical facilities within the county.

Building Inventory

Table 4-8 lists the building exposure in terms of types and numbers of buildings for the entire county. The
buildings within the county can expect similar impacts to those discussed for critical facilities. These
impacts include structural failure and loss of building function which could result in indirect impacts (e.g.,
damaged homes will no longer be habitable causing residents to seek shelter).

Infrastructure

During an earthquake, the types of infrastructure that shaking could impact include roadways, utility
lines/pipes, railroads, and bridges. Since an extensive inventory of the infrastructure was not available
for use in the earthquake models, it is important to emphasize that any number of these items could
become damaged in the event of an earthquake. The impacts to these items include broken, failed, or
impassable roadways, broken or failed utility lines (e.g., loss of power or gas to community), and railway
failure from broken or impassable railways. Bridges could also fail or become impassable, causing risk to
motorists.

Hazus-MH Earthquake Analyses

Existing geological information was reviewed prior to the Planning Team selection of earthquake
scenarios. A Magnitude 5.5 arbitrary earthquake scenario was performed to provide a reasonable basis
for earthquake planning in Boone. The other two scenarios included a Magnitude of 7.7 with the epicenter
located on the New Madrid Fault Zone and a 500-year probabilistic event.

The earthquake-loss analysis for the probabilistic scenario was based on ground-shaking parameters
derived from U.S. Geological Survey probabilistic seismic hazard curves for the earthquake with the 500-
year return period. This scenario evaluates the average impacts of a multitude of possible earthquake
epicenters with a magnitude typical of that expected for a 500-year return period. The New Madrid Fault
Zone runs along the Mississippi River through Arkansas, Tennessee, Missouri, Kentucky and Southern
lllinois. he Wabash Valley Fault Zone runs through Southeastern lllinois, Western Kentucky and Southwest
Indiana. This represents a realistic scenario for planning purposes.

The earthquake hazard modeling scenarios performed:

® Magnitude 5.0 500-Year Probabilistic Earthquake

e Magnitude 7.7 event along the New Madrid Fault Zone

e Magnitude 5.5 arbitrary earthquake epicenter in Boone County
This report presents two types of building losses: direct building losses and business interruption losses.
The direct building losses are the estimated costs to repair or replace the damage caused to the building
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and its contents. The business interruption losses are the losses associated with inability to operate a
business because of the damage sustained during the earthquake. Business interruption losses also
include the temporary living expenses for those people displaced from their homes because of the
earthquake.

Results for the 500-Year Probabilistic M 5.0 Earthguake Scenario

The results of the M 5.0 500-year probabilistic earthquake scenario are depicted in Tables 4-EQ3, 4-EQ4,
and Figure 4-EQ3. Hazus-MH estimates that approximately 81 buildings will be at least moderately
damaged. This is less than 0.5% of the total number of buildings in Boone. It is estimated that 1 building
would be damaged beyond repair.

The building related economic losses are approximately $5.14 million dollars. It is estimated that 29% of
the losses are related to the business interruption of the region. By far, the largest loss is sustained by the
residential occupancies which make up 66% of the total loss.

~ Table 4-EQ3. M5.0 Earthquake Damage Estimates by Building Occupancy

None Slight Moderate = Extensive Complete
. ; _ Count (%) Count (%) Count (%) Count (%) _ Count (%)
| Agriculture | 14804 | 077 358 | 137 |122 167 015 |21 001 | 121 |
Commercial 75376 | 392 1722 | 658 [534 731 |065 904 |003 |613 |
Educational | 213 (041 | 051 019 |017 [023 [002 028 |0 | 0.3
| Government | 2536 013 | 048 | 018 015 |02 002 [023 |0 | 0.24
| Industrial 36292 | 1.8 815 311 |261 357 031 |43 [001 |2
Other Residential | 1848.03 | 9.61 | 57.71  22.04 | 1675 | 2291 |05 | 694 | 002  3.44
Refigion 5728 |03 (124 | 047 042 (058 005 073 O | 0.67
Single Family 16017.65 | 83.28 | 172.98 | 66.06 | 46.46 | 63.54 | 546 | 76.4 | 0.46 86.01
Total: | 19,234 262 | 73 7 1

Table 4-EQ4. M5.0 Earthquake Estimates of Building Economic Losses (in Millions of Dollars)

( Single Other

Category Area Family = Residential | Commercial Industrial = Other = Total |
Wwage | o] 0.0026 | 01361 | 00341 00154  0.1882
 Capital-Related | 0] 0.0011 | 0.1195 |  0.0204 = 0.0033  0.1443 |
'Cg;';: Rental 01039 00316 0.0902 0.0106 | 0.0042 | 0.2405 |
Relocaton |  0.3633 | 0.0426 | 0.1231 | 00409 00422 | 06121 |

_ Subtotal: | 0.4672  0.0779 | 04689 0.106 | 0.0651  1.1851

| Structural 0.9301 | 0.0878 | 02091 | 01783 00888 | 1.4941

| NonStructural | 1.4741 01705 02159 | 01561 0.0705  2.0871
Csi‘;'ctlf' ' Content 01924 | 00174 00542 00753 0.0186 | 0.3579
Losses | Inventory | 0 | 0| 00013 0.0146 0.0005 | 0.0184
Subtotal: | 2.5966 |  0.2757 | 0.4805  0.4243 | 0.1784 3.9555

Total: | 3.06 | 0.35 0.95 | 053 | 024 514
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Figure 4-EQ3 Boone 500-Year Probabilistic M 5.0 Earthquake Building Economic Losses
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Results for M7.7 New Madrid Earthquake

The results of the M7.7 New Madrid earthquake scenario are depicted in Table 4-EQ5 and Figure 4-EQ4.
Because of the distance, Mercalli Intensities throughout the county remain lower than Ill. Hazus-MH
estimates that no buildings will be damaged to any significant extent.

__ Table 4-EQ5. New Madrid M7.7 Earthquake Damage Estimates by Building Occupancy
[ | None | Slight . Moderate = Extensive | Complete
| Count | (%) | Count | (%) | Count | (%) | Count | (%) |Count | (%)

Agriculture | 153 078 0 0 0o | 0 0 0o o |
| Commercial | 777 397 |0 0 0 0 o o [0 o !
Educational 2 o1l o 0 0 0 oo o [0 ]
Government | 26 013 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 o o
Industrial | 374 191 o0 oo 0 0 0 o o
Other Residential | 1923 1982 0 0 o o |o 0 o 0|
Religion 59 |03 o |0 oo 0 0 0 I |
SingleFamily | 16243 | 8297 0 0 |0 |0 |0 |0 |0 lo ]
Total: | 19,577 o 0 |0 0 B 1
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Figure 4-EQ4. New Madrid M7.7 Earthquake Building Economic Losses
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Results M 5.5 Arbitrary Earthquake — General Building Stock

The results of the Arbitrary M 5.5 earthquake scenario are depicted in Tables 4-EQ7, 4-EQ8, and Figure 4-
EQ5. Hazus-MH estimates that approximately 3,022 buildings will be at least moderately damaged. This
is 15% of the total number of buildings in Boone. It is estimated that 121 building would be damaged

beyond repair.

The building related economic are approximately $539.63 million dollars. It is estimated that over 29% of
the losses are related to the business interruption of the region. The largest loss is sustained by the

residential occupancies which make up 67% of the total loss.

None Slight - Moderate | Extensive |

_ Count (%) Count (%)  Count (%) | Count (%) |
| Agriculture ; 140.47 | 127 | 30.77 : 1.54 | 2145 | 2.35 5.76 | 3.68
Commercial | 528.69 | 479 11022 | 551 | 6303 692 |1538 | 9.83

 Educational | 26.03 | 024 |507 025 307 034 |07  0.46
' Government 4429 |04 752 038 422 046 | 084 | 054
industrial | 12712 | 115 | 2525 | 126 | 155 |17 | 379 | 2.42
Other Residential | 1630.25 | 14.78 | 459.46 | 22.95 | 33522 36.78 | 36.98  23.65
Religion 7246 | 066 | 145 072 852 093 [221 | 141 |
Single Family | 8457.86 | 76.7 | 1348.9 | 67.39 | 460.42 | 50.52 | 90.73 | 58.01
11,027 2,002 911 156

Total:

Table 4-£Q7. Arbitrary M 5.5 Magnitude Earthquake Damage Estimates by Building Occupancy _

Complete |
Count (%) |
| 055 | 2.72
| 168 | 8.26
1012 058
| 013 | 065
| 034 167
209 | 1028 |
031 | 152
15.09 | 74.32
20 i
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Table 4-EQ8. Arbitrary M 5.5 Magnitude Earthquake Estimates of Building Economic Losses (in Millions of

Dollars)
E Sx e | single | oOther | T A T
~ Category |_ Area . Family Residential A Commercial  Industrial Other = Total
‘Wage 0 0.1266 6.7683 1.8434 0.531 9.2693_1.
— Capital-Related 0 0.054 5.853 1.1081 0.1174 7.1325 |
Losses Rental 4.9394 1.7071 3.5936 0.5026 0.1883 10.931
| Relocation 17.4345 1.9882 5.8964 1.9365 1.8094 29.065
' Subtotal: | 22.3739 | 3.8759 22.1113 5.3906 | 2.6461 | 56.3978
Structural 41.8798 |  4.0961 9.9598 8.9573 32684 | 68.1614
. | Non-Structural 177.1186 25.3205 | 29.1294 32.8601 8.1778 | 272.6064
Csat‘;'cti' Content | 779675 |  8.4023 19.0916 | 256864 | 56039 | 136.7517
Losses Inventory | 0 0 0.4726 5.1104 0.125 5.708
Subtotal: | 296.9659 37.8189 58.6534 72.6142 | 17.1751 | 483.2275
Total: | 319.34 41.69 80.76 78 19.82 539.63

| i

7o

[

| |
Sl
]

f

| \
C

|
L

[ ] s12588

0 1.75

[] s12588 -
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$140644

35

Vulnerability to Future Assets/Infrastructure for Earthquake Hazard

Figure 4-EQ5. Arbitrary M 5.5 Scenario Building Economic Losses

M 5.5 Building Damage
Total Loss (*1000)

N

7
Miles

New construction, especially critical facilities, should accommodate earthquake mitigation design

standards.
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Suggestions for Community Development Trends
Community development should occur outside of the low-lying areas in floodplains with a water table
within five feet of grade that is susceptible to liquefaction. It is important to harden and protect future
and existing structures against the possible termination of public services and systems including power
lines, water and sanitary lines, and public communication.

4.3.11 Disease Outbreaks, Epidemics, and Pandemics

Hazard Definition

Disease outbreaks, epidemics, and pandemics can have devastating consequences on people and the
community at large. These types of hazards have the potential of affecting a large number of people and
posing significant harm with their ability to seriously diminish people’s health and cause death.

Dependent upon the situation, these public health hazards can last from days to years. Disease Outbreaks
occur when there is a sudden rise in a disease experienced by a community, region or during a season,
despite measures to deter disease spread. Outbreaks could be a single case of a contagious disease,
particularly if it is a novel disease or new to a community or remerges after a long absence. An outbreak
may be isolated to a single community or cover several countries.

Epidemics occur when an infectious disease spreads rapidly affecting people in several countries. Disease
outbreaks have the potential of becoming epidemics. Epidemics are common occurrences in the world
of the 21% century. According to the World Health Organization (WHO), every country on earth as
experienced at least one epidemicsince the year 2000. The 2003 Severe

, . . . CDC Pandemic Severity Index
Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS) in Asia and the 2014-15 Ebola Virus

i . i Case Projected
Disease (EVD) both started out as outbreaks, but became epidemics. Fatality Number of Deaths*
Ratio US Population, 2006

SARS ended up spreading to two dozen counties, infecting 8,098 people
in which 774 people died. Some public health incidents start out as
epidemics, such as Swine Flu (H1N1) and Avian Flu (H5N1) but result in
global exposure {see Pandemic, below). Far more often, however,
epidemics strike at lesser geographic levels.

Pandemics are disease outbreaks/epidemics that spread worldwide.
HIV/Aids is an example of one of the most destructive global pandemics Category 5
in history. The number of people affected by a pandemic depends upon
how severe the pandemic is. Pandemics are generally classified by

21,800,000

severity level: mild, moderate, or severe. Pandemics can impact 10- (o2 \T a8 900,000 - <1,800,000

segments of the population not usually affected by seasonal flu, for
instance, healthy adults between the ages of 20 — 50, (see more

information on difference between pandemic and seasonal flu later in Je3is 450,000 - <00,000
this section). By infecting and causing death in large numbers of people, 01%-<0.5% | Gategory2 90,000 - <450,000
pandemics can also cause significant economic disruption and loss. <04%  Category 1 _<90,000
TAszumis 3% Oreds Rate and Unmegaieg
Banderme Wilaut inlerserionm

The Center of Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) has developed a
Pandemic Severity Index, with categories of increasing severity (Category 1 to Category 5). The Pandemic
Severity Index uses a ratio to estimate the number of expected deaths. This index helps communities with
pandemic preparedness and planning.
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Previous Occurrences of Disease QOutbreaks, Epidemics, and Pandemics

The 2014 outbreak of the Ebola virus disease in several West African counties prompted changes in the
way the public health industry mitigates and responds to epidemics and pandemics. It is important to note
that only two imported cases, including one death, and two locally acquired cases in healthcare workers
occurred in the United States. Common epidemic and pandemic threats include (but not limited to)
HIV/Aids, smallpox, tuberculosis, influenza, non-polio enteroviruses, and foodborne outbreaks. This plan
will only highlight the most recent non-polio enteroviruses and influenza illness records.

Non-Polio Enteroviruses are very common viruses that cause about 10 to 15 million infections in the
United States each year. All populations are susceptible to non-polio enteroviruses, however there is an
increased risk for infants, children, and teenagers due to a lack of immunity from previous exposures to
the viruses. The infection is spread via close contact or touching surfaces with the infection. Those who
become infected with the viruses do not get sick or come down with mild ilinesses. Severe cases have the
potential to infect the heart, brain, or even paralyze.

One of the most recent non-polio enteroviruses cases occurred from mid-August to December 11%, 2014.
The CDC confirmed a total of 1,149 people in 48 states and the District of Columbia with respiratory illness
caused by Enterovirus D68 (EV-D68). This virus was first identified in California in 1962 and is one of the
more than 100 non-polio enteroviruses. EV-D68 has been the most common type of enterovirus identified
in 2014, leading to increases in illnesses among children and affecting those with asthma most severely.

Influenza Pandemics (pandemic flu) occurs when a new type of influenza (flu) virus emerges, affecting the
health and lives of many people. As a serious respiratory illness, pandemic flu spreads quickly from person
to person because people have not been exposed to the new flu strain. Once exposed, individuals may
have little or no bodily resistance for fighting off the new, contagious type of flu. During the 20 century,
there were three major influenza pandemics.

The 1918 Spanish flu was the deadliest flu pandemic, infecting 20% to 40% of the world’s population. An
estimated 50 million died from the Spanish flu, 675,000 of which were from the United States. This was
a viral pandemic in which people could die quite suddenly. Instances occurred in which people reported
being well in the morning, felt sick during the day and had died by evening. Many individuals fighting this
virus succumbed to complications, such as pneumonia. Those most affected were adults between the
ages of 20-50, healthy individuals that typically are not the hardest hit by influenza.

“Asian flu” of 1957 and “Hong Kong flu” of 1968 caused approximately 1 - 4 million deaths. The 1957
pandemic originated in China and was a category 2 on the pandemic severity index. Eventually, the Asian
flu strain evolved, shifting initiating a milder 1968-69 Hong Kong flu pandemic infecting 500,000 people

The most recent pandemic is the currently ongoing COVID-19 Pandemic with nearly 400,000 deaths
worldwide at the time of writing, more than 110,000 of which are in the U.S., nearly 6000 in Illinois and
18 COVID related deaths in Boone County. Table 4-EP1 displays the influenza pandemics since 1918.

Table 4-EP1. Influenza Pandemics since 1918

_ Date ' Name ; Subtype | Deaths in United States
1918-1919 | Spanish Flu . HIN1 | 675,000

| 1957-1958 | Asian Flu | ~ H2N2 | 69,800
1986-1969 - Hong Kong Flu L H3N2 | 33,800
2009-2010 2009 Flu Pandemic / Swine Flu | H1N1/09 12,500
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1L Date | Name oL Subtype Death_sinl_.lniteT:lStates__ .
2020- Novel Coronavirus | SARS-CoV2 | ~112,000* |
Total: | 903,100

Source: U.S. Department of Healt'h & Human Services
*as of June 8, 2020

Seasonal Flu and Pandemic Flu are both influenza viruses that affect the upper respiratory system of
people. Seasonal flu is the more common type of flu, emerging each year during the fall, winter, and spring
months. Seasonal flu continually circulates among people during each flu season, changing slightly from
year to year. Because of seasonal flu’s continual presence among people, individuals are more likely to
have acquired some bodily resistance, allowing them to fight off this flu strain better. Despite having
acquired some immunity, the CDC estimates that from the 1976-77 season to the 2006-07 flu season, flu-
assaociated deaths ranged from a low of about 3,000 to a high of about 49,000. Health organizations offer
seasonal flu vaccinations annually to protect people from this changing virus. Pandemic flu is a new type
of virus, which means that people have little or no immunity to it. Pandemic flu spreads quickly from
person to person and can produce serious illness, potentially more severe than seasonal flu.

Geographic Location for Disease Outbreak, Epidemics, and Pandemic Hazard

Because of the nature of pandemic disease, the entire country, continent, or whole world is at risk. An
epidemic can occur over a short period of time and strike at lesser geographic levels. The entire county is
at risk of disease outbreak, epidemic, or pandemic hazard.

Hazard Extent for Disease Qutbreak, Epidemics, and Pandemic Hazard
The extent of the hazard varies in terms of the physical characteristics of the disease outbreak, epidemic
or the pandemic (e.g., the number of people infected and strength of the virus). For instance, the COVID-
19 Pandemic has proven to have a greater risk to elderly and minority populations.

Risk Identification for Disease Qutbreak, Epidemics, and Pandemic Hazard

Disease outbreaks, epidemics, and pandemics can occur within any area in the county; therefore, the
entire county population is vulnerable. This plan includes a section devoted to disease outbreak, epidemic,
and pandemic but it should be noted that it is not included in the ranked list of hazards, but was included
with the spread of the current COVID-19 pandemic.

Vulnerability Analysis

A less severe pandemic and/or more severe epidemic would likely result in dramatic increases in the
number of hospitalizations and deaths. A severe pandemic can overwhelm the nation’s critical healthcare
services and impose significant stress on our nation’s critical infrastructure (including but not limited to
the airline and travel industry). Epidemic and pandemics can create a shortage of staff, facilities,
equipment, hospital beds, and other supplies needed to cope with the number of people who get the
pandemic flu. Alternative sites, such as schools, may serve as medical facilities.

Suggestions for Community Development Trends

The U.S. Department of Health & Human Services and the State of Illinois Department of Public Health
provides guidance to communities, individuals, health professionals, businesses and schools on epidemic
and pandemic mitigation. Planning and preparedness information is disseminated via Flu.gov. Various
Fact sheets, tool kits, check lists and pre-pandemic planning guides are available. It is important that all
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entities in the county are prepared because the federal government cannot prepare for or respond to the
challenge of a pandemic alone.

The Centers of Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) developed the 2007 Interim Pre-pandemic Planning
Guide for local communities to mitigate against pandemic influenza. The goals are to limit the spread of a
pandemic; mitigate disease, suffering, and death; and sustain infrastructure and lessen the impact on the
economy and the functioning of society. A pandemic influenza mitigation framework was created and
includes four mitigation interventions to help offset the effect on communities. Implementing these
interventions require advance planning. As such, the CDC warns of second- and third-order consequence
of the interventions which may require additional planning. Interventions include, but are not limited to:

1.

Isolation and treatment (as appropriate) with influenza antiviral medications of all persons with
confirmed or probable pandemic influenza. Isolation may occur in the home or healthcare setting,
depending on the severity of an individual’s illness and /or the current capacity of the healthcare
infrastructure.

Voluntary home quarantine of members of households with confirmed or probable influenza
case(s) and consideration of combining this intervention with the prophylactic use of antiviral
medications, providing sufficient quantities of effective medications exist and that a feasible
means of distributing them is in place.

Dismissal of students from school (including public and private schools as well as colleges and
universities) and school-based activities and closure of childcare programs, coupled with
protecting children and teenagers through social distancing in the community to achieve
reductions of out-of-school social contacts and community mixing.

Use of social distancing measures to reduce contact between adults in the community and
workplace, including, for example, cancellation of large public gatherings and alteration of
workplace environments and schedules to decrease social density and preserve a healthy
workplace to the greatest extent possible without disrupting essential services.

Additionally, one of the best and most effective mitigation strategies available to everyone is
simply utilizing good hygiene practices, e.g., effectively washing hands frequently, effectively
covering coughs and sneezes, and wiping down surfaces frequently shared by people, e.g., door
knobs, counter surfaces, bathroom/kitchen faucet sink handles and bathroom toilet handles, etc.

Section 4. Risk Assessment Page 63



Section 5. Mitigation Strategies

The goal of mitigation is to reduce the future impacts of a hazard, including property damage, disruption
to local and regional economies, and the amount of public and private funds spent to assist with recovery.
Throughout the planning process, the Boone Planning Team worked to identify existing hazard mitigation
policies, develop mitigation goals, and create a comprehensive range of mitigation strategies specific to
each jurisdiction. This work provides a blueprint for reducing the potential losses identified in the risk
assessment (section 4).

5.1 Existing Hazard Mitigation Policies, Programs and Resources
This section documents each jurisdiction’s existing authorities, policies, programs and resources related
to hazard mitigation and the ability to improve these existing policies and programs. It is important to
highlight the work that has been completed in Boone that pertains to hazard mitigation. In addition, the
following information also provides an evaluation of these abilities to determine whether they can be
improved in order to more effectively reduce the impact of future hazards.

5.1.1 Successful Mitigation Projects

To be successful, mitigation must be a recurrent process that is continually striving to lessen the impact
of natural hazards within the county. The following are projects have had progress or were successfully
completed after Boone County 2014 Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan was formally adopted.

e Automatic Aid agreements have been signed by all four fire departments in the county.

e Training of Emergency Agency members have been ongoing. Joint training between police and fire
departments for school shootings have been enacted. Firefighters have been trained in Rescue Task
Force operations. Firefighters are now trained and equipped to enter the “warm zone” to rescue and
treat victims.

e The county has purchased a Mobile Command Vehicle for more coordinated operations at major
incidents. This vehicle is available to any jurisdiction or agency in the county.

e Boone County has recently adopted a storm water ordinance

e Alljurisdictions have been working toward full county tornado siren coverage. To date, the southern
half of the county is nearing 100% coverage.

e Vulnerability of chemical spill has been reduced by lessening commercial inventory in the county.

¢ The county has updated the response procedures for a reduction of loss of life from tornadoes. The
county has an ongoing program to identify places of refuge for those that do not have basements or
other shelters.

e 911 Special Needs list for the county has been compiled and is currently up-to-date.

e The Dam in Belvidere receives routine safety and operational maintenance

e The county publicizes cooling room locations in times of extreme heat.

Unrealized or unfinished strategies from the 2014 plan are continued in this plan with the exception of
hardening infrastructure via retrofitting. Hardening of current infrastructure is deemed too expensive for
the level of risk to mitigate against. It is deemed more cost effective to enforce building codes moving
forward.
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5.1.2 National Flood Insurance Program

In 1968, Congress created the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) to help provide a means for
property owners to financially protect themselves. The NFIP offers flood insurance to homeowners,
renters, and business owners if their community participates in the NFIP. Participating communities agree
to adopt and enforce ordinances that meet or exceed FEMA requirements to reduce the risk of flooding.
This section covers the County’s NFIP status, flood insurance policy and claim statistics, repetitive loss
structures, and Community Rating System status.

NFIP Status

Including the county, six out of the seven incorporated communities in Boone County participate in the
NFIP. Table 5-1 includes a summary of information for Boone participation in the NFIP. Boone will continue
to provide information to its non-participating jurisdiction regarding the benefits of the National Flood
Insurance Program. While Timberlane has a FIRM, they do not participate in the NFIP as the area of 100-
year flood plain within the jurisdiction is minimal with little building exposure (Figure 4-F2).

Table 5-1. Information on Boone Participation in the NFIP

Participate Initial Flood Hazard Initial FIRM Cumrent Effective |
Community __inthe NFIP | Boundary Map Identified  Identified =~ FIRMDate |
BELVIDERE, CITY OF . YES . 3/15/1974 | 1/6/1982 | 2/18/2011
BOONECOUNTY* | YES | 4/29/1977 | 11/17/1982 | 2/18/2011
CAPRON, VILLAGEOF | YES | - | 2/18/2011 | 02/18/11(M)
CHERRY VALLEY, VILLAGEOF | YES . 3/1/1974 | 3/16/1981 | 2/17/2016
LOVESPARK, CITYOF | YES | ~ 6/28/1974 | 10/17/1978 | 2/17/2016
_POPLARGROVE, VILLAGEOF | YES | | 2/18/2011 | 2/18/2011
TIMBERLANE, VILLAGE OF NO 2/18/2011 2/18/2011

NFIP status and information are documented in the Community Status Book Report_ﬂbdated on 06/08/2020.
(M) — No Elevation Determined

Flood Insurance Policy and Claim Statistics

As of September 2019, 164 households paid flood insurance, insuring $33,844,300 in property value. The
total premiums collected for the policies amounted to $173,046. Since the establishment of the NFIP in
1978, 158 flood insurance claims were filed in Boone, totaling in $1,525,644 in payments. Table 5-2
summarizes the claims since 1978.

Table 5-2. Flood Insurance Claim Statistics for Boone

Community Total Losses = Closed Losses  Open Losses CWOP Losses Payments
BOONE COUNTY* | 23 “_ 15 [ 1 ' 7 $199,942.25
BELVIDERE, CITY OF | 30 24 . 1 5 $159,620.12
CHERRY VALLEY,
VILLAGE OF | 5_ | _3 : 0 - 2 | $22,5412i |
LOVESPARK, CITYOF | 100 68 0 32 | $1,143,535.27

NFIP policy and claim statistics since 1978 until the most recently upda-t:ecﬁ:late of 09/2019. Closed Losses refer to losses that are
paid; open losses are losses that are not paid in full; CWOP losses are losses that are closed without payment; and total losses
refers to all losses submitted regardless of status. Lastly, total payments refer to the total amount paid on losses.

Repetitive Loss Structures

There are several structures in Boone County that have experienced repetitive losses due to flooding.
FEMA defines a repetitive loss structure as a structure covered by a contract of flood insurance issued
under the NFIP that has suffered flood loss damage on two or more occasions during a 10-year period
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that ends on the date of the second loss, in which the cost to repair the flood damage is 2 25% of the
market value of the structure at the time of each flood loss. Currently there are over 122,000 Repetitive
Loss properties nationwide.

The Illinois Emergency Management Agency and lllinois Department of Natural Resources was contacted
to determine the location of repetitive loss structures in Boone County. Records indicate that there are
four repetitive loss structures within the county. The total amount paid for building replacement and
building contents for damage to these repetitive loss structures is $347,511.46. Table 5-3 describes the
repetitive loss structures for each jurisdiction.

Table 5-3. Repetitive Loss Structures for each Jurisdiction in Boone County

Jurisdiction Occupancy Type Number of Number of Losses Total Paid
. ! Properties
| Belvidere, City Of | Residential 1 2 _ $15,378.00 |
| Boone County* | Residential 2 - 7 | $118,131.30 |
Loves Park, City Of |  Commercial 1 3 . | $214,002.16
Total: | 4 12 $347,511.46

Community Rating System Status

The CRS is a voluntary incentive program that recognizes and encourages community floodplain
management activities that exceed the minimum NFIP requirements. As a result, flood insurance premium
rates are discounted to reflect the reduced flood risk resulting from the community actions meeting the
three goals of the CRS: (1) reduce flood losses; (2) facilitate accurate insurance rating; and (3) promote
the awareness of flood insurance. In lllinois, 69 communities participate in the CRS. Although joining the
CRS is free, completing CRS activities and maintaining a CRS rating requires a degree of commitment from
the community, including dedicating staff.

The CRS uses a Class rating system that is similar to fire insurance rating to determine flood insurance
premium reductions for residents. CRS Classes are rated from 9 to 1. Most communities enter the program
at a CRS Class 9 or Class 8 rating, which entitles residents in Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHAs) to a 5% to
10% discount on flood insurance premiums. Each CRS Class improvement produces a 5 percent greater
discount on flood insurance premiums. Currently, Boone County and its incorporated areas do not
participate in the NFIP’S Community Rating System (CRS). Joining the CRS could be one way the County or
its incorporated communities improve their existing floodplain management policies and further reduce
the flood hazard risk.

5.1.3 Jurisdiction Ordinances

Hazard Mitigation related ordinances, such as zoning, burning, or building codes, have the potential to
reduce the risk from known hazards. These types of regulations provide many effective ways to address
resiliency to known hazards. Table 5-4 lists Boone County’s current ordinances that directly pertain, or
can pertain, to hazard mitigation.

The adoption of new ordinances, including the adoption of new development standards or the creation
of hazard-specific overlay zones tied to existing zoning regulations, present opportunities to discourage
hazardous construction and manage the type and density of land uses in areas of known natural hazards.
Adopting and enforcing higher regulatory standards for floodplain management (i.e., those that go
beyond the minimum standards of the NFIP) is another effective method for minimizing future flood
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losses, particularly if a community is experiencing growth and development patterns that influence flood
hazards in ways that are not accounted for on existing regulatory floodplain maps. Revisions to existing
building codes also present the opportunity to address safe growth. Many state and local codes are based
off national or industry standard codes which undergo routine evaluations and updates. The adoption of
revised code requirements and optional hazard-specific standards may help increase community
resilience.

Table 5-4: Boone County’s Jurisdiction Ordinances

T Storm 5 ' land IR
! water Subdivision Erosion | Use ' Building
\ Community Zoning  Mgmt Flood = Control  Burning  Seismic | Mgmt Plan  Codes
' Boone County LY | Y [y | Y .Y | N Y Y | BC
Belvidere Y | v bi Y N N Y Y | IBC/IRC
| Capron Y N N Y N N N N | IBC
| Poplar Grove Y N ¥ Y Y Ny N | BC
| Timberlane Y N N Y N N N N N

5.1.4 Fire Insurance Ratings

By classifying communities' ability to suppress fires, the Insurance Service Office (ISO) Public Protection
Classification Program helps communities evaluate their public fire-protection services. The program
provides a countrywide standard that helps fire departments in planning and budgeting for facilities,
equipment, and training. Information is collected on municipal fire-protection efforts in communities
throughout the United States. In each of those communities, ISO analyzes the relevant data using a Fire
Suppression Rating Schedule. Ratings are assigned from 1 to 10 where Class 1 generally represents
superior property fire protection, and Class 10 indicates that the area's fire-suppression program doesn't
meet ISO’s minimum criteria. Table 5-6 displays each Fire Department’s insurance rating and total number
of employees.

Table 5-6. Boone Fire Departments, Insurance Ratings, and Number of Employees/Volunteers

R S, Bl

L Fire Department __Fire Insurance Rating Number of Employees L
Belvidere Fire Department 3 | 30 B .
Boone County Fire Protection District #1 | 5 | 21 (all volunteer) !
Boone County Fire Protection District #2 5 | 43 (5 part-time, 38 volunteer) |
Boone County Fire Protection District #3 | 4/5 | 42 (7 full time)

5.2 Mitigation Goals

In Section 4 of this plan, the risk assessment identified Boone as prone to several hazards. The Planning
Team members understand that although they cannot eliminate hazards altogether, Boone can work
towards building disaster-resistant communities. Below is a generalized list of goals, objectives, and
actions. The goals represent long-term, broad visions of the overall vision the county would like to achieve
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for mitigation. The objectives are strategies and steps that will assist the communities in attaining the
listed goals.

Goal 1: Lessen the impacts of hazards to new and existing infrastructure
Objective: Retrofit critical facilities and structures with structural design practices and
equipment that will withstand natural disasters and offer weather-proofing.
Objective: Equip public facilities and communities to guard against damage caused by
secondary effects of hazards.
Objective: Minimize the amount of infrastructure exposed to hazards.
Objective: Evaluate and strengthen the communication and transportation abilities of
emergency services throughout the county.
Objective: Improve emergency sheltering in Boone County.
Goal 2: Create new or revise existing plans/maps for Boone County
Objective: Support compliance with the NFIP for each jurisdiction in Boone County.
Objective: Review and update existing, or create new, community plans and ordinances
to support hazard mitigation.
Objective: Conduct new studies/research to profile hazards and follow up with mitigation
strategies.
Goal 3: Develop long-term strategies to educate Boone County residents on the hazards
Objective: Raise public awareness on hazard mitigation.
Objective: Improve education and training of emergency personnel and public officials.

5.3 Multi-Jurisdictional Mitigation Strategies

After reviewing the Risk Assessment, the Mitigation Planning Team was presented with the task of
individually listing potential mitigation activities using the FEMA STAPLEE evaluation criteria (see table 5-
7). FEMA uses their evaluation criteria STAPLEE (stands for social, technical, administrative, political, legal,
economic and environmental) to assess the developed mitigation strategies. Evaluating possible natural
hazard mitigation activities provides decision-makers with an understanding of the potential benefits and
costs of an activity, as well as a basis upon which to compare alternative projects. The Planning Team
brought their mitigation ideas to Meeting 3.

Table 5-7. FEMA’s STAPLEE Evaluation Criteria
Mitigation actions are acceptable to the community if théy do not ngerejIy affecta particular

Social segment of the population, do not cause relocation of lower income people, and if they are
compatible with the community’s social and cultural values.

T Mitigation actions are technically most effective if they provide a long-term reduction of losses and
echnical have minimal secondary adverse impacts.

Administrative Mitigation actions are easier to implement if the jurisdiction has the necessary staffing and funding.

P Mitigation actions can truly be successful if all stakeholders have been offered an opportunity to
olitical participate in the planning process and if there is public support for the action.

L It is critical that the jurisdiction or implementing agency have the legal authority to implement and
egal enforce a mitigation action.
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Budget constraints can significantly deter the | implementation of mitigation actions. Hence, itis
' Economic important to evaluate whether an action is cost-effective, as determined by a cost benefit review, and
 possibie to fund.

Sustainable mitiga_tio_nactions that do not have an adverse effect on the environment, cémply with
En-vi'ronmental‘ federal, state, and local environmental regulations, and are consistent with the community’s
.environmental goals, have mitigation benefits while being environmentally sound.

Table 5-8 contalns a comprehensive range of specific mitigation actions and projects for each jurlsdlctlon
with an emphasis on new and existing buildings and infrastructure. At least two identifiable mitigation
action items have been addressed for each hazard listed in the risk assessment. Each of the incorporated
communities within and including Boone County was invited to participate in brainstorming sessions in
which goals, objectives, and strategies were discussed and prioritized. Each participant in these sessions
was armed with possible mitigation goals and strategies provided by FEMA, as well as information about
mitigation projects discussed in neighboring communities and counties.

All potential strategies and goals that arose through this process are included in Table 5-8. The mitigation
strategies are arranged by hazard they directly address. In some cases, certain mitigation strategies can
address all hazards. If provided by the jurisdiction, each mitigation strategy contains specific details
pertaining to the implementation, responsible and/or organizing agency, and potential funding source.
Potential funding sources are identified by Federal, State, Local, or Private. A code is assigned to each
mitigations strategy for ease of reference when reviewing the prioritization of each mitigations strategies
in Section 5.4.
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5.4 Prioritization of Multi-Jurisdictional Mitigation Strategies
Implementation of the mitigation strategies is critical to the overall success of the mitigation plan. It is
important to decide, based upon many factors, which action will be undertaken first. In order to pursue
the top priority first, an analysis and prioritization of the actions is vital. It is important to note that some
actions may occur before the top priority due to financial, engineering, environmental, permitting, and
site control issues. Public awareness and input of these mitigation actions can increase knowledge to
capitalize on funding opportunities and monitoring the progress of an action. It is also critical to take into
account the amount of time it will take the community to complete the mitigation project.

For each participating jurisdiction a rating (high, medium, or low) was assessed for each mitigation item.
The ranking is the result of the STAPLEE evaluation and the timeframe the community is interested in
completing the strategy: H - High 1-3 years; M - Medium 3-5 years; and L - Low 5+years. Overall, hazard
mitigation priorities are similar to those detailed in the 2014 plan but with the improvements listed in
section 5.1.1.

Section 6. Plan Implementation and Maintenance

6.1 Implementation through Existing Programs

Throughout the planning process, the Boone Planning Team worked to identify existing hazard mitigation
policies, develop mitigation goals, and a create a comprehensive range of mitigation strategies specific to
each jurisdiction. This work provides a blueprint for reducing the potential losses identified in the Risk
Assessment (Section 4). The ultimate goal of this plan is to incorporate the mitigation strategies proposed
into ongoing planning efforts within the County. The Boone Emergency Management Agency will be the
local champion for the mitigation actions. The Boone Board and the city and village councils will be an
integral part of the implementation process. Federal and state assistance will be necessary for a number
of the identified action.

The actions and goals represented in this plan will be integrated into the Comprehensive Economic
Development Strategy (CEDS) for Northern Hlinois developed by the Region 1 Planning Council in 2021
for the U.S. Dept. of Commerce and applicable to Boone, McHenry, and Winnebago counties. The
counties are physically and economically connected through the Chicago to Rockford corridor along
routes 173, 20/176, and -90 as well as all having portions with rural identities. This presents shared
infrastructure, land-use, and environmental concerns including water resources and hazard mitigation.
Hazard mitigation as a topic is largely excluded in the current CEDS, but is important to many outlined
concerns such as water quality, land use, and flooding as well as resiliency and health concerns. The
hazards and mitigation strategies described in this plan are to be considered during the next updates of
the CEDS, building codes, and zoning ordinances.

Most of the strategies will require, at least in part, material and/or financial support from the county EMA
and participating jurisdictions as is noted in table 5-8. Identifying additional funding to carry out the
various actions is frequently the limiting factor in implementation. The FEMA Region V Mitigation
Resource Funding Guide provides an extensive list of federal and state resources from multiple agencies

Section 6. Plan Maintenance Page 74



that may be drawn on to further mitigation efforts. For example, federal programs identified applicable
to the strategies in table 5-8 include FEMA Emergency Management and Performance grants (A2, A, A4,
A5, A10), FEMA Pre-Disaster Mitigation grants (A1, A5, A9, A10), HUD Community Challenge Planning
grant (A3, TS1, ET1), and the Department of Homeland Security Local Emergency Planning Committee
program (HM2). State programs with grants applicable to enabling the carry out of the strategies include
the Illinois Division of Natural Resources Flood Hazard Mitigation Hazard (F2, F3). A few strategies are
likely to leverage some private funds or other resources (e.g., donated time or space) from vested
members of the community (e.g., TS1).

Continued public involvement is also critical to the successful implementation of the MHMP. Comments
from the public on the MHMP will be received by the Boone Emergency Management Agency and
forwarded to the Planning Team for discussion. Education efforts for hazard mitigation will be an ongoing
effort of Boone. The public will be notified of periodic planning meetings through notices in the local
newspaper. Once adopted, a copy of the MHMP will be maintained in each jurisdiction and in the Boone
Emergency Management Agency.

6.2 Monitoring, Evaluation, and Updating the MHMP

Throughout the five-year planning cycle, the Boone Emergency Management Agency will reconvene the
Planning Team to monitor, evaluate, and update the plan on an annual basis. Additionally, a meeting will
be held in 2024 to address the five-year update of this plan. Members of the planning committee are
readily available to engage in email correspondence between annual meetings. If the need for a special
meeting, due to new developments or the occurrence of a declared disaster in the county, the team will
meet to update mitigation strategies. Depending on grant opportunities and fiscal resources, mitigation
projects may be implemented independently by individual communities or through local partnerships.

As part of the update process, the Planning Team will review the county goals and objectives to determine
their relevance to changing situations in the county. In addition, state and federal policies will be reviewed
to ensure they are addressing current and expected conditions. The team will also review the risk
assessment portion of the plan to determine if this information should be updated or modified. The plan
revision will also reflect changes in local development and its relation to each hazard. The parties
responsible for the various implementation actions will report on the status of their projects, and will
include which implementation processes worked well, any difficulties encountered, how coordination
efforts are proceeding, and which strategies should be revised.

Updates or modifications to the MHMP during the five-year planning process will require a public notice
and a meeting prior to submitting revisions to the individual jurisdictions for approval. The plan will be
updated via written changes, submissions as the committee deems appropriate and necessary, and as
approved by the Boone Board.

The GIS data used to prepare the plan was obtained from existing county GIS data as well as data collected
as part of the planning process. This updated Hazus-MH GIS data has been returned to the county for use
and maintenance in the county’s system. As newer data becomes available, these updated data will be
used for future risk assessments and vulnerability analyses.
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Definitions

100-year Floodplain

Critical Facility

Community Rating System (CRS)

Comprehensive Plan

Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000

(DMA 2000)

Essential Facility

Federal Emergency Management

Agency

Hazard

Hazard Mitigation

Areas subject to inundation by the 1-percent-annual-chance
flood event.

A structure, because of its function, size, service area, or
unigueness, that has the potential to cause serious bodily harm,
extensive property damage, or disruption of vital
socioeconomic activities if it is destroyed or damaged or if its
functionality is impaired. This includes, but are not limited to,
water and wastewater treatment facilities, municipal buildings,
educations facilities, and non-emergency healthcare facilities.

A voluntary program for National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) participating communities. The goals of the CRS are to
reduce flood damages to insurable property, strengthen and
support the insurance aspects of the NFIP, and encourage a
comprehensive approach to floodplain management.

A document, also known as a "general plan," covering the entire
geographic area of a community and expressing community
goals and objectives. The plan lays out the vision, policies, and
strategies for the future of the community, including all the
physical elements that will determine the community’s future
developments.

The largest legislation to improve the planning process. It was
signed into law on October 30, 2000. This legislation reinforces
the importance of mitigation planning and emphasizes planning
for disasters before they occur.

A subset of critical facilities that represent a substantial hazard
to human life in the event of failure. This includes (but not
limited to) hospital and fire, rescue, ambulance, emergency
operations centers, and police stations.

An independent agency created in 1979 to provide a single
point of accountability for all federal activities related to
disaster mitigation and emergency preparedness, response,
and recovery.

A source of potential danger or adverse condition.

Any sustained action to reduce or eliminate long-term risk to
human life and property from hazards.
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Hazard Mitigation Grant
Program (HMPG)

Hazus-MH

Multi-Hazard Mitigation
Planning

National Flood Insurance
Program

Planning Team

Risk Priority Index

Risk Assessment

Strategy

Vulnerability

Authorized under Section 404 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, HMGP is administered by
FEMA and provides grants to states, tribes, and local
governments to implement hazard mitigation actions after a
major disaster declaration.

A geographic information system (GlIS)-based disaster risk
assessment tool.

Identify policies and actions that can be implemented over the
long term to reduce risk and future losses from various
hazardous events.

Administered by the Federal Emergency Management Agency,
which works closely with nearly 90 private insurance
companies to offer flood insurance to property owners and
renters. In order to qualify for flood insurance, a community
must join the NFIP and agree to enforce sound floodplain
management standards.

A group composed of government, private sector, and
individuals with a variety of skills and areas of expertise, usually
appointed by a city or town manager, or chief elected official.
The group finds solutions to community mitigation needs and
seeks community acceptance of those solutions.

Quantifies risk as the product of hazard probability and
magnitude so Planning Team members can prioritize mitigation
strategies for high-risk-priority hazards.

Quantifies the potential loss resulting from a disaster by
assessing the vulnerability of buildings, infrastructure, and
people.

A collection of actions to achieve goals and objectives.
Describes how exposed or susceptible to damage an asset is.

Vulnerability depends on an asset’s construction, contents, and
the economic value of its functions.
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Acronyms

ABCDEFGHIJKLMNOPQRSTUVWXYZ

A AEGL — Acute Exposure Guideline Levels
ALOHA — Areal Locations of Hazardous Atmospheres

C CERI — Center for Earthquake Research and Information
CRS — Community Rating System

D DEM - Digital Elevation Model
DFIRM — Digital Flood Insurance Rate Map
DMA - Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000

E EAP — Emergency Action Plan
EMA - Emergency Management Agency
EPA — Environmental Protection Agency

F FEMA — Federal Emergency Management Agency
FIRM — Flood Insurance Rate Map

G GIS - Geographic Information System

H Hazus-MH — Hazards USA Multi-Hazard
HMGP — Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
HUC - Hydrologic Unit Code

| IA — Individual Assistance
IDNR - lllinois Department of Natural Resources
IDOT - lllinois Department of Transportation
IEMA — lllinois Emergency Management Agency
ISO — Insurance Service Office
ISGS - lllinois State Geological Survey
ISWS— lllinois State Water Survey
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M MHMP — Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

N NCDC - National Climatic Data Center
NEHRP — National Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program
NFIP — National Flood Insurance Program
NID — National Inventory of Dams
NOAA — National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NSFHA — Non-Special Flood Hazard Area

P PA — Public Assistance

PHMSA- Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
PPM — Parts Per Million

R RPI - Risk Priority Index

S SIU — Southern lllinois University Carbondale
SPC - Storm Prediction Center
STAPLEE — Social, Technical, Administrative, Political, Legal, Economic, and Environmental

U USGS — United States Geological Survey
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Appendix A. Meeting Minutes

Formal Mitigation Planning Meetings
Meeting 1 - Dec 9%, 2019
Meeting 2 — April 6™, 2020
Meeting 3 — May 19%, 2020
Meeting 4 — June 10", 2020

Outside Meetings

See Attached Outside Meeting Minutes and Sign-in Sheets
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Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

Meeting 1 — December 9th, 2019

Dave Ernest
Perry Gay

Pat Molloy

Dan Zaccard
Shane Woody
Pat Gardner
Mat Wallace

Al Hyser

Joel Shadden
Sherry Giesecky
Steve Kirshbaum
Brent Anderson

Austin Edmonson

Attendance Roster For
The First Planning
Meeting For
EMPG Grant

Organization

Boone County Sheriff’s Office
Boone County Sheriff’s Office
Boone County Sheriff’s Office
Boone County EMA

Belvidere Police

Belvidere Police

Belvidere Police

Belvidere Fire Department
Boone County information Tech
Boone County Board Member
Swedish American Hospital
City of Belvidere

Boone County Administration

Position

Sheriff

Chief Deputy
Lieutenant
Director
Chief
Deputy Chief
Deputy Chief
Chief
Manager

Board Member

Paramedic Educator

Public Works Director

Interim Director

Dan Streed Boone County Administration Assistant Director
Becky Wigget Boone County Coroner’s Office Coroner
Ellen Genrich Boone County Health Department  Disaster Coordinator
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Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

Meeting 2 — April 6, 2020

COIVD-19 response cancelled scheduled formal assembly of planning team. In lieu of cancelled meeting,
a phone meeting and email communication between SIU (James Conder) and Boone County EMA (Dan
Zaccard) took place on April 6, 2020 with the following outcomes:

Reviewed County Risk Assessments

County EMA will contact jurisdictions individually for jurisdictional risk assessments.

SIU delivered Mitigation Strategy information, including printed materials to County EMA.
County EMA to distribute the materials to the various jurisdictional representatives.
Reviewed Mitigation Strategies from previous plan.

Over the course of the weeks of April 6™ and April 13, the County EMA had individual phone meetings
with representatives from the Health Department, Belvidere, Capron, Poplar Grove, and Timberlane
covering the above points.

On or about July 10, the County EMA had additional follow-up phone meetings with Capron, Poplar Grove,
and Timberlane refining mitigation strategy priorities.

Meeting 3 — May 19", 2020

Public meeting. COIVD-19 precluded a formal assembly. In lieu of physical assembly, a call for public
comments was issued on the County’s website with a downloadable version of the plan. In addition to
being advertised on the county’s website, the comment period was advertised in printed publications of
the Rockford Register and the Boone County Shopper as well as the Boone County Shopper’s Facebook
page and the SIU Geology page. The formal comment period lasted from May 19 to May 28".
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Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

Appendix B. Local Press Release and Newspaper Articles

» Boone County ., .«

ILLINOI
Home | News & Events | Property Information | Calendar | Local Links

Quick Links . . Search
' | Boone County Multi-Hazard , |
+ Departments o - o ©
BoardDocs Mitigation Plan
© Past Meetings Home » Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan News |
» County Board |
County Code Countywide Multihazard Mitigation Pll.ln request for . o mmmm |
Maps & Directions comments. Boone County, under the direction of the EMA Director Dan Review Meeting |
: 3 Zaccard, is working with Southern Illinois University in developing a 2020 The Boone County
Financial Information | ypdate of its 2014 Multihazard Mitigation Plan. The plan is in the latter stagesof  Board of Review will
Press Releases | completion and the county is looking for public input and any other feedback. In | meet June 12, 2020 at
Tourism particular, the plan provides an assessment of potential hazards and their 9:00 A.M. in the Boone
Employment & relative importances for the county (section 4.1), Belvidere, Poplar Grove, County...
Appointments Timberlane, and Capron as well as mitigation strategies to be pursued over the s PR
Bids & REP' ‘ next 5 or so years by the county and other jurisdictions (section 5.3). The public County Board of Review |
3 comment period is officially open until the end of day (5:30pm) on May 28th, 2020 Opening Session [
FOIA Requests 2020, but comments sent after that time will be given as much consideration as The Boone County [
Business & Economic possible. Board of Review will
Dzvemp::;t A current draft can be found here: <https://geology.sin.edu/boone-mhmp.pdf> | bold its opening session
5 gt Send comments to conder@geo.siu.edu with “Boone MHMP public comment™ in on Wednesday, May [
Union Contracts T Py : s 27,
L SHREES | the subject line. Please indicate whether you are 2 Boone County resident in the 2 = [
email. Public Notice -2020- |
2121 Farmland Review
e Longuages Commites |
Enelish | BOONE COUNTY
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Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

&
LARG

Posts ob Like | 3 Follow Share  «s ~s Send Message

Boone County Shopper e
. May 26 at 419 PM - @
REQUESTING COMMENTS: The Boone County Pre-Disaster Mitigation
Committee invites input from the public in developing an update of its
Multihazard Mitigation Plan. The plan describes potential disasters that
could strike the county, losses expected from those disasters, and how to
reduce vulnerability. The public comment period is open until Friday, May
28th, 2020, 5:30PM. Comments sent after that time will be given
consideration as possible. Current draft of the plan update can be found
here: https://geology.siu.edu/boone-mhmp.pdf.

Send comments to conder@geo.siu.edu with BOONE MHMP PUBLIC
COMMENT in the subject line. Please indicate whether your are a Boone
County resident.

GEOLOGY.SIU.EDU
geology.siu.edu

Page8 Boonc Counly Shopper - Belvidere, Illinois - May 28, 2020

REQUESTING COMMENTS:
The Boone County Pre-Disaster
Mitigation Commiltee invites in-
put from the public in developing
an update of its Multihazard Miti-
galion Plan. The plan describes
potential disasters that could
strike the county, losses expected
from those disasters, and how to
reduce vulnerability. The public
comment period is open until May
28th, 2020, 5:30PM. Commenls
sent after that time will be given
consideration as possible. Cur-
rent draft of the plan update can
be found here: https://geclogy.
siu.edu/boone-mhmp.pdf Send
comments to conder@geo.siu.
edu with BOONE MHMP PUBLIC
COMMENT in the subject line.
Please indicate whelher your are
a Boone County resident.
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Boone County Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

Appendix C. Adopting Resolutions

See Attached Adopting Resolutions
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Appendix D. Historical Hazards

See Attached Newspaper Clippings and Map

Emergency crews work almost 12 hours to contain
Belvidere ammonia leak

B May 28,2019 (@) N:30am Breane Lyga

TOP STORIES

@G| flv i+

UPDATE: Belvidere firefighters say 13 emergency agencies worked almost 12 hours Tuesday to
clear an ammonia leak from a Belvidere business.

Belvidere Fire Chief Al Hyser says fire crews were called to Dean Foods for a possible ammonia
leak around 7:30 in the morning.

The leak happened after a piece of equipment had an “accidental catastrophic failure.”
Fire crews say two people were injured, a worker and a bystander.

The leak was cleaned up by 6 p.m. Tuesday night.

BELVIDERE (WREX) — All Boone County area fire stations are responding to a potential
ammonia leak at Dean Foods in Belvidere, according to North Boone Fire District 3.
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When an April 21, 1967, Belvidere Tornado cut a 10-mile swath through Belvidere, scenes of destruction
such as this were commonplace, with utility trucks arriving in caravans. RRSTAR.COM FILE PHOTO

A tornado cut a 10-mile path of destruction through Belvidere on April 21, 1967, and killed 24 people and
injured 500. RRSTAR.COM FILE PHOTO
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Appendix E. List of Essential Facilities

Not all data is available for every facility. Other facility specifics may be available upon request.

Emergency Operations Center Facilities L IS e

L - FacilityName ; | Address
| Emergency Management Agency

_" 615 N_R/Iain Street

Fire Station Facilities

| FadltyName T~ T [T _ Address
| Belvidere Fire Department il | 615N Main St

| Belvidere Fire Department | 123Sstate st i
| Boone County Fire District2 | 353 E 6th St

| 1777 Henry Luckow Ln

Boone County Fire Protection District 1 ) | 130 W Ogden 5t
._North Boone Fire District 3 | 305WGrove
North Boone Fire District 3 | 2409 Main St

Police Station Facilities

e FaclityName | Address
Boone County Sheriff’s Office | 615N Main St.
Belvidere Police Department | 615N MainSt.

School Facilities - ) -

) Facility Name _ B e Address
‘Belvidere Central Middle School | 8787 Beloit Rd
Belvidere High School i L E | 1500 East Ave
Belvidere North High School | 9393BeloitRd
| Belvidere South Middle School | 919E6thst.
Boone County Center | 1320 E Avenue
Caledonia Elementary School - | 2311 Randolph
| Camelot School | 7133 Garden Prairie

. Capron Elementary Schoof 5

Immanuel Lutheran School
| Lincoln Elementary School

| 200 N Wooster St..
| 1045 Belvidere Rd

| 1011 Bonus Ave

_Manchester Elementary School | 3501 Blaine Rd -
Meehan Elementary School | 1401 E 6th St.

| North Boone High School i | 17823 Poplar Grove

| North Boone Middle School | 17641 Poplar Grove

6200 N Boone School Rd

North Boone Upper Elementary School |
| 633 W Perry St. B

Perry Elementary School

Poplar Grove Elementary School | 208N State St.

Regional Learning Center - | 1320 East Avenue

Seth Whitman Elementary School | 8989 Beloit Rd
|_St. James Catholic School | 320 Logan Avenue

| Washington_Acadgm_@hgol_ N 1 10315thAve

| Belvidere

| Belvidere
| Belvidere
| Belvidere
| Belvidere
| Capron

| Caledonia

. __;_Beividere
| Belvidere

| Belvidere
| Belvidere
| Belvidere
| Belvidere

-_ Poplar Grove :

ity

cty

Gty |

| Belvidere
| Caledonia

_'! Capron
| Belvidere
| Belvidere

| Garden Prairie

| Poplar Grove

| Belvidere

| Poplar Grove
| Poplar Grove
| Poplar Grove

_| Belvidere

| Poplar Grove

| Belvidere
| Belvidere
| Belvidere
| Belvidere
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Medical Care and Long Term Care Facilities S - -

_ FacilityName Address. . City . Comments =2
| Crusader Community Health | Family Practice, Pediatrics, Dental, Podiatry, |

1050 Logan Ave. Belvidere

| Belvidere | | "7~ | Medication Resource Center
. 143 Kishwaukee . . -
OSF Medical Group Belvidere Family Medicine
| Street 1 | S
. 13539 lllinois Poplar ] L _— .
| OSF Medical Grou.p. P_op_la_r ?rol/e | Route 76 Grove Family Medicine — Geriatric Medicine !
A ! = — i
Physicians Immediate Care | ;263 Belvidere Belvidere Walk-in Injury and lliness Center
Rockford Health Physicians i ;g:z LR Belvidere | Primary care services
:S_ha_ppeE Health Center 2170 Pearl Stre_ei - j__Be_l\E_re _ Acute and chronic care for all ages
. . . SwedishAmerican Medical Hospital System;
| ;
Swedls.hAmerlcan MCTIEarEEmS 1625 S. State St. Belvidere 24-Hour Emergency Physicians, inpatient
of Belvidere .
B | unit ]
SwedishAmerican Medical Group SACD ey Belvidere Elinie (prl.mary . sgrvrces, speualty
| Luckow Lane | care services and ancillary services)
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Appendix F. Critical Facilities Map

See Attached Large Format Maps of Critical Facilities.
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