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VILLAGE OF MAMARONECK 
REVISED (DATE) 

 
Notice of Public Meeting 
To Solicit Public Input 
For the preparation of a 

Pre-Disaster Hazard Mitigation Plan (PDHMP) 
For the Village of Mamaroneck, NY 

Date:  Monday, JUNE 27, 2011 
Time: 7:30 PM 

Place: 169 Mount Pleasant Avenue 
 

All interested residents are invited to attend a Public Meeting hosted by the Village of 
Mamaroneck Pre-Disaster Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee, which includes contractual, 
elected, appointed and citizen representatives to assist and contribute in the preparation of an All 
Hazard Mitigation Plan for the Village of Mamaroneck. 
 

The Village is preparing this Pre-Disaster Plan with a grant from the Department of 
Homeland Security / Federal Emergency Management Association (FEMA) in the amount of 
$37,500  .  Additional administrative oversight and technical assistance is being provided by the 
NYS Division of Homeland Security & Emergency Services , Office of Emergency Management 
(NYS OEM), and the Westchester County Office of Emergency Management. 

 
It is anticipated that a plan will be prepared in draft from the comments and 

considerations presented by the Committee Members and interested citizens in the Village of 
Mamareoneck community.  A second Public Meeting will be held later this year for additional 
public input and comment on the draft plan, before it is considered ready for submission to NYS 
OEM and FEMA. 

 
For further information, or if you have any questions, please call Village Hall at (914) 

777-7703. 
 
 

Agostino A. Fusco 
Clerk-Treasurer 
June 16, 2011 

  
 











Editor Stefani Kim stefani.kim@patch.com 

 
Government 

Mamaroneck Public Asked For Feedback on Multi-
Hazard Plan To Address Flooding 
A flood mitigation plan is the first step in obtaining FEMA grants for the village. 

ByMarc Ferris 

Email the author 

March 27, 2012 

The Village of Mamaroneck (VOM) has suffered more than its fair share of damages related to 
flooding within the past few years, with the disastrous Nor’easter of 2007 and, more recently, the 

short-lived yet destructive Tropical Storm Irene. 

Since 1954, there have been 64 major disaster declarations in New York State, including 46 
instances of hurricanes or flooding. Given the likelihood of a potential reoccurrence, the Village is 
looking to the past to help guide future prevention efforts with their first draft of the Local Multi-
Hazard Mitigation Plan. The plan is available in print at the village offices and online on the village's 
website here; the public comment period remains open through April 13, 2012. 

Paid for by a $37,500 grant from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the plan is 
the first step in the process of applying for more grants in the future to reduce risks for flooding. 

James Brower, a consultant at Environmental Technology Group (ETG) of Hauppauge, NY, which 
prepared the document, presented an overview of the plan, designed to identify “critical hazards and 

provide remedies for these hazards.” All hazards, not just flooding, are considered, though Valerie 

Rifkin of ETG joked that mine collapses and avalanches were “ruled out.” 

“We had to collect a lot of data,” said Brower. “The public gave us some input in the early phases of 

the plan in hazard identification” and the plan includes, “flooding, fires, natural hazards such as 

hurricanes and so on. We even have to evaluate earthquakes—last year we had an earthquake and 
a hurricane in same year.” 



The plan considers damage assessment impacts and hazards to property as well as public safety 
and must be updated and revised every five years. 

Mayor Norman Rosenblum noted that Larchmont is just starting its own hazard mitigation plan with 
the county, “so we’re a good year and a half ahead of them.” This could potentially have a “direct 

affect on potential funds available,” he added. 

With flooding and coastal storms the major hazards identified by the plan, ETG mapped frequently 
flooded streets and provided guidelines for planned evacuations as well as assessed risks to critical 
facilities like schools, EMS depots, police buildings, the Department of Public Works (DPW) and the 
wastewater treatment facility. The plan also presents a damage analysis that identifies structures at 
risk, including buildings in the flood zones. The agency attempted to determine valuation 
replacement costs and ran a computer program simulating damage. 

“We encourage residents to take a look at the plan and give feedback,” said Rifkin. 

The next task is to “do some planning,” said Brower, which entails setting community objectives and 

selecting mitigation activities, including river dredging, removing obstructions from streams, 
changing building codes and improving zoning. After the development of a Draft Action Plan, the 
order of priorities would be set so “we’re not running around with list of projects,” said Brower. “Then 

we would go after funding for the most important ones right away.” 

Speaking on behalf of the Coordinating Council of Neighborhood Associations, Dan Natchez praised 
the plan as being “exceedingly well written” and a “major step in the right direction, although he 

expressed concern that it represented an “after the fact plan,” less focused on prevention. 

“It doesn't really have a major outline of what to do to help try and prevent the hazards from 

occurring,” he said, continuing, “It addresses zoning in a limited way” and “could be beefed up 
dramatically.” 

Paul Ryan, a member of the village’s Flood Mitigation Advisory Committee (since Noah’s Ark, joked 

the mayor), disagreed with Natchez’s assessment of the plan’s intent. 

“It’s not an ‘after the fact plan,’ it’s a pre-fact plan. The work done on this helped us with Irene” and 

“educated people what to do in case we do have an event in the future—we will have an event in the 
future, hopefully a long, long time from now.” 

In Westchester, 16 out of 44 municipalities have completed or are in the process of completing, such 
a plan, which is “not designed to sit on a shelf,” said Ryan. “We’re on the cutting edge and ours will 

be one of the best.” 



The plan’s effectiveness, he added, will involve educating the public via a multilingual, multimedia 

campaign. 

“This is going to require a lot of education,” said Trustee John Hofstetter. “This is an important 

document for people to pay attention to.” 

 







All-Hazard Mitigation Plan – Meeting with Planning Committee and ETG – June 27, 2011 
 

 A meeting was held with the All-Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee and 
Environmental Technology Group (ETG), Happaugue, NY in order to conduct the HAZNY 
analysis to prepare the All-Hazard Mitigation Plan for the Village of Mamaroneck.  Those in 
attendance included Richard Slingerland (Village Manager), Daniel Sarnoff (Assistant Village 
Manager), Dominick Falcone (Lt. - VMPD), Paul Ryan (resident representative/Flood Mitigation 
Advisory Committee), Jim Brower (ETG) and Valerie Rifkin (ETG). 
 
 Mr. Brower and Ms. Rifkin explained how HAZNY works why it is used as part of the 
preparation in the All Hazard Mitigation Plan. 
  
 The HAZNY analysis is largely a risk management tool which attempts to objectively 
rank the potential damage that can be caused by a hazard and takes into account frequency, 
property damage, casualties, etc.  The Committee ruled out avalanche, mine collapse and 
tsunami as hazards that could be experienced in the Village of Mamaroneck.  The Committee 
also Combined storm surge and wave action as well as combining storm and thunderstorm. 
 
 
 The members of the Committee spent approximately 2 ½ hours reviewing hazards and 
identifying the potential for damage that could be caused by each. 



All-Hazard Mitigation Plan – Meeting with Planning Committee and ETG – July 22, 2011 
 

 A meeting was held with the All-Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee and 
Environmental Technology Group (ETG), Happaugue, NY in order to conduct the HAZNY 
analysis to prepare the All-Hazard Mitigation Plan for the Village of Mamaroneck.  Those in 
attendance included Richard Slingerland (Village Manager), Daniel Sarnoff (Assistant Village 
Manager), joseph Russo (Harbor Master), Tony Iacovelli (General Foreman – DPW) Chief 
Christopher Leahy (VMPD), Dean DeLitta (Past Chief – VMFD), Paul Ryan (resident 
representative/Flood Mitigation Advisory Committee), and Valerie Rifkin (ETG). 
 
 The results of the first attempt at HAZNY seemed to indicate that certain hazard events 
may have been inflated while others may have been not been considered high enough.  This was 
likely due to fewer members at the June 27 meeting.  Mr. Brower and Ms. Rifkin again explained 
how HAZNY works why it is used as part of the preparation in the All Hazard Mitigation Plan. 
  
 The members of the Committee spent approximately 2 ½ hours reviewing hazards and 
identifying the potential for damage that could be caused by each. 



All-Hazard Mitigation Plan – Meeting with Planning Committee and ETG – August 23, 2011 
 

 A meeting was held with the All-Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee and 
Environmental Technology Group (ETG), Happaugue, NY in order to conduct the HAZNY 
analysis to prepare the All-Hazard Mitigation Plan for the Village of Mamaroneck.  Those in 
attendance included Daniel Sarnoff (Assistant Village Manager), Joseph Russo (Harbor Master), 
Tony Iacovelli (General Foreman – DPW) Chief Christopher Leahy (VMPD), Paul Ryan 
(resident representative/Flood Mitigation Advisory Committee), Jim Brower (ETG) and Valerie 
Rifkin (ETG). 
 
 The steering committee reviewed the results of the 2nd HAZNY analysis and felt more 
comfortable with the results which indicated flooding as the greatest hazard faced by the Village 
of Mamaroneck. Other weather related events were also higher on the list.  The purpose of the 
meeting was to establish goals and objectives for developing mitigative measurers. 
  
 Dr. Brower and Ms. Rifkin provided handouts to the group and discussed the process of 
goals and objectives setting and the difference between the two.  Mitigation alternatives or 
actions need to be prioritized based on certain considerations.  FEMA recommends using the 
STAPLEE evaluation, as this process addresses all the major factors when weighing the costs to 
the benefits of implementing one action over another.   
 
S – Social:  Mitigation actions are acceptable to the community if they do not adversely affect a 
particular segment of the population, do not cause relocation of lower income people, and if they 
are compatible with the communities social and cultural values.  
 
T – Technical:  Mitigation actions are technically most effective if they provide long-term 
reduction of losses and have minimal secondary adverse impacts.  
 
A – Administrative:  Mitigation actions are easier to implement if the jurisdiction has the 
necessary staffing and funding.  
 
P – Political:  Mitigation actions can truly be successful if all stakeholders have been offered an 
opportunity to participate in the planning process and if there is public support of the action.  
 
L – Legal:  It is critical that the jurisdiction or implementing agency have the legal authority to 
implement and enforce a mitigation action.  
 
E – Economical:  Budget constraints can significantly deter the implementation of mitigations 
actions. Hence, it is important to evaluate whether an action is cost-effective, as determined by a 
cost-benefit review, and possible to fund.  
 
E – Environmental:  Sustainable mitigation actions that do not have an adverse effect on the 
environment, that comply with Federal, State, and local environmental regulations, and that are 
consistent with the community’s environmental goals, have mitigation benefits while being 
environmentally sound. 
  



All-Hazard Mitigation Plan – Meeting with Planning Committee and ETG – September 22, 2011 
 

 A meeting was held with the All-Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee and 
Environmental Technology Group (ETG), Happaugue, NY in order to conduct the HAZNY 
analysis to prepare the All-Hazard Mitigation Plan for the Village of Mamaroneck.  Those in 
attendance included Richard Slingerland (Villaeg Manager), Daniel Sarnoff (Assistant Village 
Manager), Joseph Russo (Harbor Master), Tony Iacovelli (General Foreman – DPW) Chief 
Christopher Leahy (VMPD), Paul Ryan (resident representative/Flood Mitigation Advisory 
Committee), Reggie Wilson (MEMS) Gail Vidales (citizen representative – Hispanic Resource 
Center). Jim Brower (ETG), Bill Seevers (ETG) and Valerie Rifkin (ETG). 
 
 The steering committee met to review the goals that were previously identified and 
discussed and prioritized possible mitigation activities.  Specific capital projects discussed were 
implementation of projects to be recommended by US Army Corps of Engineers, purchase of 
additional emergency response equipment ans wella s administrative matters such as code 
amendments, and public education and outreach. 
  




