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SECTION 8 REPETITIVE LOSS STRATEGY 
8 . 1  B A C K G ROUN D  
44 CFR 201.4(c)(3)(v): A State may request the reduced cost share authorized under §79.4(c)(2) of 
this chapter for the FMA and SRL programs, if it has an approved State Mitigation Plan … that also 
identifies specific actions the State has taken to reduce the number of repetitive loss properties, 
which must include properties identified as severe repetitive loss, and specifies how the State 
intends to reduce the number of such repetitive loss properties. 

44 CFR 201.4(c)(3)(v): In addition, the plan must describe the strategy the State has to ensure that 
local jurisdictions with severe repetitive loss properties take actions to reduce the number of these 
properties, including the development of local mitigation plans. 

The Severe Repetitive Loss (SRL) Program was established under the Bunning-Bereuter-Blumenauer 
Flood Insurance Reform Act of 2004 (Public Law 108-264), which amended the National Flood Insurance 
Act of 1968. The overall objective of the Reform Act was to provide funding to reduce or eliminate claims 
from SRL properties under the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). 

Prior to July 2013, the SRL program promoted projects that would result in the greatest savings to the 
National Flood Insurance Fund (NFIF). The SRL program distributed funds to local governments that 
support flood mitigation within NFIP communities. Participating entities were eligible to receive a 
reduced cost share wherein the traditional, non-federal 25% match for projects may be reduced to 10%. 
This offer was extended to states, territories, and federally recognized Indian tribes with Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)-approved standard or enhanced mitigation plans that include 
a strategy for mitigating existing and future SRL properties. 

In July 2013, the Biggert Waters Reform Act of 2012 (BW-12) eliminated the SRL program, consolidating 
programs targeting SRL and repetitive loss properties (RL). BW-12 includes measures that ultimately bring 
all SRL property premiums to actuarial rates over time under the Unified Hazard Mitigation Assistance 
(HMA) guidance. This new legislation may cause more SRL property owners to mitigate, with or without 
federal funding. According to the Unified HMA guidance, SRL properties are addressed under HMA grant 
programs, and specifically under the Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA) Program. 

For the FMA program, FEMA may contribute funding to eligible projects as follows. 

 Up to 100% federal cost share for SRL properties or the expected savings to the NFIP for 
acquisition or relocation activities. The Greatest Savings to the Fund (GSTF) value for property 
acquisition may be offered to the property owner if the project is not cost-effective using pre-
event or current market value; 

 Up to 90% federal cost share for RL properties; and 
 Up to 75% federal cost share for NFIP-insured properties. 

 
Cost share requirements are summarized in Table 8-1 below. Therefore, with the inclusion of the RL 
strategy in this plan, cost shares of up to 90%/10% and 100%/0% are available for eligible projects as noted 
below.  
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Table 8-1 FEMA Cost Share Breakdown 

Programs 
Mitigation Activity 

(Percent of Federal / 
Non-Federal Share) 

Grantee 
Management Costs  

(Percent of Federal / 
Non-Federal Share) 

Subgrantee 
Management Costs  

(Percent of Federal / 
Non-Federal Share) 

HMGP 75 / 25 100 / 0 __ / __ (1) 

PDM 75 / 25 75 / 25 75 / 25 

PDM - subgrantee is small 
impoverished community 

90 / 10 75 / 25 90 / 10 

PDM - Tribal Grantee is small 
impoverished community 

90 / 10 90 / 10 90 / 10 

FMA - insured properties and 
planning grants 

75 / 25 75 / 25 75 / 25 

FMA - Repetitive loss 
property (2) 

90 / 10 90 / 10 90 / 10 

FMA - severe repetitive loss 
property (2) 

100 / 0 100 / 0 100 / 0 

(1) Sub-applicants should consult their State Hazard Mitigation Officer (SHMO) for the amount of percentage of 
HMGP subgrantee management cost funding their State has determined to be passed through to subgrantees. 
(2) To be eligible for an increased Federal cost share a FEMA-approved State or Tribal (Standard or Enhanced) 
Mitigation Plan that addresses repetitive loss properties must be in effect at the time of grant award, and the 
property that is being submitted for consideration must be a repetitive loss property.  

Source: FEMA Unified Mitigation Guidance2015 
 

Eligible properties included in a project sub application for FMA funding must be NFIP-insured at the time 
of the application submittal. Flood insurance must be maintained through completion of the mitigation 
activity and for the life of the structure. 

Residential or non-residential properties currently insured with the NFIP are eligible to receive FMA funds. 
In order to receive an increased federal cost share, properties must meet one of the definitions below 
(consistent with the legislative changes made in the BW-12): 

A SRL property is a structure that: 

(a) Is covered under a contract for flood insurance made available under the NFIP; and 

(b) Has incurred flood related damage 

(i) For which four or more separate claims payments have been made under flood insurance 
coverage with the amount of each such claim exceeding $5,000, and with the cumulative amount of such 
claims payments exceeding $20,000; or 

(ii) For which at least two separate claims payments have been made under such coverage, 
with the cumulative amount of such claims exceeding the market value of the insured structure. 

A RL property is a structure covered by a contract for flood insurance made available under the NFIP that: 

(a) Has incurred flood-related damage on two occasions, in which the cost of the repair, on 
average, equaled or exceeded 25% of the market value of the structure at the time of each such flood 
event; and 
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(b) At the time of the second incidence of flood-related damage, the contract for flood insurance 
contains increased cost of compliance coverage. 

Consistent with the legislative changes made in BW-12, cost-share availability under the FMA 
program depends on the type of properties included in the grant. For example, SRL properties may receive 
up to 100% federal funding and RL properties may receive up to 90%. 

In the case of mitigation activities to severe repetitive loss structures: 

 FEMA may contribute up to 100% federal funding of all eligible costs, if the activities are 
technically feasible and cost-effective; or 

 The expected savings to the NFIP from expected avoided damages through acquisition or 
relocation activities, if the activities will eliminate future payments from the NFIP for SRL structures 
through an acquisition or relocation activity. 

 In the case of mitigation activities to repetitive loss structures, FEMA may contribute up to 
90% federal funding of all eligible costs. 

 In the case of all other mitigation activities, FEMA may contribute up to 75% federal funding of 
all eligible costs. 

 
Structures with varying cost-share requirements can be submitted in one application. Applicants must 
provide documentation in the project application showing how the final cost share was derived. The 
final cost share will be entered into the eGrants system and documentation. 

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP) has been delegated authority as the 
State Coordinating Agency (SCA) for the NFIP, managing activities pertaining to New Jersey’s RL and SRL 
properties. The NJDEP provides technical support to the New Jersey Office of Emergency Management 
(NJOEM) which is responsible for: 

 Developing and maintaining the State Hazard Mitigation Plan 
 Encouraging communities to address RL and SRL properties in their local hazard mitigation 

plan mitigation strategy 
 Reviewing HMA/FMA program sub-applications 
 Recommending technically feasible and cost effective sub-applications to FEMA 
 Providing pass-through funding for FEMA-approved project grants to the eligible sub-applicants 

 
Additionally, NJOEM is tasked with ensuring that projects funded by the program are appropriately 
completed and that all relevant performance and financial reporting requirements are met. 

8.1.2 REQUIREMENTS FOR REPETITIVE LOSS STRATEGY 
To be eligible for an increased federal cost share, a FEMA-approved state or tribal (standard or 
enhanced) mitigation plan that addresses RL properties must be in effect at the time of grant award and 
the property must be a RL property. Guidance on addressing repetitive loss properties can be found in 
the State Multi-Hazard Mitigation Planning Guidance and in 44 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 
201.4(c)(3)(v). The State’s RL Strategy, as detailed in this section, will identify the specific actions the State 
has taken to reduce the number of RL properties, which must include SRL properties. In addition, the 
hazard mitigation plan must describe the State’s strategy to ensure that local jurisdictions with SRL 
properties take actions to reduce the number of these properties, including the development of local or 
tribal mitigation plans. 

8 . 2  NE W  JE R S E Y ’S  REP E TI TI V E  LOSS  MI TIG AT ION  S TR AT E G Y  
44 CFR 201.4(c)(3)(v): In addition, the plan must describe the strategy the State has 

to ensure that local jurisdictions with severe repetitive loss properties take actions 
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to reduce the number of these properties, including the development of local 

mitigation plans. 

8.2.1 CURRENT OUTREACH STRATEGY 
The SRL outreach strategy in the previous State Plan was based on providing education on the benefits of 
mitigating RL properties; available funding; and technical support of grant applications. State agencies 
including NJOEM and NJDEP have been actively supporting the mitigation of RL properties via methods 
noted in Section 3 (Coordination of Local Planning) and Section 6 (Mitigation Strategy) of this plan. NJOEM 
provides guidance and outreach to all state communities through digital methods (via emails to mitigation 
contacts) and workshops at the inception of each pre-disaster and post-disaster grant period. At that time, 
the State indicates the prioritization of RL properties in its grant announcement as well as in its existing 
grant prioritization score sheet. This has been effective in disseminating information. 

The State Mitigation Strategy consists of the following objectives: 

 Ensure that local jurisdictions with SRL properties take actions to reduce the number of these 
properties 

 Include SRL in the description of process for providing funding and technical assistance to 
prepare mitigation plans 

 Prioritize project grants for communities that have RL and SRL properties. 
 

The State has identified the following six (6) priorities to fund elevation and buyouts projects within the 
State. Funding to mitigate Severe Repetitive Loss properties that are substantially damaged is the highest 
priority.  

1. Substantially Damaged, Severe Repetitive Loss Properties (FEMA insured) 

2. Substantially Damaged, Repetitive Loss Properties (FEMA insured) 

3. Severe Repetitive Loss Properties (FEMA insured) 

4. Repetitive Loss Properties (FEMA insured) 

5. Substantially Damaged (FEMA insured) 

6. Other Properties (Non FEMA Insured) 

 
In previous disasters, the State OEM solicited Letters of Intent (LOI’s) from affected stakeholders seeking 
mitigation funds. Those LOI’s were ranked utilizing the scorecard. Table 8-2 provides additional evaluation 
of projects that address the mitigation of SRL and RL properties. A large focus of funded mitigation  
continues to be made with respect to SRL and RL properties. For example, the State is utilizing a 
combination of mitigation and other federal dollars to undertake the buyout of repetitive loss 
properties in various municipalities. 

Table 8-2 Project Evaluation Sheet 
General Application Information                                                     Yes/No 

G1 Is the community in good standing (no unresolved compliance and enforcement 
issues) with the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP)?    

G2 
Is the Subgrantee one of the following: State Agency/Department; Independent 
Agency, Authority, Commission, or subdivision of the State; County; Municipality; or 
recognized Federal partner?    
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G3 Does the community have a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan in place, or a commitment 
to write one?    

G4 Is this project specifically identified in an All Hazards Plan?   
G5 Is the project consistent with or supported by an All Hazards Plan?   
G6 Is the project consistent with resiliency plans of the jurisdiction?   

G7 Is the county in a declared disaster area (for HMGP)?   
 
 
Project Type by Category (select applicable project type(s))                                           Yes/No     Funding Eligibility    

P1 Acquisition/Demolition    HMGP PDM FMA 
   Property Acquisition and Structure Demolition    Yes Yes Yes 
   Property Acquisition and Structure Relocation    Yes Yes Yes 
P2 Drainage/Flood Control Projects    HMGP PDM FMA 
   Aquifer and Storage Recovery    Yes Yes Yes 
   Flood Diversion and Storage    Yes Yes Yes 
   Floodplain and Stream Restoration    Yes Yes Yes 
   Localized Flood Risk Reduction Projects    Yes Yes Yes 
   Non-Localized Flood Risk Reduction Projects    Yes Yes No 
P3 Elevations and Reconstruction of Buildings & Facilities    HMGP PDM FMA 
   Mitigation Reconstruction    Yes Yes Yes 
   Nonstructural Retrofitting of Existing Buildings and Facilities    Yes Yes Yes 
   Safe Room Construction    Yes Yes No 
   Structural Retrofitting of Existing Buildings    Yes Yes Yes 
   Structure Elevation    Yes Yes Yes 
   Wind Retrofit for One- and Two-Family Residences    Yes Yes No 

 
Project Type by Category (continued)                                                                                                    Yes/No     Funding Eligibility    

P4 Emergency Work/Continuity of Operations   HMGP PDM FMA 
   Generators   Yes Yes No 
   Warning and Information System Projects   Yes Yes No 
P5 Environmental Restoration & Improvements   HMGP PDM FMA 
   Green Infrastructure   Yes Yes Yes 
   Wildfire Mitigation   Yes Yes Yes 
   Soil Stabilization   Yes Yes Yes 
   Miscellaneous/Other   Yes Yes No 
P6 Floodproofing   HMGP PDM FMA 
   Dry Floodproofing of Historic Residential Structures   Yes Yes Yes 
   Dry Floodproofing of Non-Residential Structures   Yes Yes Yes 
P7 Infrastructure Improvements   HMGP PDM FMA 
   Infrastructure Retrofit   Yes Yes Yes 
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P8 Unique/Special Project   HMGP PDM FMA 
 Advance Assistance   Yes No No 
 Post-Disaster Code Enforcement   Yes No No 

 
 
 
Effectiveness                                                                           Yes/No 

Ef1 Is the project supported by technical information demonstrating feasibility?   

Ef2 Will the project likely be effective at achieving the project objective?   

Ef3 Is the proposed budget in line with available funding requested?   
Ef4 Does the subapplicant have a successful track record in managing grants?   
Ef5 Has a “positive” Benefit/Cost study been provided?   

Ef6 Has a “weak” Benefit/Cost study been provided (e.g. no back up documentation)?   

Ef7 Has subgrantee identified funding to sustain mitigation action?   
 
Environmental & Social Benefits                                                                                            Yes/No 

En1 Is the project eligible for a Categorical Exclusion (CATEX)?   
En2 Has an engineering study been provided?   

En3 Is the project designed with climate adaptation in mind (e.g. to withstand 
anticipated future events)?   

En4 Will the project enhance natural habitat or ecosystem services?   

En5 Does the project protect socially vulnerable populations?   

En6 Will the project protect important cultural or historic features?   

 
Impact                                                                            Yes/No 

IM1 Does the project address a site with multiple past damages related to it?   

IM2 Is the structure on the Severe Repetitive Loss list?   

IM3 Is the structure on the Repetitive Loss list?   

IM4 Is the project in a CRS community?   

IM5 Is the structure within a floodplain?   

IM6 
Is the mitigation action a community priority that will result in a significant increase 
in safety or reduction in risk to a high cost, critical, or high impact problem? 

  

IM7 
Will the project increase available river corridor, floodplain acreage storage,  and/or 
storage/headwater forests?    



8 - 8 

 

 

IM8 
Will the project protect economic assets (e.g. businesses, key infrastructure, key 
employers, etc.)?   

 
Proactivity                                                       Yes/No 

Pr1 Has the community taken previous mitigation actions to remedy, study, or 
alleviate the problem?   

Pr2 Does the project prevent loss of service?   
Pr3 Does community have plan or mechanism for post-acquisition of properties?   

 
 
 
Unique Circumstances                                                                          
Yes/No 

Un1 
Does the project have special qualities in terms of importance to the community, a 
compelling narrative, or other circumstance that is not reflected in other questions?  

  
Un2 Does the project create significant benefits above the minimum (e.g. BCR > 3.0)?    

 
 
8.2.2 CHANGES TO OUTREACH STRATEGY 
The basis of the State’s RL strategy depends on outreach that defines the true risk of owning an 
unmitigated SRL property. The strategy also targets proactive measures that can be taken to reduce future 
losses and hence reduce the burden and costs associated with the cycle of flood damage. Education and 
awareness is one of the primary aspects of the outreach strategy and is integral in reducing SRL properties. 
Additional outreach strategies to be utilized to inform affected populations will include: 

 Schedule regional mitigation grant presentations and question and answer sessions for local 
governments, homeowners, and business owners 

 Work with New Jersey Association for Floodplain Management (NJAFM) and New Jersey Code 
and Building Officials Organizations to educate local officials about the benefits of mitigation and 
the effects of BW-12 and the Homeowner Flood Insurance Affordability Act (HFIAA). 

 Encourage regional meetings as a networking opportunity for potential flood mitigation applicants 
 Work with local universities to develop a program to use students to develop local outreach 

strategies 
 
8.2.3 SEVERE REPETITIVE LOSS ACTIONS AND PROJECTS 

The State has placed a high priority on the mitigation of RL and SRL properties as evidenced by the 
successful mitigation of 2,651 SRL properties in the State. As noted in Section 3 (Coordination of Local 
Planning), the State actively coordinates and prioritizes planning and project grant funding and continues 
to use SRL and RL as prioritized mitigation actions. 

In the wake of Superstorm Sandy and the massive impact on vulnerable properties, the State has 
continued to place a high priority on the mitigation of SRL properties. According to the State of New Jersey 
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program Administrative Plan (FEMA-4086-DR-NJ), under a state-run acquisition 
and/or reconstruction/elevation program, eligible identified projects include Substantially Damaged 
(SD), RL, and SRL properties (refer to Annex A for the Plan). The State prioritizes eligible properties based 
on the following criteria: 

 Clusters of SD properties in proximity to publicly owned or preserved undeveloped natural 
areas containing sensitive and/or regulated features, and/or Coastal Barrier Resource Act (CBRA) 
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zones 
 Clusters of SRL or RL properties in proximity to publicly owned or preserved undeveloped, natural 

areas containing sensitive and/or regulated features and/or CBRA zones 
 Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) properties 
 Other properties 

 
The effectiveness of this focus is illustrated by Table 8-3 which lists New Jersey repetitive loss (RL and 
SRL) properties that have been elevated or acquired and demolished to date. Figure 8-1 illustrates this 
data. 

Table 8-3 Number of Properties Mitigated by Municipality August 8, 2018 

County  Municipalities  
Number of 
Properties 

ATLANTIC  
COUNTY 

 CITY OF ABSECON 4 

 CITY OF ATLANTIC CITY 62 

 CITY OF BRIGANTINE 87 

 TOWNSHIP OF EGG HARBOR 17 

 TOWNSHIP OF GALLOWAY 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF HAMILTON 1 

 BOROUGH OF LONGPORT 9 

 CITY OF MARGATE CITY 28 

 TOWNSHIP OF MULLICA 3 

 CITY OF PLEASANTVILLE 5 

 CITY OF PORT REPUBLIC 1 

 CITY OF SOMERS POINT 2 

 CITY OF VENTNOR CITY 20 

BERGEN  
COUNTY 

 BOROUGH OF HILLSDALE 2 

 BOROUGH OF LITTLE FERRY 1 

 BOROUGH OF LODI 2 

 TOWNSHIP OF LYNDHURST 8 

 BOROUGH OF MOONACHIE 1 

 NEW JERSEY MEADOWLANDS COMMISSION 2 

 BOROUGH OF NEW MILFORD 5 

 BOROUGH OF OAKLAND 21 

 TOWNSHIP OF ROCHELLE PARK 7 

 BOROUGH OF RUTHERFORD 1 

 BOROUGH OF WESTWOOD 5 

BURLINGTON  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF BURLINGTON 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF CINNAMINSON 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF LUMBERTON 5 

 TOWNSHIP OF MOUNT HOLLY 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF PEMBERTON 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF RIVERSIDE 1 

 BOROUGH OF MOUNT EPHRAIM 1 
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County  Municipalities  
Number of 
Properties 

CAMDEN  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF PENNSAUKEN 1 

CAPE MAY  
COUNTY 

 BOROUGH OF AVALON 82 

 CITY OF CAPE MAY 87 

 BOROUGH OF CAPE MAY POINT 9 

 TOWNSHIP OF LOWER 5 

 TOWNSHIP OF MIDDLE 27 

 CITY OF NORTH WILDWOOD 11 

 CITY OF OCEAN CITY 83 

 CITY OF SEA ISLE CITY 76 

 BOROUGH OF STONE HARBOR 42 

 TOWNSHIP OF UPPER 13 

 BOROUGH OF WEST CAPE MAY 1 

 BOROUGH OF WEST WILDWOOD 39 

 CITY OF WILDWOOD 40 

CUMBERLAND  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF DOWNE 29 

 TOWNSHIP OF LAWRENCE 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF MAURICE RIVER 2 

ESSEX  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF FAIRFIELD 11 

 TOWNSHIP OF LIVINGSTON 1 

GLOUCESTER  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF MANTUA 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF WEST DEPTFORD 1 

 BOROUGH OF WESTVILLE 1 

HUDSON  
COUNTY 

 TOWN OF KEARNY 1 

HUNTERDON  
COUNTY 

 TOWN OF CLINTON 1 

 BOROUGH OF FLEMINGTON 1 

 BOROUGH OF FRENCHTOWN 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF KINGWOOD 2 

 CITY OF LAMBERTVILLE 2 

 TOWNSHIP OF LEBANON 1 

 BOROUGH OF STOCKTON 1 

MERCER  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF EWING 1 

 CITY OF TRENTON 3 

 TOWNSHIP OF WEST WINDSOR 1 

TOWNSHIP OF HAMILTON  2 

MIDDLESEX  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF EAST BRUNSWICK 3 

 BOROUGH OF MIDDLESEX 14 

 TOWNSHIP OF OLD BRIDGE 1 

 BOROUGH OF SAYREVILLE 20 



8 - 11 

 

 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 2019 ALL-HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN 

County  Municipalities  
Number of 
Properties 

 BOROUGH OF SOUTH RIVER 24 

 TOWNSHIP OF WOODBRIDGE 39 

MONMOUTH  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF ABERDEEN 1 

 BOROUGH OF AVON-BY-THE-SEA 9 

 BOROUGH OF BELMAR 6 

 BOROUGH OF BRIELLE 2 

 TOWNSHIP OF COLTS NECK 1 

 BOROUGH OF EATONTOWN 1 

 BOROUGH OF HIGHLANDS 57 

 TOWNSHIP OF HOWELL 2 

 BOROUGH OF KEANSBURG 17 

 BOROUGH OF KEYPORT 1 

 BOROUGH OF LITTLE SILVER 1 

 VILLAGE OF LOCH ARBOUR 1 

 CITY OF LONG BRANCH 8 

 TOWNSHIP OF MANALAPAN 1 

 BOROUGH OF MANASQUAN 41 

 TOWNSHIP OF MIDDLETOWN 42 

 BOROUGH OF MONMOUTH BEACH 16 

 TOWNSHIP OF NEPTUNE 2 

 TOWNSHIP OF OCEAN 14 

 BOROUGH OF OCEANPORT 26 

 BOROUGH OF RUMSON 11 

 BOROUGH OF SEA BRIGHT 75 

 BOROUGH OF SPRING LAKE 14 

 BOROUGH OF SPRING LAKE HEIGHTS 3 

 BOROUGH OF UNION BEACH 34 

MORRIS  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF DENVILLE 13 

 BOROUGH OF LINCOLN PARK 72 

 TOWNSHIP OF LONG HILL 3 

 TOWNSHIP OF PARSIPPANY-TROY HILLS 15 

 TOWNSHIP OF PEQUANNOCK 59 

 TOWNSHIP OF WASHINGTON 1 

OCEAN  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF BARNEGAT 4 

 BOROUGH OF BARNEGAT LIGHT 1 

 BOROUGH OF BAY HEAD 3 

 BOROUGH OF BEACH HAVEN 17 

 TOWNSHIP OF BERKELEY 23 

 TOWNSHIP OF BRICK 52 

 TOWNSHIP OF EAGLESWOOD 1 
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County  Municipalities  
Number of 
Properties 

 BOROUGH OF HARVEY CEDARS 3 

 TOWNSHIP OF LACEY 10 

 BOROUGH OF LAVALLETTE 11 

 TOWNSHIP OF LITTLE EGG HARBOR 57 

 TOWNSHIP OF LONG BEACH 38 

 BOROUGH OF MANTOLOKING 7 

 BOROUGH OF OCEAN GATE 2 

 BOROUGH OF POINT PLEASANT 22 

 BOROUGH OF POINT PLEASANT BEACH 15 

 BOROUGH OF SEASIDE HEIGHTS 10 

 BOROUGH OF SEASIDE PARK 8 

 BOROUGH OF SHIP BOTTOM 9 

 TOWNSHIP OF STAFFORD 104 

 BOROUGH OF SURF CITY 11 

 TOWNSHIP OF TOMS RIVER 236 

 BOROUGH OF TUCKERTON 13 

TOWNSHIP OF OCEAN  13 

PASSAIC  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF LITTLE FALLS 57 

 BORO OF POMPTON LAKES 62 

 BOROUGH OF TOTOWA 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF WAYNE 166 

  BOROUGH OF WOODLAND PARK 1 

SALEM  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF ELSINBORO 1 

 BOROUGH OF PENNS GROVE 1 

SOMERSET  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF BRANCHBURG 2 

 TOWNSHIP OF BRIDGEWATER 3 

 BOROUGH OF MANVILLE 101 

UNION  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF CRANFORD 16 

 CITY OF ELIZABETH 1 

 CITY OF LINDEN 4 

 CITY OF RAHWAY 8 

 BOROUGH OF ROSELLE 3 

WARREN  
COUNTY 

 TOWNSHIP OF HARMONY 14 

 TOWNSHIP OF KNOWLTON 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF LOPATCONG 1 

 TOWN OF PHILLIPSBURG 1 

 TOWNSHIP OF WHITE 1 
Source: NJDEP 2018 download from NFIP Web Data Exchange 
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F i g u r e  8 - 1  L o c a t i o n  o f  P r o p e r t i e s  M i t i g a t e d  by M u n i c i p a l i t y  
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Source: NJDEP 2018 download from NFJP Web Data Exchange 

A summary of the number of repetitive loss (RL and SRL) properties that have been mitigated in New 
Jersey is provided in Figure 8-2 below. 
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F i g u r e  8 - 2  Num b er  of  M iti g a te d  Ne w  Jers e y  R e peti tiv e  L o ss  Pro p erti es  b y  Co un ty  

 
Source: NJDEP 2018 download from NFIP Web Data Exchange 
 

8.2.4 REDUCTION OF REPETITIVE LOSS PROPERTIES 
New Jersey is committed to continuing the reduction of RL and SRL properties in the State. Building on 
the foundation of the previous FEMA SRL program, the State is re-emphasizing its commitment to 
mitigating losses to flood prone properties through a range of actions, including: 

 Promulgating guidance and requirements to local municipalities. The guidance includes plan 
review criteria so that jurisdictions with RL and SRL properties clearly understand the importance 
of having an approved plan, with regard to qualifying for FEMA mitigation grant program funding. 

 Assigning a high priority to mitigating SRL and RL properties in the State Hazard Mitigation Plan 
 Using the sub-grant application scoring methodology to prioritize project applications (see above) 
 Performing detailed study of risks and costs of mitigating properties and identifying the most at 

risk and most cost effective to mitigate. 
 Delivering training and technical assistance to the jurisdictions with the greatest numbers of RL 

and SRL properties. This effort includes providing the same level of training to the top SRL/RL 
counties in the State that FEMA provided to New Jersey when the FEMA initiated the SRL program. 
The State will incorporate FEMA guidance and training when it delivers training and assistance. 

 Providing local and regional jurisdictions with annual updates to SRL and RL lists, and FEMA 
actuarial calculations of the potential benefits of mitigation actions for SRL and RL properties. 

 
8.2.5 USING LOSS ESTIMATES IN LOCAL MITIGATION PLANS 
In order to ensure awareness of RL properties, NJOEM provides guidance to local jurisdictions as 
mitigation plans are developed, indicating that RL areas must be addressed in the plans. Per the 2011 
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Plan, the State will issue guidance requiring local and regional plans to include detailed loss estimates for 
RL and SRL properties. The State will provide each jurisdiction the most current RL and SRL lists at the 
onset of the planning process in addition to the most recent FEMA calculation of avoided damages for 
30-year and 100-year time horizons. In this manner the State will reinforce the importance of mitigating 
these properties at the jurisdiction level. In addition, during the local and regional plan development, the 
State will attend kickoff meetings and will offer technical assistance to local and regional jurisdictions in 
developing plans to ensure cross-jurisdictional consistency. 

The State has experienced a number of disasters during the effective period of this plan stretching the 
limited resources of the NJOEM, allowing partial implementation of this strategy based on the resources 
available. Outreach to jurisdictions in the planning process has resulted in the provision of RL and SRL data 
in the majority of local plans. However, the state has not been effective in distributing the potential loss 
information to counties localities. This information is used in part to determine the potential amounts 
of grants for elevations (30-year project life) and acquisitions (100-year project life) of repetitive loss 
properties, while meeting the requirement for cost effectiveness. Improved distribution of this data is 
indicated in Table 8-9 as part of the mitigation strategy. 

A summary of RL and SRL data available in local plans is provided in Table 8-4 below. 

Table 8-4 Available RL and SRL Data in Local County Plans 

County 
Use of Repetitive 

Loss Data 
Use of Severe 

Repetitive Loss data 
Mapped in the 

Local County Plan 
Atlantic Yes Yes No 
Bergen Yes Yes No 

Burlington Yes Yes Yes 

Camden Yes Yes Yes 

Cape May Yes Yes Yes  

Cumberland Yes Yes Yes 

Essex Yes  Yes Yes 

Gloucester Yes Yes Yes 

Hunterdon Yes Yes Yes 

Hudson Yes Yes Yes 

Mercer Yes Yes Yes 

Middlesex Yes Yes Yes 

Morris Yes Yes Yes 

Monmouth Yes Yes 
Yes - RL 
No - SRL 

Ocean Yes Yes No 

Passaic Yes Yes Yes 

Salem Yes Yes Yes 

Somerset Yes Yes Yes 

Sussex Yes N/A - No SRL Properties 
Yes - RL 
No - SRL 

Union Yes 
 

 

Yes No 

Warren Yes Yes Yes 
   Source: All local hazard mitigation plans were consulted to generate this table. 
 

8.2.6 NEW JERSEY SEVERE REPETITIVE LOSS DATA ANALYSIS 
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The data presented in this section provides information about the geographical and financial data of the 
SRL properties in the State. The information is intended to provide an overview of conditions in the 
State and should be useful in supporting state policy and outreach initiatives. It should be updated 
annually to indicate statewide trends. 

Detailed current claim history information is available to counties and local jurisdictions upon request 
from FEMA Region II and the State. Figure 8-3 displays the number of SRL properties in the County. The 
counties with the greatest number of SRL properties are: Passaic, Morris, Cape May, Bergen, Somerset 
and Monmouth. Figure 8-4 indicates the distribution SRL paid claims across New Jersey. The top three 
counties of Passaic, Morris and Cape May County. 
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F i g u r e  8 - 3  N u m b e r  o f  S e v e r e  R e p e t i t i v e  L o s s  P r o p e r t i e s   

 
Source: NFIP data provided by NJDEP (NJDEP 2018} 
Note: Data is current as of August 8, 2018. 
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ATLANTIC COUNTY
$7,560,668 BERGEN COUNTY

$20,660,104 
BURLINGTON COUNTY

$2,270,011 

CAMDEN COUNTY
$314,671 

CAPE MAY COUNTY
$23,861,992 

CUMBERLAND 
COUNTY
$570,568 ESSEX COUNTY

$8,659,339 
HUDSON COUNTY

$2,539,545 

HUNTERDON 
COUNTY

$4,904,732 

MERCER COUNTY
$934,882 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY

$5,431,417 

MONMOUTH COUNTY
$18,598,035 

MORRIS COUNTY
$31,878,188 

OCEAN COUNTY
$6,649,080 

PASSAIC COUNTY
$44,198,106 

SALEM COUNTY
$1,196,289 

SOMERSET COUNTY
$10,643,381 

UNION COUNTY
$5,052,467 

WARREN COUNTY
$3,293,090 

Distribution of Paid Claims to Severe Repetitive Loss Properties in New Jersey

 
F i g u r e  8 - 4   Di s tri b uti on  o f  P ai d  Claim s  to  Sev e re  R e pe ti ti v e  Lo ss  P ro p e rti e s  i n  Ne w  
Jers ey  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: NFIP data provided by NJDEP (NJDEP 2018) Note: Data is current as of June 30, 2013. 
 

Figure 8-5 displays the number of RL properties by county. The counties with the highest number 
(greater than 1,000) of RL properties are, respectively: Cape May, Bergen, Ocean, Passaic, Monmouth, 
Morris, Somerset, and Atlantic. These totals include the number of SRL properties. 
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F i g u r e  8 - 5  N u m b e r  o f  R e p e t i t i v e  L o s s  P r o p e r t i e s   

 
Source: NFIP data provided by N] DEP (N]DEP, 2018)  
Note: Data is current as of August 8, 2018. 
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ATLANTIC COUNTY
$90,680,688 

BERGEN COUNTY
$190,633,770 

BURLINGTON COUNTY
$12,948,759 

CAMDEN COUNTY
$3,225,755 

CAPE MAY COUNTY
$187,438,050 CUMBERLAND COUNTY

$5,894,711 

ESSEX COUNTY
$53,572,625 

GLOUCESTER COUNTY
$2,265,280 

HUDSON COUNTY
$39,630,813 HUNTERDON COUNTY

$18,943,795 

MERCER 
COUNTY

$22,715,798 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY
$60,455,014 

MONMOUTH COUNTY
$224,206,751 

MORRIS COUNTY
$121,852,562 

OCEAN COUNTY
$208,160,863 

PASSAIC COUNTY
$225,791,067 

SALEM COUNTY
$3,915,370 

SOMERSET COUNTY
$126,567,246 

SUSSEX COUNTY
$582,799 

UNION COUNTY
$61,332,481 

WARREN COUNTY
$27,270,631 

Distribution of Paid Claims to Repetitive Loss Properties in New Jersey

 
F i g u r e  8 - 6  Di s tri b uti on  o f  P ai d  Claim s  to  R e pe titi v e  Lo ss  Pro p ertie s  i n  New  Je rsey  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

Source: RL data provided by NJDEP (FEMA 2018)  
 

Figure 8-6 shows the distribution of claims paid to RL properties by county. The counties with the 
greatest number of RL paid claims are, respectively: Passaic, Monmouth, Bergen, and Ocean. These 
counties account for approximately half of the combined claims in the State. 

 

8 . 3  CO UNTY -L E VE L  L O S S  E STIM ATE S  FO R  SR L  AND  R L  PR O P E R T IE S  
In order to provide a perspective on potential future benefits of addressing SRL and RL properties, 
FEMA provides loss estimation data. Table 8-5. is a compressed version of a calculation provided by FEMA, 
which provides loss estimates over 30- and 100-year planning horizons. The columns labeled “30-year 
Risk/County” and “100-year Risk/County” are projections of the expected future flood claims on a 
countywide basis. The columns labeled “30-year Risk/Property” and “100-year Risk/Property” are the 
same calculations on the basis of the average property in the sample. This information is presented in 
this Plan to indicate the type of information that the State will make available to local jurisdictions as part 
the outreach process noted earlier in this section. 
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Table 8-5 FEMA NFIP Actuarial Calculation of Potential Maximum Benefits for Mitigating SRL Properties by 
County 

County 
30-year Risk / 

County 
30-year Risk / 

Property 
100- year Risk / 

County 
100- year Risk / 

Property 

Atlantic  $1,886,369   $57,163   $2,169,150   $65,732  

Bergen  $2,670,403   $98,904   $3,070,717   $113,730  
Camden  $180,069   $60,023   $207,063   $69,021  

Cape May  $9,376,381   $66,499   $10,781,971   $76,468  

Cumberland  $121,919   $121,919   $140,196   $140,196  

Essex  $465,346   $77,558   $535,105   $89,184  

Gloucester  $74,308   $74,308   $85,447   $85,447  

Hudson  $197,304   $98,652   $226,881   $113,441  

Hunterdon  $2,737,566   $273,757   $3,147,948   $314,795  

Mercer  $189,456   $63,152   $217,856   $72,619  

Middlesex  $309,908   $51,651   $356,366   $59,394  

Monmouth  $1,213,278   $110,298   $1,395,158   $126,833  

Morris  $4,956,735   $75,102   $5,699,788   $86,360  

Ocean  $2,268,795   $75,626   $2,608,904   $86,963  

Passaic  $15,920,245   $80,001   $18,306,811   $91,994  

Somerset  $1,925,061   $148,082   $2,213,643   $170,280  

Union  $142,397   $71,198   $163,743   $81,871  

Warren  $6,908,711   $172,718   $7,944,379   $198,609  

Total  $51,544,251   $86,775   $59,271,126   $99,783  
   Source: 2011 NJ State HMP 
 

It should be noted that this methodology may not express all possible losses to the properties because 
past flood coverage may not have completely compensated for losses, and because certain categories of 
loss are not typically covered by NFIP insurance. In addition, the column labeled “Total Value of Claims” 
shows the total of flood insurance claims for building and contents damages inflated to present-day value 
by the NFIP, so the historic claims records will not total to this amount. 

8.3.2 STATE AND LOCAL CAPABILITIES FOR FUNDING AND IMPLEMENTING MITIGATION ACTIONS 
FOR SEVERE REPETITIVE LOSS AND REPETITIVE LOSS PROPERTIES 
State and local capabilities for funding and implementing mitigation actions for SRL and RL properties 
provide a basis for effectiveness of the SRL strategy. 

NJOEM is responsible for oversight and management of state and local hazard mitigation plan 
preparation process; identification and evaluation of mitigation planning programs and opportunities; 
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coordination of mitigation planning with preparedness, response and recovery planning; and event 
management mitigation. The effectiveness of the programs administrated and supported by NJOEM is 
provided below. 

Table 8-6 provides an overview of the state and local capabilities, programs, policies, practices, funding, 
or regulations that are integral to the mitigation of RL and SRL properties. 

Table 8-6 State and Local Capabilities, Programs, and Policies for Initiating Flood Mitigation Activities 

Category Effect on Repetitive Loss Impact 

Program - 
Planning Grant Program: Helps counties compete for federal funding to pursue 
mitigation plans 

Effect on Loss Reduction - Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - Yes 

Effectiveness - 
All counties in New Jersey have been awarded federal grants, matched with local funds 
to prepare or update All-Hazard Mitigation Plans. 

Program - 
The Mitigation Unit, Emergency Management Section, New Jersey State Police: 
Provides technical resources, contacts to other expert agencies, and guidance for 
county mitigation plans and projects 

Effect on Loss Reduction -  Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - Yes 

Effectiveness - 

The Preparedness/Mitigation Unit, has been working to offer workshops and provide 
technical expertise, either by them or with an expert agency. It would be most effective 
to have more expertise on staff, or to procure expert support, however it not feasible 
due to budget cuts at the state level. 

Program - 
Mitigation Grant Administration Program (managed by the Mitigation Unit): The 
unit administers and assists in the implementation of all federal mitigation grants 
awarded to counties and municipalities. 

Effect on Loss Reduction - Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - Yes 

Effectiveness - 
Mitigation administrative funds were used to support multiple projects that have been 
federally funded since the original plan was approved. 

Program - 
Public Assistance (PA): This program, available after a presidential disaster 
declaration, allows mitigation measures to be designed into projects to repair or 
restore public facilities damaged by the disaster event. 

Effect on Loss Reduction - Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - Yes 

Effectiveness - 
PA grants have been awarded to multiple jurisdictions throughout the State following 
every disaster declaration. 

Program - 
Pre-Disaster Mitigation Program (PDM): This annual, nationally competitive 
program funds hazard mitigation plans and cost-effective projects that reduce or 
eliminate the effects of hazards and/or vulnerability to future disaster damage. 

Effect on Loss Reduction - Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - Yes 

Effectiveness - 38 Projects awarded as of October 13, 2017 

Program - 
Flood Mitigation Assistance Program (FMA): This program funds flood mitigation 
plans, provides technical assistance, and funds construction projects that reduce 
flood risk to insured, repetitive loss properties. 

Effect on Loss Reduction -  Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - Yes 
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Category Effect on Repetitive Loss Impact 
Effectiveness - 57 Projects awarded as of October 13, 2017 

Program - 

Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP): This program, available after a 
presidential disaster declaration, funds hazard mitigation plans and cost-
effective projects that reduce or eliminate the effects of hazards and/or 
vulnerability to future disaster damage. Typically, the State provides a portion of 
the required non-federal match. 

Effect on Loss Reduction - Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - Yes 

Effectiveness - 740 Projects awarded as of January 5, 2018 

Program - 

Severe Repetitive Loss (SRL) Program: This program provides funds to assist 
states, Indian Tribal governments, and local governments participating in the NFIP 
in reducing or eliminating the long- term flood risks to severe repetitive loss 
properties, thus reducing outlays from the National Flood Insurance Fund (NFIF). 

Effect on Loss Reduction - Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - Yes 

Effectiveness - 2,651 RL/SRL properties have been mitigated to date. 

 
NJDEP supports mitigation efforts through analysis of assessment of natural hazards, identification and 
management of grant programs. NJDEP also leads state coordination for NFIP, the Office of Land Use 
Regulation, Forest Fire Service, Geologic Survey and coordinates with state and federal programs 
affecting natural hazard mitigation including open space conservation, historic preservation, water 
resources management, dam safety and shore protection. 

Table 8-7 provides an overview of the NJDEP capabilities, programs, policies, practices, funding, or 
regulations that are integral to the mitigation of RL and SRL properties. 

Table 8-7 NJDEP Capabilities, Programs, and Policies for Initiating Flood Mitigation Activities 

Category Effect on Repetitive Loss Impact 

Program - 
The NJDEP, Flood Control Section leads the State’s efforts as the State NFIP 
Coordinator and 
Community Rating System (CRS) support. 

Effect on Loss Reduction - Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - NJDEP Flood Control has funding from NJOEM to provide CFM training and exam 
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Category Effect on Repetitive Loss Impact 

Effectiveness - 

108 of the 565 total municipalities (including the Meadowlands Commission) in New Jersey 
participate in the CRS program: 15 communities with a Class 10 (0%) premium reduction; 3 
communities with a Class 9 rating (5% premium reduction); 21 with a Class 8 rating (10% 
premium reduction); 22 with a Class 7 rating (15% premium reduction); 28 with a Class 6 
rating (20% premium reduction), 18 with a Class 5 rating (25% premium reduction), and 1 
community with a Class 3 rating (35% premium reduction) as of June 2018. 
 
The total annual flood insurance premium CRS discount for the State as of February 25, 2014 
was $25,447,131. This represents 10.6% of the total annual premium ($240,939,675) for the 
State.  
 
The NJ Dam Safety program, state stormwater management requirements, and the 
development of all hazard mitigation plans, are some of the state level efforts providing CRS 
credits for all New Jersey municipalities. Communities are encouraged to adopt freeboard 
elevation requirements, which also provide CRS credits. 
 
Many municipalities in New Jersey are small and lack the professional support to fill out a 
CRS application, or do not have the flood insurance policy base to make it worth their while. 
However, the State does reach out to communities during Community Assistance Visits 
(CAVs), Community Assistance Contacts (CACs), 
technical assistance contacts and workshops to promote the CRS program. 

Program - 

The Green Acres Program works with landowners, municipal governments, county 
governments, nonprofit organizations, and other conservation partnerships to protect 
land of statewide significance. This is done through direct purchase or conservation 
easements. The program also awards matching grants and loans to municipal and 
county governments, and matching grants to nonprofit conservation organizations, to 
acquire open space and develop outdoor recreation facilities. 

Effect on Loss Reduction -  Supports efforts in loss reduction 

Funding Available - 

The Green Acres Program assists municipalities, counties, and nonprofit conservation 
organizations in the acquisition of open space for recreation and conservation purposes, and 
the development of outdoor recreational facilities. A sustainable source of funding for this 
program has not yet been secured. 

Effectiveness - Potential Funding Sources for Acquisition and Other Projects 

 

8 . 4  CU R R E NT  AND  P O TE NTIAL  S O U R C E S  O F  F U N D ING  
Table 8-8 lists FEMA mitigation programs and state grants available for the mitigation of RL and SRL 
properties. The State priority for mitigating RL and SRL properties and the scoring methodology for 
evaluating competing sub-grant applications ensures that mitigation funds in New Jersey are targeted 
toward RL and SRL properties. 

Table 8-8 Hazard Mitigation Grants 

Funding 
Source 

Description 

FMA 

Availability: Pre-Disaster  
Description: To implement cost-effective measures that reduce or eliminate the      long-term risk 
of flood damage to buildings, manufactured homes, and other structures insured under the 
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). 
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Funding 
Source 

Description 

HMGP 

Availability: Post-Disaster  
Description: To provide funds to states, territories, Indian Tribal governments, and communities 
to significantly reduce or permanently eliminate future risk to lives and property from natural 
hazards. Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP) funds projects in accordance with priorities 
identified in State, Tribal or local hazard mitigation plans, and enables mitigation measures to be 
implemented during the recovery from a disaster.  
Funding: A State has a FEMA-approved Standard State Mitigation Plan, HMGP funds are 
available based on up to 15% for amounts not more than $2 billion. 

PDM 

Availability: Pre-Disaster 
Description: To provide funds to states, territories, Indian Tribal governments, and communities 
for hazard mitigation planning and the implementation of mitigation projects prior to a disaster 
event. Funding these plans and projects reduces overall risks to the population and structures, 
while also reducing reliance on funding from actual disaster declarations. 
Funding: Nationwide competition 

New Jersey 
Green Acres 
Program 

Availability: Pre-Disaster 
Description: The Green Acres Program was created in 1961 to meet New Jersey’s growing 
recreation and conservation needs. From 1961 through 1995, New Jersey’s voters overwhelmingly 
approved nine bond issues, earmarking over $1.4 billion for land acquisition and park development. 
On November 3, 1998, New Jersey voters approved a referendum, which creates a stable source of 
funding for open space, farmland, and historic preservation and recreation development. On June 
30, 1999, Governor Christie Whitman signed into law the Garden State Preservation Trust Act. 
The Act allowed New Jersey to preserve 1 million acres over the next ten years. The bill 
established, for the first time in history, a stable source of funding for preservation efforts. 
Funding: Sustainable source of funding not secured 

New Jersey 
Blue Acres 
Program 

Availability: Pre-Disaster 
Description: The Coastal Blue Acres (CBA) was created with the passage of the Green Acres, 
Farmland, Historic Preservation and Blue Acres Bond Act of 1995. The bond act contained $15 
million for grants and loans to municipalities and counties to acquire lands in coastal areas that 
have been damaged by storms, that may be prone to storm damage, or that buffer or protect 
other lands from storm damage, for recreation and conservation purposes. 
Funding: Statewide competition 

CBDG Disaster 
Recovery 

Availability: Post-Disaster 
Description: The Department of Community Affairs –Sandy Recovery Division manages the 
majority of the federal funds being used to assist the State in recovering from Superstorm Sandy. 
These funds come from the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery 
programs of the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. The Sandy Recovery 
Division is committed to efficiently and effectively addressing the long-term needs of New 
Jersey’s Superstorm Sandy-impacted residents and communities through programs designed to 
help homeowners, tenants, landlords, developers and local governments. 
Funding: Designated state disaster areas 

DRRA 
Availability: Post-Disaster 
Description: This funding will become available to New Jersey in 2020 
Funding: Statewide competition 

 

8.4.2 SEVERE REPETITIVE LOSS GOALS, OBJECTIVES, AND ACTIONS 
The State of New Jersey is committed to reducing the number of SRL properties by increased education, 
outreach, and successfully maximizing grant opportunities. The State’s strategy to reduce the number 
of RL and SRL properties is summarized as follows: 

 Use available state financial resources to acquire, demolish, and use such properties for 
permanent state-owned open space. 
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 Provide matching Green Acres/Blue Acres acquisition funds to county and local governments 
to purchase flood prone properties. 

 Award RL and SRL property acquisition and elevation projects specific points in project ranking 
scoring. 

 Require that all county and municipal hazard mitigation plans include strategies to ensure actions 
to reduce the number of these properties. 

 Develop and disseminate information on FEMA’s Flood Mitigation Assistance program. 
 
This strategy aligns with the State’s overall goals and objectives as outlined in Section 6 (Mitigation 
Strategy). More specifically, Goal 2 is to ‘Protect Property’ and Objective 2.2 is ‘Reduce repetitive and 
severe repetitive loss properties.’ The actions presented in Table 8-9 below are specific to reducing the 
number of SRL and RL properties and have been included in the plan as part of this strategy. Table 8-10 
summarizes the prioritization of these actions, all considered a high priority. Refer to Section 6 for a more 
detailed discussion on the prioritization of actions. In summary, the 11 evaluation criteria are defined 
below: 

 Life Safety – How effective will the action be at protecting lives and preventing injuries? 
 Property Protection – How significant will the action be at eliminating or reducing damage 

to structures and infrastructure? 
 Cost-Effectiveness – Are the costs to implement the project or initiative commensurate with 

the benefits achieved? 
 Technical – Is the mitigation action technically feasible? Is it a long-term solution? Eliminate 

actions that, from a technical standpoint, will not meet the goals. 
 Political – Is there overall public support for the mitigation action? Is there the political will 

to support it? 
 Legal – Does the State have the authority to implement the action? 
 Environmental – What are the potential environmental impacts of the action? Will it comply 

with environmental regulations? 
 Social – Will the proposed action adversely affect one segment of the population? Will the 

action disrupt established neighborhoods, break up voting districts, or cause the relocation of 
lower income people? 

 Administrative – Does the State have the personnel and administrative capabilities to implement 
the action and maintain it or will outside help be necessary? 

 Agency Champion – Is there a strong advocate for the action or project among State agencies 
that will support the action’s implementation? 

 Other State and Local Objectives – Does the action advance other State and local objectives, such 
as capital improvements, economic development, environmental quality, or open-space 
preservation? Does it support the policies of other plans and programs? 
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Table 8-9 Mitigation Actions Specific to Reducing the Number of RL and SRL Properties in the State 

Responsibl
e Agency 

Mitigation 
Action / 

Initiative 

Rationale for 
Action and Priority 

How Action 
Contributes to 

Mitigation Strategy 
Current Plan Status 

 NJOEM, 
NJDEP, New 

Jersey 
Treasury  

Inventory 
flood damage 
structures 

Identifying repetitive 
loss areas and 
properties helps 
communities develop 
a strategy to reduce 
future hazard losses 

 Retrofitting, elevating or 
removing RL properties 
from known hazard areas 
protect property and lives 
as well as preserve 
personal, state, and 
federal financial 
resources  

Over 10,000 substantially 
damaged (SD) structures 
have been inventoried as 
a result of post Sandy 
initiative funded by the 
NJDEP. The NJDEP is 
continuing to collect and 
inventory SD letters. 

 NJOEM  

Conduct 
yearly 
workshops 
related to 
FEMA hazard 
mitigation 
grant 
programs 

Making local officials 
aware of FMA 
increases 
participation. 

 FMA contributes to the 
mitigations strategy to 
reduce future flood 
losses.  

In conjunction with FEMA, 
NJOEM presented 
mitigation workshops in 
all 21 NJ counties to 
advise counties of HMGP 
available funding. The 
workshops were 
subsequently supported 
by technical assistance 
upon request. 

 NJOEM  

Promote 
acquisition 
and elevation 
of repetitive 
loss 
structures 
through 
community 
partnerships 
and outreach 

Eliminating repetitive 
loss structures. 
Contacting local 
community partners 
including but not 
limited to emergency 
management 
directors, floodplain 
managers, local 
officials, floodplain 
administrators 
regularly to provide 
updated technical 
information and 
advice of 
opportunities/funding 
to acquire or elevate 
properties  

Structures will no longer 
be flooded thereby 
reducing RL claims. 
Contact local community 
partners including but not 
limited to emergency 
management directors, 
floodplain managers, local 
officials, floodplain 
administrators regularly 
to provide updated 
technical information and 
advice of 
opportunities/funding to 
acquire or elevate 
properties. 

To date 2,651SRL 
properties have been 
elevated or acquired and 
demolished. This is also a 
high priority in the HMGP 
Administrative Plan.  

 NJOEM, 
NJDEP  

Conduct 
community 
outreach, 
workshops 
and training to 
increase NFIP 
participation 

Encouraging 
participation in the 
program so losses will 
be covered and 
eligible for the FMA 
program 

 Allows for people to 
receive flood insurance 
claims and maintains 
eligibility in the FMA 
program of which flood 
insurance is a 
requirement  

NJDEP AND NJOEM 
conduct annual outreach, 
trainings and technical 
assistance. It has become 
an on-going capability. 
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Responsibl
e Agency 

Mitigation 
Action / 

Initiative 

Rationale for 
Action and Priority 

How Action 
Contributes to 

Mitigation Strategy 
Current Plan Status 

 NJOEM  

Provide 
updated SRL 
and RL lists to 
communities 
in advance of 
grant 
application 
windows. 
Included 
FEMA-
calculated 
avoided 
damages for 
SRL 
properties and 
any state- 
calculated 
avoided 
damages for 
RL properties 

Identifying 
candidates with the 
strongest potential to 
meet benefit cost 
requirements allows 
communities to focus 
mitigation 
alternatives and 
applications on SRL 
and RL properties 

 Retrofitting, elevating or 
removing RL properties 
from known hazard areas 
protect property and lives 
as well as preserve 
personal, state, and 
federal financial 
resources  

NJOEM provided RL/SRL 
information upon request. 

Table 8-10 below summarizes the prioritization of the repetitive loss actions in accordance with the state 
criteria for prioritization including the 11 criteria of Life Safety, Property Protection, Cost-Effectiveness, 
Technical, Political, Legal, Environmental, Social, Administrative, Agency Champion, and Other State and 
Local Objectives. 

Table 8-10 Prioritization of the Mitigation Actions Specific to the Repetitive Loss Strategy 

Responsible 
Agency 

Mitigation 
Action/Initiative 
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 NJOEM, 
NJDEP, New 
Jersey 
Treasury  

Inventory flood 
damage structures 

1 1 1 1 - 0 1 1 - 0 1 7 

 NJOEM  

Conduct yearly 
workshops related to 
FEMA hazard 
mitigation grant 
programs 

1 0 1 1 - 0 1 0 1 1 0 6 

 NJOEM  
Promote acquisition 
and elevation of 
repetitive loss 

1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 - 1 1 7 
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Responsible 
Agency 

Mitigation 
Action/Initiative 
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structures through 
community 
partnerships and 
outreach 

 NJOEM, 
NJDEP  

Conduct community 
outreach, workshops 
and training to 
increase NFIP 
participation 

1 1 1 1 1 0 - 0 0 1 1 7 

 NJOEM  

Provide updated SRL 
and RL lists to 
communities in 
advance of grant 
application windows. 
Included FEMA-
calculated avoided 
damages for SRL 
properties and any 
state-calculated 
avoided damages for 
RL properties 

1 1 1 1 - 0 0 1 1 1 1 8 

 

8.4.3 STATE FUNDING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR MITIGATION PLAN PREPARATION 
As indicated in Section 3 (Coordination of Local Planning) of this plan, the State has ensured there is 
funding for all plan development efforts. The State is committed to continue to offer technical assistance. 
When prioritizing workload and funding to provide technical assistance, the State will prioritize its efforts 
and toward those ongoing planning efforts in areas with the highest concentration of RL and SRL 
properties. 

One of the most important things the State does to support the NFIP is to provide technical assistance to 
local officials, property owners, developers, architects, engineers and surveyors with respect to 
development in a Special Flood Hazard Area. Such assistance results in development which is more flood 
resistant, and which is compliant with NFIP standards. Technical assistance contacts range from ten-
minute telephone calls to detailed technical assistance on a project that can take days of staff time. Often 
a workshop results in a sudden increase in calls from community officials who now have learned enough 
about the NFIP that they want to call for additional information. The Department of Environmental 
Protection provides an average of two technical workshops per year on NFIP issues. Most workshops are 
five-hour introductory level NFIP workshops for local code officials.  

 
 
 


