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Section 1 Problem Statement and Purpose  
 
According to a top provider of property and casualty reinsurance in the U.S., the 
number of natural disasters tripled between 1990 and 2010; 2010 being a record 
breaker with almost 250 events.  Average thunderstorm losses increased five-
fold between 1980 and 2010.  During the first half of 2011 thunderstorm losses 
totaled $20 billion, up from the previous three-year average of $10 billion.  April, 
2011, ranks as the most active tornado month on record with 875 tornadoes, 
breaking the previous record of 542 set in 2003.  Prime wildfire conditions 
prevailed across much of the nation in 2011, with nearly six million acres burned 
by mid-year; double the ten-year mid-year average.1

 

  As the nation’s 
communities continue to expand, carrying with them physical development 
farther across the landscape, the number of lives and value of property in the 
path of natural hazards increases significantly.  Consequently, the loss of life and 
property has seemingly increased annually, and survivors of these calamities 
turn to government for redress, increasing the financial burden placed on the 
nation’s taxpayers.  In an effort to reduce such losses, communities are being 
prompted to identify how, where and why they are susceptible to disasters, and 
take measures to mitigate or eliminate exposure to them and the loss of life and 
property that so frequently occurs.   

Preparation of this document is the response of Taylor County, Georgia, and the 
Cities of Butler and Reynolds to the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, an 
amendment to the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act.  This law authorizes release of federal financial assistance to communities 
that have experienced a disaster of such severity as to warrant a presidential 
disaster declaration.  Simply stated, the referenced amendment establishes an 
additional eligibility requirement; after November 1, 2004, to be eligible for federal 
financial disaster assistance a community2

 

 must not only have been declared a 
disaster area by the president of the United States, but must have prepared and 
adopted a federally approved pre-disaster mitigation plan.   

The reader should not infer that mitigation is novel to this community.  In recent 
years several local mitigation activities has been successfully implemented (p.7).  
Continuation of some previously initiated mitigation projects are incorporated 
herein as a testament to their current relevance.  The current effort expands 
upon those of previous years by placing an increased emphasis on reducing the 
losses which commonly occur as a result of disaster so the cost of response and 
recovery will also be less.   
 
This plan is not intended as a comprehensive identification and assessment of all 
potential hazards; only those considered to pose the greatest threat to the 

                                                 
1 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration website; NOAA’s National Weather Service taking action to build a ‘Weather-
ready nation, 8-17-2011. ‘Federal Disaster Assistance Budgeting:  Are We Weather-ready?’, 7-28-2011. 
2 As used throughout this document, “community” is plural; a collective reference to the three political jurisdictions. 
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community.  It is recognized the community could be assailed by a disaster not 
specifically addressed herein.  Furthermore, the community lacks the financial 
resources necessary to implement virtually all of the structural improvements 
identified.  Neither does it specifically address the local impacts which may result 
from a disaster occurring elsewhere, such as the burden placed on Taylor 
County accommodating evacuees of distant communities. 
 
Section II Methodology, Participants, Process  
 
The Taylor County Board of Commissioners directed the County Emergency 
Management Director to oversee this planning effort.  Residents of the 
community, most of whom had no previous experience in emergency response, 
preparedness or planning, served in task-oriented areas of greater personal 
interest or expertise.  Subcommittee functions were as follows.   
 

Critical Facilities Subcommittee – identified and compiled an 
exhaustive inventory of critical facilities and their characteristics; 
address, building size, contact information, etc.   

 
Identifying/Profiling Hazards Subcommittee – identified and 
described the natural disasters most likely to occur in the three 
participating jurisdictions.   

 
Assessing Vulnerability/Estimating Potential Losses Subcommittee 
– reviewed hazard event profiles and critical facilities information to 
assess community vulnerability to specific hazards and the 
potential loss from each.  

 
Mitigation Goals & Objectives Subcommittee – identified and 
developed mitigation goals, objectives, tasks and related action 
steps.  

 
Working subcommittees convened on an as-needed basis rather than on a 
regular schedule.   Subcommittees met in the same sequence as listed above, 
except that much of the work performed by the Critical Facilities and 
Identifying/Profiling Hazards Subcommittees occurred simultaneously.  Work 
products of these two groups were, in turn, used by the subsequent 
subcommittees. 
 
Committee members represented the following entities. 
 
Taylor County Board of Commissioners Taylor County Planning & Zoning Director 
Butler Mayor/members of City Council Family and Children’s Services Director 
Reynolds Mayor/members of Council Health Department Director & Prog. Assts 
Taylor County Manager Public Health Nurses 
Butler City Clerk Nursing Home Administrator 
Reynolds City Clerk Community Services Director 
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EMA/EMS Director Georgia Ctr. for Youth, Prog. & Bus. Mgrs. 
Butler & Reynolds Public Works Director Regional E-911, Exe. Dir. 
Sheriff and Chief Deputy Georgia Power Area Manger 
Butler Police Chief Georgia Emergency Mgt. Agency Rep 
City and County Fire Chiefs Regional Health Dist. Emergency Planner 
Development Authority Director Regional Commission Staff 

 
Non-profit participation was solicited, but limited staff resources in this small, 
rural community prevented direct involvement.  None of the faculty at the local 
post-secondary institution reside in-county, and class schedules precluded 
participation by academia. The River Valley Regional Commission assisted the 
committees with data collection, research and analysis, facilitated all committee 
meetings and the advertised public meetings for plan review, and compiled the 
final written document.  
 
Via local newspaper notice the public was invited to attend the kick-off meeting 
and to participate in the update process.  The stakeholder list from the original 
plan was used as the base list and supplemented for the current effort.  
Stakeholders received e-mail notices of the first meeting and subsequent work 
sessions.  Virtually all organizations asked to participate had representation 
involved at some point in the update.  Near project completion copies of the draft 
were sent to the Emergency Management Directors of each of the seven 
adjoining counties and the district office of the Georgia Department of 
Transportation for comment prior to local adoption.  The general public was 
invited via local newspaper notice to a second public meeting to hear a brief 
presentation of, and given an opportunity to comment on, the draft prior to 
adoption by all three jurisdictions. 
 
Because of their responsibility for providing for the general public welfare and 
emergency response services, there was strong local government involvement in 
plan development.   
 
These existing planning documents were reviewed:   
 

Taylor County Joint Comprehensive Plan 2009 
Taylor County Emergency Operations Plan 2012 

River Valley Regional Commission Regional Plan 2013 
Community Wildfire Protection Plan 2012 
Georgia Hazard Mitigation Strategy 2011 

 
As is customary, the joint comprehensive and regional plans addressed 
community facilities; most, if not all, of which are identified in this document as 
critical facilities.  In addition, there are numerous similar “action steps” in the 
Comprehensive Plan and this document; some examples include, (1) better 
coordination of communications between emergency response agencies, (2) 
timely replacement critical emergency response equipment and vehicles, (3) 
enhanced housing and environmental code enforcement, (4) post enhanced 
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mitigation information on an enhanced web site, (5) duplicate and securely store 
critical records, and (6) the need for subdivision ordinances.   
 
Readers of this document and the local Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) will 
see numerous mitigation activities repeated; among them, (1) public education, 
(2) promotion of public participation/involvement, (3) coordination of amateur 
radio operators with emergency communications, (4) networking with support 
and regulatory entities, (5) creating and maintaining current inventories of critical 
personnel and material, (6) coordinated training between the public and private 
sectors, and (7) the need for continuity of operations.   
 
The work program in the Regional Plan also has numerous statements of support 
for local pre-disaster mitigation planning.  Examples include; (1) encourage local 
government participation in NFIP and assist with preparation of the required flood 
damage prevention ordinance, (2) encourage green belt development along 
major rivers to limit flood damage potential, (3) encourage development of 
drought contingency plans, (4) encourage adoption of subdivision ordinances, (5) 
encourage implementation of the state minimum construction code, (6) promote 
implementation of BMPs related to stormwater management, and (7) assist local 
governments with disaster preparedness activities. 
 
Review of the Community Wildfire Protection Plan revealed duplication of 
numerous mitigation recommendations; among them, adequate buffers or 
defensible space around facilities, appropriate code enforcement, training for 
emergency responders, acquisition of emergency response equipment, 
increased public awareness and education and increased use of fire breaks.  No 
mitigation conflicts between the two plans were identified. 
 
Review of the Georgia Hazard Mitigation Strategy validated numerous local goals 
and actions; among them, increasing public awareness of potential disasters and 
effective mitigation actions, emphasizing non-structural mitigation, 
institutionalizing mitigation through code enforcement, promoting safe-rooms, 
identifying (mapping) potential dam-failure risks, increased effective warning 
capabilities, and post-disaster and annual plan reviews.  No conflicts with the 
state document were identified. 
 
No Flood Insurance Study or Flood Mitigation Assistance Plan is known to have 
been prepared or requested, to be underway or anticipated. 
 
The Joint Comprehensive Plan has some text entitled “Executive Summary”.  
The nearest similar texts in the local EOP and Regional Plan are an 
“Introduction” and a “Regional “Vision”.  All three are presented in Appendix C.  
 
Numerous other sources were used in plan preparation, including the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, Georgia Emergency Management Agency, 
Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Georgia Extension Service, Georgia 
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Forestry Commission, Georgia Department of Transportation, Georgia Tornado 
Database, Flint Electric Membership Corporation, The Tornado Project, National 
Climatic Data Center, National Weather Service, Taylor County News, law 
enforcement and local interviews.  The overwhelming majority of information 
obtained from these sources was used to compile the hazard events’ histories 
and, to a lesser degree, profiling individual hazards.  
  
Two publicly advertised “hearings” were held during plan development.  
Documentation of each is presented in Appendix E.  The first “hearing” was held 
to solicit public participation in the update process; the second was held to 
present the draft update to the general public and invite public comment prior to 
formal adoption.  Attendance at the “hearings” consisted primarily of committee 
members active in plan preparation.  An additional ten-day comment opportunity 
immediately preceding local adoption did not elicit any public response. 
  
Section III Organization 
 
A detailed analysis of natural hazards is presented in Chapter 2.  The analysis 
consists of a description of the hazard and the damage potential, historical 
frequency and probability of future occurrence, an inventory of assets exposed to 
the hazard and an estimate of potential loss, land use patterns as they relate to 
each hazard, and any aspects of hazards which may be unique to any of the 
jurisdictions.  A detailed analysis of technological hazards is presented in 
Chapter 3. The analysis consists of a description of the hazard and the damage 
potential, historical frequency and probability of future occurrence, an inventory 
of assets exposed to the hazard and an estimate of potential loss, land use 
patterns as they relate to each hazard, and any aspects of hazards which may be 
unique to any of the jurisdictions.   Presented in Chapter 4 is an itemized list of 
goals, objectives, tasks and action steps which are proposed for implementation 
to mitigate likely adverse impacts of specific natural hazard events.  Presented in 
Chapter 5 is an itemized list of goals, objectives, tasks and action steps which 
are proposed for implementation to mitigate likely adverse impacts of specific 
technological, or man-made, hazard events.  Chapter 6 describes how the plan 
will be implemented, monitored and maintained.  Chapter 7 consists of a 
concluding statement, followed by appendices.  
 
Section IV Hazard Risk Vulnerability (HRV) Summary  
 
This plan identifies and assesses community exposure to certain natural and 
technological hazards (see below), and identifies how to reduce exposure to 
them.  The assessment provides the factual basis for activities proposed to 
reduce losses, including a description of the type, location, and extent of natural 
and technological hazards deemed most likely to befall Taylor County.  
Reference was made to the historical record to compile information on previous 
events and for use in estimating the probability of hazard recurrence. 
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  Natural Hazards  Technological Hazards 
  Tornado   Transportation Accident 
  Thunderstorm Winds Hazardous Materials Release 
  Severe Winter Storm Animal Diseases 
  Tropical Storm  Radiological 
  Extreme Heat  Civil Disturbance 
  Drought   Terrorism 
  Flood    Water Contamination 
  Wildfire   Epidemic 
  Hailstorm 
  Dam Failure 
 
Vulnerability includes a summary of past events and their impacts.  This is 
quantified by describing the types and numbers of existing and future buildings, 
infrastructure, and critical facilities located in identified hazard prone/susceptible 
areas.  Estimates of the potential dollar losses that could reasonably be expected 
to result from a specified hazard event are also presented. 
 
Land uses and development trends were reviewed for the purpose of identifying 
mitigation options that can be considered in future land use decisions to reduce 
each jurisdiction’s specific risk. 
 
Based on these assessments, a blueprint for reducing potential losses was 
developed, incorporating expansion and improvement on existing authorities, 
policies, programs and resources.  The blueprint includes goals and objectives to 
reduce or avoid long-term vulnerabilities to hazards.  Overall community goals 
include; (1) Protect the public health and safety, (2) Reduce, and to the extent 
possible eliminate, community exposure to hazards, (3) Reduce loss and 
damage to private property and public infrastructure resulting from hazards, (4) 
Maintain continuity of public and private sector operations during and after 
hazard events, and (5) Respond promptly, appropriately and efficiently in the 
event of hazard.  The end product is a prioritized action plan with specific steps 
to achieve stated goals.  This, in turn, is supplemented with a maintenance 
process to monitor, evaluate, and update the mitigation plan over a five-year 
timeframe. 
 
Section V Multi-Jurisdictional Considerations  

 
This document has been developed for unincorporated Taylor County, and the 
Cities of Butler and Reynolds.  The plan includes an identification and analysis of 
a comprehensive range of specific mitigation actions needed to reduce the 
adverse effects of specific hazards in each jurisdiction.  With few exceptions, all 
three jurisdictions are susceptible to the same natural and technological hazards.  
Where applicable; however, specific mitigation actions have been identified for 
each jurisdiction. 
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Section VI Adoption, Implementation, Monitoring and Evaluation  
 
The Taylor County Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan was formally adopted (see 
accompanying resolution) by the Taylor County Board of Commissioners, Butler 
City Council and Reynolds City Council after receiving notification from the 
Georgia Emergency Management Agency that the plan complied with applicable 
federal regulations.   
 
Presented in Chapter 6 is a description of plan implementation, monitoring, 
evaluation, and update activities, public participation, and the process of 
incorporating mitigation into other planning and administrative functions of the 
three local governments.  This section details the process that will ensure the 
Taylor County Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan becomes an integral part of local 
governance and life in the community. 
 
Section VII Community Data 
 

Jurisdiction Population1 Per Capita Income2 

Taylor County 8,906 $25,442 
Butler 1,972 n/a 
Reynolds 1,086 n/a 
1 

2010 Census 
2 2009, Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis 

 
 

Educational Attainment1 – 2000 Census 

Jurisdiction <HS 
diploma 

HS 
graduate2 

some 
college 

Associate 
degree 

Bachelor’s 
degree 

graduate or 
professional 

degree 
Taylor 36% 39% 13% 3% 6% 3% 
1 highest level attained 
2 or equivalent (GED) 
latest data available as of this writing 

 
 

Taylor County Industrial Mix – 2010 Annual Averages 

INDUSTRY PERCENT EMPLOYMENT1 

GOODS PRODUCING 17% 
     Construction   3% 
     Manufacturing   5% 
SERVICES PRODUCING 51% 
     Retail Trade 10% 
     Transportation and Warehousing   5% 
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     Finance and Insurance   2% 
     Real Estate and Rental and Leasing <1% 
     Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services <1% 
     Health Care and Social Assistance 11% 
     Accommodation and Food Services   1% 
     Other Services (except Public Administration)  2% 
TOTAL PRIVATE SECTOTOR 68% 
TOTAL GOVERNMENT 32% 
1 subsector employment levels do not equal sector totals because to do so would require release of confidential data for some sole- 
    source employers  
source:  Georgia Department of Labor 
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I.  Tornado 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
A tornado is a violently rotating column of air extending from a 
thunderstorm to the ground, usually spawned when the weather is warm, 
humid and unsettled; conditions common to the local area.  Severe 
weather conditions, such as a thunderstorm or hurricane, can produce a 
tornado.  Tremendous destruction can occur with the combined action of 
strong winds (some at speeds in excess of 250 mph) and the impact of 
wind-borne debris.  Damage paths can be in excess of one mile wide and 
fifty miles long.  Although the path may be erratic, storm movement is 
usually from southwest to northeast.  Tornadoes most often occur 
between 3 and 8 p.m., but may occur at any time of day or night.  The 
official tornado season lasts from March-August with a peak in March-
May; but they can occur anywhere, any time of year.  Advance planning 
and quick response are keys to surviving a tornado.   

  

Fujita Tornado Damage Scale1 

Category Wind 
Speed* Damage Description 

F0 <73 mph 
Light; some damage to chimneys, tree branches 
broken, shallow-rooted trees pushed over, sign 
boards damaged 

F1 73-112 
mph 

Moderate; peels surface off roofs, mobile homes 
pushed off foundations/overturned, moving autos 
blown off road 

F2 113-157 
mph 

Considerable; roofs torn off frame houses, mobile 
homes demolished, boxcars overturned, large trees 
uprooted, light-object missiles generated, cars lifted 
off ground 

F3 158-206 
mph 

Severe; roofs and some walls torn off well-
constructed houses, trains overturned, most forest 
trees uprooted, trees lifted and thrown 

F4 207-260 
mph 

Devastating; well-constructed houses leveled, 
structure blown some distance from weak 
foundations, cars thrown as missiles  

F5 261-318 
mph 

Incredible; strong frame houses lifted off 
foundations/swept away, auto sized missiles fly 
through the air in excess of 100 yards, trees 
debarked, incredible phenomena occur 

1 In use through January, 2007.  The Enhanced Fujita (EF 0-EF 5) scale employs much more detailed 
damage descriptions/indicators; too lengthy for presentation here.  Refer to footnote in the conversion table 
presented with maps below. 
* Wind speeds are estimates; have never been scientifically verified. 
Source:  National Climatic Data Center 
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 B. Hazard Profile  
All geographical areas of the county are susceptible to the randomness of 
tornadic activity.  Although there have not been any such hazards of 
disastrous proportions to befall the community1

 

 in recent history, small 
storms have nevertheless been present, and climatic conditions were 
conducive for others to occur as has been evidenced by the issuance of 
tornado warnings and watches. Information gleaned from available data 
bases revealed the following history of tornadic activity in the community.   

Local Tornado Events 

Location Date 
Death/ 
Injury 

Magnitude1 
Damage 

Property Crop 

Taylor 03/13/1954 10/0 F3 $2.5M 0 

Taylor 03/13/1954 0/0 F1 $25K 0 

Taylor 03/13/1954 0/0 F1 $25K 0 

Taylor 02/24/1961 0/0 F2 $25K 0 

Taylor 02/22/1962 0/0 F2 $ 25K 0 

Taylor 07/07/1967 0/0 F2 $25K 0 

Taylor 05/30/1988 0/0 N/A 0 0 

Taylor 02/10/1990 0/0 N/A 0 0 

Taylor 03/29/1991 0/0 F1 $250K 0 

Butler 06/26/1994 0/1 F0 $50K 0 

Butler 01/19/2001 0/0 F0 $0K 0 

Fickling 
Mill 8/29/2005 0/1 F1 $250K $500K 

Potterville 03/01/2007 1/4 F22 $500K - 

Mauk 02/17/2008 0/0 F02 $200K - 
Potterville 02/18/2009 0/0 F02 $50K -  
1 Fujita Scale (see comparison table below) 
2 Rated subsequently on the Enhanced Fujita Scale; used since 2-1-2007 (see conversion table below) 
Sources:  National Climatic Data Center, Flint EMC 

 
Application of inflation to the property damage recorded in 1954 yields a 
current day (2013) value of nearly $22 million.  The same storm today 

                                                 
1 As used throughout this document, “community” is plural; a collective reference to the three political jurisdictions. 
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would likely be even more costly in lives and property because of a higher 
level of development.  Aggregate damages from these fifteen events 
amount to ±$24 million in current (2013) value.  The 1988 and 1990 
events were not reported by the National Climatic Data Center as 
tornadoes, but they are included here because Flint Electric Membership 
Corporation credited tornadic activity as the cause of electrical power 
outages on those dates.  They are also included in the trend analysis 
because such storms are so random and can be so devastating.  Based 
solely on the historic trend analysis of available data (Hazard Frequency 
Table-Appendix D), the community has a 25% chance of experiencing a 
tornado event any given year.  According to the historic record only two 
such events occurred in either incorporated area; both in Butler and after 
1993.  It is not known whether hazard events in the early days of record 
keeping were assigned to jurisdictions below the county level in rural 
areas.  Butler and Reynolds collectively account for only 1% of total 
community land area.  Assuming for present purposes events were 
assigned to cities, the documented (fifty-nine year) history suggests Butler 
has a 3% chance of experiencing a tornado event any given year, while 
Reynolds has no record of any such event occurring.  This methodology 
suggests a 22% chance of occurrence in the unincorporated area. 
 
Review of the historic record reveals a large majority of local events has 
been in the lower categories of tornado strength, with ten (66%) of the 
fifteen events documented in the two weakest wind speed categories.  
Another strong quarter (27%) of local tornadoes approached the mid-
range of originally categorized wind speeds.  The single strongest event, 
with wind speed approaching 200 mph causing severe damage, is also 
the earliest (1954) local tornado found in the record.  Based on the historic 
record it is believed the magnitude of virtually all future events will be EF-3 
and below.  Damages from similar storm extents in the future will be, in 
large part, influenced by implementation of appropriate codes and the 
precise location of such events. 
 

 C. Community Exposure  
The random, sudden and violent natures of the tornado place all residents 
and all physical development throughout the community at risk.  This, of 
course, includes all critical infrastructure; 109 structures enumerated in 
Appendix A, beginning on page 34.  Aggregate value of the community’s 
“non-critical” facilities has been estimated for use here; documentation is 
presented in Appendix A. 
 

 D. Estimate of Potential Losses  
Potential Losses were estimated by use of the GEMA web-based planning 
tool.  Data input for the Assets Worksheet included the replacement value 
and structure content value of each critical facility identified.  Because all 
areas of the community are exposed to the threat posed by this hazard, 
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critical facilities distributed throughout the county are at risk.  Thus, any 
percentage of total replacement and structure contents values is subject to 
loss.  The combined total estimated structure replacement value ($154M) 
and total estimated contents value ($94M) is $248M.  This information can 
be reviewed in detail in Appendix A, beginning on page 34.  The estimated 
value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is $287M, exclusive of 
content value.  For details refer to page A-18.  Population and other 
demographic data are presented in Appendix B. 
   

 E. Land Use and Development Trends  
Because tornado strikes are so random, neither land use nor development 
trends influence the risk of exposure to this hazard.  Land use conversion 
in the community is limited, and development is both sparse and limited.   
Building codes are enforced throughout the community, but because of 
the related cost factors new construction is not required to meet wind 
speeds of 200 mph; the tornado design wind speed for the area. 
 

 F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences  
The assessment revealed no differences in the risk of a tornado occurring 
in any of the three jurisdictions.  Pre-disaster mitigation measures relevant 
to tornadoes are applicable throughout the community.  The maps that 
follow reveal the distribution of critical facilities throughout the community, 
with concentrations, of course, in the Cities of Butler and Reynolds. 
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Tornado Wind Speeds 

Fujita Scale Event 
History 

Enhanced Fujita Scale  

prior to 2007 F EF in use since 2-1-2007 

F-0 40-72 mph  4 2 EF-0 65-85 mph  
F-1 73-112 mph 4   EF-1 86-110 mph 
F-2 113-157 mph 3 1 EF-2 111-135 mph 
F-3 158-206 mph 1   EF-3 136-165 mph 
F-4 207-260 mph     EF-4 166-200 mph 
F-5 261-318 mph     EF-5 >200 mph 

Potential Damage in Enhanced Fujita Scale. EF0-Light; peels surface off roofs, some damage to chimneys, 
branches broken off trees, shallow-rooted trees pushed over, mobile homes pushed off foundations or overturned, 
sign boards damaged. EF1-Moderate; roofs torn off frame houses, windows and glass doors broken, moving autos 
blown off roads, mobile homes demolished, boxcars overturned. EF2-Considerable; Roofs town off well-constructed 
houses, foundations of frame homes shifted, large trees snapped or uprooted, light-object missiles generated, cars 
lifted off ground. EF3-Severe; some walls torn off well-constructed houses, trains overturned, most trees in forest 
uprooted, heavy cars lifted off the ground and thrown, structures with weak foundations blown away some distance. 
EF4-Devastating; well-constructed houses and whole frame houses completely leveled, structures with weak 
foundations blown away some distance, trees debarked, cars thrown and small missiles generated. EF5-Incredible; 
strong frame houses leveled off foundations and swept away, with strongest winds brick houses completely wiped 
off foundations, automobile-sized missiles fly through the air in excess of 100 meters, cars thrown and large 
missiles generated, incredible phenomena will occur. 
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G. Hazard, Risk and Vulnerability Summary  
The community’s greatest natural hazard loss to date has been the result 
of a tornado event (1954).  Tornadoes can strike anywhere in the 
community, at any time of day and any time of year, with suddenness and 
with great intensity as a result of weather conditions common to the area.  
The current state of technology cannot prevent such hazards from 
occurring.  The community must prepare in advance, and be able to 
respond quickly and appropriately to such an event.  There have not been 
any significant changes in the community since the original plan was 
adopted in early 2006 that would alter exposure to this natural hazard.  
Between 2000 and 2010 the community’s population increased by less 
than one hundred residents; distributions among the three jurisdictions 
was unchanged.  There has not been any development that would impact 
exposure, not any significant change in government policies or 
ordinances. 
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II. Windstorm (Thunderstorm Winds) 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
Thunderstorm winds are straight-line winds (as opposed to a tornado’s 
rotating column of air), generally of short duration and gusts in excess of 
50 mph.  This hazard poses the greatest threat in areas of softwood trees, 
a feature common in the community, areas with exposed improvements 
and infrastructure, and above ground (electrical) utilities.  These winds can 
cause power outages, transportation and economic disruptions, significant 
property damage and pose a high risk of injuries and loss of life. 

 
B. Hazard Profile 

All four quadrants of the county have experienced damage from 
thunderstorm winds.  Although there have not been any such hazards of 
disastrous proportions locally, historically it is the most common natural 
hazard to befall the community.  Examples of local damages include 
forests, trees blown onto homes, commercial establishments and power 
lines, roofs torn from buildings and signs blown off businesses, typical of 
Wind Zone 2 where gusts of 90-99 mph may occur.  The historic record as 
compiled by the National Climatic Data Center and local electric 
membership corporation documents sixty-two thunderstorm wind events 
between 1962 and 2012, inclusive.    Cumulative damages documented to 
date total approximately $1.25M (unadjusted).  Extrapolating from the past 
half century of available data, the community has a 122% probability of 
experiencing thunderstorm winds any given year (Hazard Frequency 
Table-Appendix D).  It is not known whether hazard events in the early 
days of record keeping were assigned to jurisdictions below the county 
level in rural areas (Butler and Reynolds collectively account for only 1% 
of the total county land area).  All local events which pre-date 1993 in the 
historic record were assigned to Taylor.  Assuming for present purposes 
events were assigned to cities, the documented (fifty-nine year) history 
suggests Butler has a 29% chance of experiencing a thunderstorm wind 
event any given year, Reynolds 12% and an 80% chance of occurrence in 
the unincorporated area. 
 
 

Thunderstorm Winds 

Location Date 

Damage 

Property Crop 

Taylor 6/27/1962 0 0 
Taylor 6/28/1972 0 0 
Taylor 3/21/1974 0 0 

http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
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Taylor 5/16/1975 0 0 
Taylor 6/14/1975 0 0 
Taylor 7/26/1976 0 0 
Taylor 6/29/1978 0 0 
Taylor 4/26/1982 0 0 
Taylor 4/26/1982 0 0 
Taylor 3/5/1983 0 0 
Taylor 7/15/1983 0 0 
Taylor 8/26/1987 0 0 
Taylor 2/10/1990 0 0 
Taylor 2/22/1990 0 0 
Taylor 3/16/1990 0 0 
Taylor 4/28/1990 0 0 
Taylor 8/30/1990 0 0 
Taylor 3/29/1991 0 0 
Taylor 4/9/1991 0 0 
Taylor 4/27/1991 0 0 
Taylor 5/5/1991 0 0 
Taylor 8/27/1992 0 0 
Taylor 8/27/1992 0 0 
Taylor 9/3/1992 0 0 
Butler 2/22/1993 0 0 
Butler 3/22/1993 0 0 
Taylor 3/31/1993 0 0 
Butler 6/29/1994 0 0 
Butler 7/06/1994 0 0 

Reynolds 7/16/1995 $750 0 
101 Counties* 10/05/1995 $75M $50M 

Butler 3/6/1996 $20K 0 
Reynolds 3/6/1996 $100K 0 
Reynolds 8/27/1996 $1K 0 

Butler 4/22/1997 $3K 0 
Taylor 6/5/1998 0 0 
Butler 7/20/1998 $2K 0 
Butler 8/13/1999 0 0 
Taylor 7/20/2000 0 0 
Rupert 5/13/2002 0 0 
Butler 7/7/2002 $1K 0 

Reynolds 2/22/2003 $1K 0 

http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259275�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259275�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259275�
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Charing 3/19/2003 $1K 0 
Reynolds 5/2/2003 $1K 0 

Butler 7/17/2003 $2K 0 
56 Counties* 9/06/2004 $14M $26.5M 
53 Counties* 9/27/2004 $758K 0 

Butler 5/10/2006 $1K 0 
Rupert 3/01/2007 $25K - 
Mauk 6/11/2007 $30K - 

Reynolds 6/25/2007 $15K - 
Carsonville 7/20/2007 $4K - 

Butler 8/17/2007 $3K - 
Potterville 2/18/2009 $15K - 
Five Points 5/10/2009 $1K - 

Butler 5/10/2009 $5K - 
Carsonville 4/04/2011 $1M - 
Carsonville 6/15/2011 $1k - 
Fickling Mill 6/26/2011 $25K - 
Potterville 6/05/12 $1K - 

Butler 7/26/12 $3K - 
Butler 8/14/12 $3K - 

* Includes Taylor Co.       Sources:  National Climatic Data Center, Flint Electric Membership Corp. 
 
C. Community Exposure  

The random, sudden and violent natures of thunderstorm winds place all 
residents and all physical development throughout the community at risk. 
This, of course, includes all the community’s critical infrastructure; 109 
structures enumerated in Appendix A, beginning on page 34.  Collective 
value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities has been estimated for use 
here; documentation is presented in Appendix A. 

 
 D. Estimate of Potential Losses  

Potential Losses were estimated by use of the GEMA web-based planning 
tool.  Data input for the Assets Worksheet included the replacement value 
and structure content value of each critical facility identified.  Because all 
areas of the community are exposed to the threat posed by this hazard, 
critical facilities distributed throughout the county are at risk.  Thus, any 
percentage of the total replacement and structure contents value is 
subject to loss.  The combined total estimated structure replacement value 
($154M) and total estimated contents value ($94M) is $248M.  This 
information can be reviewed in detail in Appendix A, beginning on page 
34.  The estimated value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is 
$287M, exclusive of content value.  For details refer to page A-18.   
Population and other demographic data are presented in Appendix B. 

 
 

http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259275�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
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 E. Land Use and Development Trends   
Because thunderstorm winds are so random, neither land use nor 
development trends influence the risk of exposure to this hazard.  Land 
use conversion in the community is limited, and development is both 
sparse and limited.   Building code enforcement “protects” new 
development from the 90-99 mph winds likely in the area’s Wind Zone 2 
classification. 
 

 F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences  
The assessment revealed no differences in the risk of a wind storm 
occurring in any of the three jurisdictions.  Pre-disaster mitigation 
measures relevant to thunderstorm winds are applicable throughout the 
community. The map that follows reveals the distribution of critical facilities 
throughout the community, with concentrations, of course, in the Cities of 
Butler and Reynolds. 
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Map Legend 

Wind Hazard Scores 

Wind Score Original Value Description 

 

< 90 mph  

90 to 99 mph (ZONE IV)  

100 to 109 mph  

110 to 119 mph  

> 120 mph 3 second gust greater than 120 mph 

-  

The Wind Hazard Scores are based on the 2000 International Building Code figure 1609 contours, 
showing 3 second gust wind speeds with a 50 year return interval. 
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G. Summary   
Thunderstorm winds are the community’s most common natural hazard 
event, and have demonstrated the ability to strike anywhere at any time.  
The current state of technology cannot prevent such hazards from 
occurring.  The community must prepare in advance, and be able to 
respond quickly and intelligently to such an event.    There have not been 
any significant changes in the community since the original plan was 
adopted in early 2006 that would alter exposure to this natural hazard.  
Between 2000 and 2010 the community’s population increased by less 
than one hundred residents; distributions among the three jurisdictions 
was unchanged.  There has not been any development that would impact 
exposure, nor any significant change in government policies or 
ordinances. 
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III. Severe Winter Storm (Snow and Ice) 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
A winter storm is a widespread weather pattern affecting a much larger 
area than any single community.  These hazards take the form of freezing 
temperatures, ice formation and snow accumulation.  Low temperatures 
burst unprotected water pipes, and formation of ice on roads causes 
dangerous driving conditions.  The weight of ice formation on trees breaks 
limbs which in turn fall on and break suspended electric power lines 
disrupting service.  Snow accumulation also creates unsafe driving 
conditions for the public unfamiliar with potential hazards.  Bridges are 
especially susceptible to freezing because of exposure to extreme 
temperatures from above and below the structure.  Roads may have to be 
closed because of freezing conditions on bridges, which can in turn lead to 
business closures.  Generally, these hazard events are threats primarily to 
residents and result in economic losses resulting from business and 
school closures.  A poorly heated house in the winter can cause 
hypothermia in older residents, and the potential for this occurring is 
exacerbated during times of extreme cold.  Although it is not unusual to 
experience some property damage, with the exception of electrical 
transmission lines, critical facilities are generally not seriously threatened.    

 
B. Hazard Profile 

The community has experienced winter storm events of both snow and 
ice.  Because these events have historically been of short duration, 
damage has seldom been significant, with the occasional exception of 
crop damage.  Extreme cold does not have to be of long duration to be 
harmful to crops.  Local property damage would be much greater if severe 
weather lingered for longer periods of time.  Seldom does the day-time 
high temperature immediately following extreme cold fail to reach a 
temperature above freezing, offering at least a brief reprieve from severe 
conditions.  Three-to-four consecutive days of around-the-clock freezing 
temperatures would pose a significant hazard to the community, and could 
occur in virtually any winter season.  A severe winter storm will pose the 
greatest threat to the very young, elderly, lower-income, and to those 
traveling because of the greater likelihood of traffic accidents which result 
from dangerous driving conditions.  The purported fifty-year record 
documented eighteen severe winter events.  Review of the information 
available suggests a 36% probability of the community experiencing a 
winter storm event any given year (Hazard Frequency Table-Appendix D).  
These weather events cover very broad geographical areas; there are not 
separate event histories for local jurisdictions as they are all affected by 
the same storms.  For this area of the state the low temperature in winter 
months averages in the mid-30s; lows below freezing can be expected 
approximately forty-five days.  Temperatures during the 1-2 day extreme 
cold events in 1996 and 2002 reached lows in the 0-10 degree range.  
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Annual average snowfall measures less than one inch; three inch 
accumulations were documented in single snow events in 2002 and 2010.  
Maximum accumulations of ice were ½ inch in 2005 and 2011.   

 
 

Severe Winter Storm 
 

Location Date Type 

Taylor 12/31/63 Ice Storm 
Taylor 02/07/73 Snow storm 
Taylor 01/03/77 Ice Storm 
Taylor 01/13/82 Ice Storm 
Taylor 01/20/83 Ice Storm 
Taylor 01/07/88 Sleet Storm 
Taylor 12/18-19/89 Ice Storm 
Taylor 03/13/93 Snow Storm 
Taylor 12/23/93 Snow Storm 

49 Counties* 2/3/1996 Extreme Cold 
83 Counties* 1/2/2002 Heavy Snow 
98 Counties* 2/26/2002 Extreme Cold 
112 Counties* 1/23/2003 Extreme Cold 
96 Counties* 1/28/05 Winter Storm 

8 Counties* 3/01/09 Heavy Snow/    Winter 
Weather1 

4 Counties* 2/12/10 Heavy Snow/     Winter 
Weather1 

11 Counties* 12/25/10 Winter Weather1 

9 Counties* 1/10/11 
Heavy Snow/Ice 

Storm/Winter Storm/ 
Winter Weather1 

* Includes Taylor County 
1 data base lists multiple events on the same date 
Sources:  National Climatic Data Center, Flint EMC  

 
C. Community Exposure 

Severe winter storm events of longer duration than documented in the 
historic record could result in significant injury, death and property 
damage.  Relative to the state, the community has a disproportionately 
larger elderly (65+) and lower-income population; two segments of the 
general population more prone to weather-related illness and injury.  The 
elderly are generally less able to resist cold weather stress, and lower-
income residents are more often inadequately housed.  The more extreme 
the winter storm the greater the risk of house fires because of extra effort 
exerted to combat the cold.  Community exposure may increase resulting 
in greater winter storm-related traffic injury, death and damages because 
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of recent state highway improvements.  These developments consist of 
widening from two to four lanes north-south and east-west routes which 
intersect at Butler’s southern corporate limit.  Traffic volumes along these 
routes will continue to increase.  Although it is not unusual for some 
property to be damaged by severe winter storms, critical facilities are 
generally not seriously threatened.   The greatest threat is to suspended 
electrical utility lines.  Nevertheless, because this hazard is a threat to the 
entire community, all 109 critical structures are considered at risk. 
Collective value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities has been 
estimated for use here; documentation is presented in Appendix A. 
 

D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
Winter storms are primarily a threat to residents, as critical facilities are 
not particularly susceptible.  The potential for crop loss is difficult to 
estimate without knowing which of a number of variables to apply.  A 
reliable estimation of deaths and injuries is impossible to develop in 
absence of specifying event conditions; primarily, the range of 
temperature extreme and duration of the event.  Nevertheless, the 
estimated cost of critical facility replacement ($154M) and content value 
($94M) amounts to a total of $248M (Appendix A, pages 49-55).  The 
estimated value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is $287M, 
exclusive of content value.  For details refer to page A-30.  Population and 
other demographic data are presented in Appendix B. 

 
E. Land Use and Development Trends 

Local land use and development patterns do not influence community 
exposure to this hazard.  Enforcement of applicable building codes serves 
to “protect” the community from winter storms. 

 
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

There are not any jurisdictional differences between exposure or response 
to this hazard.  Consequently, the countywide map displays the complete 
distribution of critical facilities. 
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G. Summary 
The community has a number of conditions that increase the potential for 
loss in a significant winter storm event; disproportionately larger elderly 
and low-income populations, intersection of major state routes, 
complacency resulting from a history of events being relatively rare and of 
short duration.  The general rarity of such events, their generally short 
duration and the brief period of intensive use of storm-related recovery 
equipment all serve to make it difficult for elected officials to justify 
purchase of such equipment operating in an environment of limited 
financial resources.  Because winter storms are typically a widespread 
weather pattern, surrounding communities are likely to be affected by the 
same event.  Transportation-related hazards during such events can 
complicate sharing of such equipment between jurisdictions.  The best 
protection against future events is education and preparation.  There have 
not been any significant changes in the community since the original plan 
was adopted in early 2006 that would alter exposure to this natural 
hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the community’s population increased 
by less than one hundred residents; distributions among the three 
jurisdictions was unchanged.  There has not been any development that 
would impact exposure, nor any significant change in government policies 
or ordinances. 
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IV. Tropical Storm  
 

A. Hazard Identification 
A tropical storm is a cyclonic storm with wind speeds up to 73 mph. The 
convection in tropical storms is usually more concentrated near the center 
with outer rainfall organizing into distinct bands.  In meteorology, a tropical 
cyclone (tropical storm) is a type of low-pressure system which generally 
forms in the tropics. While some, particularly those that make landfall in 
populated areas, are highly destructive, tropical cyclones are an important 
part of the atmospheric circulation system, which moves heat from the 
equatorial region toward higher latitudes. 

 
B. Hazard Profile 

The historical record of events covers less than two decades; generally 
absent local damage data.  The only local delineations (1994 and 1995) 
are limited to the county level, precluding city profiles.  The earliest tropical 
storm event recorded is also included as a flood event causing damages 
of $4.6M (2012 value).  Extrapolating from the documented historical 
record presented below, there is a 74% probability of a tropical storm 
event in the community any given year.  (Hazard Frequency Table-
Appendix D).  Since there are not any profiles or event histories below the 
county level, this probability is applied to all three jurisdictions.   
 

 
Tropical Storms 

 
 

Location 
 

Date Type 

Taylor County 7/05/94 Effects of Hurricane Alberto 
Taylor County 10/05/95 Effects of Hurricane Opal 

96 Georgia Counties* 9/14/02 Tropical Storm Hanna 
96 Georgia Counties* 7/01/03 Tropical Storm/Depression Bill 
96 Georgia Counties 9/06/04 Tropical Storm Frances 
96 Georgia Counties  9/16/04 Effects of Hurricane Ivan 
96 Georgia Counties  9/26/04 Tropical Storm Jeanne 
96 Georgia Counties 6/12/05 Tropical Storm Arlene 
77 Georgia Counties 7/06/05 Tropical Storm Cindy 
96 Georgia Counties 7/10/05 Hurricane Dennis 
96 Georgia Counties 8/29/05 Hurricane Katrina 
96 Georgia Counties 10/05/05 Tropical Storm Tammy 
86 Georgia Counties 8/21/08 Tropical Storm Fay 
86 Georgia Counties 11/10/09 Tropical Storm Ida 

*Includes Taylor County 
Source:  National Climatic Data Center, Local Sources 
 
In regards to the extent for this hazard, aside from the effects of flooding 
(Section V), Taylor County is potentially affected in two ways by tropical 
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cyclones:  Evacuations from major hurricanes striking the coasts of the 
Southeastern U. S., either in the Atlantic or the Gulf of Mexico, and by 
weather effects from cyclones that reach and affect the area directly.  
Evacuation-wise, Taylor County is on the northernmost reach of the 
state’s hurricane evacuation route.  To date, the community has not been 
significantly affected by storm-related evacuations  Weather-wise, with the 
exception of Hurricane Katrina, the storms identified above brought with 
them tropical depression or tropical storm force winds which can reach 73 
mph.  These storms have run the gamut in terms of strength, from tropical 
storm (39-73 mph) winds to major hurricanes (Category 4 on the Saffir 
Simpson Scale) when they first struck the U. S. coast.  However, Katrina 
is credited with spawning an F1 tornado (73-112 mph, Section I) in the 
community.  Based on the historic record and its location inland from both 
coasts, it would be an extreme event for hurricane force winds to occur in 
Taylor County. 
         

C. Community Exposure 
Because of proximity to the Atlantic and Gulf Coasts, the community will 
always be susceptible to tropical storms.  Furthermore, meteorologists 
have predicted a long-term cyclical increase in the weather patterns 
generating tropical storms.  The entire community is exposed to this 
threat.  This, of course, includes all the community’s critical infrastructure; 
109 structures enumerated in Appendix A, beginning on page 34. 
Collective value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities has been 
estimated for use here; documentation is presented in Appendix A. 
  

D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
Potential Losses were estimated by use of the GEMA web-based planning 
tool.  Data input for the Assets Worksheet included the replacement value 
and structure content value of each critical facility identified.  Because all 
areas of the community are exposed to the threat posed by this hazard, 
critical facilities distributed throughout the county are at risk.  Thus, any 
percentage of the total replacement and structure content values is 
subject to loss.  The combined total estimated structure replacement value 
($154M) and total estimated contents value ($94M) is $248M.  This 
information can be reviewed in detail in Appendix A, beginning on page 
34.  The estimated value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is 
$287M, exclusive of content value.  For details refer to page A-18.  
Population and other demographic data are presented in Appendix B.   

 
E. Land Use and Development Trends 

Land use conversion in the community is limited, and development is both 
sparse and limited.  Because tropical storms typically affect large 
geographical areas, neither land use nor development trends influence the 
risk of exposure to this hazard.     
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F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 
The assessment revealed no differences in the risk of a tropical storm 
occurring in any of the three jurisdictions.  Pre-disaster mitigation 
measures relevant to this hazard are applicable throughout the 
community.  The map that follows reveals the distribution of critical 
facilities throughout the community, with concentrations, of course, in the 
Cities of Butler and Reynolds. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Map Legend 

Wind Hazard Scores 

Wind Score Original Value Description 

 

< 90 mph  

90 to 99 mph (ZONE IV)  

100 to 109 mph  

110 to 119 mph  

> 120 mph 3 second gust greater than 120 mph 

-  

The Wind Hazard Scores are based on the 2000 International Building Code figure 1609 contours, 
showing 3 second gust wind speeds with a 50 year return interval. 
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G. Summary 
Because of geographical location, the community will always be 
susceptible to the threat of tropical storms.  The mitigation strategy 
included herein supplements some previously initiated efforts and 
completes others.  There have not been any significant changes in the 
community since the original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would 
alter exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the 
community’s population increased by less than one hundred residents; 
distributions among the three jurisdictions was unchanged.  There has not 
been any development that would impact exposure, nor any significant 
change in government policies or ordinances. 
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V. Flood  
 

A. Hazard Identification 
The overflow of rivers and streams caused by severe storms or torrential 
rains is often a secondary impact of tropical storms or hurricanes.  Among 
the most common factors affecting the extent of flooding are: topography, 
ground saturation, rainfall intensity and duration, soil type, drainage 
patterns, basin size, vegetative cover and development density/impervious 
surfaces.  Flooding may occur slowly as the result of an extended rain or 
storm event, or as the result of a flash flood, sometimes causing dam 
failure.   In 1994 Tropical Storm Alberto generated a 24” local rainfall 
event.  

 
B.  Hazard Profile 

The community’s largest flood event resulted from Tropical Storm Alberto 
in 1994 which, between July 3 and July 7, doused “semi-saturated” soils 
with 24” of rain; almost half the community’s annual average rainfall.  
Streams of all sizes overflowed and numerous bridges were washed out, 
including the bridge on State Road 195 in the unincorporated Potterville 
community.  Taylor was one of fifty-five Georgia counties included in the 
July 7, 1994, presidential disaster declaration; local loss totaled 
approximately $4.6M (2012 value).  Based on the documented historical 
record presented below, there is a 58% probability of a flood event any 
given year.  (Hazard Frequency Table-Appendix D).  For no better reason 
than the fact both cities are located in Taylor County this same probability 
can, for general planning purposes, be applied to Butler and Reynolds.  
Neither topography nor surface hydrology of either municipality is 
conducive to flooding, and no documented event has been attributed to 
either city. Base flood elevations differ based on location.  Based on those 
areas of the county where flooding events have been documented, flood 
elevations in west-central Taylor vary from 480’ to 514’, in the north from 
420’ to 478’, and in east-central from 320’-370’. 
 

 

Flood Events 

Location Date 
Death 
/Injury 

Magnitude Cost 

Taylor 7/5/1994 0/0 Flash Flood $3M 

103 Counties* 10/4/1995 0/0 Flash Flood 0 

13 Counties* 12/24/1997 0/0 Flood $200K 

40 Counties* 3/8/1998 0/0 Flood $500K 

Carsonville 5/8/2003 1/0 Flash Flood 0 
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15 Counties* 3/27/2005 0/0 Flood $25K 

39 Counties* 7/10/2005 0/0 Flood $665K 

Howard 9/17/2009 0/0 Flash Flood $125K 

Griffith 9/17/2009 0/0 Flash Flood $25K 

Howard 9/18/2009 0/0 Flood $125K 

Griffith 9/18/2009 0/0 Flood $25K 
   * Including Taylor County 
   Source:  National Climatic Data Center 

 
C. Community Exposure 

Because of proximity to the Atlantic and Gulf Coasts, the community will 
always be susceptible to the kind of tropical storms that caused the 
regional Flood of 1994.  The $3M in local damages resulting from the 
1994 event equates to $4.6M in 2012.  Fortunately, that was an extreme 
event.  The accompanying flood hazard report and flood hazard map 
identify six critical structures located within designated floodplains; two are 
maintenance facilities located on the western periphery of the Butler city 
limits, the other four are state highway bridges spanning the Flint River on 
the county’s north and west boundaries.  The community is diligent to 
maintain drainage channels to accommodate flash floods, and all three 
jurisdictions are participating in the National Flood Insurance Program.    
Although development downstream of the numerous dams in the county is 
nominal, areas in these dam “shadows” have a potential risk of flooding 
when impounded waters breach these man-made reservoirs.  As the 
community experiences development it could impact pockets of wetlands 
distributed across the landscape.  Destruction of these natural resources 
can increase flooding frequency and severity.  Hence, appropriate, 
protective ordinances are needed.  There are not any NFIP repetitive loss 
properties in the community 
 

D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
Because of the limited and sparse level of development in the community, 
the potential loss is considered to be relatively limited, excluding, of 
course, flooding from extreme events such as the tropical storm which 
occurred in 1994.    Replacement cost of facilities located within the 
designated floodplain is estimated at $16M (pages A-64-66).  There are 
not any repetitive loss properties in the community. 
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Map Legend 

Flood Hazard Scores 

Score Original Value Description 

 

ANI Area not included in survey 

D Undetermined but possible 

 

X500 0.2% Annual Chance 

 

A 1% Annual Chance no BFE 

A99 1% Federal flood protection system 

AE 1% has BFE 

AH 1% Ponding has BFE 

AO 1% Sheet Flow has depths 

AR 1% Federal flood protection system 

 

Floodway Floodway (within zone AE) 

V 1% with Velocity no Base Flood Elevation (BFE) 

VE 1% with Velocity BFE 

 

UNDES Undesignated 

X Outside Flood Zones 
Flood hazard scores are derived from the FEMA Q3 “Zone” values.  The Q3 layer is derived from 
the FEMA paper flood insurance rate maps.  Although the resolution is 1:24,000, which has an 
allowable error of 40 feet, FEMA recommends using 250 feet as the potential error.  This layer 
cannot be used for a legal flood determination. 
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E. Land Use and Development Trends 
Widening of GA 96 through the City of Reynolds from two to four lanes 
altered the natural drainage pattern and inadvertently created some spot 
flooding.  Those problems were resolved with implementation of a flood 
buyout program.  Otherwise, between the remoteness of designated 
floodplains and the existence of flood damage prevention ordinances, the 
limited land use conversion and development trends will not affect the risk 
this hazard poses to the community. 

 
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

The potential for flooding is most significant in the sparsely developed, 
unincorporated area along the Flint River.  All local jurisdictions are 
participating in the National Flood Insurance Program.   

 
G. Summary 

Despite the fatality credited to this hazard, the community’s topography 
and limited development result in a relatively limited exposure to flooding.  
All three jurisdictions have taken regulatory action to further limit 
exposure.  Because of geographical location, the community will always 
be at risk of flooding from torrential rainfall caused by tropical storm 
activity.  There have not been any significant changes in the community 
since the original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would alter 
exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the community’s 
population increased by less than one hundred residents; distributions 
among the three jurisdictions was unchanged.  There has not been any 
development that would impact exposure, nor any significant change in 
government policies or ordinances.  There are not any repetitive loss 
properties in the community, all three jurisdictions had flood damage 
prevention ordinances in place before the original plan was prepared and 
small-scale flooding which resulted from state highway construction 
improvements were resolved with a flood buyout program. 
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VI. Extreme Heat 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
High temperatures sustained over an extended period of time may cause 
heat-related injuries or deaths, especially to infants and young children, 
the elderly, persons with disabilities, and migrant and/or seasonal farm 
workers and other outdoor laborers.  The body of an adult is over half 
water, and for babies the percentage is over 75%.  Normal daily water loss 
must be replaced by what we eat (food contains a lot of water) and drink, 
but the average adult does not consume enough water to maintain healthy 
hydration.  In cold weather an adult should consume two pints of water 
daily, and in warm weather that increases to one gallon; eight times the 
cold weather consumption requirement.  Hot weather tends to diminish 
appetite, reducing one source of water intake, and insufficient water 
consumption over a period of time leads to gradual dehydration. Vital 
organs like the kidneys, brain and heart can’t function without a certain 
minimum of water, and unless the deficit is corrected death can occur.    

 
B. Hazard Profile 

There is very little historical information that could be located concerning 
this hazard.  The recent worldwide trend in extreme weather patterns and 
reports of global warming, in conjunction with local demographics and 
general climate patterns which increase community exposure are, in the 
aggregate, interpreted as increasing the probability the community will 
experience extreme heat events.  Review of the five documented events 
which spanned a period of less than a decade-and-a-half suggests a 36% 
probability of an extreme heat event any given year (Hazard Frequency 
Table-Appendix D).  These weather events cover large geographical 
areas; there are not separate event histories for the three local 
jurisdictions as they are all affected by the same events.  Historically, the 
lengthiest duration of local events has been temperatures ranging 
between 100-108º F for one-two weeks.  The recent trend (last three 
documented events) suggests the community can expect increasingly 
higher temperatures during such events, in the range of 110º, for periods 
of two weeks. 

  

Incidents of Excessive Heat 

Jurisdiction* Date Magnitude Cost Damage 
93 Counties 7/20/1999 ≥100º, # days n/a 0 0 
93 Counties 8/1/1999 ≥100º,  # days n/a 0 0 
85 Counties 8/1/2007 ≥100º, 12 days - - 

Taylor 6/29/2012 >100 º, # days n/a 0 0 
Taylor 7/1/2012 >100 º, # days n/a 0 0 

* Reflects change in data source reporting format 
Source:  National Climatic Data Center 
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C. Community Exposure 
A larger proportion of the local population is more susceptible to heat 
stress than is true across the state.  While the proportional size of the local 
infant and young children (<5 years of age) population is similar to the 
state, local proportions of the elderly, disabled, and migrant and/or 
seasonal farm workers and other outdoor laborers all exceed state levels.  
In addition, the community has lower educational attainment and income 
levels than the state average.  These latter factors increase community 
exposure to injury and death because it is generally more difficult to get 
these segments of the population to follow heat-stress avoidance 
measures, and/or are less likely to get relief (via air conditioning) from 
extended periods of extreme heat.  The community’s critical infrastructure 
is not particularly susceptible to damage from extreme heat.  Although the 
community has emergency shelters, they are essentially “Good 
Samaritan” facilities; none have been critically assessed by the Red Cross 
to determine ability to satisfy needs of persons experiencing heat stress.  
   

D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
Extreme heat is primarily a threat to residents, as critical facilities are not 
particularly susceptible.  A reliable estimation of injuries and deaths is 
impossible to develop in absence of specifying event conditions, e.g., 
suddenness of onset, temperature extremes, humidity, duration of event, 
etc.  Consequently, for present purposes no such estimate is developed.  
The combined total estimated critical facility structure replacement value 
($154M) and total estimated contents value ($94M) is $248M (Appendix A, 
pages 49-55), although critical facilities are not considered to be 
significantly susceptible to this hazard.  The estimated value of the 
community’s “non-critical” facilities is $287M, exclusive of content value.  
For details refer to page A-30.  Population and other demographic data 
are presented in Appendix B.   

 
E. Land Use and Development Trends 

As one of the state’s leading peach growing counties, the agriculture 
sector makes a significant contribution to the local economy and is most at 
risk to extreme heat.  However, the nature of this hazard is such that vast 
areas of the state are likely to be affected by an extreme heat event.  
Local land use and development patterns do not influence community 
exposure to this hazard. 

 
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences  

This hazard would impact residents throughout all three jurisdictions.  
While physical damage to crops may be limited to the unincorporated 
area, the resulting economic loss would be felt throughout the community.  
The maps that follow reveal the distribution of critical facilities throughout 
the community, and the concentrations in Butler and Reynolds. 
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 G. Summary 
The degree of community exposure to an extreme heat event by virtue of 
demographics and socio-economic factors is sufficient to result in 
significant resident injury, even death, and significant adverse impact on 
the economy.  There have not been any significant changes in the 
community since the original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would 
alter exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the 
community’s population increased by less than one hundred residents; 
distributions among the three jurisdictions was unchanged.  Expansion of 
assisted housing improved living conditions for a very limited number of 
residents.  There has not been any significant change in relevant 
government policies or ordinances.   
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VII. Drought   
 

A. Hazard Identification 
A drought is a prolonged period without rain which progresses in severity.  
The first stage, meteorological drought, occurs when precipitation falls 
below normal levels and is usually expressed as a rainfall deficit, e.g., 
inches below normal.  When meteorological drought occurs at a critical 
time of year it can result in water deficient topsoil, which may hinder 
germination and reduce crop yield.  Stage two, agricultural drought, occurs 
when the amount of moisture in the soil no longer meets the needs of a 
particular crop.  This type drought is usually measured in soil moisture 
levels and can be devastating to agricultural communities.                 

   
Hydrological drought is the third stage.  This occurs when surface and 
subsurface (ground) water supplies fall below normal levels due to 
prolonged meteorological drought.  Indicators of this stage include 
decreased stream flow rates, lake elevations and groundwater levels.  
Hydrological drought can be detrimental to the environment, upsetting the 
hydrologic cycle and impacting fish, wildlife and plant species.  If this 
persists long enough, demand for water may exceed supply, leading to the 
fourth stage – socio-economic drought.  This stage can take many 
months, or even years to develop, often with devastating social and 
economic consequences.   

 
B. Hazard Profile 

Drought is typically a widespread weather pattern affecting a much larger 
area than any single community.  Critical facilities are not directly 
susceptible to adverse impacts from such events.  Generally, the 
population is not at risk from physical harm, except in the latter stages of a 
severe drought.  The most comprehensive list of such events located for 
this current effort cited a historical record dating to 1950.  Only seventeen 
events were found in the record; however, none earlier than 1997.  Earlier 
events are known to have occurred, but supporting documentation could 
not be located.  No deaths or injuries were documented in the period of 
record.  Based on straight-line extrapolation from the historical record as 
documented herein, the community has a 106% chance of experiencing a 
drought in any given year (Hazard Frequency Table-Appendix D).  These 
weather patterns are typically so widespread they cover regions of the 
state and nation.  Separate probabilities of recurrence do not exist, and 
are not generated, below the county level. 
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Drought Events 

 

Location *             Date Damage 
Property Crop 

94 Counties 9/1997 0 $ 20M 
90 Counties 5/1999 0 0 
95 Counties 8/1999 0 0 
96 Counties 2/2000 0 0 
81 Counties 4/2000 0 0 
98 Counties 5/2000 0 0 
98 Counties 6/2000 0 $307M 
98 Counties 7/2000 0 0 
98 Counties 10/2000 0 0 
98 Counties 4/2002 0 0 
98 Counties 8/2002 0 0 
96 Counties 3/2004 0 0 
84 Counties 5/2007 - - 
85 Counties 9/2007 - $344M1 
86 Counties 10/2007 - - 
85 Counties 11/2007 - - 
85 Counties 12/2007 - - 

All include Taylor County 
1 Taylor County crop losses were estimated at $15M.   
Source: National Climatic Data Center 

   
With respect to the extent of this hazard, the community has experienced 
a period of drought in six of the eleven years covered in the accompanying 
table, and for extended periods in two of those years.  Because of the 
important role agriculture plays in the local economy, two successive 
years of agricultural drought pose a significant economic problem for the 
community.  The drought events presented above affected a large 
geographical area.  In calendar years 2000 and 2007 ±90 of the state’s 
counties recorded rainfall shortages for periods ranging from five to six 
months; and rainfall deficits were recorded four consecutive months both 
years.  Statewide, during the two decades which spanned 1986-2007 
there were nine years of normal (6 yrs.) or above-average (3 yrs.) rainfall 
(43%) and twelve years of drought (8 yrs.) or severe (4 yrs.) drought 
(57%).  More recently, the U.S. Department of Agriculture declared crop 
years 2012 and 2013 drought disasters in virtually all 159 counties, and 
there were numerous such declarations in previous years.  Official 
projections at the regional level suggest a persistent pattern of drought.  
The community can expect deficient monthly rainfall shortages to extend 
from four-six months, and a continuation in the trend of annual crop year 
disasters. 
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C. Community Exposure 
The nature of drought is such that the entire community is affected, 
primarily economically.  Generally, neither the population nor critical 
facilities (109 structures-Appendix A, pages 49-55) are at risk of physical 
harm, except in the latter stages of a severe drought.  Under such 
conditions available water resources may not be sufficient for human 
needs, or water pressure may not be sufficient to fight fire, the risk of 
which increases in forested areas during periods of drought.   

 
D. Estimate of Potential Loss 

Crops are most directly affected by drought, and their loss (especially the 
local peach crop) can result in a significant economic burden on the local 
economy.  In this sense, the local economy is at significant risk because of 
the relatively small percentage of farms in the county with irrigation 
systems.  Generally, neither the population nor critical facilities are at risk 
of physical harm, except in the latter stages of a severe drought.  Drought 
typically does not increase the risk of damage to critical facilities, the 
majority of which are concentrated in the cities and supplied by the deep 
water wells of the municipal system.  These deep wells are generally not 
affected until the later or “critical” stages of drought.    Nevertheless, the 
estimated cost of critical facility replacement ($154M) and content value 
($94M) amounts to a total of $248M. (Appendix A, pages 49-55).  The 
estimated value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is $287M, 
exclusive of content value.  For details refer to page A-30. 
 

E. Land Use and Development Trends 
Drought conditions typically affect areas much larger than the local 
community.  Land use and development trends do not influence the risk 
posed by this hazard.   

 
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

The physical impact of drought is most easily measured in the 
unincorporated area of the community, because of agricultural production, 
but the resulting economic impact is felt community-wide.  The greatest 
difference would be the need for additional water supplies/resources in the 
unincorporated area.     
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G. Summary 
Drought does not have the sudden, violent impact on a community 
characteristic of a storm.  A significant reduction from normal rainfall levels 
will first be felt by the agricultural community, and because agriculture 
contributes significantly to the local economy, whatever affects agricultural 
production has a direct and immediate effect on the economic well-being 
of the community.  Because conventional agriculture is so dependent on 
water, the community’s front-line of defense against the adverse economic 
impacts of drought rests with the farmer.  With a percentage return on 
economic investment among the lowest of any economic sector, the 
agricultural community has responded to high production costs with 
increased conversion to moisture conservation practices, such as 
minimum-till and no-till production.  This is helping to maximize the use of 
available water supplies.  There have not been any significant changes in 
the community since the original plan was adopted in early 2006 that 
would alter exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the 
community’s population increased by less than one hundred residents; 
distributions among the three jurisdictions was unchanged. 

 
 



Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan  2 - 37 

VIII. Wildfire 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
A wildfire is considered to be any fire, other than a controlled or prescribed 
burn, occurring on forestland which can affect residential and commercial 
properties, or a free-burning fire unaffected by fire suppression measures.  
    

B Hazard Profile 
This hazard poses a widespread threat to the community.  Taylor is one of 
the Georgia’s more heavily forested counties; 79% of total land area is in 
forest compared to 66% of the state (Georgia Forestry Commission).    Every year 
any number of small fires occurs, and to date each event has been 
controlled before posing a serious threat to the community.  These events 
are consolidated into annual totals in the following table, averaging 280 
acres over the fifty-four year period ending in 2010.  While annual losses 
may vary significantly, over an extended period of time the community can 
expect an average loss of approximately 300 acres each year. 

 
 

Rural Fire Events 

Year           Acres Year           Acres Year           Acres 

1957          116 1975            51 1993          389 

1958          274 1976          639 1994            87 

1959          290 1977          597 1995          311 

1960          178 1978          479 1996          178 

1961          416 1979          164 1997            97 

1962          418 1980          428 1998          221 

1963          267 1981          359 1999          240 

1964          507 1982          224 2000          512 

    1965             0 1983          421 2001          290 

1966          119 1984          443 2002            49 

1967          191 1985          187 2003          104 

1068          282 1986          347 2004          148 

1969          472 1987          497 2005          315 

1970          328 1988          517 2006          510 

1971          237 1989          271 2007          202 

1972          317 1990          184 2008          124 
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1973        126 1991         170 2009         280 

1974        162 1992         373 2010           37 
Source:  Georgia Forestry Commission 

 
Application of this data to the GEMA Hazard Frequency Table (Appendix-
D) yields a 96% probability of the community experiencing a wildfire any 
given year.  Wildfire event data is not available below the county level, so 
there is not any data on which to base projections for either of the cities.  
Based on the nominal exposure of both cities indicated on the following 
maps, it is reasonable to expect the probabilities of occurrence in Butler 
and Reynolds is lower than for the community as a whole. 

 
C. Community Exposure 

The community’s vast forested acreage places it at high risk of wildfire.  A 
significant percentage of the forested acreage is young timber in need of 
controlled burns to manage forest undergrowth; a starter fuel for wildfires.  
One of these burns, or a naturally occurring wildfire, in conjunction with 
dry/droughty conditions and high winds could easily result in destruction of 
vast acreages of valuable timberland inflicting a serious blow to the local 
economy and county tax base.   
 
Data from the Southern Fire Risk Assessment in the county’s Community 
Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP) shows that values for the level of concern 
are in the moderate to low range.  This is in line with the low fire numbers 
and the rapid suppression of those that do occur. The communities listed 
in the table below were assessed for their susceptibility to damage from 
wildfire using the Georgia Forestry Commission Community Assessment 
form. This document rates the hazard to communities based on four 
criteria; subdivision design, site hazard, building construction, and 
additional factors.  The assessments were completed by Taylor County 
Fire departments in early 2009. Most of the areas that were assessed are 
not shown as being at risk by the Southern Wildfire Risk Assessment.  No 
incorporated areas were assessed. The areas selected for assessment 
were identified by personnel from the Taylor County fire departments 
following guidelines for selection suggested by the CWPP specialist 
assigned to Taylor County.  Original copies of the assessments are 
located at the Taylor County office of the GA Forestry Commission. 
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Community Fire Risk Assessment 

Community Name Location 
Size and 

Structural 
Information 

Wildfire 
Hazard 
Rating 

Jurisdiction 

Parks Rd –Black Cr.- 
Trail Phelps Rd same 22 homes 127 Mauk 

South Oak Dr. Off Roberta Hwy 
NE of Butler 20 lots 126 Reynolds 

Wainwright Rd  
Johnny Wainwright Rd 
East Old Wire Rd 

same unknown 120 Panhandle 

John B Gordon Rd – 
East Marshall Rd – 
Newsome Rd 

same unknown 119 Reynolds 

Nelson Rd – Macon Rd 
– Park Ave same 27 homes 119 Reynolds 

Peeble Rd – Goose 
Hollow Rd- Rustin Rd same unknown 117 Reynolds 

Potterville 

Owens Rd N32 32.967’  
W84 16.244’ unknown 114 Butler 

Orba Circle 
Off Whatley Pond 
Rd  north of 
Reynolds 

31 homes 113 Reynolds 

Shine-J.E. Bentley Rd-
Nelson Rd North of Reynolds 24 homes 107 Panhandle 

Mauk Hwy 90 West 1893 unknown 106 Mauk 

J.W. Miller Rd-Pebble 
Rd- Goose Hollow Rd same unknown 95 Potterville  

Ga Center for Youth 
Village 

211 Goose Hollow 
Rd unknown 93 Potterville 

Macon Rd- Thomas Rd N32 35.688’  
W84 05.522’ 28 homes 92 Reynolds  

Taylor Co. 
Golf Course Dr-  
Cabin Rd 

N32 34.498’  
W84 05.394’ 15 homes 90 Reynolds  

Taylor Co 
Robinson Rd. 
Wainwright Rd  
E. Old Wire Rd 

N32 39.071  
W84 11.325 unknown 88 Panhandle 

Oak Ridge N32 34.684’  
W84 12.470’ 

15 lots 
6 homes built 81 Butler 

Miller Park 
Harmon Rd  
J.W. Miller Rd 
Barrow Rd 

unknown 74 Butler  

Taylor County Community Wildfire Protection Plan 2009 
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D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
Potential losses of critical facilities most directly threatened by this hazard 
were estimated by use of the GEMA web-based planning tool.  The 
combined total estimated structure replacement value ($40M) and total 
estimated contents value ($17M) for critical facilities susceptible to wildfire 
hazard communitywide is $57M (pages A-67-69).  For critical facilities 
located in the unincorporated area of the county susceptible to wildfire 
hazard the combined total estimated structure replacement value ($28M) 
and total estimated contents value ($2M) is $30M (pages A-70-72).  For 
critical facilities located in the City of Butler susceptible to wildfire hazard 
the combined total estimated structure replacement value ($12M) and total 
estimated contents value ($15M) is $27M.  This information for Butler can 
be reviewed in detail on page A-70.  Critical facilities in the City of 
Reynolds are not believed to be exposed to this hazard.  The estimated 
value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is $78M, exclusive of 
content value.  For details refer to page A-26.  Population and other 
demographic data are presented in Appendix B. 
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E. Land Use and Development Trends 
The most common land use in the community greatly influences the risk of 
wildfire.  Widespread forestland has been characteristic of the community 
historically, and there is not any current development trend making a 
significant alteration in this feature.  Implementation of the work plan 
identified herein will mitigate significantly the potential for wildfires. 

 
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

The physical threat of wildfire is overwhelmingly concentrated in the 
unincorporated area; Butler being the greater municipal exception, but the 
resulting economic impact of a large event will be felt community-wide.  
The Georgia Forestry Commission is equipped to be the primary 
responder to such fires; local fire department response will be triggered 
when structures are affected.  These departments will also serve as 
backup for Forestry Commission personnel. 
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Map Legend 

Wildfire Risk Scores 

Score Original Value Description 

 

2 Very Low 
3 Low 
4 Moderate 
5 High 

 1 No Houses 

 

7 Agriculture 

 8 Water 

 9 City 
Based on the USDA Forest Service, RMRS Fire Sciences Laboratory “Wildland  Fire 
Risk to Flammable Structures, V 1.0” map.  Although not intended for use at a detail 
greater than state-wide analysis, it is included as the best available data on wildfire risk.  
Scores are based on the risk value from the original layer.   
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G. Summary 
Because a large percentage of the unincorporated area is forested, 
wildfire poses a significant economic threat to the community.  Primary 
responding agency is the Georgia Forestry Commission, with backup 
support provided by local rural fire departments.  The best protection 
against this threat is education of forest owners, increased use and 
maintenance of firebreaks, and careful attention to the best management 
practices for controlled burns.  There have not been any significant 
changes in the community since the original plan was adopted in early 
2006 that would alter exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 
2010 the community’s population increased by less than one hundred 
residents; distributions among the three jurisdictions was unchanged.  
Development in areas exposed to this hazard has been nominal. 
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IX. Hailstorm 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
Hail is a large frozen raindrop produced by intense thunderstorms where 
snow and rain coexist in the central updraft. As the snowflakes fall liquid 
water freezes onto them forming ice pellets that will continue to grow as 
more and more droplets are accumulated. Upon reaching the bottom of 
the cloud, some of the ice pellets are carried by the updraft back up to the 
top of the storm.  As the ice pellets once again fall through the cloud, 
another layer of ice is added and the hailstone grows even larger. 
Typically, the stronger the updraft the more times a hail stone repeats this 
cycle and consequently, the larger it grows. Once the hail stone becomes 
too heavy to be supported by the updraft, it falls out of the cloud toward 
the earth’s surface. The hail stone reaches the ground as ice since it is not 
in the warm air below the thunderstorm long enough to melt.  Although it is 
not unusual to experience some property damage, critical facilities are 
generally not seriously threatened.    
 

B. Hazard Profile 
Hailstorms have occurred in all quadrants of the county, although the 
documented history reveals nominal property damage.  These events are 
typically of short duration.  Application of the documented record of 
twenty-eight hailstorm events to the accompanying Hazard Frequency 
Table suggests a 55% probability of the community experiencing a 
hailstorm any given year (Hazard Frequency Table-Appendix D).  Based 
solely on the event history presented in the table below, the probability of 
recurrence for Butler is 18%, for Reynolds 14% and 24% throughout the 
unincorporated area of the community. The average hail size for 
documented events is one inch; the most common size recorded is ¾” and 
the largest is 1¾”.  There is not any documentation of duration, but these 
events typically last a very few minutes. 

 
 

Hailstorm Events 
 

         Location Date Magnitude 
Damage 

Property Crop 
Taylor 6/27/1962 1.75 in. 0 0 
Taylor 1/15/1971 0.75 in. 0 0 
Taylor 4/28/1990 0.75 in. 0 0 
Taylor 8/30/1990 1.75 in. 0 0 
Taylor 4/29/1991 1.75 in. 0 0 

N. Taylor Co.  4/13/1996 1.00 in. 0 0 
Butler  8/16/1997 1.75 in. 0 0 

Reynolds  9/10/1997 1.00 in. $1K 0 
Howard  11/1/1997 0.75 in. 0 0 

http://ww2010.atmos.uiuc.edu/(Gh)/wwhlpr/supercell.rxml?hret=/guides/mtr/cld/prcp/rnhl.rxml�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259410�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~291749�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~291798�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~291889�
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Butler  5/8/1998 1.25 in. 0 0 
Reynolds  5/8/1998 1.00 in. 0 0 

Butler  4/28/1999 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  8/13/1999 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  8/19/1999 0.75 in. 0 0 

Reynolds  8/24/1999 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  3/11/2000 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  3/19/2003 0.75 in. 0 0 

Reynolds  3/19/2003 1.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  5/11/2003 0.75 in. 0 0 

Reynolds  4/22/2005   1.0 in. 0 0 
Butler  4/22/2005  0.75 in. 0 0 

Reynolds  5/19/2005  0.75 in. 0 0 
Reynolds  5/20/2005  0.75 in. 0 0 
Charing 12/28/2005  1.75 in. $5K 0 
Rupert 12/28/2005    1.0 in. 0 0 
Mauk 3/20/2006  0.75 in. 0 0 

Howard 2/17/2008  0.88 in. - - 
Carsonville 2/26/2008  0.75 in. - - 

Sources:  National Climatic Data Center, Flint EMC 
  

C. Community Exposure 
The greatest threat is of damage to crops grown in the unincorporated 
area.  Widespread hailstorms of significant duration with stones of 
significant size at critical times of the crop year could damage fruit/nuts 
and strip foliage to the extent the agricultural economy could be 
devastated.  A storm of significant duration could also expose the 
community to transportation accidents as accumulations of ice pose 
driving hazards.  Residents can seek shelter, and there is typically little 
risk to critical facilities.   

 
D. Estimate of Potential Loss 

Hailstorms pose primarily a risk of crop damage; generally more of an 
economic threat to the community than a threat to the physical 
infrastructure.  The vast number of interactive variables that would apply 
makes it impractical to estimate potential crop losses.  Nevertheless, the 
estimated cost of critical facility replacement ($154M) and content value 
($94M) amounts to a total of $248M. (Appendix A, pages 49-55).  The 
estimated value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is $287M, 
exclusive of content value.  For details refer to page A-30. 

 
E. Land Use and Development Trends 

Local land use and development patterns do not influence community 
exposure to this hazard. 

 
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~322549�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~322552�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~358910�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~359562�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~359604�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~359687�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~389850�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495534�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495538�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~496097�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495538�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~496097�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495538�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495538�
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Although crop damage would be physically located in the unincorporated 
area, the economic impacts would be felt throughout the community.  The 
following maps reveal the distribution of critical facilities. 
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G.      Summary 
The critical infrastructure is generally not threatened by this hazard, and 
there is very little of a pre-emptive nature the community can do for 
protection from this hazard.  In addition to crop insurance purchased by 
agricultural producers, the resident population should be educated of the 
hazards associated with driving during, and immediately after, a hailstorm 
event. .  There have not been any significant changes in the community 
since the original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would alter 
exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the community’s 
population increased by less than one hundred residents; distributions 
among the three jurisdictions was unchanged.  Development exposed to 
this hazard has been nominal.  There is perhaps greater producer 
enrollment in crop insurance as a hedge against damage that can result 
from hail. 
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X. Dam Failure  
 

A. Hazard Identification 
Dam failure is typically the result of a physical weakness in dam structure, 
or inundation by flood waters which wash away the earthen material 
flanking the dam housing floodgates used to regulate the upstream lake or 
pool area.  The most common failure results from inundation.  Flooding 
which precipitates dam failure can cause damage and destruction to 
properties fronting the lake, and breach of the dam can destroy 
downstream development and create economic hardship.   

 
B. Hazard Profile 

The community’s largest flood event resulted from Tropical Storm Alberto 
in 1994 which, between July 3 and July 7, doused semi-saturated soils 
with 24” of rain; almost half the community’s annual average rainfall.  Four 
dams (Rustin’s Lake, Potterville, Whatley Pond and Suggs Mill Pond) 
were destroyed as a result of the flooding.  Since these four dam breaches 
were caused by a single weather event (tropical storm), they are treated 
as a single event for the purpose of projecting the probability of 
recurrence.  Based on this historic profile, the community has an 
approximate 5% probability of dam failure any given year (Hazard 
Frequency Table-Appendix D). 

 
C. Community Exposure 

There are scores of earthen dams in the community, and the full limit of 
exposure cannot be determined because of the absence of mapping 
which could reveal the level of development in the dam “shadow”.  The 
state of Georgia is currently monitoring twenty-one dams in the 
community; fifteen of which satisfy at least one of the two physical 
standards cited in the state’s legal definition for “dam”.2

 

  Two of them are 
classified as a “High Hazard” to lives and property downstream.  The best 
reasonable way to determine the full extent of this hazard would be to 
determine the potential flood depths for areas that would be affected by 
failure of any such facility in the community.  Unfortunately, the information 
necessary to make such a determination does not exist.  The only way to 
generate this information would be to map the inundation zones, or dam 
shadows at each dam site.  .  

D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
In the absence of an identifiable hazard area boundary, i.e. dam “shadow”, 
estimation of the potential loss would be little more than a guess.  None of 
the 109 critical facilities are believed to be located in what is assumed to 
be a dam “shadow”.  Nevertheless, the combined total estimated critical 
facilities structure replacement value ($154M) and total estimated contents 
value ($94M) communitywide is $248M (Appendix A, pages 49-55).  Value 

                                                 
2 These fifteen can each store at least 100 acre-feet of water, three of them are also at least 25 feet high. 
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of the community’s “non-critical” facilities has not been determined for lack 
of a “shadow” boundary.  Population and other demographic data are 
presented in Appendix B. 

 
E. Land Use and Development Trends 

Neither land use nor development trends are believed to influence current 
exposure to this hazard.  However, this may not be true in the future if 
dam shadows are not mapped so appropriate restrictions on land use can 
be imposed. Mapping of dam “shadows” is important for managing future 
development in these areas. 
   

F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 
Dam failure is a threat to the unincorporated areas only.  An impoundment 
is neither located “upstream” or within either city.   
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G. Summary 
In the absence of necessary mapping, dam failure is perceived to be one 
of the less serious threats to the community.  These structures are in the 
rural, undeveloped areas of the community, distant from critical facilities.  
However, as development occurs, dam “shadows” need to be identified so 
development can be diverted from potential threats or the potential hazard 
adequately mitigated.  There have not been any significant changes in the 
community since the original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would 
alter exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the 
community’s population increased by less than one hundred residents; 
distributions among the three jurisdictions was unchanged.  Development 
in areas exposed to this hazard has been nominal. 
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I. Transportation Accident  
 

A. Hazard Identification 
An accident involving an airplane, train, bus or other vehicle is 
transportation-related.  The risks of such disasters occurring are 
increasing because of higher traffic volumes, recent widening (from two 
lanes to four) of U.S. 19 north-south and GA 96 east-west, the tendency of 
the general public to travel at higher speeds, and the transport of 
increasing volumes of unidentified hazardous chemicals through the 
community1

 

 by both road and rail.  The community has 565 miles of roads 
and streets and 35 miles of railroad (Georgia Department of Transportation).  Solid 
waste is transported into the county by the truckload and trainload to one 
of the busiest landfills in the state. 

B. Hazard Profile 
There is a site in the community where commercial application of large 
quantities of hazardous chemicals in materials processing is performed, 
necessitating transport of the chemicals into the community.  The recently 
four-laned intersection of U.S. 19 and GA. 96 has proven to be deadly as 
numerous accidents have occurred at the location.  The community is also 
home to one of Georgia’s busiest solid waste landfills.  Of 108 such sites 
permitted by the state (2010), only six received and disposed of a larger 
volume of waste.  This waste is transported into the community via railway 
and highway, increasing community exposure to transportation accidents.  
Although the facility is not permitted by the state as a hazardous waste 
landfill, the fact that so much of the material disposed at this facility is 
transported from outside the community (and state) gives cause for 
concern among residents that hazardous materials could be shipped into 
the community; either by accident or with malice.  The following table 
presents the documented record of local transportation-related incidents 
involving hazardous materials.  The two most recent incidents occurred at 
the local commercial landfill, a fixed-site, but are included here because 
the radio-active materials involved were transported into the community by 
garbage truck.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
1 As used throughout this document, “community” is plural; a collective reference to the three political jurisdictions. 
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Application of these ten incidents to the Hazard Frequency Table 
(Appendix D) yields a 48% chance of recurrence any given year.  The 
event history does not include information of sufficient detail to help 
project probability of recurrence by jurisdiction.  Depending on the nature 
of the contaminating agent and environmental conditions, impacted areas 
can vary from the event footprint, to percolation resulting in groundwater 
contamination, runoff causing surface water contamination and even wind-
borne contamination.   There is not a reasonable method of projecting the 
impact area of this hazard when individual events can be so unique. 
 
In 1995, several automobile carriers of a freight train passing through a 
neighboring county derailed, destroying the new vehicles in tow.  A similar 
event, involving chemical tankers in transit, could just as easily occur in 
Taylor County with disastrous consequences. 

 
C. Community Exposure 

Taylor County’s economic potential (for attracting industrial users of 
hazardous materials) is greatly enhanced by the major transportation 
corridors which traverse the community.  These same routes also serve as 
the corridors along which unknown volumes of hazardous materials are 
transported through the community daily.    Two railroads maintain thirty-
five miles of active rail line in the county.  The shorter (15 miles) of the 
two, operated by CSX, is among the heaviest freight routes in the state.  
Solid waste from out-of-state is transported into the county to one of the 
state’s largest disposal facilities.  Norfolk Southern cuts across the full 
twenty mile breadth of the county through both incorporated areas.  The 
increased volume of traffic generated to transport large volumes of 
(potentially hazardous) waste into and through the community, by both 
truck and rail, puts the community at significant risk of a transportation-
related disaster.   

Transportation-Related Hazardous Materials Incidents 

Event Date Material 
Associated Haulers 9/14/92 Sewage 

Unnamed Trucking Company 9/02/93 Gallium Arsenide/Phosphide 
Thaxton Trucking 6/22/94 Diesel Fuel 

DOT 9/19/94 Diesel Fuel 
Wood Pallet Supply 12/1/97 Diesel Fuel 

Frito-Lay 12/02/98 Diesel Fuel 
Southern States Landfill 8/04 I-131; <1mCi 
Southern States Landfill 9/04 Thallium-201; >1mCi 

CSX RR 2/04/06 Diesel Fuel 
Distpech 2/08/11 Hazardous Material (not identified) 

Source:  Natural Resources Emergency Response Team; Incident Reporting System 
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D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
Potential Losses were estimated by use of the GEMA web-based planning 
tool.  Data input for the Assets Worksheet included the replacement value 
and structure content value of each critical facility identified.  Because all 
areas of the community are, theoretically, exposed to the threat posed by 
this hazard, all critical facilities are at risk.  The combined total estimated 
structure replacement value ($154M) and total estimated contents value 
($94M) of the community’s critical infrastructure is $248M.  This 
information can be reviewed in detail in Appendix A, pages 49-55.  
Population and other demographic data are presented in Appendix B.  The 
estimated value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is $287M, 
exclusive of content value.  For details refer to page A-30. 
 

E. Land Use and Development Trends 
Current land uses are not significantly impacting the risk of transportation 
accidents.  However, recent widening of intersecting US and state route to 
four-lane corridors will not only increase the volume of traffic through the 
community, but will also make the community more attractive to industrial 
prospects and spin-off developments which, if not carefully planned, can 
increase the potential for traffic accidents.  An increase in development is 
anticipated over the next couple decades. 

 
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

There is little, if any, difference in the risks among the three jurisdictions.  
Both four lane highways are located in unincorporated Taylor County and 
the City of Butler; Reynolds has one of the four lane routes, and while both 
cities have greater concentrations of traffic, higher traffic speeds occur in 
the unincorporated area. 
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G. Summary 

The community already has significant exposure to transportation 
accidents involving hazardous chemicals, and the exposure is expected to 
increase as a result of location, increased highway access and attractive 
industrial sites.  There have not been any significant changes in the 
community since the original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would 
alter exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the 
community’s population increased by less than one hundred residents; 
distributions among the three jurisdictions was unchanged.  Development 
which would increase exposure to this hazard has been nominal. 
 

 
 
 



Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan  3 - 6 

II. Hazardous Materials Release – (fixed site) 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
Hazardous materials are toxic substances which, if misused or released 
with malice, can be harmful to the health and safety of people and 
damage or destroy property.  Such materials have widespread use in 
industry, agriculture, medicine, research and consumer goods, are in 
solid, liquid and gaseous states, and are present in ever-increasing 
quantities and locations.  These materials come in the form of explosives, 
flammable and combustible substances, poisons, and radioactive 
materials.  Jurisdictions with facilities that produce, process, store and/or 
dispose of hazardous materials are more susceptible to disaster. 

 
B. Hazard Profile 

There is one site in the community where commercial application of large 
quantities of hazardous chemicals in materials processing is performed.  
Consequently, large quantities of these materials are stored on-site.  In 
addition, ten other sites have such volumes of hazardous materials that 
material safety data sheets (MSDS) are filed with local fire departments.  
The quantities involved are not sufficient to warrant inclusion of all such 
sites in the accompanying data base, however.  The community is home 
to one of Georgia’s busiest (by volume) municipal solid waste landfills.    
Although the facility is not licensed to dispose of hazardous waste, with 
such huge volumes of waste received on-site, so much of which comes 
from out-of-state, there is concern that such materials are transported in, 
either accidentally or maliciously.  The following table depicts documented 
local incidents of hazardous materials release.  Application of these 
events to the GEMA Hazard Frequency Table (Appendix D) suggests a 
33% chance of recurrence any given year.  The first six events in the 
historic record (table below) occurred in the unincorporated area; there is 
not sufficient information to locate the 2006 event.  Lacking additional 
information there is not a good method for projecting the probability of 
future occurrence with reasonably good accuracy.  Depending on the 
nature of the contaminating agent and environmental conditions, impacted 
areas can vary from the event footprint, to percolation resulting in 
groundwater contamination, runoff causing surface water contamination 
and even wind-borne contamination.   There is not a reasonable method 
of projecting the impact area of this hazard when the individual events can 
be so unique. 
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C. Community Exposure 

Despite a local industry’s adherence to stringent OSHA regulations, heavy 
commercial utilization of hazardous chemicals poses a significant risk to 
the community.  Although located in the industrial park some distance 
from other development, prevailing westerly winds have the potential of 
delivering toxic smoke from an on-site chemical fire over the seat of 
county government, posing a threat to the health and well-being of the 
community’s largest concentration of residents and economic activity.  
Furthermore; loss of this, the community’s largest industrial employer, 
would have a significant, adverse impact on the local economy.   
 

D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
Potential Losses were estimated by use of the GEMA web-based planning 
tool.  Data input for the Assets Worksheet included the replacement value 
and structure contents value of each of 120 critical facilities identified.  The 
Loss Estimation Table automatically computed an aggregate loss at 100% 
($248M) of the combined total replacement ($154M) and contents values 
($94M).  This information can be reviewed in detail in Appendix A, pages 
49-55.  The estimated value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is 
$287M, exclusive of content value.  For details refer to page A-30.  
Demographic data are presented in Appendix B.   
 

E. Land Use and Development Trends 
The community’s industrial park is located on the western city limits of the 
seat of county government.  One site in this park is home of the 
community’s largest industrial employer and the largest concentration of 
hazardous materials.  Although located some distance from other 
development, prevailing westerly winds have the potential for toxic smoke 
from an on-site chemical fire posing a serious threat to the health and 
well-being of the community’s largest concentration of residents and 
economic activity.  In addition, recent development of intersecting, four 
lane routes makes the community’s low-cost industrial acreage more 

Hazardous Materials Incidents-Fixed Site 

Event Date Material 
MF&H Textiles 9/18/92 Not Reported 
County Landfill 10/03/93 Not Reported 
MF&H Textiles 7/29/94 Textiles 

Arrow Ag 6/04/99 Aviation Fuel 
Southern States Landfill 8/04 I-131;<1mCi 
Southern States Landfill 9/04 Thallium-201; >1mCi 

not identified 7/06/06 Hazardous Material Spill 
(not identified) 

Source:  Georgia Department of Natural Resources Emergency Response Team, Incident 
Reporting System 
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accessible; a significant enticement to industrial prospects, the largest 
single user of hazardous chemicals.   

   
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

Currently, the City of Butler is most at risk of hazardous materials releases 
because of the juxtaposition of industry and population.  In the future, the 
two cities would seem to be at greatest risk because of industry’s general 
need for municipal infrastructure, and the resulting proximity to 
concentration of residents.  This could result in industrial siting in the 
unincorporated periphery of the cities.  Consequently, county government 
must also have adequate regulatory control over industrial siting 
decisions.  
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G. Summary 
The community has a significant hazardous materials threat, and current 
development is creating the potential for significant increase in this threat.  
There have not been any significant changes in the community since the 
original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would alter exposure to this 
natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the community’s population 
increased by less than one hundred residents; distributions among the 
three jurisdictions was unchanged.  There is not believed to have been 
any development which would increase exposure to this hazard. 
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III. Animal Diseases 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
An animal disease is a pathological condition resulting from infection, for 
example, and usually characterized by identifiable symptoms.  Some 
diseases can lead to death of the host and, if not controlled, large-scale 
contagious diseases can lead to the death of infinite numbers of the 
specie.  Disposal of large numbers of carcasses can create community 
health risks.  Some animal diseases are transmissible to humans.  If 
allowed to spread to sufficient scale, animal diseases can cause health 
and economic disasters.  In some cases humans can contract animal 
disease through mere contact; in other cases through consumption of 
animal products.  Determining risk can be difficult with some animal 
diseases due to late occurring symptoms, some of which can take months 
or even years to appear.  Between 90%-100% of poultry can die from 
infection when highly pathogenic Avian Influenza H5 or H7 viruses cause 
outbreaks.  Animal health officials carefully monitor avian influenza 
outbreaks in domestic birds.    Control of a 2004 Avian Influenza outbreak 
in Maryland required the elimination of hundreds of thousands of birds.  
Exotic Newcastle Disease is so virulent many birds die without showing 
any clinical signs of the infection.  A 100% death rate can occur in 
unvaccinated flocks.   
 

B. Hazard Profile 
To date, the community has been spared loss resulting from outbreak of 
an animal disease.  While the probability of a local outbreak is not known, 
the large numbers of poultry in Taylor and surrounding communities do 
put the community at significant risk.  In absence of specifics which are 
inherent to the numerous diseases, e.g., incubation, method of 
transmission, etc., there is not a good method of projecting the potential 
extent to this type hazard with reasonable accuracy.   

 
C. Community Exposure 

Although no local outbreaks have been documented, in 2009 there were 
reportedly 69 poultry houses with approximately 1.6 million chickens in 
Taylor County.  At that same time there were reportedly ±13.7 million 
chickens in 604 poultry houses in the seven counties contiguous to Taylor.  
Poultry houses are serviced by trucks traveling between poultry houses 
across county boundaries.  The community’s entire poultry flock and much 
of the local economy is at risk. This hazard is primarily a threat to 
residents, as critical facilities are not particularly susceptible.  
Nevertheless, the combined total estimated structure replacement value 
($154M) and total estimated contents value ($94M) of 109 critical facilities 
throughout the community is $248M (Appendix A, pages 49-55).  The 
estimated value of the community’s “non-critical” facilities is $39M, 
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exclusive of content value.  For details refer to page A-30.  Demographic 
data are presented in Appendix B.   
 

D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
The community’s 84 poultry hoses have not been included in the local 
inventory of critical facilities.  Based on 2009 sales, a 100% loss would 
amount to approximately $19M in annual gross sales.  Critical Facilities 
are not believed to be susceptible to an animal disease outbreak; 
nevertheless, the estimated cost of critical facility replacement ($154M) 
and contents value ($94M) communitywide amounts to a total of $248M 
(Appendix A, pages 49-55).  The estimated value of the community’s “non-
critical” facilities is $287M, exclusive of content value.  For details refer to 
page A-30.  Demographic data are presented in Appendix B. 
 

E. Land Use and Development Trends 
No land use or development trends could be identified which would 
impact, of be impacted by, an outbreak of animal disease(s). 
 

F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 
Poultry production is limited to unincorporated areas of the county, but the 
economic loss resulting from this type disaster would be felt 
communitywide.  Although such a disaster is not expected to adversely 
impact the community’s critical facilities, they are; nevertheless, plotted in 
the following graphics.  
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G. Summary 
Poultry is present by the millions in the community and adjoining counties, 
and is susceptible to highly contagious diseases.  A high level of 
management diligence is required to maintain success protecting the 
community from the human contagion and economic loss which can result 
from poultry diseases.  Between 2000 and 2010 the community’s 
population increased by less than one hundred residents; distributions 
among the three jurisdictions was unchanged.  Published agricultural 
statistics reveal increased numbers of beef cattle, horses and poultry 
since the original plan was adopted, which could increase the community’s 
exposure to this hazard.  These increases have not; however, been of a 
scale to stimulate new local ordinances or policies. 
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IV. Radiological 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
A radiological accident is an event that involves the release of potentially 
dangerous radioactive materials into the environment. This release is 
usually in the form of a cloud or “plume” and could affect the health and 
safety of anyone in its path. Radiological accidents can occur anywhere 
that radioactive materials are used, stored, or transported. Nuclear power 
plants, transport of radiological materials, and disposal of radioactive 
waste all pose risks. However, operations of facilities and the transport 
and disposal of radioactive waste are closely regulated by a variety of 
federal and local organizations, so the likelihood of an incident is remote. 

 
B. Hazard Profile 

The community has had two reported incidents of radioactive medical 
waste being transported to the local commercial landfill.  In both cases the 
hazardous material was detected before disposal.  Strict application of 
these events to the Hazard Frequency Table (Appendix D) suggests a 
22% chance of recurrence any year.  Both incidents occurred in the 
unincorporated area, and neither one should have occurred because the 
large commercial landfill is not a hazardous waste disposal site.  Lacking 
any record of events in either city there is insufficient information on which 
to base a projection for future occurrence below the community level.  
Likewise, without presenting numerous scenarios for different kinds of 
radioactive materials there is little to be gained by projecting the potential 
extent of this type hazard. 
 

Radiological Incidents - Fixed Site 

Location Date Material 
Southern States Landfill 8/04 I-131;<1mCi 
Southern States Landfill 9/04 Thallium-201; >1mCi 

Source:  Georgia Department of Natural Resources Emergency Response Team, Incident 
Reporting System 

 
C. Community Exposure 

The nuclear industry utilizes two emergency planning zones (EPZs) 
around each nuclear power plant to develop a protective strategy for 
implementation in the event of radiological exposure from a nuclear power 
plant.  The plume exposure pathway EPZ has a radius of about 10 miles 
from the reactor. Predetermined protection action plans for this EPZ are 
designed to avoid or reduce dose from potential exposure of radioactive 
materials and include sheltering, evacuation, and the use of potassium 
iodide where appropriate. The ingestion exposure pathway EPZ has a 
radius of about 50 miles from the reactor. Predetermined protection action 
plans for this EPZ are designed to avoid or reduce dose from potential 
ingestion of radioactive materials and include a ban of contaminated food 
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and water.  The community is approximately one hundred linear miles 
from the nearest nuclear power plant.  However, the community is home 
of a depository site for solid waste originating in and transported form 
several states.  The community is exposed to the possibility that some 
radiological waste is “mishandled” and disposed in the local commercial 
landfill. 

 
D. Estimate of Potential Loss 

No estimate is made here of the scale of a potential radiological event and 
the resulting impact on the critical facility infrastructure.  Potential losses of 
the complete inventory were estimated by use of the GEMA web-based 
planning tool.  Data input for the Assets Worksheet included the 
replacement value and structure content value of each critical facility 
identified.  The combined total estimated structure replacement value 
($154M) and total estimated contents value ($94M) of the community’s 
critical infrastructure is $248M.  This information can be reviewed in detail 
in Appendix A, pages 49-55.  The estimated value of the community’s 
“non-critical” facilities is $287M, exclusive of content value.  For details 
refer to page A-30.  Demographic data are presented in Appendix B.   

 
E. Land Use and Development Trends 

The presence of a large, commercial, solid waste landfill is believed by 
many residents to increase the likelihood that radiological materials will be 
deposited, either accidentally or maliciously, in the community.  Otherwise, 
land use and development trends should not have any influence on the 
potential radiological threat. 

 
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

A radiological event could occur at either a fixed site, such as the 
commercial landfill in the unincorporated area of the county, or in transit.  
All three jurisdictions would have exposure to radiological materials in 
transit. 
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G. Summary 
The community has already had limited exposure to radioactive materials 
detected before disposal in the landfill.  However; it gave rise to concerns 
large amounts of radioactive material could be transported into the 
community.  There have not been any significant changes in the 
community since the original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would 
alter exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the 
community’s population increased by less than one hundred residents; 
distributions among the three jurisdictions was unchanged.  There is not 
believed to have been any development which would increase exposure to 
this hazard. 
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V. Civil Disturbance 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
These events consist of disruption of the routine and peaceful activities of 
a community by residents and/or non-residents.  Although the disruption 
may itself be either peaceful, e.g., sit-in, or violent, e.g., riot, it is the latter 
which is most likely to have disastrous consequences in the community.  
Participants utilize this method to draw attention to grievance(s) resulting 
from cultural, social and/or political issues, or to protest/avenge perceived 
miscarriages of justice.  Such events usually arise from public crisis and 
may occur with or without warning.  The nationwide trend toward fan 
fanaticism has caused increasing numbers of disturbances during and 
after large athletic events. 
 

B. Hazard Profile 
The community has to date not experienced any such events.  It is 
perceived locally to be an increasing threat because of the ease of 
communications world-wide and increasing cultural diversity, among other 
contributing reasons.  There is no record of such events in the community 
on which to base a projection of future probability.  In addition, because an 
infinite number of variables come into play with any particular disturbance, 
it is not possible to determine extent on this type hazard with a reasonable 
degree of accuracy. 
 

C. Community Exposure 
At this writing the greatest exposure would appear to be the potential for 
disturbances at local spectator events; high school basketball and football 
games.  The combination of heated competition, long-standing rivalries 
and general lack of local recreational choices tends to intensify the 
significance of spectator events.   
 

D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
Potential Losses were estimated by use of the GEMA web-based planning 
tool.  Data input for the Assets Worksheet included the replacement value 
and structure contents value of each critical facility identified.  The Loss 
Estimation Table automatically computed the aggregate loss for 109 
critical facilities at 100% ($248M) of the combined total replacement 
($154M) and contents values ($94M).  This information can be reviewed in 
detail in Appendix A, pages 49-55.  The estimated value of the 
community’s “non-critical” facilities is $287M, exclusive of content value.  
For details refer to page A-30.  Demographic data are presented in 
Appendix B.   
 

E. Land Use and Development Trends 
Local land use and development patterns are not expected to have any 
influence on the potential for civil disturbance. 
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F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 
All three political jurisdictions are at risk of civil disturbance; Butler 
perhaps more so because of the location of local school facilities and 
associated athletic events.  
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G. Summary 
Although the community has been spared the experience of a civil 
disturbance, residents feel the threat exists and is likely to increase.    
There have not been any significant changes in the community since the 
original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would alter exposure to this 
natural hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the community’s population 
increased by less than one hundred residents; distributions among the 
three jurisdictions was unchanged. 
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VI. Terrorism 
 

A Hazard Identification 
Terrorism is the use of violence to elicit fear and effect change, and is 
often based on a political agenda or national cause.  Terrorists’ methods 
and weapons are increasingly varied; taking innocent civilians hostage at 
gun point, plotting to assassinate prominent figures, detonation of bombs, 
utilization of chemical and/or biological agents in populated areas or 
against critical infrastructure, arson/incendiary attack or other armed 
attack, cyber-terrorism, agro-terrorism, radiological agents or nuclear 
bomb.  Targets vary from the high profile to sites considered to have little 
or no security.   

 
B. Hazard Profile 

The community has, to date, been spared a direct terrorist attack.  While 
the probability of a local incident is not known, technological 
advancements and improved accessibility expose the community to 
increased risk of terrorist attack.  The widely ranging types of this kind of 
hazard make it impractical to attempt to determine the extent of terrorism. 
 

C. Community Exposure 
Taylor County is one of the many rural communities that could be 
considered a low risk for terrorist attack because of the small population 
base and infrastructure.  However, the community is becoming much more 
accessible, not only electronically but by highway, generally has less 
ability to recognize and track bioterrorist threats, is proximate to Atlanta 
and one of the nation’s largest and increasingly important military bases 
(Fort Benning), and residents tend to be more trusting and less suspicious 
because of the small town setting.  These factors, among others, increase 
community exposure because an agro-terrorist attack on the local poultry 
industry, for example, would have adverse impacts far beyond the site of 
attack. 
 

D. Estimate of Potential Loss 
It is not known which local critical facility(ies) would be the likely target of a 
terrorist attack.  It is not believed any one or a series of attacks would 
likely destroy the entire critical facility infrastructure.  Nevertheless; 
potential losses of the complete inventory were estimated by use of the 
GEMA web-based planning tool.  Data input for the Assets Worksheet 
included the replacement value and structure content value of each of 109 
critical facilities identified.  The combined total estimated structure 
replacement value ($154M) and total estimated contents value ($94M) of 
the community’s critical infrastructure is $248M.  This information can be 
reviewed in detail in Appendix A, pages 49-55.  The estimated value of the 
community’s “non-critical” facilities is $287M, exclusive of content value.  
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For details refer to page A-30.  Population and other demographic data 
are presented in Appendix B.   

 
E. Land Use and Development Trends 

No land use and/or development trends could be identified which would 
influence the risk of terrorist attack.   
 

F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 
Perhaps Reynolds and the county are most susceptible to terrorist attack.  
The communications infrastructure is concentrated in the City of Reynolds, 
and poultry production is located in the unincorporated area.  The 
economic loss of either would have adverse economic ramifications 
across the county.  Damage to the local communications infrastructure 
would impact several counties, and contamination of the food supply from 
local poultry houses could strike fear across the country.  However, not 
knowing the likely target(s), the location of each component of the critical 
infrastructure is included in the following graphic. 
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G. Summary 
The overriding feature that makes the community an attractive target to 
terrorists is that conventional wisdom suggests the community would not 
be an attractive target; hence, less secure.  The community is the site of 
assets which, if attacked, would have adverse consequences beyond the 
community.  There have not been any significant changes in the 
community since the original plan was adopted in early 2006 that would 
alter exposure to this natural hazard.  There is not believed to have been 
any local development which would likely increase exposure to this 
hazard.  Consequently, there have not been any related changes in local 
policies or ordinances. 
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VII Contamination of Water Resources 
 

A. Hazard Identification 
Groundwater is the source of water for local human consumption.  
Groundwater aquifers are underground strata of soils and/or rocks that 
yield water to wells.  Aquifers are recharged (supplied with water) by 
precipitation, primarily in the form of rain, that infiltrates soil and rock to 
add to the volume of water stored in pores and other openings within 
them.  Approximately 23% of the state’s land surface has been identified 
as the area where the most significant recharge to aquifers occurs; an 
area which includes approximately 75% of the community’s land surface.  
This natural resource is concentrated south of an imaginary line running 
between the Wesley community in the northwest, McCann’s Mill Pond in 
north-central and Reynolds in east-central Taylor County.  The majority of 
this area has geologic features which make it highly susceptible to 
pollution resulting from surface and near surface activities of man.  The 
major exceptions are limited generally to areas along stream banks where 
rainfall typically drains into the nearby watercourse rather than being 
absorbed into the soil. 

 
B. Hazard Profile 

If there have been documented occurrences of groundwater 
contamination, none were located in the public record as part of this 
research effort.  There is no record of such events in the community on 
which to base a projection of future probability of occurrence.  The widely 
ranging types of this kind of hazard make it impractical to attempt to 
determine the extent of a future contamination incident. 
 

C. Community Exposure 
The community’s exposure is limited primarily to direct injection of 
contaminants into the aquifer, including spills at critical sites, or seepage 
resulting from leaks of improperly functioning facilities/equipment.  
Exposure to groundwater contamination increases each time an aquifer is 
penetrated for well placement.  With very rare exception the water needs 
of residents and businesses in the incorporated areas are met via public 
water systems; each city’s system operates currently with three wells.  
Enforcement of state law and regulations governs installation, 
maintenance and ground-level activities proximate to these critical sites.  
While this is also true for the county-owned system serving unincorporated 
Potterville, with one deep well, enforcement is not as stringent with 
respect to individual, private wells meeting water needs of ±2,700 
residences distributed widely across the unincorporated area.  Improper 
construction and/or spills of hazardous chemicals in the vicinity of these 
sites could result in groundwater contamination.  Many hand-dug surface 
wells last used decades ago and more recently-abandoned deep wells 
may not have been properly capped, leaving the underlying aquifer 
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directly exposed to potential contamination.  Exposure also exists in the 
form of the individual septic systems serving residences throughout the 
unincorporated area where improperly installed or malfunctioning systems 
could introduce pollutants into the aquifer.  Public wastewater treatment 
systems are monitored much more closely.  The Reynolds’ and county 
(Potterville) treatment systems process wastewater in accordance with 
state and federal requirements prior to discharge into nearby creeks.  The 
Butler system treats wastewater before spraying it onto a large hayfield.  
The current (4/2012) log of a state regulatory agency includes forty-three, 
permitted underground storage tanks in the community.  There are sixteen 
documented releases/leaks at thirteen of these sites dating as far back as 
1993.  All of this activity has taken place and continues to occur at the 
surface and just below the ground’s surface in an area documented 
scientifically to be highly susceptible to pollution. 

 
D. Estimate of Potential Loss 

Potential Losses were estimated by use of the GEMA web-based planning 
tool.  Data input for the Assets Worksheet included the replacement value 
and structure contents value of each critical facility identified.  The Loss 
Estimation Table automatically computed the aggregate loss for 109 
critical facilities at 100% ($248M) of the combined total replacement 
($154M) and contents values ($94M).  This information can be reviewed in 
detail in Appendix A, pages 49-55.  The estimated value of the 
community’s “non-critical” facilities is $287M, exclusive of content value.  
For details refer to page A-30.  Population and other demographic data 
are presented in Appendix B.   

 
E. Land Use and Development Trends 

Current land uses are not believed to be having adverse impacts on local 
water quality; neither are current or anticipated development trends 
expected to have any negative impact.    

 
F. Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

All three jurisdictions have significant exposure to this potential hazard 
because of the risk of contamination occurring outside and inside the 
community.  Surface and near-surface activities occur in all three 
jurisdictions; the greatest difference in exposure is the higher level of 
regulatory monitoring of publicly-owned water and wastewater treatment 
systems.  
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G. Summary 
Because of man’s dependence on water and the widespread interface 
with this resource, contamination of the water supply is among the 
community’s greatest potential disasters.  There have not been any 
significant changes in the community since the original plan was adopted 
in early 2006 that would alter exposure to this natural hazard.  Between 
2000 and 2010 the community’s population increased by less than one 
hundred residents; distributions among the three jurisdictions was 
unchanged.  There is not believed to have been any development which 
would increase exposure to this hazard.  Consequently, there have not 
been any related changes in policies or ordinances. 
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VIII Epidemic 
 

A Hazard Identification 
An epidemic is the occurrence of disease(s) which may or may not be 
contagious in a given human population during a given period at a 
substantially higher rate than would be expected based on recent 
experience or history.  The declaration of an epidemic usually requires a 
good understanding of a baseline rate of incidence.  A few cases of a very 
rare disease (polio) may be classified as an epidemic, while many cases 
of a common disease (such as the common cold) would not.  Both local 
events (1850s and 19180-1920) were part of much larger epidemics. 

B Hazard Profile 
A search of the historic record uncovered two occurrences of local 
epidemic; both of which were actually pandemic in scale because they 
affected communities far beyond Taylor County.  Residents were lost to 
smallpox in the 1850s and the worldwide influenza pandemic that lasted 
from 1918 through 1920.  Application of these two events to the Hazard 
Frequency Table (Attachment D) suggests a 1% probability of recurrence; 
equally applicable to all local jurisdictions.  As in the case with other 
technological hazards, it is not possible to determine the potential extent 
because of the widely ranging types of occurrences.  
 

C Community Exposure 
Epidemics can result from exposure to a single source/agent, whereby all 
parties exposed to that one agent could contract the disease, or the 
disease could be contagious, whereby it is spread between individuals.  
The more likely local scenario is believed to be contagion as the 
community is at the crossroads of two of the state’s four lane highways 
and two railroads, and hosts cultural and spectator events.   

 
D Estimate of Potential Loss 

An epidemic could be devastating to the population; a building could 
become so badly contaminated it may be as expensive to decontaminate 
as to replace.  Potential losses were estimated by use of the GEMA web-
based planning tool. Data input for the Assets Worksheet included the 
replacement value and structure content value of each critical facility 
identified.  Because all areas of the community are exposed to the threat 
posed by this hazard, critical facilities distributed throughout the county 
are at risk. Thus, any percentage of the total replacement and structure 
content values is subject to loss.  The combined total estimated structure 
replacement value is $154M; replacement of contents is estimated at 
$94M for a combined total of $248M.  

 
 
 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Disease�
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Baseline_(medicine)�
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Incidence_(epidemiology)�
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Disease�
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Common_cold�
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E. Land Use and Development Trends 
Local land use and development patterns are themselves not expected to 
cause a public health emergency, but they are the sites of greatest local 
human interaction and are expected to be the place of origin of any public 
health emergency that may befall the community.  

 
F Multi-Jurisdictional Differences 

The greatest risk is where the greatest human interaction occurs, and that 
is concentrated in the two cities.  The local population’s greatest direct 
and indirect exposure on a daily basis is in Butler and Reynolds; sites of 
the greatest concentrations of local services most needed by the traveling 
public.  
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G. Summary 
The community does not have a recent history of epidemic, but with 
increasingly virulent pathogens, increased mobility and the community’s 
location on major transportation corridors the threat is real.  There have 
not been any significant changes in the community since the original plan 
was adopted in early 2006 that would alter exposure to this natural 
hazard.  Between 2000 and 2010 the community’s population increased 
by less than one hundred residents; distributions among the three 
jurisdictions was unchanged.  There is not believed to have been any 
development which would increase exposure to this hazard, and there 
have not been any related changes in local government policies or 
ordinances. 
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Overall Community1

 
 Mitigation Goals, Policies and Values 

Five, general, pre-disaster mitigation goals have been established.  
Implementation of these non-structural measures will have positive impacts on 
mitigation irrespective of the type hazard which may befall the community in the 
future.  Presentation here eliminates the need to duplicate them among the goals 
and objectives of the numerous hazards enumerated later.  Nevertheless; a 
careful read of the rest of the document will reveal some are repeated among the 
goals and objectives listed with specific hazards.   
 
The community has very limited personnel and financial resources with which to 
implement mitigation activities.  The state maintains an annual ranking of 
economically disadvantaged counties for the purpose of prioritizing business 
income tax credits for job creation; Taylor is chronically near the top of this list.  
For the seven year period since the original pre-disaster mitigation plan was 
adopted, 2006-2012, inclusive, Taylor averaged twelfth among Georgia’s 159 
counties.  Annual ranking during this period ranged between eight and eighteen.  
This economic condition adversely affects the community’s ability to generate 
revenues needed to maintain essential services. 
 
For the three most recent years, only a dozen counties had a lower countywide 
property tax millage than Taylor.  This is one of the economic conditions 
contributing to the cities’ inability to replace hazardous asbestos-cement mains 
(1960s-1970s) in their water systems, or control infiltration and inflow in the 
wastewater collection systems which increases treatment cost by up to one-third.  
The county is not able to address the large number of local bridges on a state-
maintained “unsafe” list, or the need to resolve the need for better health and 
social services. 
 
An example of how financial constraints affect personnel resources can be found 
in the position where primary responsibility for implementing mitigation activities 
is vested.  The EMA Director serves not only as the EMS Director but also 
functions as a staff paramedic responding to many of the community’s 
ambulance calls, and is the elected coroner.  The county’s fire coordinator (chief) 
position is filled by a retired fireman working 1½ days per week.  The need to 
leverage resources is also evident in community (city and county) membership in 
multi-county authorities.  While the community’s multi-county approach to 
promoting economic development is not unusual, employing this legal structure 
in the provision of assisted housing and E-911 services is much less common.  
Lack of financial resources is a major reason so much of the plan revolves 
around education and enhanced communication.  With appropriate knowledge 
and a better understanding of risks, residents can reduce exposure to, and the 
loss that often results from, hazards.     
 
                                                 
1 As used throughout this document, “community” is plural; a collective reference to the three political jurisdictions. 
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There have not been significant changes in local priorities since adoption of the 
original plan.  In absence of population or economic growth since the 2000 
Census, local governments have maintained focus on day-to-day provision of 
essential services.  Successes achieved implementing the original plan were akin 
to extensions of daily service functions; more a matter of practice than official 
policy.  This very act of incorporating, or institutionalizing, pre-disaster mitigation 
into daily delivery of public services is in itself a success. .  A major success of 
the original plan was creation of the Local Emergency Planning Committee 
(LEPC).  The committee is state-certified and supported by all three jurisdictions.  
While the committee’s primary purpose is preparation for emergency, by 
participating in development and implementation of this update committee 
members can better see how stress on emergency response can be reduced 
with appropriate pre-disaster mitigation planning. 
 
Two overriding factors drove the selection of mitigation actions; lack of 
information/coordination and lack of funding.  Among the major findings gleaned 
from plan preparation was the lack of local information for consumption by the 
general public and for use by emergency responders, and the lack of 
coordination between (1) public elected and appointed officials, and (2) 
emergency responders and private sector individuals/organizations with 
emergency response responsibilities.  Other emergency planning activities, i.e., 
the emergency operations plan, focus on how a relatively small number of 
emergency personnel should respond to crises after disasters.  This current effort 
stresses a much broader, communitywide, proactive response of preventive 
preparation to minimize the adverse effects of such events and, where possible, 
prevent disaster occurrence.  Priority in development of this plan has been 
placed on compiling, disseminating and presenting pertinent information, and 
coordinating activities of mitigation partners which, in this document, includes the 
general population.  These non-structural measures are much less cost-sensitive 
because they are relatively inexpensive to implement and maintain, and they are 
more adaptable for application to many specific needs than is the case with 
structural measures. 
 
A “laundry list” of structural measures was not considered in the course of plan 
development because external funding required to implement them is variable, 
intermittent and unreliable.  Lengthy gaps between funding opportunities make it 
virtually impossible to complete implementation of a plan.  In addition, for a 
community the size of Taylor County the cost of implementing most structural 
measures would be much less cost effective, per beneficiary, than implementing 
less expensive non-structural measures that would benefit virtually all residents. 
 
Non-structural measures have the benefits of being less expensive to implement, 
do not require expensive maintenance and upkeep, and are more adaptable to 
specific needs than structural measures.  These general goals and their related 
objectives, tasks and action steps are as follows: 
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GOAL 1 Protect public health and safety 
GOAL 2 Reduce, and to the extent possible eliminate, community exposure 

to natural (and man-made) hazard events 
GOAL 3 Reduce losses and damage to private property and public 

infrastructure resulting from natural (and man-made) hazards 
GOAL 4 Maintain continuity of public and private sector operations during 

and after hazard events 
GOAL 5 Respond promptly, appropriately and efficiently in the event of 

natural (or man-made) hazards 
 

OBJECTIVE 1 Increase coordination between local emergency 
response agencies, and between public and private 
sectors in pre-disaster planning  
 

Task 1.1 Incorporate computer hardware/software and radio 
communication compatibility between local 
emergency response agencies/responders and other 
appropriate (HAM radio operators) entities 

 
   Action Step 1.1.1   

Maintain compatibility between the numerous 
electronic and radio communications systems in the 
community 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   EMA    
Timeline:    2013-2017 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 1.2 Share information between emergency agencies 
concerning services, regulations, capabilities, 
personnel, equipment, needs, limitations, etc 

 
  Action Step 1.2.1 
   Determine the kinds of vehicles, equipment and 

materials needed to respond, restore services and 
clean up after hazards events, and replace/replenish 
as necessary.  Upon completion of all inventories 
printed lists should be shared between emergency 
response agencies. 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:  EMA  
Coordinating Org:  EMS-Fire-Law Enforce-Pub Wks   
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Timeline:    ‘13 -‘17      
Cost:     Staff Time 

   Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
  

   Action Step 1.2.2 
Identify reserve personnel who can be called upon to 
assist/backup in time of emergency, compile essential 
contact information, capabilities and special skills 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:  EMA  
Coordinating Org:  EMS-Fire-Law Enforcement    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17      
Cost:     Staff Time 

   Funding Source:  Local  
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
 Action Step 1.2.3 

Convene annual meeting of all emergency services 
directors, local government chief appointed officials, 
elected officials to share critical service delivery 
information 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:  EMA  
Coordinating Org:  Emer. Svc. Directors-Gov’t Offs. 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17   
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local   
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 1.3 Incorporate pre-disaster mitigation of natural and 
man-made hazards into safety training programs of 
public and private entities 

 
 Action Step 1.3.1 

Secure appropriate training programs for presentation 
to business, industry, government and institutions 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Employers    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17     
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
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Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

OBJECTIVE 2 Increase resident awareness of the community’s 
general exposure to disaster, greatest disaster threats 
and educate public how best to respond 

 
Task 2.1 Develop the position of emergency preparedness 

training officer in the regional E 911 center to serve as 
the clearinghouse for information on all types of 
hazards, prevention, and how to respond 

 
   Action Step 2.2.1 

Make formal request to the Board of Commissioners 
that a request be made to the Middle Flint Regional E-
911 Authority to create and fund such a position 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   Board of Commissioners  
Coordinating Org:   EMA 
Timeline:    ‘06     
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide E-911) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
 Action Step 2.2.2 
  EMA Director coordinate speakers bureau to present 

programs on pre-disaster mitigation to local civic and 
service organizations 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:  LEPC    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 

  Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
 Action Step 2.2.3 
  Promote development of family disaster plans and 

supply kits 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
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  Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
OBJECTIVE 3 Inform local elected officials of the pre-mitigation 

value to the jurisdiction of a well-developed  
subdivision ordinance 

 
Task 3.1 Adopt and enforce applicable codes 
 
 Action Step 3.1.1 
  Adopt subdivision ordinance(s) (Butler and Reynolds) 

Completed 
Responsible Org:   City Councils  
Coordinating Org:   RDC    
Timeline:    ‘07 -‘08 
Cost:     ±$2K 

  Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Butler and Reynolds  
Benefit: Residents of and properties in 

future subdivisions 
 
Task 3.2 Inform local elected officials of the pre-mitigation 

value to the community of enforcement of such a 
housing/environmental code 

 
   Action Step 3.2.1 

Enforce housing/environmental codes 
Completed Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   City Councils  
Coordinating Org:   Taylor P&Z,    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     staff time 

  Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Butler and Reynolds  
Benefit:  Butler-±2,000; Reynolds-1,000 

 
Task 3.3  Inform local elected officials of the benefits which 

would accrue from implementation of a well-
developed post-disaster ordinance 

  
 Action Step 3.3.1 
  Adopt post-disaster recovery ordinance 

Completed 
Responsible Org:   City Councils  
Coordinating Org:   EMA    
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Timeline:    ’07 
Cost:     Staff Time 

  Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Butler and Reynolds  
Benefit:  Butler-±2,000; Reynolds-±1,000 

 
Task 3.4 Secure funding to cover costs of digitizing hazardous 

areas and incorporating into current mapping  
 
   Action Step 3.4.1 

Map (digitize) hazardous areas (dam shadows) and 
layer with floodplains for incorporation into land use 
planning to facilitate code enforcement 
Funding source has not yet been identified 
Responsible Org:   Board of Commissioners  
Coordinating Org:   EMA, P&Z 
Timeline:    ‘17 
Cost:     $8K 
Funding Source:   OHS/GEMA 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor 
Benefit: Mapping will determine what 

percentage of rural residents will 
benefit 

 
OBJECTIVE 4 Increase public and private sector and general public  
   awareness of hazard mitigation 

 
Task 4.1 Institute annual education/training for elected officials 

and media 
  
 Action Step 4.1.1 
  Establish annual date for elected officials and local 

media to witness a mock disaster drill from the EOC 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ‘07 
Cost:     Staff Time 

  Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 4.2 Present education programs to the business 
community  

 
 Action Step 4.2.1 
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  EMA Director organize a speakers bureau to 
articulate the need for the general public to participate 
in local mitigation strategy 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ‘07 
Cost:     Staff Time 

  Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 4.3 Enhance public education programs through print, 
broadcast and electronic (internet) media 

 
 Action Step 4.3.1 

Provide media with information of local mitigation 
efforts and emergency response preparedness 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA 
Coordinating Org:   Emergency Response Directors 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17   
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA)  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

 Action Step 4.3.2 
  Post mitigation information on county web site 

Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   County Administration 
Timeline:     ’13-‘14     
Cost:     Staff Time 

  Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
   Action Step 4.3.3 

Annual Emergency Operations Center (EOC) “Open 
House” 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17     
Cost:     Staff Time 
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Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Action Step 4.3.4 
Encourage all local media to cover (1) mock disaster 
drill used in annual elected official training/education, 
and (2) annual EOC “Open house”  
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17     
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA)  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

OBJECTIVE 5 Institutionalize hazard mitigation 
 

Task 5.1 Incorporate pre-disaster mitigation into all public 
permitting and planning activities 

 
 Action Step 5.1.1 

Incorporate mitigation “standards” check-off in permit 
issuance and planning functions 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   Governing Bodies  
Coordinating Org:   Planning & Zoning    
Timeline:    ‘07 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Action Step 5.1.2 
Incorporate pre-disaster mitigation assessment into 
requested site inspections of critical (and other) 
facilities 
Underway 
Responsible Org:   EMA 
Coordinating Org:   Butler and Reynolds FD 
Timeline:    ’13-‘15 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA)  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
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Task 5.2 Incorporate hazard mitigation into capital 
improvement budgeting of local jurisdictions 

 
   Action Step 5.2.1 

Utilize hazard mitigation education opportunities to 
inform chief administrative officers and elected 
officials of long-term benefits of incorporating hazard 
mitigation into capital budgeting process 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds  
Benefit: All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 5.3 Ensure full legal authority to respond appropriately in 
time of disaster 

 
 Action Step 5.3.1 

Develop and adopt curfew ordinances to be invoked, 
as needed  
Completed 
Responsible Org:   Governing Bodies  
Coordinating Org:   EMA 
Timeline:    ‘07 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 5.4 Duplicate and safely store vital public sector records 
off-site 

 
 Action Step 5.4.1 
  Encourage local government and constitutional 

officers to adopt and implement a policy of; (1) 
duplicating existing, essential records, (2) duplicating 
essential records annually thereafter, and (3) 
designating a secure, off-site depository for duplicate 
copies of essential public records 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Government Officials 
Timeline:    ‘06 
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Cost:     Staff Time 
  Funding Source:   Local 

Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 5.5 Convince the private sector of the importance of 
duplicating and safely storing vital records off-site 

 
 Action Step 5.5.1 
  Secure information from the Economic Development 

Administration and other sources the local 
development authority and EMA Director can use to 
educate the business community of the need to have 
duplicate copies of essential records securely stored 
off-site 
Temporarily deferred due to staffing limitations 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Development Authority 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17     
Cost:     Staff Time 

  Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

OBJECTIVE 6 Improve the comprehensive mitigation strategy  
 

Task 6.1 Monitor plan implementation annually 
 
   Action Step 6.1.1 

Annual review of mitigation strategy implementation 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Executive Committee 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Task 6.2 Perform post-disaster assessment of preparation for, 

and response to, hazard event 
 
   Action Step 6.2.1 

As soon as reasonably practicable after a disaster 
event, perform a detailed, post-disaster assessment 
of preparations and response 
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Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Emergency Response Directors 
Timeline:    As Needed 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 6.3 Establish cross-county peer visitation/assessment 
within Middle Flint Regional E-911 service area 

  
Action Step 6.3.1 

Approach other counties in the regional E-911 service 
area about establishing a program of annual cross-
county peer review of mitigation and emergency 
preparedness 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Neighboring EMA Directors 
Timeline:    ‘06 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Objective 7 Maintain as much normalcy of community life as 
possible during and immediately after disaster events 

 
Task 7.1 Create and maintain community action group  
 

   Action Step 7.1.1 
EMA Director to initiate creation of Local Emergency 
Planning Committee (LEPC) 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Board of Commissioners 
Timeline:    ‘06 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 7.2 Create and maintain neighborhood action group(s) 
Community Emergency Response Teams (CERT) 
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   Action Step 7.2.1 
EMA Director to initiate creation of Community 
Emergency Response Team(s) (CERT)  
Temporarily deferred due to staffing limitations 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Board of Commissioners 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

 Task 7.3 Prepare owners/managers of critical facilities (public 
and private) to be able to maintain delivery of 
essential services during and after disaster events 

   
  Action Step 7.3.1 
  Compile, distribute and explain literature which 

identifies actions necessary to achieve continuity of 
operations 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

   Action Step 7.3.2 
Annual drills to test ability of critical facilities to 
maintain continuity of operations 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Action Step 7.3.3 
Pave 2-3 acre emergency vehicle staging area in 
west Butler 
Responsible Org:   Taylor BOC 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
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Timeline:    ’14-‘16 
Cost:     $175,000 
Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 7.4 Obtain backup generators to power water system(s) 
and wastewater treatment systems 

 
   Action Step 7.4.1 
    Identify source of funding and purchase six backup  

generators (35 Kw) 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Butler-Reynolds 
Timeline:    ‘06 -‘10 
Cost:     ±$150K for six generators 
Funding Source:   OHS/GEMA 
Jurisdiction:  Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  Butler-1,960; Reynolds-1,040 
 

Action Step 7.4.2 
Identify source of funding and purchase stationary 
backup generator for county water system (Potterville) 
- 35 Kw 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   BOC 
Timeline:    ‘14 -‘16 
Cost:     ±$30K  
Funding Source:   GEMA/USDA 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor 
Benefit:  150 
 

Task 7.5 Obtain backup generators for fire stations (8), EMS 
stations (2), city halls (2) EMA office, and repeaters 
for seven fire stations to maintain communications 

 
   Action Step 7.5.1 
    Identify source of funding and purchase thirteen back- 
    up generators (12 Kw) and seven repeaters (40 watt) 

Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Timeline:    ‘06 -‘10 
Cost:     ±$50K for thirteen generators 
   ±$21K for seven repeaters 
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Funding Source:   OHS/GEMA 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 7.6 Keep mutual aid agreements current  
 

Action Step 7.6.1 
Update, and where necessary develop, mutual aid 
agreements for water systems, sanitary sewer 
systems and communications 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Timeline:    ‘07 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 7.7 Incorporate a reverse dial feature into the Regional  
E-911 system 

 
Action Step 7.7.1 

Request the Middle Flint Regional E-911 Authority to 
incorporate a reverse dial feature into the E-911 
system 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   Board of Commissioners  
Coordinating Org:   EMA 
Timeline:    ‘07 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
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I.  Tornado 
 

A. Mitigation Goals - A tornado inflicted greater loss on the community than 
any other single event.  In 1954, ten lives were lost and property damage 
exceeded $17 million (current value).  The general public fails to fully 
appreciate the random, capricious and violent nature of a tornado, and 
how important it is that all parties be prepared at all times to respond 
appropriately.  There are many similarities in the damage caused by 
tornadoes and thunderstorm winds.  Consequently, virtually all goals, 
objectives, tasks and action steps applicable to these two hazards are 
interchangeable.   

 B. Range of Mitigation Options 
1.   Structural v Non-structural – Identified goals address both options.  

Residents and developers undertaking new construction or 
renovation will be encouraged to consider making safe-room 
additions to the structure.  Because it is critical that emergency 
responders be able to respond to emergencies, the community will 
pursue an updated and “complete” equipment inventory.  Non-
structural options promote an expansion of code enforcement 
activities and extensive public education. 

2.   Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – All 
three local jurisdictions currently enforce building codes and zoning 
ordinances.   

3.   Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – Project 
implementation will serve to protect a designated historic district in 
Butler, a potential district in Reynolds, and historic resources 
dispersed throughout the unincorporated county.  No other special 
considerations were identified.   

4. New Buildings and Infrastructure - With respect to the impacts of 
this effort on future development, goals and objectives incorporated 
herein supplement ongoing activities in all three local jurisdictions.  
Continued enforcement of building codes will reduce impacts of any 
future occurrences of this hazard because new buildings and 
infrastructure will be better capable of withstanding tornadic winds.  
Implementation of overall community objective #5 (Institutionalize 
hazard mitigation) will serve to reduce susceptibility of future public-
owned infrastructure because mitigation will be included in planning 
and capital expenditure decisions.  The public education 
component will apprise the general public of the value of expending 
additional public funds, when necessary, to “harden” public-owned 
critical facilities.  Adoption and enforcement of 
housing/environmental codes will serve to protect future 
development by reducing the size of the debris field sensitive to 
tornadic winds.  In light of the improved quality of construction 
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achieved through building code enforcement in recent years, the 
proportion of structures which do not meet building code standards 
has been gradually reduced.   

5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - With respect to the impacts 
of this effort on existing development, goals and objectives 
incorporated herein supplement ongoing activities in all three local 
jurisdictions.  Adoption and enforcement of housing/environmental 
codes will serve to protect existing development by reducing the 
scale of the debris field sensitive to tornadic winds.  In light of the 
improved quality of construction achieved through building code 
enforcement in recent years, the proportion of structures which do 
not meet building code standards has been gradually reduced.  
This, in conjunction with the absence of loss of life and serious 
property damage in the past half century tends to negate the cost-
effectiveness of retrofitting structures to meet construction codes as 
protection against tornadoes.  Furthermore, confronted with limited 
financial resources, the community would not support this type 
expenditure as a matter of public policy. 

 C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 
Goal 1 Reduce the potential for loss of life and damage to property 

which commonly results from tornadoes  
 

Objective 1.1 Reduce the risk of personal injury during a 
tornado (or other hazard) event 

 
Task 1.1.1 Prompt proactive measures among the general 

public 
 

   Action Step 1.1.1.1 
Promote safe-room construction when issuing 
building permits for new construction and 
renovations 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   Governing Bodies 
Coordinating Org:   Code Departments    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds

 Benefit:  ±20 new units/yr 
 
Action Step 1.1.1.2 

Continue encouraging the general public 
to purchase weather radios 
Ongoing 
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Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local  
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 

Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
  

Action Step 1.1.1.3 
Promote regular tornado drills at high 
occupancy locations; schools, daycare 
facilities, industries 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:  LEPC    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task  1.1.2 Expand weather warning system 
 

   Action Step 1.1.2.1 
Perform formal study of siren placement and 
complete acquisition of additional sirens and 
public address systems 
Completed 5 sirens to date 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Bd. of Commissioners  

 Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     ±$1K for study 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6000 
 

Action Step 1.1.2.2 
Educate citizens about the importance of (1) 
monitoring weather information, (2) using 
weather radios in the home and workplace and 
(3) heeding public weather warnings   
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC    
Timeline:    ’13-’17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
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Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
     Action Step 1.1.2.3. 

Purchase NOAA weather radios for distribution 
to critical, high occupancy and other applicable 
facilities and to be made available to citizens 
for purchase. 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA 
Coordinating Org:  Governing Bodies  
Timeline:    2008 
Cost:     2000 
Funding Source:  GEMA/FEMA/Local 
Jurisdiction:  All Jurisdictions 
Benefit:  All residents-9,000 
Priority:  High (1-18 months) 

 
Objective 1.2 Reduce the risk of property damage during 

tornado events 
 
 Task 1.2.1 Determine “retro” needs of critical facilities for 

protection against tornadoes 
 
 Action Step 1.2.1.1 
  Survey critical facilities to identify deficiencies 

which need to be addressed to “harden” 
against the risk of damage from tornado event 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA 
Coordinating Org:  LEPC  
Timeline:    ‘07 -‘08 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Task 1.2.2 Expand local code enforcement activity 

  
     Action Step 1.2.2.1 

Adopt housing/environmental code to reduce 
size of the debris field (airborne missiles) 
during tornado event 
Completed 
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Responsible Org:   Governing Bodies
 Coordinating Org:   EMA    

Timeline:    ‘07 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Objective 1.3 Develop a citizenry well-educated about 

tornado safety  
 

Task 1.3.1 Compile a comprehensive information data 
base on tornado safety 

      
Action Step 1.3.1.1  

Present tornado safety programs at local civic 
and service clubs 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17    
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Action Step 1.3.1.2 

Provide media with “print ready” articles on 
tornado safety, and provide public service 
announcements to all local media 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17   
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Goal 2 Enhance local government ability to respond promptly and 

efficiently to emergency needs both during and after tornado 
event 

 
  Objective 2.1 Maintain and update, as necessary, mutual aid 

agreements for emergency personnel and 
equipment 
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 Task 2.1.1 Maintain fortified emergency operations 

command center (bunker) near Butler 
 

   Action Step 2.1.1.1 
Determine equipment and communication 
needs, prepare plans for improvements and 
pursue funding for improvements 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA    
Coordinating Org:   Emer. Response Dirs.  

 Timeline:    ’13-‘17   
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents - 9,000 

 
D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – Code enforcement and public 

education activities are applicable communitywide.  Safe-room promotion 
as a public education activity will primarily benefit the ±20 units of new 
construction that occur each year.  The weather warning siren/public 
address system is needed in the unincorporated area of the county to 
supplement existing municipal coverage.  All of these activities are 
supplemental to continuing maintenance of the fortified EOC, a current 
and ongoing action with communitywide benefit. 

 
E. Public Information and Awareness – Will be accomplished through 

broadcast of public service announcements, promotion of tornado drills 
and use of weather radios. 
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II.  Windstorm (Thunderstorm Winds) 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – Thunderstorm winds are by far the most common local 
natural hazard, and have made their presence known in all areas of the 
community.  Although these storms do not reach the wind speed of 
tornadoes, there are many similarities in the damage caused by the two 
types of hazards.  Consequently, virtually all goals, objectives, tasks and 
action steps are interchangeable.   

 B. Range of Mitigation Option 
1.   Structural v Non-structural – Structural improvements needed for 

thunderstorm winds are the responsibility of the property owner.  
The community will utilize non-structural options; enforcing and 
expanding building code compliance, expand public broadcast of 
weather warnings, and public education to supplement property 
owner’s structural options.   

2.   Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – All 
three local jurisdictions currently enforce building codes.  

3.   Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations - Project 
implementation will serve to protect a designated historic district in 
Butler, a potential historic district in Reynolds, and historic 
resources dispersed throughout the unincorporated county.  No 
other special considerations were identified.   

4. New Buildings and Infrastructure - With respect to the impacts of 
this effort on future development, goals and objectives incorporated 
herein supplement ongoing activities in all three local jurisdictions.  
Continued enforcement of building codes will reduce impacts of any 
future occurrences of this hazard because new buildings and 
infrastructure will be better capable of withstanding thunderstorm 
winds.  Implementation of overall community objective #5 
(Institutionalize hazard mitigation) will serve to reduce susceptibility 
of future public-owned infrastructure because mitigation will be 
included in planning and capital expenditure decisions.  The public 
education component will apprise the general public of the value of 
expending additional public funds, when necessary, to “harden” 
public-owned critical facilities.  Adoption and enforcement of 
housing/environmental codes will serve to protect future 
development by reducing the size of the debris field sensitive to 
thunderstorm winds.  In light of the improved quality of construction 
achieved through building code enforcement in recent years, the 
proportion of structures which do not meet building code standards 
has been gradually reduced.   

5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - With respect to the impacts 
of this effort on existing development, adoption and enforcement of 
housing/environmental codes will serve to protect existing 
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development by reducing the size of the debris field sensitive to 
thunderstorm winds.  In light of the improved quality of construction 
achieved through building code enforcement in recent years, the 
proportion of structures which do not meet building code standards 
has been gradually reduced.  This, in conjunction with the absence 
of loss of life and serious property damage in the past half century 
tends to negate the cost-effectiveness of retrofitting structures to 
meet construction codes as protection against thunderstorm winds.  
Furthermore, confronted with limited financial resources, the 
community would not support this type expenditure as a matter of 
public policy. 

 
 C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

Goal 1: Reduce the potential for loss of life and damage to property 
which commonly results from thunderstorm winds 

  
Objective 1.1 Develop and maintain building stock capable of 

maintaining structural integrity when confronted 
with high winds 

 
Task 1.1.1 Maintain code enforcement departments in all 

jurisdictions staffed adequately with properly 
trained personnel  

 
Action Step 1.1.1.1 

Take regular advantage of continuing 
education opportunities for code enforcement  
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   Codes Departments 
Coordinating Org:   Taylor-Butler-Reynolds    

 Timeline:    ’13-‘17   
Cost:     Staff Time, (±1K travel) 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents - 9,000 

 
 Task 1.1.2 Expand local code enforcement activity 

  
     Action Step 1.1.2.1 

Adopt housing/environmental code to reduce 
size of the debris field (airborne missiles) 
during thunderstorm wind event 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   Governing Bodies

 Coordinating Org:   EMA    
Timeline:    ‘07 
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Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents - 9,000 
 

Objective 1.2 Reduce the risk of property damage resulting 
from thunderstorm winds 

 
 Task 1.2.1 Determine “retro” needs of critical facilities for 

protection against thunderstorm winds 
 
 Action Step 1.2.1.1 
  Survey critical facilities to identify deficiencies 

which need to be addressed to “harden” 
against the risk of damage from thunderstorm 
winds 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA 
Coordinating Org:  LEPC  
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA)  
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – Each of the action steps identified 

above is applicable communitywide. 
 
E. Public Information and Awareness - Will be accomplished through 

broadcast of public service announcements, routine testing of sirens and 
use of weather radios. 
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III.  Severe Winter Storm 
 
A. Mitigation Goals – Residents are generally complacent about the potential 

for damage which can result from a winter storm, in part, because of the 
historically short duration of local events of severe winter weather.  This 
component stresses to residents the consequences of not being prepared 
for longer-duration winter storms and the importance of considering long-
term benefits of certain construction plans. 

 
 B. Range of Mitigation Options 

1.   Structural v Non-structural – This goal addresses non-structural 
measures.  Nonstructural measures address education efforts and 
implementation of “best management practices” such as the 
common practice of winterizing emergency vehicles. 

2.   Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – There 
are state regulations governing the operating standards for 
emergency shelters.  This plan proposes to increase the level of 
preparation and coordination between responsible entities and 
formalize local policy.  

3.  Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – No 
specific concerns were identified.     

4. New Buildings and Infrastructure - With respect to the impacts of 
this effort on future development, goals and objectives incorporated 
herein supplement ongoing activities in all three local jurisdictions.  
Continued enforcement of building codes will reduce impacts of any 
future occurrences of this hazard because new buildings and 
infrastructure will be better able to withstand severe winter storms.  
Implementation of overall community objective #5 (Institutionalize 
hazard mitigation) will serve to reduce susceptibility of future public-
owned infrastructure because mitigation will be included in planning 
and capital expenditure decisions.  The public education 
component will apprise the general public of the value of expending 
additional public funds, when necessary, to “harden” public-owned 
critical facilities.  In light of the improved quality of construction 
achieved through building code enforcement in recent years, the 
proportion of structures which do not meet building code standards 
has gradually reduced.   

5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - With respect to the impacts 
of this effort on existing development, building code enforcement in 
recent years has gradually reduced the number of existing 
structures which do not meet building code standards.  This, in 
conjunction with the absence of loss of life and serious property 
damage in the historic record tends to negate the cost-
effectiveness of retrofitting structures to meet construction codes as 
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protection against severe winter storms.  Furthermore, confronted 
with limited financial resources, the community would not support 
this type expenditure as a matter of public policy. 

 
 C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

Goal 1 Minimize, and to the extent possible prevent, injuries and 
damages typically caused by accumulations of snow and ice  

 
Objective 1.1 Implement mitigation measures to prevent 

injury to residents and damage to property  
 

Task 1.1.1 Maintain strict adherence to applicable building 
codes 

 
    Action Step 1.1.1.1 

During construction plan review ensure 
compliance with roof load limits, and 
discourage use of flat roofs 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   Governing Bodies  
Coordinating Org:   Codes Departments

 Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  ±20 new units/yr 
 

   Task 1.1.2 Educate citizens about winter storm 
preparations and safety  

 
    Action Step 1.1.2.1 

Compile a library of relevant critical information 
for distribution via civic program, print media 
and public service announcements 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 1.1.3  Provide emergency shelter in each community 
for residents lacking adequate housing or 
utilities to withstand cold-stress 
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   Action Step 1.1.3.1 
Identify emergency shelters which can be used 
to accommodate inadequately-housed 
residents during extended severe winter 
storms  
Underway 
Responsible Org:  EMA  
Coordinating Org:   DFCS, Red Cross    
Timeline:    ’13-‘14   
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 

Benefit:  ±1K 
 

D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – These action steps are applicable 
community wide.   

 
E. Public Information and Awareness – Information concerning these action 

steps will be included in the mitigation awareness activities, public service 
announcements, civic club presentations, etc., as an example of the 
importance of mitigation.   
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IV.  Tropical Storm 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – Tropical storms (TS) are either downgraded versions of 
hurricanes, or winds which never get strong enough (wind speed) to be 
classified as a hurricane.  Tropical storms lose wind speed, and 
destructive ability, as they make their paths across land.  However, if they 
should linger in any location (TS Alberto-1994) significant damage can 
occur.  Because of proximity to both the Atlantic and Gulf Coasts, Taylor 
County will always be at risk of experiencing such events.  Meteorologists 
are predicting a multi-year cycle of increased hurricane activity for the 
United States.  These events expose the community to high winds and 
heavy rain, sometimes resulting in flooding outside identified floodplains, 
in part, because of occasional dam failures. 

 B. Range of Mitigation Options 
1.   Structural v Non-structural – Structural improvements needed for 

tropical storm winds are the responsibility of the property owner.  
The community will utilize non-structural options; maintaining 
building code compliance, expand public broadcast of weather 
warnings, and public education to supplement property owner’s 
structural options.   

2.   Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – 
 All three local jurisdictions currently enforce building codes. 
 
3.  Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – Although 

Butler has a historic district, Reynolds has a potential historic 
district and individual historic properties are distributed throughout 
the community, no specific community concerns were identified.   

4. New Buildings and Infrastructure - With respect to the impacts of 
this effort on new buildings and infrastructure, goals and objectives 
incorporated herein supplement ongoing activities in all three local 
jurisdictions.  Continued enforcement of building codes will reduce 
impacts of any future occurrences of this hazard because new 
development will be better able to withstand tropical storm 
generated winds.  Implementation of overall community objective 
#5 (Institutionalize hazard mitigation) will serve to reduce 
susceptibility of future public-owned infrastructure because 
mitigation will be included in planning and capital expenditure 
decisions.  The public education component will apprise the general 
public of the value of expending additional public funds, when 
necessary, to “harden” public-owned critical facilities.  In light of the 
improved quality of construction achieved through building code 
enforcement in recent years, the proportion of structures which do 
not meet building code standards has been gradually declining.  
The flood prevention component will be enhanced by the availability 
of digital floodplain maps (see Flood).  Merger (or overlay) of geo-
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referenced critical facilities and geo-referenced floodplains will 
facilitate a more definitive identification of lands located within the 
environmentally sensitive area.  With this information developers 
will be better able to determine the costs/benefits associated with 
building within a floodplain in compliance with the local flood 
damage prevention ordinance, or developing a property which is 
not located in a “clearly discernible” floodplain.  This information will 
make it easier to determine which existing facilities may be in need 
of “flood proofing” and/or other possible flood protection 
improvements.   

5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - The flood prevention 
component will be enhanced by the availability of digital floodplain 
maps (see Flood).  Merger (or overlay) of geo-referenced critical 
facilities and geo-referenced floodplains will facilitate a more 
definitive identification of lands located within the environmentally 
sensitive area.  This information will make it easier to determine 
which property improvements are in need of “flood proofing” and/or 
other possible flood protection measures.  

  
 C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

Goal 1: Reduce the potential for loss of life and damage to property 
which commonly results from tropical storm winds 

  
Objective 1.1 Develop a building stock capable of 

maintaining structural integrity when confronted 
with high winds 

 
Task 1.1.1 Maintain code enforcement departments in all 

jurisdictions staffed adequately with properly 
trained personnel  

 
Action Step 1.1.1.1 

Take regular advantage of continuing 
education opportunities for code enforcement  
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   Codes Departments  
Coordinating Org:   EMA    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:  Staff Time  (±$1K travel) 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 1.1.2 Inform local elected officials of the pre-disaster 
mitigation value to the community of enforcement of a 
housing/environmental code 
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     Action Step 1.1.2.1 
Enforce housing/environmental codes 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   City Councils  
Coordinating Org:   Taylor P&Z,    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     staff time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Butler and Reynolds 
Benefit:  Butler-±2,000; Reynolds-
±1,000 

Task 1.1.3 Incorporate pre-disaster mitigation into all 
public permitting and planning activities 

 
   Action Step 1.1.3.1 

Incorporate mitigation “standards” check-off in 
permit issuance and planning functions 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   Governing Bodies  
Coordinating Org:   Planning & Zoning    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
F. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – All identified activity is applicable 

community-wide.     
 
G. Public Information and Awareness – Information concerning these action 

steps will be included in the mitigation awareness activities, public service 
announcements, civic club presentations, etc., as an example of the 
importance of mitigation.   
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V. Flood  
 

A. Mitigation Goals – In the aftermath of past hazards local restoration has 
benefited from two presidential disaster declarations and four state-of-
emergency declarations; all elicited by damages resulting from flood 
events.  These declarations belie significant strides in reducing exposure 
to this recurring natural hazard.  Achievement of the following goal will 
remove a significant local risk. 

 B. Range of Mitigation Options 
1.   Structural v Non-structural – Reynolds has a limited area of 

development located within the city’s only designated floodplain.  
The affected structures are all several decades old.  The city will 
investigate the feasibility of relocating/elevating the affected 
structures and follow-up accordingly.   

2.   Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – The 
only jurisdictions with designated floodplains, the County and 
Reynolds, enforce flood damage prevention ordinances.  All three 
jurisdictions enforce land use restrictions through their respective 
zoning ordinances.   

3.   Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – Much of 
the existing development near Reynolds’ floodplain is residential, 
and many of the nearby structures are over fifty years old.  The 
area is a minority district and few, if any, of these structures are 
physically located in the floodplain.  The potential for a district 
nomination will be carefully reviewed as part of the 
relocation/elevation feasibility study.  

4. New Buildings and Infrastructure - Flood-related goals provide for 
removing the potential for conflicts between development and flood 
prone areas.  Provision of requested digital floodplain mapping will 
facilitate a “clear” delineation of floodplain boundaries making it 
possible to preclude new construction in such environmentally 
sensitive areas.  Merger (or overlay) of geo-referenced critical 
facilities and geo-referenced floodplains will facilitate a more 
definitive identification of lands located within the environmentally 
sensitive area.  With this information developers will be better able 
to determine the costs/benefits associated with building within a 
floodplain in compliance with the local flood damage prevention 
ordinance, compared to developing a property which is not located 
in a floodplain.  This information will make it easier to determine 
which existing facilities may be in need of “flood proofing” and/or 
other possible flood protection improvements.   

5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - Flood-related goals provide 
for removing the potential for conflicts between development and 
flood prone areas.  Provision of requested digital floodplain 
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mapping will facilitate a “clear” delineation of floodplain boundaries 
making it possible to merge (or overlay) geo-referenced critical 
facilities and geo-referenced floodplains to determine which existing 
development(s) may be in need of “flood proofing” and/or other 
possible flood protection measures.   

 
 C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

Goal 1 Remove conflicts between development and flood prone 
areas  

 
Objective 1.1 Ensure that future development is outside the 

100-year flood plain 
   
  Task 1.1.1 Upgrade flood insurance rate maps  
 
  Action Step 1.1.1.1 

 Petition FEMA to create digital flood insurance 
rate maps with base flood elevations 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   Bd. of Commissioners, 

Reynolds City Council 
Coordinating Org:   Planning & Zoning    
Timeline:    ‘06     
Cost:     Staff Time 

 Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Reynolds 
Benefit:  ±500 residents 
 

 Objective 1.2 Protect wetlands from development to help 
reduce the potential for flooding 

  
  Task 1.2.1 Prepare draft wetland protection ordinance for 

local government review and adoption  
 
    Action Step 1.2.1.1 
     Adopt wetland protection ordinance 

Deferred pending state review of ordinance 
standards 
Responsible Org:   Governing Bodies 
Coordinating Org:   Planning & Zoning    
Timeline:   ’13-‘17     
Cost:     $500 
Funding Source:   Local   
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  ±1K residents 
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Objective 1.3 Eliminate damage to property improvements 
caused by periodic flooding in Reynolds 

 
   Task 1.3.1 Relocate/elevate development from/in the 100 

year floodplain  
   
    Action Step 1.3.1.1 

Identify source(s) and apply for funds to “buy 
out” properties located in the FEMA-designated 
100 year floodplain; clear the floodplain of 
development or elevate structures above the 
floodplain 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   Reynolds  
Coordinating Org:   EMA 
Timeline:    ‘06 -‘10 
Cost:     $50-$100K 
Funding Source:   FEMA 
Jurisdiction:  Reynolds  
Benefit: $50-$100K damage 

prevented 
 
ADDITION 
 

Goal 2 Avoid creation of new conflicts between future development 
and flood prone areas 

 
Objective 2.1 Maintain participation in the National Flood 

Insurance Program 
 

Task 2.1.1 Stay compliant with regulatory provisions of 
applicable national flood disaster protection 
acts 

 
Action Step 2.1.1.1 
 Enforce the state-approved (NFIP) flood 

disaster prevention ordinance 
 Ongoing 
 Responsible Org: Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
 Coordinating Org: Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
 Timeline:  ‘13-‘17 
 Cost:   Staff Time 
 Funding Source: Local 
 Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
 Benefit:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
    6K, 2K, 1K residents 
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D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – The County and Reynolds will 
continue enforcing their respective flood damage prevention ordinances.  
If detailed study justifies the expense, the City of Reynolds will pursue 
implementation of a floodplain property buy-out program. Butler has been 
surveyed, but there are not any floodplains in the city. 

 
E. Public Information and Awareness Strategy – Builders are aware of 

enforcement of flood damage prevention ordinances in the County and 
Reynolds.  Code enforcement and zoning officers will maintain 
responsibility for disseminating information to builders and residents.  
Public notification will also be part of Reynolds’ proposed floodplain buy-
out program. 
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VI. Extreme Heat 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – The community has already addressed, to some level, 
the needs identified for this particular hazard.  However, a greater depth of 
planning is needed to facilitate prompt action in the event an extreme heat 
hazard occurs.  

B. Range of Mitigation Options 
1.   Structural v Non-structural – No structural needs were identified.  

There are appropriate facilities in the community which can be used 
to provide relief to victims of this hazard without having to 
undertake the expense associated with construction or building 
modification.  The needs can be addressed by education, advanced 
community preparation and taking efforts to ensure essential 
services are not terminated unmercifully. 

2.   Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – There 
are state regulations governing the operating standards for 
emergency shelters.  This plan proposes to increase the level of 
preparation and coordination between responsible entities and 
formalize local policy.   

3.   Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – No 
relevant values or considerations were identified. 

4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard rarely 
impacts physical infrastructure (no impacts were identified herein), 
plan goals and objectives are directed toward the resident 
population.   

5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - Because this hazard rarely 
impacts physical infrastructure (no impacts were identified herein), 
plan goals and objectives are directed toward the resident 
population.   

 
 C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

Goal 1 Minimize, and to the extent possible prevent, heat-related 
injuries and deaths 

   
Objective 1.1 Have emergency shelter(s) ready and available 

to meet the needs of potential heat-stress 
victims who are inadequately housed 

 
Task 1.1.1 Designate a critical care emergency shelter, as 

needed, in each jurisdiction 
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   Action Step 1.1.1.1 
 Convene representatives from appropriate 

organizations (local governments, Red Cross, 
health department, DFCS) to recommend 
emergency center site(s), identify managing entity, 
establish operating policies and procedures, and 
identify equipment and facility needs (fans, 
bedding, water, etc.) and sources 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   as stated above 
Timeline:    ‘06 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA)        
Benefit:  ±1K residents 
 

   Action Step 1.1.1.2 
 Identify and maintain contact information on “Good 

Samaritan” sites that may be useful in an extreme 
heat event 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘14 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA)        
Benefit:  ±1K residents 
 

   Action Step 1.1.1.3 
 Assist the Health Department, Department of 

Family and Children’s Services, Community 
Services Center and Council on Aging distribute 
information and supplies useful 
preventing/mitigating undue exposure to this 
hazard  
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA)        
Benefit:  ±3K residents 
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D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – Project implementation will apply 
throughout the community.  Identified shelter facilities will likely be limited to 
the two cities, however. 

 
E. Public Information and Awareness – Information about this activity will be 

disseminated as part of the plan’s mitigation education efforts. 
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VII.  Drought 
 

A. Mitigation Goals - The vitality of the local economy fluctuates with 
conditions in agriculture, and conditions in agriculture are driven by the 
timely and adequate availability of water.  A shortage of this essential 
commodity at a critical time has a significant adverse impact on the 
economy.  Previous activities have been essentially concerned with water 
conservation.  While the current effort does address behavior modification, 
it is primarily concerned with supplementing the availability of water, and 
identifying what can be done to reduce the adverse impact on the 
economy in the event a drought does occur. 

 B. Range of Mitigation Options-  
1.   Structural v Non-structural – Previous efforts were primarily non-

structural in nature, as they dealt with behavior.  The current effort 
recognizes that need, but also strives to supplement the supply, 
and almost by definition entails structural options. 

2.   Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – The 
community enforces water restriction ordinances as needed, and 
the state issues permits for daily withdrawals of at least 100K 
gallons of water. 

3.   Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations - There 
were not any specific community values or other considerations 
identified.  

4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – The singular condition of 
drought rarely affects physical infrastructure.  However, the plan 
provides for improved fire-fighting capabilities in the event other 
conditions occur simultaneously so as to threaten critical facilities.   

5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - The singular condition of 
drought rarely affects physical infrastructure.  However, the plan 
provides for improved fire-fighting capabilities in the event other 
conditions occur simultaneously so as to threaten critical facilities.  

 
 C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 
 

Goal 1 Maintain economic stability during periods of drought 
 

Objective 1.1 Maintain those essential services the 
agriculture industry needs so as to minimize 
drought-related losses 
 

Task 1.1.1 Identify and develop alternative water supplies 
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   Action Step 1.1.1.1 
 Increase activity within agriculture community 

to pursue additional irrigation, reservoir 
development, lowering of well intakes where 
appropriate, and low interest financing to 
enable such improvements 
Deferred due to staffing limitations 
Responsible Org:   NRCS  
Coordinating Org:   County Extension   
Timeline:    ’13-‘17   
Cost:     Staff Time 

 Funding Source:   NRCS; Co. Extension 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6,000 

 
  Task 1.1.2 Develop Drought Contingency Plan 
 
   Action Step 1.1.2.1 

    Identify and pursue source(s) of funding 
for community Drought Contingency Plan 
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Taylor County    
Timeline:    ’06 -‘10 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents - 9,000 

 
Objective 1.2 Maintain fire fighting capabilities in time of 

drought 
 

Task 1.2.1 Develop and maintain resources needed for 
rural fire fighting 

 
  Action Step 1.2.1.1 
   Maintain fire breaks 

Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   GFC  
Coordinating Org:   Forest Owners 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17     
Cost:     $75/hour 
Funding Source:  Forest Owners  
Jurisdiction:  Taylor 
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6,000 
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     Action Step 1.2.1.2 
 Identify best locations for, and place, additional 

dry hydrants 
Completed (18) 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   NRCS 
Timeline:    ‘07 -‘10 
Cost:    $12K 

 Funding Source:   NRCS   
Jurisdiction:  Taylor  
Benefit:  ±6K current residents 

 
Action Step 1.2.1.3 

Install deep water wells (and septic systems) at 
three rural fire stations 
Responsible Org:   Taylor Fire Dept.  
Coordinating Org:   Taylor BOC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘15     
Cost:     $4K/well;$2.5/septic 
Funding Source:  USDA, local  
Jurisdiction:  Taylor 
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6,000 

 
Objective1.3 Implement pre-mitigation activities which will 

be most protective of the local economy during 
time of drought 

 
Task 1.3.1 Prepare economic study 
  Deleted due to funding constraints 
 

  Action Step 1.3.1.1 
Identify a source of funding for economic study 
and prepare competitive application for funding 
Deleted due to funding constraints 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:    RDC    
Timeline:   ‘07 -‘10 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 1.3.1 Promote the use of low-flow plumbing fixtures 
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   Action Step 1.3.1.1 
 Distribute literature describing the benefits of 

low-flow fixtures with the issuance of building 
permits 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   Codes Departments  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:   ’13-‘17   
Cost:     Staff Time 

 Funding Source:   Local   
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

   
D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – Although all three jurisdictions are 

affected, primary emphasis of this goal is placed on the unincorporated 
area where agricultural production occurs.  The economic study will be 
directed toward impacts on all three jurisdictions. 

E.  
F. Public Information and Awareness – Information concerning these 

activities will be included in the information programs presented at 
numerous venues, brochures released with building permits, public 
discussion of reservoir development, etc.  Public participation will be 
solicited. 
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VIII. Wildfire 

A. Mitigation Goals – The community experiences several uncontrolled fire 
events every year.  Fortunately, each of these individual events has been 
small in scale, as they collectively average less than three hundred acres 
annually.  But, because the community is so heavily forested, and is also 
threatened by drought, a condition which can seriously exacerbate 
wildfire, pre-mitigation activities must be maintained.   

 B. Range of Mitigation Options 
1.   Structural v Non-structural – This goal addresses both structural 

and non-structural measures.  Implementation of the structural 
measures (fire breaks) are so widespread, they are not easily 
described as “site-specific”.  Nonstructural measures address 
education efforts and implementation of “best management 
practices”. 

 
2.   Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – 
 The only existing policy, regulation or ordinance identified is state 

law requiring burn permits, issued by the Georgia Forestry 
Commission.  Forestry comprises the overwhelming land use in the 
community. 

  
3.  Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – The 

community has individual historic structures distributed throughout 
the unincorporated area, but no specific concerns were identified. 

  
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – The goal and objectives address 

protecting new buildings and infrastructure by enhancing the fire 
protection assets in the unincorporated area of the community. 

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - The goal and objectives 

address protecting existing buildings and infrastructure by 
enhancing the fire protection assets in the unincorporated area of 
the community. 

 C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 
 

Goal 1 Minimize, and to the extent possible prevent, property 
damage caused by wildfire  

 
Objective 1.1 Increase the amount of forested acreage 

covered by “on-site” fire protection methods 
 

Task 1.1.1 Educate forest owners of the fire prevention 
services offered (fire break construction) by the 
Georgia Forestry Commission 
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  Action Step 1.1.1.1 
Increase the linear distance of fire breaks 
installed using best management practices 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   GFC    
Coordinating Org:   Forestland Owners  

 Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     $75/hour 
Funding Source:   Forestland Owners 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6,000 
  

Task 1.1.2 Increase the number of strategically located 
dry hydrants in the county 

 
  Action Step 1.1.2.1 

Secure funds necessary to purchase materials 
for dry hydrant installation 
Completed 18 new hydrants 
Responsible Org:   Bd. of Commissioners 
Coordinating Org:   NRCS    
Timeline:    ‘06 -‘10 
Cost:     $12K 
Funding Source:   NRCS 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6000 

 
Objective 1.2 Identify and resolve wildfire threats at critical 

facility sites 
 

Task 1.2.1 Inventory critical facility sites 
 

Action Step  1.2.1.1 
 Secure adequate buffers between critical 

facilities and any surrounding threats  
Completed 
Responsible Org:   EMA 
Coordinating Org:  LEPC 
Timeline:    ’06-‘07   
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:  Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler 
Benefit:  Taylor-6,000; Butler-±2000 

 
Objective 1.3 Reduce the number of potential sources of 

wildfire 
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Task 1.3.1 Expand code enforcement activity 
 

Action Step  1.3.1.1 
 Condemn and remove vacant, abandoned, 

dilapidated structures  
Ongoing  
Responsible Org:   Governing Bodies

 Coordinating Org:   Planning & Zoning  
 Timeline:    ’13-‘17     

Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

H. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – Increased use of fire breaks and 
placement of dry hydrants are of primary benefit to the unincorporated 
area.  Vacant, abandoned and dilapidated structures are present and 
need to be removed from all three local jurisdictions.  Critical facilities 
susceptible to this hazard have been identified in the County and Butler; 
adequate, protective buffers must be secured and maintained in these 
areas. 

 
I. Public Information and Awareness – Information concerning these action 

steps will be included in the mitigation awareness activities, public service 
announcements, civic club presentations, etc., as an example of the 
importance of mitigation.   
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IX.  Hail storm 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – The historical record in Chapter 2 shows the community is 
susceptible to hail storms any time of year.  The best protection from this 
hazard is public education. 
 

 B. Range of Mitigation Options 
1.   Structural v Non-structural – This goal addresses structural 

measures that have community-wide impact.  
  
2.   Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – 
 No existing policies, regulations, ordinances or land uses were 

found to be relevant to this hazard. 
 
3.  Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – Although 

Butler has a historic district, Reynolds has a potential historic 
district and individual historic properties are distributed throughout 
the community, no specific community concerns were identified.   

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – Historically, buildings and other 

local infrastructure have been little scathed by this hazard.  The 
focus here is placed on educating the resident population how to be 
prepared in the event of recurrence, including encouraging 
agricultural producers to purchase crop insurance.  

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - Historically, buildings and 

other local infrastructure have been little scathed by this hazard.  
The focus here is placed on educating the resident population how 
to be prepared in the event of recurrence, including encouraging 
agricultural producers to purchase crop insurance. 

 
C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

 
Goal 1 Reduce the potential for injury (and possible loss of life) and 

damage to property which commonly results from hailstorms 
Objective 1.1 Reduce the risk of personal injury during 

hailstorm events 
 

Task 1.1.1 Prompt proactive measures among the general 
public 
    

Action Step 1.1.1.1 
Continue encouraging the general public 
to purchase weather radios 
Ongoing 
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Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13’-17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Action Step 1.1.1.2 
Educate citizens about the importance of (1) 
monitoring weather information, (2) using 
weather radios in the home and workplace and 
(3) heeding public weather warnings   
Ongoing 
Responsible Org:  EMA  
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:   ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (Communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
   

Task  1.1.2 Expand weather warning (siren) system 
 

   Action Step 1.1.2.1 
Perform formal study of siren placement and 
acquire additional sirens and public address 
systems 
Completed, placed 5 sirens 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Bd. of Commissioners 
Timeline:    ’06 -‘07     
Cost:     ±$1K for study 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor 
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6000 
 

Objective 1.2 Protect the community’s agricultural base  
 

Task 1.2.1 Increase agricultural producer participation in 
crop insurance programs 

 
    Action Step 1.2.1.1 

Disseminate information through farm 
programs of the value of crop insurance 
participation 
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Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   FSA  
Coordinating Org:   County Extension    
Timeline:   ‘13’17 
Cost:     Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor  
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6,000 
   

D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – Promotion of (1) general public 
purchase of weather-alert radios, and (2) monitoring and heeding weather 
warnings apply in all three jurisdictions.  The latter two action steps have 
application in the unincorporated area of the community; areas without 
sirens and where crop insurance is needed.   

 
E. Public Information and Awareness – Information concerning these action 

steps will be included in the mitigation awareness activities, public service 
announcements, civic club presentations, etc., as an example of the 
importance of mitigation.   
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X.  Dam Failure 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – The county is dotted with many, small, man-made 
reservoirs.  The purpose of this goal is to identify which developments 
may be downstream of these sites, and manage future development so as 
to reduce the threat to life and property that can result from dam failure.  
There is also interest in a reservoir/drought plan to determine how to 
protect the local economy when the community is in the throes of a 
drought. 

 
 B. Range of Mitigation Options 

1.   Structural v Non-structural – The specific activities proposed herein 
are non-structural.  Appropriate follow-up to plan implementation; 
however, could result in structural improvements. 

2.  Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use –At this 
writing there are not any local existing policies, regulations, 
ordinances or land use controls applicable to the proposed 
mitigation activities. 

3.   Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – There 
are not any known community values, historic and/or special 
considerations applicable to this mitigation action.     

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – Goal implementation will 

facilitate a determination of which sites in the community are 
downstream of dams and, hence, subject to flooding in the event of 
dam failure.  This would be useful information in some areas where 
such exposure is not obvious, and could affect siting decisions.  

5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure - Goal implementation will 
facilitate a determination of which developed sites in the community 
are downstream of dams and, hence, subject to flooding in the 
event of dam failure.  With this information property owners can be 
forewarned of the need for mitigation. 

 
 C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

Goal 1 Protect lives and property downstream of the community’s 
largest local dams  

 
  Objective 1.1  Identify properties at risk down stream  
     of dams 
 

  Task 1.1.1 Identify source of funding to map dam 
    “shadows”  
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Action Step 1.1.1.1 
    Map topography of dam “shadows” and  

layer new information with map of existing 
development 
Deferred in favor of higher priorities/funding 
Responsible Org:   Taylor   
Coordinating Org:   RDC    
Timeline:    ’13-‘17    
Cost:     $2K-$5K 
Funding Source:   OHS/GEMA  
Jurisdiction:  Taylor 
Benefit: ±500 current rural 

residents 
 
    Task 1.1.2 Maintain physical integrity of local dams 
    
              Action Step 1.1.2.1  
    Establish county inspection program 

Ongoing 
Responsible Org:   EMA  
Coordinating Org:   Bd. of Commissioners 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:     $2K Staff Supplement 

    Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor 
Benefit:  ±1k Residents 
   

 D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – Investigation and mapping of dam 
“shadows” will be limited to the unincorporated area.   

 
E. Public Information and Awareness – News of this activity will be included 

in public service announcements and mitigation programs presented to 
local civic clubs as an example of mitigation activities and their importance 
to the well-being of the community. 
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The community1

 

 has very limited personnel and financial resources with which to 
implement mitigation activities.  The state maintains an annual ranking of economically 
disadvantaged counties for the purpose of prioritizing business income tax credits for 
job creation; Taylor is chronically near the top of this list.  For the seven year period 
since the original pre-disaster mitigation plan was adopted, 2006-2012, inclusive, Taylor 
averaged twelfth among Georgia’s 159 counties.  Annual ranking during this period 
ranged between eight and eighteen.  This economic condition adversely affects the 
community’s ability to generate revenues needed to maintain essential services. 

For the three most recent years, only a dozen counties had a lower countywide property 
tax millage than Taylor.  This is one of the economic conditions contributing to the cities’ 
inability to replace hazardous asbestos-cement mains (1960s-1970s) in their water 
systems, or control infiltration and inflow in the wastewater collection systems which 
increases treatment cost by up to one-third.  The county is not able to address the large 
number of local bridges on a state-maintained “unsafe” list, or the need to resolve the 
need for better health and social services. 
 
An example of how financial constraints affect personnel resources can be found in the 
position where primary responsibility for implementing mitigation activities is vested.  
The EMA Director serves not only as the EMS Director but also functions as a staff 
paramedic responding to many of the county’s ambulance calls, and is the elected 
coroner.  The county’s fire coordinator (chief) position is filled by a retired fireman 
working 1½ days per week.  The need to leverage resources is also evident in 
community (city and county) membership in multi-county authorities.  While the 
community’s multi-county approach to promoting economic development is not unusual, 
employing this legal structure in the provision of assisted housing and E-911 services is 
much less common.  Lack of financial resources is a major reason so much of the plan 
revolves around education and enhanced communication.  With appropriate knowledge 
and a better understanding of risks, residents can reduce exposure to, and the loss that 
often results from, hazards.     
 
There have not been significant changes in local priorities since adoption of the original 
plan.  In absence of population or economic growth since the 2000 Census, local 
governments have maintained focus on day-to-day provision of essential services.  
Successes achieved implementing the original plan were akin to extensions of daily 
service functions; more a matter of practice than official policy.  This very act of 
incorporating, or institutionalizing, pre-disaster mitigation into daily delivery of public 
services is in itself a success. 
 
Two overriding factors drove the selection of mitigation actions; lack of 
information/coordination and lack of funding.  Among the major findings gleaned from 
plan preparation was the lack of local information for consumption by the general public 
and for use by emergency responders, and the lack of coordination between (1) public 
elected and appointed officials, and (2) emergency responders and private sector 
                                                 
1 As used throughout this document, “community” is plural; a collective reference to the three political jurisdictions. 
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individuals/organizations with emergency response responsibilities.  Other emergency 
planning activities, i.e., the emergency operations plan, focus on how a relatively small 
number of emergency personnel should respond to crises after disasters.  This current 
effort stresses a much broader, communitywide, proactive response of preventive 
preparation to minimize the adverse effects of such events and, where possible, prevent 
disaster occurrence.  Priority in development of this plan has been placed on compiling, 
disseminating and presenting pertinent information, and coordinating activities of 
mitigation partners which, in this document, includes the general population.  These 
non-structural measures are much less cost-sensitive because they are relatively 
inexpensive to implement and maintain, and they are more adaptable for application to 
many specific needs than is the case with structural measures. 
 
A “laundry list” of structural measures was not considered in the course of plan 
development because external funding required to implement them is variable, 
intermittent and unreliable.  Lengthy gaps between funding opportunities make it 
virtually impossible to complete implementation of a plan.  In addition, for a community 
the size of Taylor County the cost of implementing most structural measures would be 
much less cost effective, per beneficiary, than implementing less expensive non-
structural measures that would benefit virtually all residents. 
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I. Transportation Accident 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – Much of the mitigation technology and equipment 
employed in response to transportation accidents involving hazardous 
materials is cost prohibitive for small communities.  Consequently, it is 
important that the community not only develop local capacity to the extent 
possible, but also coordinate capacity-building with other communities to 
share the associated expenses across a larger user base. 

 
B. Range of Mitigation Options 

1. Structural v Non-structural – Although structural and non-structural 
options are available, the former measures are primarily private 
sector options while the latter constitute the public sector’s primary 
option.  The private sector is the primary source of hazardous 
materials incidents, and the public sector has limited regulatory 
control over how the private sector conducts business, with the 
primary exception of protecting the health and safety of workers.  
Consequently, most measures available to the public sector classify 
as non-structural. 

 
2. Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – Very 

little in the way of existing policies, regulations, ordinances and land 
use could be identified which affects the transport of hazardous 
materials through the community.  The community does, of course, 
have traffic laws which, when rigidly enforced, are a mitigation tool. 

 
3. Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – 

Maintaining a desirable quality of life is a primary concern of 
residents, and the threats posed by the presence of hazardous 
materials, and their passage through the community, compromise, 
and if serious enough, jeopardize, the quality of life. 

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – New buildings and other 

infrastructure will typically not be affected by transportation 
accidents.  The goal and objectives are focused on training and 
preparing emergency responders to react appropriately at any of 
the infinite number of sites in the community where a transportation 
accident can occur. 

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure – Buildings and other 

infrastructure are typically not affected by transportation accidents.  
The goal and objectives are focused on training and preparing 
emergency responders to react appropriately at any of the infinite 
number of sites in the community where a transportation accident 
can occur. 
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C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 
 

Goal 1  Stay current with the risks, appropriate mitigation measures 
and legal authority associated with transportation-related 
hazardous materials accidents 

 
Objective 1.1 Be current with the risks and appropriate 

mitigation measures associated with 
hazardous materials 

 
Task 1.1.1 Secure and maintain active membership(s) in 

applicable emergency response training and 
education associations/ organizations 

  
Action Step 1.1.1.1 

Establish line item in annual EMA budget for 
associational and organizational 
membership(s) 
Deferred; budget constraints have precluded 
line item addition 
Responsible Org: Bd. of Commissioners 
Coordinating Org:   EMA 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (communitywide EMA)

 Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Objective 1.2 Obtain external sources of funding to finance 
local capacity building and necessary 
equipment purchases 

 
Task 1.2.1 Network with emergency response 

personnel/staff at local, state and federal levels 
 

     Action Step 1.2.1.1 
Submit competitive applications to fund 
equipment/training needs when potential 
funding sources are identified 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org: EMA 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
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Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 1.2.2  Designate one individual to, (1) serve as the 
local technological hazard resource contact, 
and (2) have responsibility for local and 
cooperative capacity building 

 
Action Step 1.2.2.1 

Formal designation of hazard resource  
contact by EMA Director 
Completed 
Responsible Org: EMA 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ‘06 -‘10 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Objective 1.3 Empower all emergency responders to, when 

and where appropriate, initiate mitigation 
actions unilaterally 

 
Task 1.3.1 Obtain legal authority for all emergency 

responders to issue cease and desist orders 
and other appropriate directives   

  
Action Step 1.3.1.1 

 Instruct legal counsels to investigate options 
and make recommendations 
Completed 
Responsible Org: Governing Bodies 
Coordinating Org:   EMA 
Timeline:    ‘06 -‘07 
Cost:    $500 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Objective 1.4 Protect the community from transportation-

related hazardous materials incidents 
 

Task 1.4.1 Analyze land uses for the purpose of 
identifying and designating a “secure” area 
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Action Step 1.4.1.1 
 Identify and designate a “secure” area for 

temporary (overnight) parking of vehicles 
transporting hazardous materials through the 
community 
Completed 
Responsible Org: Governing Bodies 
Coordinating Org:   EMA, LEPC 
Timeline:    ‘06 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
     Action Step 1.4.1.2 
      Enhance traffic law enforcement 

Ongoing 
Responsible Org: Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Coordinating Org:   Law Enforcement 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – All three local jurisdictions are 

affected similarly by this threat.  Consequently, the implementation 
strategy will apply communitywide.  Because the rural population is 
generally sparse, the greatest need for “secure” parking in the County is 
on the periphery of Butler and Reynolds.   

 
E. Public Information and Awareness – News of this activity will be included 

in public service announcements and mitigation programs presented to 
local civic clubs as an example of mitigation activities and their importance 
to the well-being of the community. 
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II. Hazardous Materials Release (fixed site) 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – Much of the mitigation technology and equipment 
employed in response technological incidents is cost prohibitive for small 
communities.  Consequently, it is important that the community not only 
develop local capacity to the extent possible, but also coordinate capacity-
building with other communities to share the associated expenses across 
a larger user base. 

 
B. Range of Mitigation Options 

1. Structural v Non-structural – Although structural and non-structural 
options are available, the former measures are primarily private 
sector options while the latter constitute the public sector’s primary 
option.  The private sector is the primary source of hazardous 
materials incidents, and the public sector has limited regulatory 
control over how the private sector conducts its business, with the 
primary exception of protecting the health and safety of workers.  
Consequently, most measures available to the public sector classify 
as non-structural. 

 
 2. Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – 

Very little in the way of existing policies and regulations could be 
identified which affects hazardous materials handling by the private 
sector.  Local entities are required to file Material Safety Data 
Sheets with the host jurisdiction informing local officials of the types 
of hazardous chemicals on site.  The community does have traffic 
laws which, when rigidly enforced, are a mitigation tool. 

 
3. Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – Quality 

of life is a primary concern to residents, and the threats posed by 
the presence of, and handling of, hazardous materials compromise, 
and if serious enough, jeopardize, local living conditions.   

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is “man-

made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives are 
directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of the 
hazard than any infrastructure housing it.   

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is 

“man-made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives 
are directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of 
the hazard than any infrastructure housing it.  

 
C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 
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Goal 1 Be prepared to respond appropriately to any foreseeable 
hazardous materials release incident 

  
Objective 1.1 Be current with the risks and appropriate 

mitigation measures associated with 
hazardous materials 

 
Task 1.1.1 Secure and maintain active memberships in 

applicable emergency response training and 
education associations and organizations 

  
Action Step 1.1.1.1 

Establish line item in annual EMA budget for 
associational memberships 
Deferred; budget constraints have precluded 
line item addition 
Responsible Org: Bd. of Commissioners 
Coordinating Org:   EMA 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (countywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Action Step 1 .1.1.2 

  EMA Director designate one individual to; (1) 
serve as the local technological hazard 
resource contact, and (2) have responsibility 
for local and cooperative capacity building 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org: EMA 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Objective 1.2 Secure external sources of funding to finance 
local capacity building and necessary 
equipment purchases 

 
Task 1.2.1 Network with emergency response 

personnel/staff at local, state and federal levels 
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Action Step 1.2.1.1 
Submit competitive applications to fund 
equipment/training needs when potential 
funding sources are identified 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org: EMA 
Coordinating Org:   Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Objective 1.3 Empower all emergency responders to, when 

and where appropriate, initiate mitigation 
actions unilaterally 

 
Task 1.3.1 Secure legal authority for emergency 

responders to issue cease and desist orders 
and other appropriate directives   

  
Action Step 1.3.1.1 

 Instruct legal counsel to investigate options 
and make recommendation 
Completed 
Responsible Org: Governing Bodies 
Coordinating Org:   EMA 
Timeline:    ‘06 -‘07 
Cost:    $500 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Objective 1.4 Protect the community from hazardous 

materials incidents 
 

Task 1.4.1 Establish/maintain physical separation and 
buffers between hazardous material handling 
sites and large or vulnerable populations 

      
Action Step 1.4.1.1 

Review zoning ordinances and revise as 
appropriate 
Completed 
Responsible Org: Planning & Zoning 
Coordinating Org:   Planning & Zoning 
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Timeline:    ‘06 -‘07 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – Since the most significant threat is 

on the perimeter of Butler’s western city limit, emergency responder 
preparation and training will be directed toward this facility.  The protocols 
learned here will be beneficial when responding to the much smaller 
storage and handling sites elsewhere in the community.   
 

E. Public Information and Awareness – News of this activity will be included 
in public service announcements and mitigation programs presented to 
local civic clubs as an example of mitigation activities and their importance 
to the well-being of the community. 
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III. Animal Diseases 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – Almost half of the community’s agricultural commodity 
value is generated by poultry and livestock, with the former comprising the 
overwhelming majority.  Much larger flocks of poultry are housed in the 
adjoining counties.  The focus of this element of the plan is on continuing 
education of producers.  

 
B. Range of Mitigation Options 

1. Structural v Non-structural – The potential source of animal disease 
is in the private sector.  Because disease outbreak would be 
economically devastating to the producer, the private sector has 
already addressed structural options.  The option remaining, 
primarily education, is non-structural.    

 
2. Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – No 

existing public policies, regulations, ordinances or land use controls 
could be identified which affect the potential for animal disease.  
Local growers perform under contract with national poultry 
producers, and abide by stringent controls implemented by the 
large corporate partner.  Because of the huge financial investment 
in the physical well-being of local poultry, and the production 
specifications written into local producers’ contracts, the national 
processors are the major player in efforts to control the outbreak of 
animal diseases. 

 
3. Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – 

Maintaining a desirable quality of life is a major concern of 
residents.  The potential for cross-species contamination threatens 
that quality of life.  No other historic or special considerations could 
be identified.   

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – The goal and objectives are 

directed less toward buildings and other infrastructure (because of 
the associated expense of technical equipment) and more toward 
training and preparing emergency responders to react 
appropriately; possibly with colleagues from outside of the 
community. 

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure – The goal and objectives are 

directed less toward buildings and other infrastructure (because of 
the associated expense of technical equipment) and more toward 
training and preparing emergency responders to react 
appropriately; possibly with colleagues from outside of the 
community. 
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C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 
 

Goal  1 Prevent the outbreak of animal diseases which could 
threaten the health and well-being of residents, and inflict 
economic hardship on the community 

 
Objective 1.1 Facilitate the flow of relevant animal disease-

related information to local poultry (and 
livestock) producers 

 
Task 1.1.1 Enhance the existing agri-business/county 

extension structure 
  

Action Step 1.1.1.1 
Establish and maintain a County Agriculture 
Response Team (CART) to educate producers 
and other relevant parties of the potential for 
contagion, how to prevent any occurrences, 
and how to respond appropriately in the event 
of an outbreak 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org: Extension Service 
Coordinating Org:   EMA, LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor 
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6,000 

 
     Action Step 1.1.1.2 

Through direct and indirect links liaison with 
agriculture and wildlife agencies to facilitate 
influenza surveillance in animals/avians in the 
community 
Responsible Org: Extension Service 
Coordinating Org:   EMA, LEPC/CART, HD 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction: Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:      6K      2K      1K 
 

Objective 1.2 Facilitate community epidemic planning and 
preparedness efforts 

 
Task 1.2.1 Educate community stakeholders 
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  Action Step 1.2.1.1 
Inform and update local elected officials about 
the impacts of a potential influenza epidemic 
on essential services and infrastructure. 
Responsible Org: Health Department 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (communitywide-EMA) 
Benefit:  All residents-9,000 
 

Action Step 1.2.1.2 
Educate the general public, health care system 
partners, response partners, businesses, and 
community-based organ-izations about 
influenza epidemics, impacts that can be 
expected and their consequences, and 
preventive measures. 
Responsible Org: Health Department 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (communitywide-EMA) 
Benefit:  All residents-9,000 

 
D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – The implementation strategy for this 

hazard threat is directed toward the unincorporated area of the Taylor 
County. 
 

E. Public Information and Awareness – News of CART development and 
follow-up activity will be distributed by local print media.    
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IV. Radiological 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – Much of the mitigation technology and equipment 
employed in response technological incidents is cost prohibitive for small 
communities.  Consequently, it is important that the community not only 
develop local capacity to the extent possible, but also coordinate capacity-
building with other communities to share the associated expenses across 
a larger user base. 

 
B. Range of Mitigation Options 

1. Structural v Non-structural – Although structural and non-structural 
options are available, the former measures are primarily private 
sector options while the latter constitute the public sector’s primary 
option.  The private sector is the primary source of hazardous 
materials incidents, and the public sector has limited regulatory 
control over how the private sector conducts its business, with the 
primary exception of protecting the health and safety of workers.  
Consequently, most measures available to the public sector classify 
as non-structural. 

 
 2. Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use –  

No applicable local policies, regulations or ordinances were found 
to be in place. 

 
3. Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – Quality 

of life is a primary concern to residents, and the threats posed by 
the presence of radiological materials compromise, and if serious 
enough, jeopardize, the local quality of life.   

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is “man-

made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives are 
directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of the 
hazard than any infrastructure housing it. 

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is 

“man-made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives 
are directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of 
the hazard than any infrastructure housing it.  

   
C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

 
Goal 1 Be prepared to respond appropriately to any radioactive 

incident 
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Objective 1.1 Be current with the risks and appropriate 
mitigation measures associated with 
radioactive materials 

 
Task 1.1.1 Secure and maintain active memberships in 

applicable emergency response training and 
education associations and organizations 

  
Action Step 1.1.1.1 

Establish line item in annual EMA budget for 
associational memberships 
Deferred; budget limitations precluded line item 
addition 
Responsible Org: Bd. of Commissioners 
Coordinating Org:   EMA 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
Action Step 1.1.1.2 

  EMA Director designate one individual to; (1) 
serve as the local technological hazard 
resource contact, and (2) have responsibility 
for local and cooperative capacity building 
Designation completed; capacity building 
ongoing 
Responsible Org: EMA 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (communitywide EMA) 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Objective 1.2 Secure external sources of funding to finance 
local capacity building and necessary 
equipment purchases 

 
Task 1.2.1 Network with emergency response 

personnel/staff at local, state and federal levels 
 

     Action Step 1.2.1.1 
Submit competitive applications to fund 
equipment/training needs 
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Ongoing 
Responsible Org: EMA 
Coordinating Org:   Bd. of Commissioners 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 

 
D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – All three jurisdictions are affected by 

this potential because any radioactive materials must be transported into 
the community.  Currently, the City of Butler is most at risk of hazardous 
materials releases because of the juxtaposition of industry and population.  
In the future, the two cities would seem to be at greatest risk because of 
industry’s general need for municipal infrastructure, and the resulting 
proximity to concentration of residents.  This could result in industrial siting 
in the unincorporated periphery of the cities.  Consequently, county 
government must also have adequate regulatory control over industrial 
siting decisions.  
 

E. Public Information and Awareness – News of capacity-building will be 
included in civic club programs of EMA and distributed by local print 
media.  
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V. Civil Disturbance 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – The focus of this plan element is to develop greater 
sensitivity among local officials and authorities who interact with, or have 
responsibility for, large, congregate numbers of people. 

 
B. Range of Mitigation Options 

1. Structural v Non-structural – The potential sources of civil 
disturbance are so varied that preparation and response structures 
must be very flexible, and hence, non-structural.      

 
2. Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – There 

are local policies, regulations and ordinances in place which serve 
to maintain law and order day-to-day.  However, some of them may 
be somewhat insufficient in the event of unusual circumstances.  
Authorities should review crowd control measures considering 
gradual changes in demographics. 

 
3. Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – No 

specific community values, historic and/or special considerations 
could be identified which affect this threat.  In general terms; 
however, the threat of civil disturbance affects the local quality of 
life.   

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is “man-

made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives are 
directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of the 
hazard than any infrastructure housing it.   

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is 

“man-made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives 
are directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of 
the hazard than any infrastructure housing it.   

    
C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

 
Goal 1 Maintain peace, law and order in the community without 

restricting the right of orderly dissent 
 

Objective 1.1 Maintain good communications among the 
diverse elements of the community 

 
Task 1.1.1 Expand community outreach 
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Action Step 1.1.1.1 
Initiate periodic town hall meetings to facilitate 
communications between local government, 
law enforcement and citizens 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org: Governing Boards 
Coordinating Org:  Elected Officials 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local  

 Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Task 1.1.2 Maintain a strong community-school bond 
 

Action Step 1.1.2.1 
Stimulate increased community involve-ment 
and support of school events/activities 
Responsible Org: BOE 
Coordinating Org:  City/County 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local  

 Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – Of the three jurisdictions, Butler is 
most susceptible to this hazard because of the concentration of residents, 
and being the site of, or proximity to, sites where residents and non-
residents most often congregate, e.g. spectator events.  The county and 
county seat governments should be most aggressive in establishing town 
hall meetings.  
 

F. Public Information and Awareness – News of capacity-building will be 
included in civic club programs of EMA and distributed by local print 
media.  
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VI. Terrorism 
 

A. Mitigation Goals – The focus of this plan element is to develop greater 
awareness among local officials of world and state events, and possible 
linkage(s) to local facilities, demographics, cultures, sentiments, etc.   

 
B. Range of Mitigation Options 

1. Structural v Non-structural – At this stage of plan development, the 
community will dwell on non-structural options until a greater 
understanding of necessary and appropriate actions is achieved.      

 
2. Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – Until 

recently, the threat of terrorism has seemed so improbable that it 
has not been considered a local threat.  Consequently, there is no 
such infrastructure specifically designed to prevent an incident of 
terrorism.   

 
3. Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – No 

specific community values, historic and/or special considerations 
could be identified which affect this threat.   

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is “man-

made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives are 
directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of the 
hazard than any infrastructure housing it.   

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is 

“man-made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives 
are directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of 
the hazard than any infrastructure housing it.  

    
C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

 
Goal  1 Develop and maintain local awareness of the level of 

community exposure to potential terrorist attack 
 

Objective 1.1 Educate those in positions of authority of 
potential terrorist targets, probable method(s) 
of attack and means of prevention  

 
Task 1.1.1 Identify local facilities, commodities, etc. most 

likely to be targets of terrorist attack 
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Action Step 1.1.1.1 
EMA Director/LEPC develop list of such 
potential targets and appropriate pre-mitigation 
actions 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org: EMA 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
 

Action Step 1.1.1.2 
      Form County Agriculture Response Team  

(CART) 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org: County Extension Svc 
Coordinating Org:   EMA, LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local   
Jurisdiction:  Taylor 
Benefit:  Rural Residents-6,000 
 

Goal  2 Protect local resources from acts of terrorism 
  

Objective 2.1  Develop list of possible terrorist targets  
 

Task 2.1.1 Secure outside sources of funding to  
    “harden” possible terrorist targets 
 

     Action Step 2.1.1.1 
      Seek OHS/GEMA and/or FEMA funding 

to address security/structural needs of 
identified facilities and commodities, e.g., 
bridges, drainage facilities. 
Ongoing 
Responsible Org: EMA 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All Residents-9,000 
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D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – All three jurisdictions are presumed 
to be equally susceptible to an incident of terrorism and there are not any 
differences in the mitigation strategy. 
 

E. Public Information and Awareness – News of this activity will be included 
in public service announcements and mitigation programs presented to 
local civic clubs as an example of mitigation activities and their importance 
to the well-being of the community. 
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VII Contamination of Water Resources- This hazard was added as a result of the 
update process.  All text, including goals, strategies, tasks and action steps, is 
new. 

 
A. Mitigation Goals – There should be a strong retroactive component to 

local mitigation efforts.  The community has not grown in the past century; 
the 2010 Census credited the community with (10%) fewer residents than 
in 1900.  Attention should be focused on infrastructure placed prior to the 
current regulatory period. 

 
B Range of Mitigation Options  

1. Structural v Non-structural – The focus of this activity is on public 
education and heightened environmental sensitivity to reduce the 
need for greater regulation of private sector development. 

 
2. Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use –  

The state and the local jurisdictions have numerous regulations 
affecting septic tank installation, underground storage tanks, 
development in groundwater recharge areas, illegal disposal sites, 
etc.  In the absence of new development pressures attention should 
be focused on identifying past violations and being them into 
compliance. 

 
3. Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – 

Maintaining a desirable quality of life is a major concern of 
residents; preservation of the natural environment is a component 
of that concern.  This desire has been demonstrated by past and 
recent community opposition to environmental threats.  The fact 
that the community overlies a significant groundwater recharge 
area increases the need to monitor development activity.  No 
historic or other special considerations could be identified.  

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – Project implementation should 

increase sensitivity to the importance of complying with 
environmental protection standards.  Implementing relevant 
environmental protection standards will directly affect development 
of new buildings and infrastructure. 

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure – The purpose of this activity is 

to increase public sensitivity to the need to correct/resolve any 
related environmental issues that may arise as a result of faulty or 
aged infrastructure.  Any such failing buildings or facilities should 
be repaired or removed. 

 
C Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 
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Goal 1 Reduce the chances of groundwater contamination occurring 
in the community 

 
Objective 1.1 Increase environmental sensitivity of the 

general public 
 
  Task 1.1.1 Increase the knowledge and understanding 

of the general public of the potential for  
groundwater contamination that can occur  
from common activities 

 
   Action Step 1.1.1.1 

     Educate the general public of the need for: 
     -periodic inspections of septic tanks 
     -awareness of underground tanks/leaks 
     -proper disposal of hazardous wastes 
     -proper disposal of lawn and agrichemicals 
     -sealing abandoned wells 
     -water testing for contamination 
     -et al       
    Ongoing 

Responsible Org: Governing Bodies 
     Coordinating Org: LEPC, Health Dept, 

County Extension 
     Timeline:  Annually 
     Cost:   Staff Time 
     Funding Source: Local 
     Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
     Benefit:  All residents-9,000 

 
Objective 1.2  Provide appropriate regulatory protection 

 
  Task 1.2.1 Impose additional environmental protection 

ordinances where necessary 
 
   Action Step 1 

     Adopt groundwater protection, wetland 
protection, river corridor protection  
ordinances 

     Deferred pending state review of ordinance 
 standards 
Responsible Org: Governing Bodies 

     Coordinating Org: Governing Bodies 
     Timeline:  2017 
     Cost:   Staff Time 
     Funding Source: Local 
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     Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
     Benefit:  All residents-9,000 
 
D Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – The strategy is applicable to all 

three jurisdictions; however, the infrastructure (private wells) most directly 
linked to this valuable resource is most heavily concentrated in the 
unincorporated area of the community. 

 
E. Public Information and Awareness – This education activity will be carried 

out a part of the larger mitigation effort to educate the general public via 
dissemination of information of public hazard threats at civic club 
presentations and through the local print media. 
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VIII Epidemic – This hazard was added as a result of the update process.  All text, 
including goals, strategies, tasks and action steps, is new.   
 

.A Mitigation Goals – This hazard can be particularly difficult to prevent 
and/or control because the cause(s) are usually invisible to the naked eye. 
Natural hazards such as high winds may also be invisible, but their effects 
can be witnessed in real time, and with advanced warning one can usually 
maintain distance from the storm event to avoid personal injury.  The 
public health concern addressed here occurs in the course of routine 
human activity and is caused by invisible, potentially highly infectious 
agents that pose a substantial risk of significant human fatalities or 
incidents of permanent or long-term disability.  Prevention of such events 
requires extensive education, public information and trust. 

 
B. Range of Mitigation Options 

1. Structural v Non-structural – The primary option is non-structural, 
with emphasis placed on education and developing the public trust 
through education and information.   

 
2. Existing Policies, Regulations, Ordinances and Land Use – 

Because of the rarity of such events little in the form of local 
guidance documents exists.  Recent planning activity for the 
pandemic flu has laid the groundwork for similar but more extensive 
planning policy development needs. 

 
3. Community Values, Historic and Special Considerations – Quality 

of life is a primary concern to residents, and the risks posed by 
public health emergencies compromise, and if serious enough 
jeopardize, local conditions. 

 
4. New Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is “man-

made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives are 
directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of the 
hazard than any infrastructure housing it.   

 
5. Existing Buildings and Infrastructure – Because this hazard is 

“man-made” rather than naturally occurring, the goal and objectives 
are directed more toward controlling and maintaining the source of 
the hazard than any infrastructure housing it. 

 
C. Mitigation Strategy and Recommendations 

 
Goal 1 Preserve good community health by preventing spread of 

disease(s) that pose significant, imminent threat to the 
community 
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Objective 1.1 Develop the capacity to respond appropriately 
and promptly to an epidemic outbreak 

 
Task 1.1.1 Identify a source(s) of funding needed to cover 

planning costs 
 

Action Step 1.1.1.1 
Prepare and submit a competitive 
application(s) for funding needed to develop a 
public health emergency response plan 
Category:  Education-Training 
Responsible Org: Health Department  
Coordinating Org:  EMA 
Timeline:    2013, Annually 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor-Butler-Reynolds 
Benefit:  All residents-9,000 
  

Objective 1.2 Facilitate community epidemic planning and 
preparedness efforts 

 
Task 1.2.1 Educate community stakeholders 
  

Action Step 1.2.1.1 
Inform and update local elected officials about 
the impacts of a potential epidemic on 
essential services and infrastructure. 
Responsible Org: Health Department 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (communitywide-EMA) 
Benefit:  All residents-9,000 
 

Action Step 1.2.1.2 
Educate the general public, health care system 
partners, response partners, businesses, and 
community-based organ-izations about 
epidemics, impacts that can be expected and 
their consequences, and preventive measures. 
Responsible Org: Health Department 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
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Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (communitywide-EMA) 
Benefit:  All residents-9,000 

 
Action Step 1.2.1.3 

Government agencies, businesses, schools, 
health care system partners, community-based 
organizations and other agencies will promote 
and disseminate educational messages to their 
respective staffs. 
Responsible Org: Health Department 
Coordinating Org:   LEPC 
Timeline:    ’13-‘17 
Cost:    Staff Time 
Funding Source:   Local 
Jurisdiction:  Taylor (communitywide-EMA) 
Benefit:  All residents-9,000 
 

D. Special Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy – These goals and objectives apply to 
all jurisdictions.  

 
E. Public Information and Awareness – Will be accomplished through 

broadcast of public service announcements and civic club presentations. 
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I. Implementation 
 

A. Administrative Actions 
The chief elected and/or appointed officials of the three local 
jurisdictions and the EMA Director will serve as a pre-disaster 
mitigation executive committee.  These officials are responsible for 
day-to-day administrative personnel and operations of their 
respective local governments, mitigation activities proposed herein, 
and their respective jurisdiction’s responsibilities for plan 
implementation.  It is these individuals who will present and 
recommend to the governing body policy changes, ordinance 
adoption, or initiate revisions in administrative procedures 
necessary to accomplish goals of this mitigation plan.  These 
individuals are responsible for ensuring that action steps specific to 
their jurisdiction are implemented.  The EMA Director is responsible 
for coordinating and supporting plan activities, and generally 
overseeing implementation of the five-year plan. 

 
B. Authority and Responsibility 

The responsibility and oversight for implementation of this plan is 
vested in the office of Emergency Management Director.   

 
 C. Prioritization 

1. Among the strongest findings gleaned from plan preparation 
is the lack of information and coordination between elected 
and appointed officials, and between emergency responders 
and private sector individuals/organizations with assigned 
emergency responsibilities.  Because information is not only 
fundamental but essential to success in virtually any 
endeavor, priority in development of this plan has been 
placed on compiling and disseminating pertinent information, 
and coordinating the activities of partners in mitigation.  
Taylor EMA will develop a library of mitigation materials and 
serve as a clearinghouse of information to be presented to 
the general public in numerous settings and forums, applied 
to local government activities and shared between local 
emergency response agencies.  This activity is a non-
structural mitigation measure; consisting of action steps less 
expensive to implement, with broader application 
irrespective of the type hazard, less expensive to maintain, 
and more adaptable for application to specific needs than 
structural measures.  Since this is a non-structural measure 
and there is a wealth of information available on the subjects 
identified herein, the greatest expense associated with this 
activity is expected to consist of staff time.  As stated in 
chapter 1, page 1, and documented on page 7, the 
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community1

 

 has experience implementing emergency 
preparedness activities.  The balance of plan action steps 
either supplement or complete previous and current 
mitigation measures, or are best management practices.   

More specifically, priorities were established as functions of 
time and cost.  In large part because of the lack of funds 
needed to implement the plan unilaterally, actions which 
were deemed less costly and less time-consuming to 
implement were given higher priority.  These activities also 
tended generally to impact the greatest proportion of the 
community.  Those of greater expense and requiring more 
time for implementation were rated lower.  There was one 
significant exception; however.  The county had initiated 
placement of warning sirens (chapter 4, page 15) but has not 
completed the project because of a lack of necessary 
funding.  This is one of the expenses in the plan requiring 
capital outlay, but was assigned a higher priority because 
the project is already underway, visible and directly affects 
all residents.  As previously mentioned, the vast majority of 
actions identified will be incorporated into the daily activities 
of existing (or added) staff.   

 
2. Use of cost benefit – Of the action steps included in this 

plan, the overwhelming majority involve compilation and/or 
dissemination of disaster-related information.  A major 
benefit of such non-structural measures is their cost 
effectiveness; they are generally inexpensive to implement 
and maintain, have broad applicability and have a lower cost 
per person.  The balance of activity generally either 
supplements or completes preparedness measures initiated 
previously by the community, or are best management 
practices.  The “larger ticket” actions which generally have a 
lower public benefit level and require longer periods of time 
to implement appear later in the list of priorities   

 
3. Use of other calculations – No other calculations were 

utilized 
 

4. Use of other review structure – No other review structure 
was utilized. 

 
 
 
                                                 
1 As used throughout this document, “community” is plural; a collective reference to the three political jurisdictions. 
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D. Incorporation of Pre-Disaster Mitigation into other Plans/Planning 
Measures  

  
Pursuant to Georgia law, local governments must prepare and 
adopt a comprehensive plan to maintain eligibility for state grants, 
loans and/or permits.  All three local jurisdictions are diligent in 
maintaining their “Qualified Local Government” status.  Although 
the chief elected official of the jurisdiction is accountable for 
ensuring these plans are prepared in accordance with stringent 
state planning and procedural standards, and formally adopted, 
responsibility for ensuring this is accomplished is commonly 
deferred to the chief administrative official.  The chief elected 
and/or appointed officials of the three local jurisdictions and the 
EMA Director serve on the pre-disaster mitigation plan executive 
committee.  Annual review and evaluation of this mitigation plan will 
serve to facilitate incorporation of mitigation measures into daily 
management functions (budgeting, permit issuance) of the local 
governments as well as the comprehensive plans of the three 
communities.  The River Valley Regional Commission has helped 
not only with preparation of this pre-disaster mitigation plan, but has 
also assisted all three jurisdictions maintain compliance with state-
mandated comprehensive and other planning requirements.  The 
current comprehensive plan was adopted in January, 2009,  Of the 
numerous projects listed in the plan, the following are most directly 
related to mitigation activities. 
 

Comprehensive Plan 
Short Term Work Programs 

2009-2013 

Taylor County Butler Reynolds 
Increase 
environmental/ 
nuisance code 
enforcement activity 

Stiffen enforcement of 
housing/ environmental/ 
nuisance codes 

Maintain diligent housing/ 
environmental/ nuisance 
code enforcement program  

Adopt applicable 
Part V environmental 
planning criteria (rev. 
wetlands, 
groundwater and 
river cor-ridor 
protection stds. 

Adopt applicable Part V 
environmental planning 
criteria (rev. wetlands 
and groundwater 
protection stds.) 

Adopt applicable Part V 
environmental planning 
criteria (rev. wetlands and 
groundwater protection 
stds.) 

Replace two-way 
radio system in 
public safety 
departments 

Replace radio system 
with 700/800mHz 

Replace radio system with 
700/800 MHz 

Wholesale review of Perform wholesale Wholesale review of zoning 
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II. Evaluation and Monitoring 
 

A. Method 
An evaluation handbook will be developed using the goals, 
objectives, tasks and action steps of Chapters 4 and 5 as the 
format.  This document will be used to record the name and contact 
information of the individual assigned responsibility for overseeing 
implementation of each action step included in the plan.  These 
assignments will be made at the “organizational” meeting held after 
formal plan adoption.  This handbook will be used by the executive 
committee to maintain a current, written record of progress made 
with plan implementation.  With the record of project information 
recorded during the course of the year(s) it will be useful for the 
end-of-year evaluation (and five-year update).  The evaluation will 
primarily consist of a straightforward “yes or no” checklist of 
whether each individual action step has been accomplished.  With 
each determination the committee can discuss whether 
reassignments of responsibility are necessary to facilitate 
implementation. 
 

B. Responsibility 
 The chief elected and/or appointed officials of the three local 

jurisdictions and the EMA Director will serve on the pre-disaster 
mitigation plan executive committee.  Annual meetings of the 
executive committee will be used as the reporting mechanism.  
Presentations by the various responsible parties to this committee 
will not only update the EMA Director, but keep the executive 
committee abreast of plan progress and any shortcomings in plan 
implementation.  This time will be used to adjust or supplement the 
plan in the event of significant problems or difficulties, and will help 
maintain responsibility and accountability among the participants. 

 
C. Timeframe 

Upon formal plan adoption the EMA Director will convene the 
executive committee to organize and assign specific responsibilities 

zoning ordinance 
and update as 
necessary 

review of zoning 
ordinance and update 
as necessary 

ordinance and update as 
necessary  

Bridge repair  

Investigate options for 
duplication and 
permanent storage of 
public records 

- 

Institute periodic 
town hall meetings - - 

Numerous references to replacing various emergency response vehicles and 
equipment 
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for plan implementation.  The committee shall convene at least 
once annually thereafter to assess progress, and where necessary 
develop plan revisions or adjustments.  The committee shall 
perform a progress evaluation of annual progress in December.  
Based on the results of this evaluation appropriate steps will be 
taken to facilitate implementation during the subsequent year. 
 

D. Reporting 
Annual meetings of the executive committee will be used as the 
reporting mechanism.  Presentations by the various responsible 
parties to this committee will not only update the EMA Director, but 
keep the executive committee abreast of plan progress and any 
shortcomings in plan implementation.  This time will be used to 
adjust or supplement the plan in the event of significant problems or 
difficulties, and will help maintain responsibility and accountability 
among the participants.  The chairman of the executive committee 
will make periodic reports to the Taylor County Board of 
Commissioners and the Mayors and City Councils of Butler and 
Reynolds concerning implementation progress.  As members of the 
executive committee, the chief elected/administrative officers of the 
three local governments may report progress made in plan 
implementation to their respective governing bodies. 

 
III. Multi-Jurisdictional Strategy and considerations  

 The chief elected and/or appointed officials of the three local 
jurisdictions well serve as members of the executive committee.  
These officials are responsible for the administrative personnel and 
day-to-day operations of their respective local governments, 
mitigation activities proposed in the plan, and their respective 
jurisdiction’s responsibilities for plan implementation.  It is these 
individuals who will present and recommend to the governing body 
policy changes, ordinance adoption, or initiate revisions in 
administrative procedures necessary to accomplish goals of the 
mitigation plan.  These three individuals have responsibility for 
ensuring that action steps specific to their respective jurisdictions 
are implemented. 

  
IV Plan update and maintenance  
   

A. Public involvement 
Many of the action steps identified in this plan require direct 
interaction with the general public.  These occasions will be used 
not only to share critical information needed by the public, but to 
inform residents of local mitigation activities and to solicit public 
participation throughout the year.  As an official creation of the 
county, meetings of the executive committee will be public.  
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Consequently, all such meetings will be posted in advance of the 
meeting date, and the local print media will receive notification 
directly.  The projected 2017-2018 update of this document is 
expected to bear little resemblance to the current document.  For 
that reason, and because it is an official plan of all three local 
jurisdictions, a publicly advertised hearing will be held near the 
beginning of the update process to inform the public and to solicit 
public participation.  A second hearing will be held near the end of 
the update process for public comment. 
 

B. Timeframe 
It is not presently known what planning standards will apply to the 
projected 2010/11 plan update.  Consequently, it is difficult to 
accurately predict the specific timetable which will be needed.  The 
comprehensive plans of all three local jurisdictions must be 
prepared, go through regional and state reviews and adopted in 
2018.  Based on current assumptions of future mitigation planning 
standards, a committee structure and plan preparation process 
similar to that described in the introduction is proposed.  The first of 
two publicly advertised hearings will be held in near the beginning 
of the update process to inform the general public and solicit public 
participation.  A second hearing will be held near the end of the 
update process for public comment prior to adoption by local 
governing bodies. 

 
C. Reporting 

The annual meetings of the executive committee will be used as 
the reporting mechanism.  Presentations to this committee by the 
various responsible plan implementation participants will not only 
update the EMA Director, but keep the full executive committee 
abreast of plan progress and any shortcomings in plan 
implementation.  This time will be used to adjust, maintain or 
supplement the plan in response to significant problems, difficulties 
and success.  This reporting method will help maintain 
responsibility and accountability.  The EMA Director will make 
annual reports to the Taylor County Board of Commissioners and 
the Mayors and City Councils of Butler and Reynolds concerning 
implementation progress.  The chief elected and/or chief 
administrative officer of all three local governments serves on the 
executive committee.  These individuals will also report progress 
made in plan implementation to their respective elected governing 
bodies. 
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Chapter 7 – Conclusion 
 

I. Summary  
 
 Local government adoption of this mitigation plan completes the third of four 

important steps.  Resources have been organized to address the issues 
associated with hazard mitigation.  Residents have identified the natural hazards 
most likely to affect the community and assessed the level of risk associated with 
each hazard.  Included in this document are the numerous steps which must yet 
be taken to reduce community exposure to the natural hazards most likely to 
occur.  The fourth step remains to be completed.  It is believed that 
implementation of the action steps identified herein will make the community 
much safer in the event a disaster should occur.  The community can capitalize 
on past successes in emergency preparedness to continue its efforts to provide 
for the health, safety and general well-being of the resident population.  

  
II. References 

A. Publications:  Taylor County News 
 
B. Web Sites:  
      http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwEvent~storms 
      morgan@westegg.com 
     http:www.esri.com/hazards 
     http://www.epa.gov/enviro/html/em/index.html 
     http://www.disastercenter.com/abrgoals.htm#Preparing%20for 
     http://www.esri.com/hazards/makemap.html 
       
C. Other: 
     Georgia Department of Natural Resources-ERT, IRS 
     Georgia Forestry Commission 
     Georgia Tornado Database 
     River Valley Regional Plan 2013 
     National Climatic Data Center 
     National Weather Service 
     Newspaper articles 
     Taylor County-Butler-Reynolds Joint Comprehensive Plan 2009 
     Taylor County Emergency Operations Plan 2012 
     Virginia Department of Health 
     1998-2000 Georgia Drought Report 
     Community Wildfire Protection Plan 
     State Hazard Mitigation Strategy 2011      
     Interviews  
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Appendix A 
 
 
 

GEMA Worksheet # 1  
Identify the Hazard          1 

 
 
GEMA Worksheet # 2  

Profile Hazard Events         2 
 Natural Hazard Identification and Description      4 
 Technical or Man-Made Hazard Identification and Description 14 
 
 
GEMA Worksheet #3a – Inventory of Assets     
 Tornado, Tropical Storm, Thunderstorm Winds   
  Taylor County inclusive       18 
   Butler         19 
   Reynolds        20 
   Unincorporated       21 

Flood           
  Taylor County inclusive       22 
   Butler         23 
   Reynolds        24 
   Unincorporated       25 

Wildfire          
  Taylor County inclusive       26 
   Butler         27 
   Reynolds        28 
   Unincorporated       29 

 
Dam Failure, Drought, Extreme Heat, Hailstorm, Severe Winter 
Storm, Animal Diseases, Civil Disturbance, Contamination of 
Water Resources, Epidemic, Hazardous Materials 
Release (fixed site), Radiological Event, Terrorism, Transportation 
Accident (hazardous materials release)   

  Taylor County inclusive       30 
   Butler         31 
   Reynolds        32 
   Unincorporated       33 
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GEMA Critical Facilities Reports 
 Tornado, Tropical Storm, Thunderstorm Winds   
  Taylor County’ inclusive       34-41 
   Butler         42-44 
   Reynolds        44-46 
   Unincorporated       46-48 

 
Dam Failure, Drought, Extreme Heat, Hailstorm, Severe Winter 
Storm, Animal Diseases, Civil Disturbance, Contamination of 
Water Resources, Epidemic, Hazardous Materials 
Release (fixed site), Radiological Event, Terrorism, Transportation 
Accident (hazardous materials release)   

  Taylor County inclusive       49-55 
   Butler         56-59 
   Reynolds        59-60 
   Unincorporated       60-63 
  

Flood           
  Taylor County inclusive       64-65 
   Butler         65 
   Reynolds        n/a 
   Unincorporated       65-66 

Wildfire          
  Taylor County inclusive       67-69 
   Butler         70 
   Reynolds        n/a 
   Unincorporated       70-72 
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GEMA Worksheet #2  Profile Hazard Events Step 2 
 
County:  Taylor  Date: July12, 2012    
 
How Bad Can It Get? 
 
Task A.  Obtain or create a base map.  
 
GEMA will be providing you with a base map, USGS topos and DOQQ as part of our 
deliverables to local government for the planning process.  Additionally, we will be providing 
you with detailed hazard layer coverages.  These data layers originate from state or nationwide 
coverage or datasets.  Therefore, it is important for local government to assess what you already 
have at the local level.  It is important for you at the local level to have an idea of what existing 
maps you have available for the planning process.  Some important things to think about: 
 

1) What maps do we already have in the county that would be relevant to the planning 
process?  roads/streets/address, land use, zoning, parcels, hydrants, floodplains,7.5 
minute USGS quad 

2) Have other local plans used maps or mapping technology where there is specific data that 
is also needed in my local plan?  Data from comprehensive plan was used here. 

3) What digital maps do we have?  Refer to 1) above 
4) Do we have any Geographic Information System (GIS) data, map themes or layers or 

databases here at the local level (or regional) that we can use?  Refer to 1) above 
5) If we do have any GIS data, where is it located at, and who is our local expert? RVRC 
6) Are there any ongoing GIS or mapping initiatives at the local level in other planning or 

mapping efforts?  If so, what are they, and what are the timetables for completion?  No 
7) Are there mapping needs that have been identified at the local level in the past?  If so, 

what are they and when were they identified?  Mapping of “dam shadows” was identified 
in original version of this plan. 

8) Of the existing maps, GIS data and other digital mapping information, what confidence 
do we have at the local level that it is accurate data?  As accurate as available funding 
will allow. 

 
Please answer the above questions on a separate sheet of paper and attach to this worksheet. 
It is important to realize that those counties that already have GIS and digital mapping, (ie: 
parcel level data, GPS fire hydrants, etc) higher levels of spatial accuracy and detail will exist for 
some data layers at the local level.  However, for this planning process, that level of detail will 
not be needed on all layers in the overall mapping and analysis. 
 
You can use existing maps from: 
• Road Maps 
• USGS topo maps, Digital Orthophoto Quarter Quads (DOQQ) 
• Topographic and/or planimetric maps from other agencies 
• Aerial topographic and/or planimetric maps 
• Field Surveys 
• GIS software 
• CADD software 
• Digitized paper map

Title of Map Scale Date 
road/street/address, land use, 
zoning, parcels, hydrants, 
floodplains in ArcGIS 

varying current 

DOQQ N/A 2000 
Ten, 7.5 minute quads 1”:24,000 74/77/87 
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Task B.   Obtain a hazard event profile. 
 

Task C.   Record your hazard event profile 
information. 

Avalanche      NOT APPLICABLE  
Coastal Storm / Coastal Erosion      NOT APPLICABLE 

1. Get a copy of your FIRM. ____________ 
2. Verify that the FIRM is up-to-date and complete. 

_________________________ 
3. Determine the annual rate of coastal erosion. 

__________________________ 
4. Find your design wind speed. 

________________________________ 

1. Transfer the boundaries of your coastal storm 
hazard areas onto your base map. 

2. Transfer the BFEs onto your base map. 
3. Record the erosion rates on your base map: 

___________________________ 
4. Record the design wind speed here and on your 

base map: _________________ 

Dam Failure     No map information available  
Drought     COUNTYWIDE     
Earthquake      NOT APPLICABLE 

1. Go to the http://geohazards.cr.usgs.gov Website. 
2. Locate your planning area on the map. 
3. Determine your PGA. 

1. Record your PGA: __________________ 
2. If you have more than one PGA print, download 

or order your PGA map. 

Expansive Soils      NOT APPLICABLE  
Extreme Heat      COUNTYWIDE  
Flood 

1. Get a copy of your FIRM.  130522 
2. Verify the FIRM is up-to-date and complete.  

digital 2009 

1. Transfer the boundaries from your firm onto your 
base map (floodway, 100-yr flood, 500-yr flood). 

2. Transfer the BFEs onto your base map. 

Hailstorm      COUNTYWIDE  
Hurricane      COUNTYWIDE  
Land Subsidence     NOT APPLICABLE  
Landslide       NOT APPLICABLE 

1. Map location of previous landslides. 
_____________________________ 

2. Map the topography. ____________ 
3. Map the geology. _______________ 
4. Identify the high-hazard areas on your map.  

________________________ 

1.  Mark the areas susceptible to landslides onto your 
base map. 

Severe Winter Storm      COUNTYWIDE  
Tornado      COUNTYWIDE 

1.  Find your design wind speed.  200 mph 
1.  Record your design wind speed: ________ 
2.  If you have more than one design wind speed, print, 
download or copy your design wind speed zones, copy 
the boundary of your design wind speed zones on your 
base map, then record the design wind speed zones on 
your base map. 

Tsunami      NOT APPLICABLE  
Wildfire      COUNTYWIDE 

1. Map the fuel models located within the urban-
wildland interface areas.  _________________ 

2. Map the topography. _____________________ 
3. Determine your critical fire weather frequency.  

______________________________________ 
4. Determine your fire hazard severity.  ________ 

1. Draw the boundaries of your wildfire hazard areas 
onto your base map.   

Other 
1. Map the hazard. __________________________ 

1. Record hazard event info on your base map. 

http://geohazards.cr.usgs.gov/�
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Natural Hazard Identification and Description from Task B 
(Type of hazard, date of event, number of injuries, cost and types 
of damage, etc.) 

 
Source of 
Information 

 
Map 

 
Available? 
 

 
Scale 

 
Dam Failure – Dam failure is typically the result of a physical 
weakness in the dam structure, or inundation of the facility by flood 
waters which wash away earthen material flanking the dam 
housing flood gates used to regulate the upstream lake or pool 
area.  The most common failure results from inundation by flood 
waters.  Flooding which precipitates dam failure can cause 
damage and destruction to properties fronting the lake, and breach 
of the dam can destroy downstream development and create 
economic hardship.   
 

 
Local/ 
General 
Knowledge 

 
County-
wide 

 
N/A 

 
Drought  -  A drought is a prolonged period without rain which 
progresses in stages.  The first stage, meteorological drought, 
occurs when precipitation falls below normal levels and is usually 
expressed as a rainfall deficit, e.g., inches below normal.  Stage 
two, agricultural drought, occurs when the amount of moisture in 
the soil no longer meets the needs of a particular crop.  When 
meteorological drought occurs at a critical time of year, it can result 
in water deficient topsoil, which may hinder germination and 
reduce crop yield.  This type of drought is usually measured in soil 
moisture levels and can be devastating to agricultural 
communities.  The accompanying table presents the frequency of 
stage two conditions in the community over the past decade and a-
half.  
 
Hydrological drought is the third stage.  This occurs when surface 
and subsurface (ground) water supplies fall below normal levels 
due to prolonged meteorological drought.  Indicators of this stage 
include decreased stream flow rates, lake elevations and 
groundwater levels.  (Many of the recent drought years have been 
stage three.)  Hydrological drought can be detrimental to the 
environment, upsetting the hydrologic cycle and impacting fish, 
wildlife and plant species.  If this persists long enough, demand for 
water may exceed supply, leading to the fourth stage – socio-
economic drought.  This stage can take many months, or even 
years to develop, often with devastating social and economic 
consequences.   
 
 
 
 
 

 
Georgia 
Extension 
Service 
 
National 
Climatic 
Data Center 

 
County-
wide 

 
N/A 
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Drought Events 
 

Location *             Date Damage 
Property Crop 

94 Counties 9/1997 0  20M 
90 Counties 5/1999 0 0 
95 Counties 8/1999 0 0 
96 Counties 2/2000 0 0 
81 Counties 4/2000 0 0 
98 Counties 5/2000 0 0 
98 Counties 6/2000 0 $307M 
98 Counties 7/2000 0 0 
98 Counties 10/2000 0 0 
98 Counties 4/2002 0 0 
98 Counties 8/2002 0 0 
96 Counties 3/2004 0 0 
84 Counties 5/2007 - - 
85 Counties 9/2007 - $344M 
86 Counties 10/2007 - - 
85 Counties 11/2007 - - 
85 Counties 12/2007 - - 

             * All events include Taylor County 
 
 
Extreme Heat (Excessive Heat) -  High temperatures sustained 
over an extended period of time may cause heat-related injuries or 
deaths, especially to infants and young children, elderly, persons 
with disabilities, and migrant and/or seasonal farm workers and 
other outdoor laborers.   The average adult does not consume 
enough water to maintain healthy hydration.   Hot weather tends to 
diminish appetite, reducing one source of water intake, and 
insufficient water consumption over a period of time leads to 
gradual dehydration. 
 

 
Excessive Heat Events 

 
Date Death/Injury Magnitude Cost Damage 

7/20/1999 2/0 N/A 0 0 
8/1/1999 0 N/A 0 0 

8/1/2007 0 N/A - - 
 
 

 
National 
Climatic 
Data Center 
 

 
County-
wide 
 

 
N/A 
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Flood  -  Overflow of rivers and streams due to severe storms or 
torrential rains may be a secondary impact of a tropical storm or 
hurricane.  Variables affecting the extent of flooding include: 
topography, ground saturation, rainfall intensity, soil type, 
drainage, basin size, drainage patterns, vegetative cover and 
development density/impervious surfaces.  Flooding may occur 
slowly or become a flash flood, such as in the case of a dam 
failure.   As a result of flooding caused by Tropical Storm Alberto, 
fifty five other Georgia counties were included in the July 7, 1994 
Presidential Disaster Declaration. 
 
 

 
Flood Events 

 
Location Date Death/Injury Magnitude Cost 
Taylor 7/5/1994 0/0 Flash Flood  $5K 

103 Counties* 10/4/1995 0/0 Flash Flood  0 
13 Counties* 12/24/1997 0/0 Flood $200K 
40 Counties* 3/8/1998 0/0 Flood $500K 
Carsonville 5/8/2003 1/0 Flash Flood  0 

15 Counties* 3/27/2005 0/0 Flood $25K 
39 Counties* 7/10/2005 0/0 Flood $665K 

Howard 9/17/2009 0/0 Flash Flood $125K 
Griffith 9/17/2009 0/0 Flash Flood $25K 
Howard 9/18/2009 0/0 Flood $125K 
Griffith 9/18/2009 0/0 Flood $25K 

 *Including Taylor County 
 
 

 
National 
Climatic 
Data Center 

 
Flood 
Insurance 
Rate Map 

 
No 
Scale 

 
Hailstorm - Hail is a large frozen raindrop produced by intense 
thunderstorms, where snow and rain can coexist in the central 
updraft. As the snowflakes fall liquid water freezes onto them 
forming ice pellets that will continue to grow as more and more 
droplets are accumulated. Upon reaching the bottom of the cloud, 
some of the ice pellets are carried by the updraft back up to the top 
of the storm.  As the ice pellets once again fall through the cloud, 
another layer of ice is added and the hail stone grows even larger. 
Typically, the stronger the updraft the more times a hail stone 
repeats this cycle and consequently, the larger it grows. Once the 
hail stone becomes too heavy to be supported by the updraft, it 
falls out of the cloud toward the surface. The hail stone reaches 
the ground as ice since it is not in the warm air below the 
thunderstorm long enough to melt before reaching the ground.  
 
 

 
National 
Climatic 
Data Center 

 

 
County-
wide 

 
N/A 

http://ww2010.atmos.uiuc.edu/(Gh)/wwhlpr/supercell.rxml?hret=/guides/mtr/cld/prcp/rnhl.rxml�
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Hailstorm Events 

 

Location  Date Magnitude 
Damage 

Property Crop 
Taylor 6/27/1962 1.75 in. 0 0 
Taylor 1/15/1971 0.75 in. 0 0 
Taylor 4/28/1990 0.75 in. 0 0 
Taylor 8/30/1990 1.75 in. 0 0 
Taylor 4/29/1991 1.75 in. 0 0 
N.Taylor County  4/13/1996 1.00 in. 0 0 
Butler  8/16/1997 1.75 in. 0 0 
Reynolds  9/10/1997 1.00 in. $1K 0 
Howard  11/1/1997 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  5/8/1998 1.25 in. 0 0 
Reynolds  5/8/1998 1.00 in. 0 0 
Butler  4/28/1999 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  8/13/1999 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  8/13/1999 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  8/19/1999 0.75 in. 0 0 
Reynolds  8/24/1999 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  3/11/2000 0.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  3/19/2003 0.75 in. 0 0 
Reynolds  3/19/2003 1.75 in. 0 0 
Butler  5/11/2003 0.75 in. 0 0 
Reynolds  4/22/2005 1.0 in. 0 0 
Butler  4/22/2005 0.75 in. 0 0 
Reynolds  5/19/2005 0.75 in. 0 0 
Reynolds  5/20/2005 0.75 in. 0 0 
Charing 12/28/2005 1.75 in. $5K 0 
Rupert 12/28/2005 1.0 in. 0 0 
Mauk 3/20/2006 0.75 in. 0 0 
Howard 2/17/2008 0.88 in. - - 
Carsonville 2/26/2008 0.75 in. - - 

 
 
 
(Severe) Winter Storm – A winter storm is a widespread weather 
pattern affecting a much larger area than any single community.  
Hence, when such an event occurs the entire community is 
affected.  These hazards take the form of freezing temperatures, 
ice formation and snow accumulation.  Low temperatures burst 
unprotected water pipes, formation of ice on roads causes   
dangerous driving conditions, while formation on trees breaks 
limbs which can fall on electric power lines disrupting service.  
Snow accumulation also creates unsafe driving conditions for the 
public unfamiliar with potential hazards.  Bridges are especially 

 
National 
Climatic 
Data Center 
 
Flint EMC 

 
County-
wide 

 
N/A 

http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259410�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~291749�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~291798�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~291889�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~322549�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~322552�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~358910�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~359562�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~359565�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~359604�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~359687�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~389850�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495534�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495538�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~496097�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495538�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~496097�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495538�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495538�


Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan                                                                                                                                                                                          A – 8 
 
 

susceptible to freezing because of exposure to extreme 
temperatures from above and below the structure.  Roads may 
have to be closed because of freezing conditions on bridges, 
which can in turn lead to business and school closures.   
 

 
Winter Storm Events 

 

Location Date Type 

Taylor 12/31/63 Ice Storm 
Taylor 02/07/73 Snow storm 
Taylor 01/03/77 Ice Storm 
Taylor 01/13/82 Ice Storm 
Taylor 01/20/83 Ice Storm 
Taylor 01/07/88 Sleet Storm 
Taylor 12/18-19/89 Ice Storm 
Taylor 03/13/93 Snow Storm 
Taylor 12/23/93 Snow Storm 

49 Counties* 2/3/1996 Extreme Cold 
83 Counties* 1/2/2002 Heavy Snow 
98 Counties* 2/26/2002 Extreme Cold 
112 Counties* 1/23/2003 Extreme Cold 
96 Counties* 1/28/05 Winter Storm 

8 Counties* 3/01/09 Heavy Snow/    
Winter Weather1 

4 Counties* 2/12/10 Heavy Snow/     
Winter Weather1 

11 Counties* 12/25/10 Winter Weather1 

9 Counties* 1/10/11 
Heavy Snow/Ice 

Storm/Winter Storm/ 
Winter Weather1 

* Includes Taylor County 
1 Data base lists multiple events in the same date 
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Tornado – A violently rotating column of air extending from a 
thunderstorm to the ground.  Severe weather conditions, such as a 
thunderstorm or hurricane, can produce a tornado.  Tremendous 
destruction can occur with the combined action of strong winds 
(speeds in excess of 250 mph) and the impact of wind-borne 
debris.  Damage paths can be in excess of one mile wide and fifty 
miles long.  Although the official tornado season lasts from March-
August with a peak March-May, tornadoes can occur at any time of 
year.  Fifteen local tornadoes are in the historic record; since 1960, 
the seven counties abutting Taylor have, collectively, experienced 
more than sixty tornadoes. 
 

 
Tornado Events 

 
Date Death/ 

Injury 
Magnitude Damage 

Property Crop 
03/13/1954 10/0 F3 $2.M 0 
03/13/1954 0/0 F1 $25K 0 
03/13/1954 0/0 F1 $25K 0 
02/24/1961 0/0 F2 $25K 0 
02/22/1962 0/0 F2 $ 25K 0 
07/07/1967 0/0 F2 $25K 0 
05/30/1988 0/0 N/A 0 0 
02/10/1991 0/0 N/A 0 0 
03/29/1991 0/0 F1 $250K 0 
06/26/1994 0/1 F0 $50K 0 
01/19/2001 0/0 F0 $0K 0 
8/29/2005 0/1 F1 $250K $500K 

03/01/2007 1/4 F2 $500K - 
02/17/2008 0/0 F0 $200K - 
02/18/2009 0/0 F0 $50K -  

 

            
 

 
National 
Climatic 
Data Center 
 
The Tornado 
Project 
 
Flint EMC 

 
County-
wide 

 
N/A 

 
Tropical Storm - A tropical cyclone in which the maximum 
sustained surface wind speed (using the U.S. 1 minute average 
standard) ranges from 34 kt (39 mph,18 m/s) to 63 kt (73 mph, 33 
m/s). The convection in tropical storms is usually more 
concentrated near the center with outer rainfall organizing into 
distinct bands.  In meteorology, a tropical cyclone (or tropical 
storm, typhoon or hurricane, depending on strength and location) 
is a type of low-pressure system which generally forms in the 
tropics. While some, particularly those that make landfall in 
populated areas, are regarded as highly destructive, tropical 
cyclones are an important part of the atmospheric circulation 

 
National 
Climatic 
Data Center 

 
Flint EMC 

 
County-
wide 

 
N/A 

http://www.aoml.noaa.gov/hrd/tcfaq/D4.html�
http://www.aoml.noaa.gov/hrd/tcfaq/D4.html�
http://www.armageddononline.org/hurricane.php�
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system, which moves heat from the equatorial region toward 
higher latitudes. 

Tropical Storm Events 
 

Location Date Type Death/ 
Injury Damage 

Taylor County 7/05/94 Effects of 
Hurricane Alberto 0 0 

Taylor County 10/05/95 Effects of 
Hurricane Opal 0 0 

96 Georgia 
Counties* 9/14/02 Tropical Storm 

Hanna 0 0 

96 Georgia 
Counties* 7/01/03 

Tropical 
Storm/Depression 

Bill 
0 0 

96 Georgia 
Counties* 9/06/04 Tropical Storm 

Frances 0 0 
96 Georgia 
Counties * 9/16/04 Effects of 

Hurricane Ivan 0 0 
96 Georgia 
Counties* 9/26/04 Tropical Storm 

Jeanne 0 0 
96 Georgia 
Counties* 6/12/05 Tropical Storm 

Arlene 0 0 
77 Georgia 
Counties* 7/06/05 Tropical Storm 

Cindy 0 0 
96 Georgia 
Counties* 7/10/05 Hurricane Dennis 0 0 

96 Georgia 
Counties* 8/29/05 Hurricane Katrina 0 0 

96 Georgia 
Counties* 10/05/05 Tropical Storm 

Tammy 0 0 
86 Georgia 
Counties* 8/21/08 Tropical Storm 

Fay 0 0 
86 Georgia 
Counties* 11/10/09 Tropical Storm 

Ida 0 0 

* Includes Taylor County 

 

 
 

 
Wildfire - Any fire other than a controlled burn or a prescribed 
burn, occurring on forest land which can affect residential and 
commercial properties. A free-burning fire unaffected by fire 
suppression measures. Wildfires frequently need to be 
suppressed, but in some areas they are allowed to burn for 
ecological or economic reasons.  
 
 
 
 

 
Georgia 
Forestry 
Commission 

 
County-
wide 

 
N/A 
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Wildfire Events 
 

Year Total Acres Year Total Acres 
1957 116 1984 443 
1958 274 1985 187. 
1959 290 1986 347 
1960 178 1987 497 
1961 416 1988 517 
1962 418 1989 271 
1963 267 1990 184 
1964 507 1991 170 
1965 0 1992 373 
1966 119 1993 389 
1967 191 1994 87 
1968 282 1995 311 
1969 472 1996 178 
1970 328 1997 97 
1971 237 1998 221 
1972 317 1999 240 
1973 126 2000 512 
1974 162 2001 290 
1975 51 2002 249 
1976 639 2003 104 
1977 597. 2004 148 
1978 479 2005 315 
1979 164 2006 510 
1980 428 2007 202 
1981 357 2008 124 
1982 224 2009 280 
1983 421 2010 37 

   
 
 
Windstorm (Thunderstorm Winds) – Thunderstorm winds are 
generally short in duration involving straight-line winds (as 
opposed to a rotating column of air) and/or gusts in excess of 50 
mph.  This hazard tends to affect areas of softwood trees, a 
feature common in the community, areas with exposed 
improvements and infrastructure, and above ground utilities.  
These winds can cause power outages, transportation and 
economic disruptions, significant property damage and pose a high 
risk of injuries and loss of life. 

 
Thunderstorm Winds 

 

Location Date 
Damage 

Property Crop 
Taylor 6/27/1962 0 0 

 
National 
Climatic 
Data Center 
 
Flint EMC 

 
County-
wide 

 
N/A 

http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
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Taylor 6/28/1972 0 0 
Taylor 3/21/1974 0 0 
Taylor 5/16/1975 0 0 
Taylor 6/14/1975 0 0 
Taylor 7/26/1976 0 0 
Taylor 6/29/1978 0 0 
Taylor 4/26/1982 0 0 
Taylor 4/26/1982 0 0 
Taylor 3/5/1983 0 0 
Taylor 7/15/1983 0 0 
Taylor 8/26/1987 0 0 
Taylor 2/10/1990 0 0 
Taylor 2/22/1990 0 0 
Taylor 3/16/1990 0 0 
Taylor 4/28/1990 0 0 
Taylor 8/30/1990 0 0 
Taylor 3/29/1991 0 0 
Taylor 4/9/1991 0 0 
Taylor 4/27/1991 0 0 
Taylor 5/5/1991 0 0 
Taylor 8/27/1992 0 0 
Taylor 8/27/1992 0 0 
Taylor 9/3/1992 0 0 
Butler 2/22/1993 $5K 0 
Butler 3/22/1993 0 0 
Taylor 3/31/1993 $1K 0 
Butler 6/29/1994 $5K 0 
Butler 7/06/1994 $5K 0 

Reynolds 7/16/1995 $750 0 
101 GA counties* 10/05/1995 $75M $50M 

Butler 3/6/1996 $20K 0 
Reynolds 3/6/1996 $100K 0 
Reynolds 8/27/1996 $1K 0 

Butler 4/22/1997 $3K 0 
Taylor 6/5/1998 0 0 
Butler 7/20/1998 $2K 0 
Butler 8/13/1999 0 0 
Taylor 7/20/2000 0 0 
Rupert 5/13/2002 0 0 
Butler  7/7/2002 $1K 0 

Reynolds 2/22/2003 $1K 0 
Charing 3/19/2003 $1K 0 

Reynolds 5/2/2003 $1K 0 
Butler 7/17/2003 $2K 0 

56 GA counties* 9/06/2004 $14M $2.5M 
53 GA counties* 9/27/2004 $758K 0 

Butler 5/10/2006 $1K 0 
Rupert 3/01/2007 $25K - 

http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
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http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~16973�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259275�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~259274�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~458652�
http://www4.ncdc.noaa.gov/cgi-win/wwcgi.dll?wwevent~ShowEvent~495535�
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Mauk 6/11/2007 $30K - 
Reynolds 6/25/2007 $15K - 

Carsonville 7/20/2007 $4K - 
Butler 8/17/2007 $3K - 

Potterville 2/18/2009 $15K - 
Five Points 5/10/2009 $1K - 

Butler 5/10/2009 $5K - 
Carsonville 4/04/2011 $1M - 
Carsonville 6/15/2011 $1k - 
Fickling Mill 6/26/2011 $25K - 

* Includes Taylor County 
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Technological and Man-Made Hazard Identification and 
Description from Task B (Type of hazard, date of event, number 
of injuries, cost and types of damage, etc.) 
 

 
Source of 
Information 

 
Map 

 
Available? 

 
Scale 

 
Animal Disease – A pathological condition resulting from 
infection, for example, and usually characterized by identifiable 
symptoms.  Some diseases can lead to the death of the host and, 
if not controlled, large-scale contagious diseases can lead to the 
death of infinite numbers of the species.  Disposal of large 
numbers of carcasses can create community health risks.  Some 
animal diseases are transmissible to humans.  If allowed to 
spread to sufficient scale, animal diseases can cause health and 
economic disasters.  In some cases humans can contract animal 
disease through mere contact; in other cases through 
consumption of animal products.  Determining risk can be difficult 
with some animal diseases due to late occurring symptoms, some 
of which can take months or years to appear.  When highly 
pathogenic Avian Influenza H5 or H7 viruses cause outbreaks, 
between 90%-100% of poultry can die from infection.  Animal 
health officials carefully monitor avian influenza outbreaks in 
domestic birds.    Control of a 2004 Avian Influenza outbreak in 
Maryland required the elimination of hundreds of thousands of 
birds.  Exotic Newcastle Disease is so virulent many birds die 
without showing any clinical signs of the infection.  A 100% death 
rate can occur in unvaccinated flocks.  A 1971 outbreak in 
southern California’s commercial poultry industry threatened the 
entire nation’s poultry and egg supply as nearly 12 million birds 
had to be destroyed to control the contagion.  A 2002/2003 
California outbreak required thirteen months labor of 7,000+ 
individuals and elimination of 3.5 million chickens in California, 
Nevada, Arizona and Texas to control.   Although no local 
outbreaks have been documented, in 2009 there were reportedly 
69 poultry houses with approximately 1.6 million chickens in 
Taylor County.  At that same time there were reportedly ±13.7 
million chickens in 604 poultry houses in the seven counties 
contiguous to Taylor. 
 

 
Center for 
Disease 
Control and 
Prevention;  
 
U. S. Dept. of 
Agriculture;  
 
University of 
Georgia 
College of 
Agricultural 
and 
Environmental 
Sciences-
Georgia 
County Guide 

 
County- 
wide 

 
N/A 

 
Civil Disturbance  -  These events consist of disruption of the 
peaceful, routine activities of a community.  Although the 
disruption may itself be peaceful or violent, the latter of the two is 
most likely to have disastrous consequences.  This activity is used 
to draw attention to grievance(s) resulting from cultural, social 
and/or political issues, or to protest/avenge perceived 
miscarriages of justice.  Such events usually arise from public 
crisis and may occur with or without warning.  The nationwide 
trend toward fan fanaticism has caused increasing numbers of 

 
Federal 
Emergency 
Management. 
Agency 

 
N/A 

 
N/A 
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disturbances during and after large athletic events. 

 
Contamination of Water Resources  -   Groundwater is the 
source of water for local human consumption.  Groundwater 
aquifers are underground strata of soils and/or rocks that yield 
water to wells.  Aquifers are recharged (supplied with water) by 
precipitation, primarily in the form of rain, that infiltrates soil and 
rock to add to the volume of water stored in pores and other 
openings within them.  Approximately 23% of the state’s land 
surface has been identified as the area where the most significant 
recharge to aquifers occurs; an area which includes approximately 
75% of the community’s land surface.  This area has geologic 
features which make it highly susceptible to pollution resulting 
from surface and near surface activities of man.   
 

   

 
Epidemic  -    An epidemic is the occurrence of disease(s) which 
may or may not be contagious in a given human population during 
a given period at a substantially higher rate than would be 
expected based on recent experience or history.  The declaration 
of an epidemic usually requires a good understanding of a 
baseline rate of incidence.  A few cases of a very rare disease 
(polio) may be classified as an epidemic, while many cases of a 
common disease (such as the common cold) would not.  Both 
local events (1850s and 1918-1920) were part of much larger 
pandemics. 
 

   

 
Hazardous Materials Release (fixed site) - Hazardous materials 
are substances which are harmful to the health and safety of 
people and property, and are present in increasing volumes at 
increasing numbers of locations.   Such materials have 
widespread use in industry, agriculture, medicine, research and 
consumer goods, are in solid, liquid and gaseous states, and are 
present in ever-increasing quantities and locations.  Jurisdictions 
with facilities that produce, process, store and/or dispose of 
hazardous wastes are more susceptible to disaster.   
 

 
Hazardous Materials Events 

 
Location Date Material 

MF&H Textiles 9/18/92 Not Reported 
County Landfill 10/03/93 Not Reported 
MF&H Textiles 7/29/94 Textiles 

Arrow Ag 6/04/99 Aviation Fuel 
not identified 7/06/06 Hazardous Material Spill 

(not identified) 
Source:  Georgia Department of Natural Resources Emergency Response Team, Incident Reporting System 

 
Georgia 
Department of 
Natural 
Resources 
Emergency 
Response 
Team Incident 
Report. 

 
- 

 
- 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Disease�
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Baseline_(medicine)�
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Incidence_(epidemiology)�
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Disease�
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Common_cold�
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Radiological - A radiological accident is an event that involves 
the release of potentially dangerous radioactive materials into the 
environment. This release is usually in the form of a cloud or 
“plume” and could affect the health and safety of anyone in its 
path. Radiological accidents can occur anywhere that radioactive 
materials are used, stored, or transported. Two small releases 
have been documented at the large commercial landfill in the 
county.  Nuclear power plants, transport of radiological materials, 
and disposal of radioactive waste all pose risks. However, 
operations of facilities and the transport and disposal of 
radioactive waste are closely regulated by a variety of federal and 
local organizations, so the likelihood of an incident is remote. 
 

 
Radiological Release Events – fixed site 

 
Location Date Material 

Southern States Landfill 8/04 I-131; <1mCi 
Southern States Landfill 9/04 Thallium-201; >1mCi 

 
 

 
Federal 
Emergency 
Management. 
Agency 

 
N/A 

 
N/A 

 
Terrorism  -  Terrorist attacks are often based on a political 
agenda or national cause.  Terrorism is the use of violence to elicit 
fear and effect change.  Terrorists’ methods and weapons are 
increasingly varied; taking innocent civilians hostage at gun point, 
plotting to assassinate prominent figures, detonation of bombs, 
utilization of chemical and/or biological agents in populated areas 
or against utility systems, arson/incendiary attack or other armed 
attack, cyber-terrorism, agro-terrorism, radiological agent or 
nuclear bomb.  Targets vary from high profile to sites considered 
to have little or no security.   
 

 
Federal 
Emergency 
Management. 
Agency 

 
- 

 
- 

 
Transportation Accident  -  An accident involving an airplane, 
train, bus or other vehicle is transportation-related.  The risk of 
disastrous accidents occurring is increasing because of the 
currently high and increasing volumes of local traffic facilitated by 
recent widening of intercepting US and state highways, traffic 
volume exceeding road design, the tendency of the public to travel 
at higher average speeds, and the transport of increasing volumes 
of unidentified hazardous chemicals through the community.   The 
community has 565 miles of public roadway and 35 miles of 
railroad. 
 
 
 

 
DOT Safety 
Data 

 

 
- 

 
- 
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Transportation-Related Hazardous Materials Incidents 

 
Event Date Material 

Associated Haulers 9/14/92 Sewage 
Unnamed Trucking 

Company 9/02/93 Gallium 
Arsincide/Phosphide 

Thaxton Trucking 6/22/94 Diesel Fuel 
DOT 9/19/94 Diesel Fuel 

Wood Pallet Supply 12/1/97 Diesel Fuel 
Frito-Lay 12/02/98 Diesel Fuel 
CSX RR 2/04/06 Diesel Fuel 

Distpech 2/08/11 Hazardous Material 
(not identified) 

Source:  Natural Resources Emergency Response Team; Incident Reporting System 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:   Taylor County, inclusive   
  
Hazard:     Tornado, Tropical Storm, Thunderstorm Winds  
 
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the population 
in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 3,034 3,034 100.000% 123,000,000 123,000,000 100.000% 8,906 8,906 100%
Commercial 504 504 100.000% 25,000,000 25,000,000 100.000% 323 323 100%
Industrial 21 21 100.000% 2,000,000 2,000,000 100.000% 325 325 100%
Agricultural 951 951 100.000% 47,000,000 47,000,000 100.000% 51 51 100%
Religious/ Non-
profit 246 246 100.000% 14,000,000 14,000,000 100.000% 17 17 100%
Government 268 268 100.000% 20,000,000 20,000,000 100.000% 459 459 100%
Education 67 67 100.000% 7,000,000 7,000,000 100.000% 358 358 100%
Utilities 19 19 100.000% 49,000,000 49,000,000 100.000% 102 102 100%
Total 5,110 5,110 100.000% 287,000,000 287,000,000 100.000% 10,541 10,541 100%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
   
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:   Butler   
  
Hazard:    Tornado, Tropical Storm, Thunderstorm Winds  
      
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the population 
in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community 

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 678 678 100.000% 29,000,000 29,000,000 100.000% 1,972 1,972 100%
Commercial 231 231 100.000% 13,000,000 13,000,000 100.000% 148 148 100%
Industrial 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Agricultural 2 2 100.000% 212,000 212,000 100.000% 1 1 100%
Religious/ Non-
profit 47 47 100.000% 3,000,000 3,000,000 100.000% 3 3 100%
Government 124 124 100.000% 6,000,000 6,000,000 100.000% 212 212 100%
Education 33 33 100.000% 3,000,000 3,000,000 100.000% 176 176 100%
Utilities 5 5 100.000% 3,000,000 3,000,000 100.000% 27 27 100%
Total 1,120 1,120 100.000% 57,212,000 57,212,000 100.000% 2,539 2,539 100%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
    
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:  Reynolds  
  
Hazard:    Tornado, Tropical Storm, Thunderstorm Winds  
 
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the population 
in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 544 544 100.000% 23,000,000 23,000,000 100.000% 1,086 1,086 100%
Commercial 118 118 100.000% 5,000,000 5,000,000 100.000% 76 76 100%
Industrial 0 0 #DIV/0! 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Agricultural 0 0 #DIV/0! 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Religious/ Non-
profit 28 28 100.000% 3,000,000 3,000,000 100.000% 2 2 100%
Government 65 65 100.000% 6,000,000 6,000,000 100.000% 112 112 100%
Education 5 5 100.000% 50,000 50,000 100.000% 27 27 100%
Utilities 6 6 100.000% 12,000,000 12,000,000 100.000% 32 32 100%
Total 766 766 100.000% 49,050,000 49,050,000 100.000% 1,335 1,335 100%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
    
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:     Taylor – unincorporated    
  
Hazard:  Tornado, Tropical Storm, Thunderstorm Winds  
  
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the population 
in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 1,812 1,812 100.000% 71,000,000 71,000,000 100.000% 5,848 5,848 100%
Commercial 155 155 100.000% 7,000,000 7,000,000 100.000% 99 99 100%
Industrial 21 21 100.000% 2,000,000 2,000,000 100.000% 325 325 100%
Agricultural 949 949 100.000% 47,000,000 47,000,000 100.000% 50 50 100%
Religious/ Non-
profit 171 171 100.000% 8,000,000 8,000,000 100.000% 12 12 100%
Government 79 79 100.000% 8,000,000 8,000,000 100.000% 135 135 100%
Education 29 29 100.000% 4,000,000 4,000,000 100.000% 155 155 100%
Utilities 8 8 100.000% 34,000,000 34,000,000 100.000% 43 43 100%
Total 3,224 3,224 100.000% 181,000,000 181,000,000 100.000% 6,667 6,667 100%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
    
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:      Taylor County, inclusive         
 
Hazard:      Flood   
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the 
population in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 3,034 58 1.912% 123,000,000 2,351,351 1.912% 8,906 170 2%
Commercial 504 0 0.000% 25,000,000 0 0.000% 323 0 0%
Industrial 21 0 0.000% 2,000,000 0 0.000% 325 0 0%
Agricultural 951 0 0.000% 47,000,000 0 0.000% 51 0 0%
Religious/ Non-
profit 246 1 0.407% 14,000,000 56,911 0.407% 17 0 0%
Government 268 0 0.000% 20,000,000 0 0.000% 459 0 0%
Education 67 0 0.000% 7,000,000 0 0.000% 358 0 0%
Utilities 19 0 0.000% 49,000,000 0 0.000% 102 0 0%
Total 5,110 59 1.155% 287,000,000 2,408,262 0.839% 10,541 170 2%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
   
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:  Butler  
 
Hazard:      Flood   
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the 
population in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 678 2 0.295% 29,000,000 85,546 0.295% 1,972 6 0%
Commercial 231 0 0.000% 13,000,000 0 0.000% 148 0 0%
Industrial 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Agricultural 2 0 0.000% 212,000 0 0.000% 1 0 0%
Religious/ Non-
profit 47 0 0.000% 3,000,000 0 0.000% 3 0 0%
Government 124 0 0.000% 6,000,000 0 0.000% 212 0 0%
Education 33 0 0.000% 3,000,000 0 0.000% 176 0 0%
Utilities 5 0 0.000% 3,000,000 0 0.000% 27 0 0%
Total 1,120 2 0.179% 57,212,000 85,546 0.150% 2,539 6 0%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
   
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:     Reynolds   
  
Hazard:      Flood     

          
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the population 
in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 544 6 1.103% 23,000,000 253,676 1.103% 1,086 12 1%
Commercial 118 0 0.000% 5,000,000 0 0.000% 76 0 0%
Industrial 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Agricultural 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Religious/ Non-
profit 28 1 3.571% 3,000,000 107,143 3.571% 2 0 4%
Government 65 0 0.000% 6,000,000 0 0.000% 112 0 0%
Education 5 0 0.000% 50,000 0 0.000% 27 0 0%
Utilities 6 0 0.000% 12,000,000 0 0.000% 32 0 0%
Total 766 7 0.914% 49,050,000 360,819 0.736% 1,335 12 1%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
    
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:      unincorporated      
 
Hazard:      Flood             
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the 
population in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 1,812 50 2.759% 71,000,000 1,959,161 2.759% 5,848 161 3%
Commercial 155 0 0.000% 7,000,000 0 0.000% 99 0 0%
Industrial 21 0 0.000% 2,000,000 0 0.000% 325 0 0%
Agricultural 949 0 0.000% 47,000,000 0 0.000% 50 0 0%
Religious/ Non-
profit 171 0 0.000% 8,000,000 0 0.000% 12 0 0%
Government 79 0 0.000% 8,000,000 0 0.000% 135 0 0%
Education 29 0 0.000% 4,000,000 0 0.000% 155 0 0%
Utilities 8 0 0.000% 34,000,000 0 0.000% 43 0 0%
Total 3,224 50 1.551% 181,000,000 1,959,161 1.082% 6,667 161 2%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
   
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:     Taylor County, inclusive     
 
Hazard:    Wildfire   
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the 
population in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community 

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 3,034 685 22.577% 123,000,000 27,770,270 22.577% 8,906 2,011 23%
Commercial 504 19 3.770% 25,000,000 942,460 3.770% 323 12 4%
Industrial 21 1 4.762% 2,000,000 95,238 4.762% 325 15 5%
Agricultural 951 759 79.811% 47,000,000 37,511,041 79.811% 51 41 80%
Religious/ Non-
profit 246 62 25.203% 14,000,000 3,528,455 25.203% 17 4 25%
Government 268 5 1.866% 20,000,000 373,134 1.866% 459 9 2%
Education 67 0 0.000% 7,000,000 0 0.000% 358 0 0%
Utilities 19 3 15.789% 49,000,000 7,736,842 15.789% 102 16 16%
Total 5,110 1,534 30.020% 287,000,000 77,957,441 27.163% 10,541 2,108 20%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
   
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:  Butler  
 
Hazard:    Wildfire   
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the 
population in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 678 15 2.212% 29,000,000 641,593 2.212% 1,972 44 2%
Commercial 231 3 1.299% 13,000,000 168,831 1.299% 148 2 1%
Industrial 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Agricultural 2 0 0.000% 212,000 0 0.000% 1 0 0%
Religious/ Non-
profit 47 2 4.255% 3,000,000 127,660 4.255% 3 0 4%
Government 124 1 0.806% 6,000,000 48,387 0.806% 212 2 1%
Education 33 0 0.000% 3,000,000 0 0.000% 176 0 0%
Utilities 5 0 0.000% 3,000,000 0 0.000% 27 0 0%
Total 1,120 21 1.875% 57,212,000 986,471 1.724% 2,539 47 2%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
   
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:   Reynolds   
 
Hazard:   Wildfire      
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the 
population in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 544 0 0.000% 23,000,000 0 0.000% 1,086 0 0%
Commercial 118 0 0.000% 5,000,000 0 0.000% 76 0 0%
Industrial 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Agricultural 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Religious/ Non-
profit 28 0 0.000% 3,000,000 0 0.000% 2 0 0%
Government 65 0 0.000% 6,000,000 0 0.000% 112 0 0%
Education 5 0 0.000% 50,000 0 0.000% 27 0 0%
Utilities 6 0 0.000% 12,000,000 0 0.000% 32 0 0%
Total 766 0 0.000% 49,050,000 0 0.000% 1,335 0 0%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
   
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:      unincorporated     
 
Hazard:   Wildfire      
 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the 
population in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 1,812 670 36.976% 71,000,000 27,128,677 38.209% 5,848 2,162 37%
Commercial 155 16 10.323% 7,000,000 773,629 11.052% 99 10 10%
Industrial 21 1 4.762% 2,000,000 95,238 4.762% 325 15 5%
Agricultural 949 759 79.979% 47,000,000 37,511,041 79.811% 50 40 80%
Religious/ Non-
profit 171 60 35.088% 8,000,000 3,400,795 42.510% 12 4 35%
Government 79 4 5.063% 8,000,000 324,747 4.059% 135 7 5%
Education 29 0 0.000% 4,000,000 0 0.000% 155 0 0%
Utilities 8 3 37.500% 34,000,000 7,736,842 22.755% 43 16 38%
Total 3,224 1,513 46.929% 181,000,000 76,970,969 42.525% 6,667 2,255 34%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
   
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:   Taylor County, inclusive   
  
Hazard:  Natural – Dam Failure, Drought, Extreme Heat, Hailstorm, Severe Winter Storm,  

         Tornado, Tropical Storm, Windstorm     
     Technological – Animal Diseases, Civil Disturbance, Contamination of Water  

        Resources, Epidemic, Hazardous Materials Release (fixed site),   
        Radiological Event, Terrorism, Transportation Accident  

 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the population 
in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 3,034 3,034 100.000% 123,000,000 123,000,000 100.000% 8,906 8,906 100%
Commercial 504 504 100.000% 25,000,000 25,000,000 100.000% 323 323 100%
Industrial 21 21 100.000% 2,000,000 2,000,000 100.000% 325 325 100%
Agricultural 951 951 100.000% 47,000,000 47,000,000 100.000% 51 51 100%
Religious/ Non-
profit 246 246 100.000% 14,000,000 14,000,000 100.000% 17 17 100%
Government 268 268 100.000% 20,000,000 20,000,000 100.000% 459 459 100%
Education 67 67 100.000% 7,000,000 7,000,000 100.000% 358 358 100%
Utilities 19 19 100.000% 49,000,000 49,000,000 100.000% 102 102 100%
Total 5,110 5,110 100.000% 287,000,000 287,000,000 100.000% 10,541 10,541 100%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
   
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:   Butler   
  
Hazard:  Natural – Dam Failure, Drought, Extreme Heat, Hailstorm, Severe Winter Storm,  
 
     Technological – Animal Diseases, Civil Disturbance, Contamination of Water  

        Resources, Epidemic, Hazardous Materials Release (fixed site),   
        Radiological Event, Terrorism, Transportation Accident  

 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the population 
in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community 

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 678 678 100.000% 29,000,000 29,000,000 100.000% 1,972 1,972 100%
Commercial 231 231 100.000% 13,000,000 13,000,000 100.000% 148 148 100%
Industrial 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Agricultural 2 2 100.000% 212,000 212,000 100.000% 1 1 100%
Religious/ Non-
profit 47 47 100.000% 3,000,000 3,000,000 100.000% 3 3 100%
Government 124 124 100.000% 6,000,000 6,000,000 100.000% 212 212 100%
Education 33 33 100.000% 3,000,000 3,000,000 100.000% 176 176 100%
Utilities 5 5 100.000% 3,000,000 3,000,000 100.000% 27 27 100%
Total 1,120 1,120 100.000% 57,212,000 57,212,000 100.000% 2,539 2,539 100%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
    
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:  Reynolds  
  
Hazard:  Natural – Dam Failure, Drought, Extreme Heat, Hailstorm, Severe Winter Storm,  
 
     Technological – Animal Diseases, Civil Disturbance, Contamination of Water  

        Resources, Epidemic, Hazardous Materials Release (fixed site),   
        Radiological Event, Terrorism, Transportation Accident  

 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the population 
in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 544 544 100.000% 23,000,000 23,000,000 100.000% 1,086 1,086 100%
Commercial 118 118 100.000% 5,000,000 5,000,000 100.000% 76 76 100%
Industrial 0 0 #DIV/0! 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Agricultural 0 0 #DIV/0! 0 0 0.000% 0 0 0%
Religious/ Non-
profit 28 28 100.000% 3,000,000 3,000,000 100.000% 2 2 100%
Government 65 65 100.000% 6,000,000 6,000,000 100.000% 112 112 100%
Education 5 5 100.000% 50,000 50,000 100.000% 27 27 100%
Utilities 6 6 100.000% 12,000,000 12,000,000 100.000% 32 32 100%
Total 766 766 100.000% 49,050,000 49,050,000 100.000% 1,335 1,335 100%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
    
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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GEMA Worksheet #3a    Inventory of Assets 
 
Jurisdiction:      unincorporated    
  
Hazard:  Natural – Dam Failure, Drought, Extreme Heat, Hailstorm, Severe Winter Storm,  

          
     Technological – Animal Diseases, Civil Disturbance, Contamination of Water  

        Resources, Epidemic, Hazardous Materials Release (fixed site),   
        Radiological Event, Terrorism, Transportation Accident  

 
Task A.  Determine the proportion of buildings, the value of buildings, and the population 
in your community or state that are located in hazard areas. 
 
Type of Structure 
(Occupancy 
Class)

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

$ in Community $ in Hazard Area % in Hazard 
Area

# in 
Community

# in Hazard 
Area

% in Hazard 
Area

Residential 1,812 1,812 100.000% 71,000,000 71,000,000 100.000% 5,848 5,848 100%
Commercial 155 155 100.000% 7,000,000 7,000,000 100.000% 99 99 100%
Industrial 21 21 100.000% 2,000,000 2,000,000 100.000% 325 325 100%
Agricultural 949 949 100.000% 47,000,000 47,000,000 100.000% 50 50 100%
Religious/ Non-
profit 171 171 100.000% 8,000,000 8,000,000 100.000% 12 12 100%
Government 79 79 100.000% 8,000,000 8,000,000 100.000% 135 135 100%
Education 29 29 100.000% 4,000,000 4,000,000 100.000% 155 155 100%
Utilities 8 8 100.000% 34,000,000 34,000,000 100.000% 43 43 100%
Total 3,224 3,224 100.000% 181,000,000 181,000,000 100.000% 6,667 6,667 100%

Number of Structures Value of Structures Number of People

 
 
Task B.  Determine whether (and where) you want to collect additional inventory data. 
 
    
1.  Do you know where the greatest damages may occur in your area? 
 

 Y  

2.  Do you know whether your critical facilities will be operational after a hazard event? 
 

Y  

3.  Is there enough data to determine which assets are subject to the greatest potential 
damages? 
 

Y  

4.  Is there enough data to determine whether significant elements of the community are 
vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

5.  Is there enough data to determine whether certain areas of historic, environmental, 
political, or cultural significance are vulnerable to potential hazards? 
 

Y  

6.  Is there concern about a particular hazard because of its severity, repetitiveness, or 
likelihood of occurrence? 
 

Y  

7.  Is additional data needed to justify the expenditure of community or state funds for 
mitigation initiatives? 
 

 N 
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Replace
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Contents
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Year

Functional
Value

($)

Displace
Cost
($ per
day)

Occupancy Hazard
Score

Butler city Elementary 
School

Taylor County 
Elementary 
School

95000 $10,200,000 2012 $10,200,000 2,012 2

Taylor County C&amp;D Southern States 
Landfill

648 $3,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Butler WWTP 10 $2,600,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Reynolds 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant

8 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city State Prison Western 
Detention 
Center

23900 $3,100,000 2012 $2,101,000 2,012 265 2

Reynolds 
town

Police Station Reynolds Police 
Department

1200 $137,000 2012 $205,000 2,012 3 2

Butler city Police Station Butler Police 
Department

800 $125,000 2012 $188,000 2,012 3 2

Reynolds 
town

Fire Station Potterville 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Fire Station Reynolds 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

3600 $607,000 2012 $910,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Rupert 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Mauk Volunteer 
Fire Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Howard 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1200 $202,000 2012 $303,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Central Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Panhandle 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Butler city Fire Station Butler Fire 
Department

3000 $506,000 2012 $760,000 2,012 2

Reporting Countywide 
Tornado, Tropical Storm and Thunderstorm Wind Hazards

All Hazard Scores Greater than Zero
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Butler city Sheriffs 
Office

Taylor County 
Sheriff's Office

2500 $285,000 2012 $285,000 2,012 35 2

Reynolds 
town

City Hall Reynolds City 
Hall

1000 $515,000 2012 $200,000 2,012 2

Butler city City Hall Butler City Hall 1400 $160,000 2012 $160,000 2,012 3 2

Butler city Courthouse Taylor County 
Courthouse

5000 $570,000 2012 $570,000 2,012 10 2

Taylor County Water 
System

Potterville 
Municipal Well

750 $206,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Library Reynolds Public 
Library

3000 $342,000 2012 $342,000 2,012 2

Butler city Library Butler Public 
Library

3000 $342,000 2012 $342,000 2,012 2

Butler city Airport Butler Municipal 
Airport

0 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Bill's Grocery 5000 $434,000 2012 $434,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Barrow 
Automotive

11500 $999,000 2012 $999,000 2,012 2 2

Butler city Other Partner's 
Propane Office

5000 $447,000 2012 $447,000 2,012 8 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Partner's 
Propane - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Partner's 
Propane - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Company

13400 $1,200,000 2012 $1,200,000 2,012 6 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Company - 
Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other BB&T Bank 9000 $1,800,000 2012 $1,800,000 2,012 6 2

Butler city Other Ameris Bank 3628 $710,000 2012 $710,000 2,012 7 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Citizen State 
Bank

5200 $1,100,000 2012 $1,100,000 2,012 13 2

Reynolds 
town

Emergency 
Services

Emergency 
Medical 
Services 
(Reynolds)

1225 $206,000 2012 $309,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Office

40000 $3,600,000 2012 $3,600,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Warehouse

22250 $2,000,000 2012 $2,000,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Radio Tower

365 $21,000 2012 $0 2,012 2
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Reynolds 
town

Alternative 
School

Georgia Center 
for Youth Home 
School

30000 $3,600,000 2012 $1,800,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Georgia 
Forestry 
Commission

1400 $236,000 2012 $350,000 2,012 30 2

Butler city Other Georgia Power 
Company Office

1300 $116,000 2012 $116,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Georgia Power 
Co. Substation

4200 $11,800,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Hometown Food 
Store

8000 $695,000 2012 $695,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other M F &amp; H 
Textiles

90000 $8,100,000 2012 $12,200,000 2,012 75 2

Butler city Other Piggly 
Wiggly/Family 
Dollar

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Public Service 
Cellular Office

4000 $358,000 2012 $358,000 2,012 10 2

Butler city Other Smith's 
Pharmacy

2000 $174,000 2012 $174,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge Ga 
128

22000 $1,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge US 
19

80000 $5,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge GA 
96

100000 $6,500,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other GDOT 
Maintenance 
Barn

22500 $2,012,000 2012 $2,012,000 2,012 2

Butler city High School, 
Public

Taylor County 
Board of 
Education

8100 $924,000 2012 $924,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Health Care 
Nursing Home

23900 $2,800,000 2012 $1,400,000 2,012 106 2

Butler city High School, 
Public

Taylor County 
High/Middle 
School

74300 $8,000,000 2012 $8,000,000 2,012 2

Butler city Primary 
School

Taylor County 
Primary School

63250 $6,800,000 2012 $6,800,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Taylor County 
Radio Tower

150 $21,200 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Courthouse Taylor County 
Courthouse 
Annex

8100 $924,000 2012 $924,000 2,012 17 2

Butler city Other School Taylor County 
Bus Barn

8000 $913,000 2012 $913,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Taylor County 
Drugs

1700 $148,000 2012 $148,000 2,012 2
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Reynolds 
town

Other U.S. Post Office 
- Reynolds

3100 $354,000 2012 $354,000 2,012 3 2

Taylor County Other U.S. Post Office 
- Mauk

360 $41,000 2012 $41,000 2,012 1 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Public Service 
Telephone 
Office

78000 $7,000,000 2012 $7,000,000 2,012 75 2

Taylor County Other Wesley Ch Rd 
Cell Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Montfort Rd Cell 
Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $417,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Potterville 
WWTP

8 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Water 
System

Potterville 
Elevated Tank

200000 $324,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Elevated Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Municipal Well 
and Treatment 
Plant (Collins St)

1000 $854,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Municipal Well 
and Treatment 
Plant (Liberty 
Street)

1000 $854,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

300000 $377,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Golden Rule 
Halfway House

8800 $1,118,000 2012 $560,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Barrow 
Automotive

11500 $999,000 2012 $999,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other National Guard 
Armory

5500 $1,375,000 2012 $50,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Mauk Grocery 3200 $278,000 2012 $278,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Hardware 11000 $955,000 2012 $955,000 2,012 2

Butler city Emergency 
Services

Emergency 
Medical 
Services (Butler)

1750 $295,000 2012 $443,000 2,012 2
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Butler city Other Butler First 
Baptist Church

2300 $337,000 2012 $337,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler UMC 
Preschool

2200 $325,000 2012 $325,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other U. S. Post 
Office - Butler

3100 $354,000 2012 $354,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
DFCS &amp; 
Health Dept

9000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,500,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Georgia Power 
Co. Tower - 
Southern Linc

250 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Georgia Power 
Co. Substation

1000 $4,124,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Co. - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Co. - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical 
Substation

500 $4,700,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical 
Substation

2000 $8,247,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Reynolds First 
Baptist Church

2000 $293,000 2012 $293,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Whatley Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Wainwright Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Taylor Mill Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Suggs Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Rustins Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Parks Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other McCants 
Millpond

0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Lake Mary 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Hortmans Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Hinton Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Garretts Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2
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Taylor County Other Garant Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Dead River 
Lake

0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Carl Brown Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Bell Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other School Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2
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Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Country 
Gardens 
Assisted Living

12000 $1,405,000 2012 $703,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dr. Sharon 
Jones' Office

1100 $160,600 2012 $242,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Public Works

8000 $700,000 2012 $1,000,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Public 
Works

3000 $270,000 2012 $400,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Reynolds Public 
Works

6500 $315,000 2012 $160,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Western Auto 8000 $700,000 2012 $700,000 2,012 2
Butler city Other Dollar General 

Butler
15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dr. Scott Niette 2500 $365,000 2012 $548,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Blair's Day Care 1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other JoAnne 
Albritton's Day 
Care

1350 $136,000 2012 $68,000 2,012 2
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Butler city Other Animal 
Cracker's Child 
Care

1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

Butler city County Jail Taylor County 
Jail

10000 $2,900,000 2012 $2,900,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 100 $8,500 2012 $8,500 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $14,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Dollar General-
Reynolds

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Jeannie Parks 
Day Care

1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

2,226,502 $154,037,300  $93,979,500  

2,226,502 $154,037,300  $93,979,500  
 

                                                                                 Totals for Taylor County
 

GRAND TOTALS

 - Pre-Disaster Mitigation  
 - Fiscal Year: 2009  
 - Report created: Jul 17, 2012  
 - For more information call GEMA Pre-Disaster Mitigation at 1-800-TRY-GEMA 
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Butler city Police Station Butler Police 
Department

800 $125,000 2012 $188,000 2,012 3 2

Butler city Elementary 
School

Taylor County 
Elementary 
School

95000 $10,200,000 2012 $10,200,000 2,012 2

Butler city Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Butler WWTP 10 $2,600,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city State Prison Western 
Detention 
Center

23900 $3,100,000 2012 $2,101,000 2,012 265 2

Butler city Fire Station Butler Fire 
Department

3000 $506,000 2012 $760,000 2,012 2

Butler city Sheriffs 
Office

Taylor County 
Sheriff's Office

2500 $285,000 2012 $285,000 2,012 35 2

Butler city Library Butler Public 
Library

3000 $342,000 2012 $342,000 2,012 2

Butler city Airport Butler Municipal 
Airport

0 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Bill's Grocery 5000 $434,000 2012 $434,000 2,012 2

Butler city City Hall Butler City Hall 1400 $160,000 2012 $160,000 2,012 3 2

Butler city Courthouse Taylor County 
Courthouse

5000 $570,000 2012 $570,000 2,012 10 2

Butler city Other Partner's 
Propane Office

5000 $447,000 2012 $447,000 2,012 8 2

Butler city Other BB&T Bank 9000 $1,800,000 2012 $1,800,000 2,012 6 2

Butler city Other Ameris Bank 3628 $710,000 2012 $710,000 2,012 7 2

Butler city Other Georgia 
Forestry 
Commission

1400 $236,000 2012 $350,000 2,012 30 2

Butler city Other Georgia Power 
Company Office

1300 $116,000 2012 $116,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Georgia Power 
Co. Substation

4200 $11,800,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Partner's 
Propane - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Tornado, Tropical Storm and Thunderstorm Wind Hazards
All Hazard Scores Greater than Zero

Reporting by Jurisdiction 
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Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Company

13400 $1,200,000 2012 $1,200,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other M F &amp; H 
Textiles

90000 $8,100,000 2012 $12,200,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Piggly 
Wiggly/Family 
Dollar

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Smith's 
Pharmacy

2000 $174,000 2012 $174,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other GDOT 
Maintenance 
Barn

22500 $2,012,000 2012 $2,012,000 2,012 2

Butler city High School, 
Public

Taylor County 
Board of 
Education

8100 $924,000 2012 $924,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Health Care 
Nursing Home

23900 $2,800,000 2012 $1,400,000 2,012 2

Butler city High School, 
Public

Taylor County 
High/Middle 
School

74300 $8,000,000 2012 $8,000,000 2,012 2

Butler city Primary 
School

Taylor County 
Primary School

63250 $6,800,000 2012 $6,800,000 2,012 2

Butler city Courthouse Taylor County 
Courthouse 
Annex

8100 $924,000 2012 $924,000 2,012 17 2

Butler city Other School Taylor County 
Bus Barn

8000 $913,000 2012 $913,000 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

300000 $377,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Golden Rule 
Halfway House

8800 $1,118,000 2012 $560,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Barrow 
Automotive

11500 $999,000 2012 $999,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Hardware 11000 $955,000 2012 $955,000 2,012 2

Butler city Emergency 
Services

Emergency 
Medical 
Services (Butler)

1750 $295,000 2012 $443,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler First 
Baptist Church

2300 $337,000 2012 $337,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler UMC 
Preschool

2200 $325,000 2012 $325,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other U. S. Post 
Office - Butler

3100 $354,000 2012 $354,000 2,012 2
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Butler city Other Taylor County 
DFCS &amp; 
Health Dept

9000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,500,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Co. - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Co. - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Country 
Gardens 
Assisted Living

12000 $1,405,000 2012 $703,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dr. Sharon 
Jones' Office

1100 $160,600 2012 $242,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Public Works

8000 $700,000 2012 $1,000,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Public 
Works

3000 $270,000 2012 $400,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Western Auto 8000 $700,000 2012 $700,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dollar General 
Butler

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dr. Scott Niette 2500 $365,000 2012 $548,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Blair's Day Care 1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other JoAnne 
Albritton's Day 
Care

1350 $136,000 2012 $68,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Animal 
Cracker's Child 
Care

1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

Butler city County Jail Taylor County 
Jail

10000 $2,900,000 2012 $2,900,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Jeannie Parks 
Day Care

1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

1,251,088 $84,894,600  $68,055,000  

Reynolds 
town

Other Dollar General-
Reynolds

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $14,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Reynolds Public 
Works

6500 $315,000 2012 $160,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Elevated Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Municipal Well 
and Treatment 
Plant (Collins)

1000 $854,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Municipal Well 
and Treatment 
Plant (Liberty)

1000 $854,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

                                                                                 Totals for Butler city
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Reynolds 
town

Library Reynolds Public 
Library

3000 $342,000 2012 $342,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Georgia Power 
Co. Substation

1000 $4,124,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Reynolds First 
Baptist Church

2000 $293,000 2012 $293,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other National Guard 
Armory

5500 $1,375,000 2012 $50,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Taylor County 
Drugs

1700 $148,000 2012 $148,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other U.S. Post Office 
- Reynolds

3100 $354,000 2012 $354,000 2,012 3 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Public Service 
Telephone 
Office

78000 $7,000,000 2012 $7,000,000 2,012 75 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Public Service 
Cellular Office

4000 $358,000 2012 $358,000 2,012 10 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Company - 
Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Hometown Food 
Store

8000 $695,000 2012 $695,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Citizen State 
Bank

5200 $1,100,000 2012 $1,100,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Emergency 
Services

Emergency 
Medical 
Services 
(Reynolds)

1225 $206,000 2012 $309,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Office

40000 $3,600,000 2012 $3,600,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Warehouse

22250 $2,000,000 2012 $2,000,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Radio Tower

365 $21,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Alternative 
School

Georgia Center 
for Youth Home 
School

30000 $3,600,000 2012 $1,800,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Partner's 
Propane - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Barrow 
Automotive

11500 $999,000 2012 $999,000 2,012 2 2

Reynolds 
town

City Hall Reynolds City 
Hall

1000 $515,000 2012 $200,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Police Station Reynolds Police 
Department

1200 $137,000 2012 $205,000 2,012 3 2

Reynolds 
town

Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Reynolds 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant

8 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Fire Station Potterville 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2
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Reynolds 
town

Fire Station Reynolds 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

3600 $607,000 2012 $910,000 2,012 2

557,798 $33,948,000  $22,331,000  

Taylor County Fire Station Rupert 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Mauk Volunteer 
Fire Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Howard 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1200 $202,000 2012 $303,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Central Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Panhandle 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County C&amp;D Southern States 
Landfill

648 $3,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Water 
System

Potterville 
Municipal Well

750 $206,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Taylor County 
Radio Tower

150 $21,200 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge Ga 
128

22000 $1,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge US 
19

80000 $5,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge GA 
96

100000 $6,500,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Wesley Ch Rd 
Cell Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Montfort Rd Cell 
Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $417,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Potterville 
WWTP

8 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Water 
System

Potterville 
Elevated Tank

200000 $324,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other U.S. Post Office 
- Mauk

360 $41,000 2012 $41,000 2,012 1 2

Taylor County Other Mauk Grocery 3200 $278,000 2012 $278,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Whatley Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Wainwright Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Taylor Mill Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Suggs Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Rustins Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

                                                                                 Totals for Reynolds town
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Taylor County Other Parks Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other McCants 
Millpond

0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Lake Mary 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Hortmans Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Hinton Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Garretts Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Garant Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Dead River 
Lake

0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Carl Brown Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Bell Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other School Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2
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Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Georgia Power 
Co. Tower - 
Southern Linc

250 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical Sub.

500 $4,700,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical Sub.

2000 $8,247,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 100 $8,500 2012 $8,500 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

$35,194,700  $3,593,500  

$154,037,300  $93,979,500  

                                                                                 Totals for Taylor County
 

GRAND TOTALS
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Butler city Elementary 
School

Taylor County 
Elementary 
School

95000 $10,200,000 2012 $10,200,000 2,012 2

Taylor County C&amp;D Southern States 
Landfill

648 $3,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Butler WWTP 10 $2,600,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Reynolds 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant

8 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city State Prison Western 
Detention 
Center

23900 $3,100,000 2012 $2,101,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Police Station Reynolds Police 
Department

1200 $137,000 2012 $205,000 2,012 2

Butler city Police Station Butler Police 
Department

800 $125,000 2012 $188,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Fire Station Potterville 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Fire Station Reynolds 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

3600 $607,000 2012 $910,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Rupert 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Mauk Volunteer 
Fire Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Howard 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1200 $202,000 2012 $303,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Central Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

 Animal Diseases, Civil Disturbance, Contamination of Water Resources, Epidemic,

Reporting Countywide 
 Dam Failure, Drought, Extreme Heat, Hailstorm, Severe Winter Storm,

 Hazardous Materials Release (fixed site), Radiological Event, Terrorism, and
 Transportation Accident (hazardous materials release) Hazards

All Hazard Scores Greater than Zero
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Taylor County Fire Station Panhandle 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Butler city Fire Station Butler Fire 
Department

3000 $506,000 2012 $760,000 2,012 2

Butler city Sheriffs 
Office

Taylor County 
Sheriff's Office

2500 $285,000 2012 $285,000 2,012 35 2

Reynolds 
town

City Hall Reynolds City 
Hall

1000 $515,000 2012 $200,000 2,012 2

Butler city City Hall Butler City Hall 1400 $160,000 2012 $160,000 2,012 3 2

Butler city Courthouse Taylor County 
Courthouse

5000 $570,000 2012 $570,000 2,012 10 2

Taylor County Water 
System

Potterville 
Municipal Well

750 $206,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Library Reynolds Public 
Library

3000 $342,000 2012 $342,000 2,012 2

Butler city Library Butler Public 
Library

3000 $342,000 2012 $342,000 2,012 2

Butler city Airport Butler Municipal 
Airport

0 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Bill's Grocery 5000 $434,000 2012 $434,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Barrow 
Automotive

11500 $999,000 2012 $999,000 2,012 2 2

Butler city Other Partner's 
Propane Office

5000 $447,000 2012 $447,000 2,012 8 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Partner's 
Propane - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Partner's 
Propane - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Company

13400 $1,200,000 2012 $1,200,000 2,012 6 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Company - 
Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other BB&T Bank 9000 $1,800,000 2012 $1,800,000 2,012 6 2

Butler city Other Ameris Bank 3628 $710,000 2012 $710,000 2,012 7 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Citizen State 
Bank

5200 $1,100,000 2012 $1,100,000 2,012 13 2

Reynolds 
town

Emergency 
Services

Emergency 
Medical 
Services 
(Reynolds)

1225 $206,000 2012 $309,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Office

40000 $3,600,000 2012 $3,600,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Warehouse

22250 $2,000,000 2012 $2,000,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Radio Tower

365 $21,000 2012 $0 2,012 2
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Reynolds 
town

Alternative 
School

Georgia Center 
for Youth Home 
School

30000 $3,600,000 2012 $1,800,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Georgia 
Forestry 
Commission

1400 $236,000 2012 $350,000 2,012 30 2

Butler city Other Georgia Power 
Company Office

1300 $116,000 2012 $116,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Georgia Power 
Co. Substation

4200 $11,800,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Hometown Food 
Store

8000 $695,000 2012 $695,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other M F & H Textiles 90000 $8,100,000 2012 $12,200,000 2,012 75 2

Butler city Other Piggly 
Wiggly/Family 
Dollar

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Public Service 
Cellular Office

4000 $358,000 2012 $358,000 2,012 10 2

Butler city Other Smith's 
Pharmacy

2000 $174,000 2012 $174,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge Ga 
128

22000 $1,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge US 
19

80000 $5,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge GA 
96

100000 $6,500,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other GDOT 
Maintenance 
Barn

22500 $2,012,000 2012 $2,012,000 2,012 2

Butler city High School, 
Public

Taylor County 
Board of 
Education

8100 $924,000 2012 $924,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Health Care 
Nursing Home

23900 $2,800,000 2012 $1,400,000 2,012 106 2

Butler city High School, 
Public

Taylor County 
High/Middle 
School

74300 $8,000,000 2012 $8,000,000 2,012 2

Butler city Primary 
School

Taylor County 
Primary School

63250 $6,800,000 2012 $6,800,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Taylor County 
Radio Tower

150 $21,200 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Courthouse Taylor County 
Courthouse 
Annex

8100 $924,000 2012 $924,000 2,012 17 2

Butler city Other School Taylor County 
Bus Barn

8000 $913,000 2012 $913,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Taylor County 
Drugs

1700 $148,000 2012 $148,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other US Post Office 
Reynolds

3100 $354,000 2012 $354,000 2,012 3 2

Taylor County Other U.S. Post Office 
- Mauk

360 $41,000 2012 $41,000 2,012 1 2
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Reynolds 
town

Other Public Service 
Telephone 
Office

78000 $7,000,000 2012 $7,000,000 2,012 75 2

Taylor County Other Wesley Ch Rd 
Cell Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Montfort Rd Cell 
Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $417,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Potterville 
WWTP

8 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Water 
System

Potterville 
Elevated Tank

200000 $324,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Elevated Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Municipal Well 
and Treatment 
Plant (Collins)

1000 $854,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Municipal Well 
and Treatment 
Plant (Liberty)

1000 $854,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

300000 $377,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Golden Rule 
Halfway House

8800 $1,118,000 2012 $560,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Barrow 
Automotive

11500 $999,000 2012 $999,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other National Guard 
Armory

5500 $1,375,000 2012 $50,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Mauk Grocery 3200 $278,000 2012 $278,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Hardware 11000 $955,000 2012 $955,000 2,012 2

Butler city Emergency 
Services

Emergency 
Medical 
Services-Butler

1750 $295,000 2012 $443,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler First 
Baptist Church

2300 $337,000 2012 $337,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler UMC 
Preschool

2200 $325,000 2012 $325,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other U. S. Post 
Office - Butler

3100 $354,000 2012 $354,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other DFCS & Health 
Dept

9000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,500,000 2,012 2
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Taylor County Other Georgia Power 
Co. Tower - 
Southern Linc

250 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Georgia Power 
Co. Substation

1000 $4,124,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Co. - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Co. - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical 
Substation

500 $4,700,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical 
Substation

2000 $8,247,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Reynolds First 
Baptist Church

2000 $293,000 2012 $293,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Whatley Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Wainwright Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Taylor Mill Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Suggs Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Rustins Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Parks Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other McCants 
Millpond

0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Lake Mary 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Hortmans Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Hinton Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Garretts Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Garant Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Dead River 
Lake

0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Carl Brown Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Bell Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2
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Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other School Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2
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Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Country 
Gardens 
Assisted Living

12000 $1,405,000 2012 $703,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dr. Sharon 
Jones' Office

1100 $160,600 2012 $242,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Public Works

8000 $700,000 2012 $1,000,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Public 
Works

3000 $270,000 2012 $400,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Reynolds Public 
Works

6500 $315,000 2012 $160,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Western Auto 8000 $700,000 2012 $700,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dollar General 
Butler

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dr. Scott Niette 2500 $365,000 2012 $548,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Blair's Day Care 1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other JoAnne 
Albritton's Day 
Care

1350 $136,000 2012 $68,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Animal 
Cracker's Child 
Care

1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

Butler city County Jail Taylor County 
Jail

10000 $2,900,000 2012 $2,900,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 100 $8,500 2012 $8,500 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $14,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Dollar General-
Reynolds

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Jeannie Parks 
Day Care

1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

$154,037,300  $93,979,500  

$154,037,300  $93,979,500  

                                                                                 Totals for Taylor County
 

GRAND TOTALS
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Butler city Police Station Butler Police 
Department

800 $125,000 2012 $188,000 2,012 3 2

Butler city Elementary 
School

Taylor County 
Elementary 
School

95000 $10,200,000 2012 $10,200,000 2,012 2

Butler city Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Butler WWTP 10 $2,600,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city State Prison Western 
Detention 
Center

23900 $3,100,000 2012 $2,101,000 2,012 265 2

Butler city Fire Station Butler Fire 
Department

3000 $506,000 2012 $760,000 2,012 2

Butler city Sheriffs 
Office

Taylor County 
Sheriff's Office

2500 $285,000 2012 $285,000 2,012 35 2

Butler city Library Butler Public 
Library

3000 $342,000 2012 $342,000 2,012 2

Butler city Airport Butler Municipal 
Airport

0 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Bill's Grocery 5000 $434,000 2012 $434,000 2,012 2

Butler city City Hall Butler City Hall 1400 $160,000 2012 $160,000 2,012 3 2

Butler city Courthouse Taylor County 
Courthouse

5000 $570,000 2012 $570,000 2,012 10 2

Butler city Other Partner's 
Propane Office

5000 $447,000 2012 $447,000 2,012 8 2

Butler city Other BB&T Bank 9000 $1,800,000 2012 $1,800,000 2,012 6 2

Butler city Other Ameris Bank 3628 $710,000 2012 $710,000 2,012 7 2

Butler city Other Georgia 
Forestry 
Commission

1400 $236,000 2012 $350,000 2,012 30 2

Butler city Other Georgia Power 
Co. Office

1300 $116,000 2012 $116,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Georgia Power 
Co. Substation

4200 $11,800,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Transportation Accident (hazardous materials release) Hazards

Reporting by Jurisdiction 
Dam Failure, Drought, Extreme Heat, Hailstorm, Severe Winter Storm,

Animal Diseases, Civil Disturbance, Contamination of Water Resources, Epidemic,
Hazardous Materials Release (fixed site) Radiological Event, Terrorism, 

All Hazard Scores Greater than Zero
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Butler city Other Partner's 
Propane - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Company

13400 $1,200,000 2012 $1,200,000 2,012 6 2

Butler city Other M F & H Textiles 90000 $8,100,000 2012 $12,200,000 2,012 75 2

Butler city Other Piggly Wiggly/ 
Family Dollar

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Smith's 
Pharmacy

2000 $174,000 2012 $174,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other GDOT 
Maintenance 
Barn

22500 $2,012,000 2012 $2,012,000 2,012 2

Butler city High School, 
Public

Taylor County 
Board of 
Education

8100 $924,000 2012 $924,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Health Care 
Nursing Home

23900 $2,800,000 2012 $1,400,000 2,012 106 2

Butler city High School, 
Public

Taylor County 
High/Middle 
School

74300 $8,000,000 2012 $8,000,000 2,012 2

Butler city Primary 
School

Taylor County 
Primary School

63250 $6,800,000 2012 $6,800,000 2,012 2

Butler city Courthouse Taylor County 
Courthouse 
Annex

8100 $924,000 2012 $924,000 2,012 17 2

Butler city Other School Taylor County 
Bus Barn

8000 $913,000 2012 $913,000 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

300000 $377,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Golden Rule 
Halfway House

8800 $1,118,000 2012 $560,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Barrow 
Automotive

11500 $999,000 2012 $999,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Hardware 11000 $955,000 2012 $955,000 2,012 2

Butler city Emergency 
Services

Emergency 
Medical 
Services (Butler)

1750 $295,000 2012 $443,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler First 
Baptist Church

2300 $337,000 2012 $337,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler UMC 
Preschool

2200 $325,000 2012 $325,000 2,012 2
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Butler city Other U. S. Post 
Office - Butler

3100 $354,000 2012 $354,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
DFCS & and 
Health Dept

9000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,500,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Co. - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas Co. - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Country 
Gardens 
Assisted Living

12000 $1,405,000 2012 $703,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dr. Sharon 
Jones' Office

1100 $160,600 2012 $242,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Public Works

8000 $700,000 2012 $1,000,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Public 
Works

3000 $270,000 2012 $400,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Western Auto 8000 $700,000 2012 $700,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dollar General 
Butler

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Dr. Scott Niette 2500 $365,000 2012 $548,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Blair's Day Care 1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other JoAnne 
Albritton's Day 
Care

1350 $136,000 2012 $68,000 2,012 2

Butler city Other Animal 
Cracker's Child 
Care

1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

Butler city County Jail Taylor County 
Jail

10000 $2,900,000 2012 $2,900,000 2,012 2
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Butler city Other Jeannie Parks 
Day Care

1600 $160,000 2012 $80,000 2,012 2

1,251,088 $84,894,600  $68,055,000  

Reynolds 
town

Other Dollar General-
Reynolds

15000 $1,300,000 2012 $1,300,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $14,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Reynolds Public 
Works

6500 $315,000 2012 $160,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Elevated Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Municipal Well 
and Treatment 
Plant (Collins)

1000 $854,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Water 
System

Reynolds 
Municipal Well 
and Treatment 
Plant (Liberty)

1000 $854,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Library Reynolds Public 
Library

3000 $342,000 2012 $342,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Georgia Power 
Co. Substation

1000 $4,124,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Reynolds First 
Baptist Church

2000 $293,000 2012 $293,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other National Guard 
Armory

5500 $1,375,000 2012 $50,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Taylor County 
Drugs

1700 $148,000 2012 $148,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other U.S. Post Office 
- Reynolds

3100 $354,000 2012 $354,000 2,012 3 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Public Service 
Telephone 
Office

78000 $7,000,000 2012 $7,000,000 2,012 75 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Public Service 
Cellular Office

4000 $358,000 2012 $358,000 2,012 10 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Ferrell Propane 
Gas  - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Hometown Food 
Store

8000 $695,000 2012 $695,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Citizen State 
Bank

5200 $1,100,000 2012 $1,100,000 2,012 13 2

Reynolds 
town

Emergency 
Services

Emergency 
Medical 
Services 
(Reynolds)

1225 $206,000 2012 $309,000 2,012 $93,000 2

                                                                                 Totals for Butler city
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Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Office

40000 $3,600,000 2012 $3,600,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Warehouse

22250 $2,000,000 2012 $2,000,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Flint Energies 
Radio Tower

365 $21,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Alternative 
School

Georgia Center 
for Youth Home 
School

30000 $3,600,000 2012 $1,800,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Partner's 
Propane - Tank

30000 $71,000 2012 $57,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Other Barrow 
Automotive

11500 $999,000 2012 $999,000 2,012 2 2

Reynolds 
town

City Hall Reynolds City 
Hall

1000 $515,000 2012 $200,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Police Station Reynolds Police 
Department

1200 $137,000 2012 $205,000 2,012 3 2

Reynolds 
town

Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Reynolds 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant

8 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Fire Station Potterville 
Volunteer F D

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Reynolds 
town

Fire Station Reynolds 
Volunteer FD

3600 $607,000 2012 $910,000 2,012 $93,900 2

557,798 $33,948,000  $22,331,000  $186,900 $0 106

Taylor County Fire Station Rupert 
Volunteer FD

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Mauk Volunteer 
FD

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Howard 
Volunteer FD

1200 $202,000 2012 $303,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Central Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Fire Station Panhandle 
Volunteer FD

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 2

Taylor County C&amp;D Southern States 
Landfill

648 $3,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Water 
System

Potterville 
Municipal Well

750 $206,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Taylor County 
Radio Tower

150 $21,200 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge Ga 
128

22000 $1,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other River Bridge US 
19

80000 $5,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

                                                                                 Totals for Reynolds town
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Taylor County Other River Bridge GA 
96

100000 $6,500,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Wesley Ch Rd 
Cell Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Montfort Rd Cell 
Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $417,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant

Potterville 
WWTP

8 $2,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Water 
System

Potterville 
Elevated Tank

200000 $324,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other U.S. Post Office 
- Mauk

360 $41,000 2012 $41,000 2,012 1 2

Taylor County Other Mauk Grocery 3200 $278,000 2012 $278,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Whatley Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Wainwright Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Taylor Mill Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Suggs Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Rustins Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Parks Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other McCants 
Millpond

0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Lake Mary 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Hortmans Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Hinton Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Garretts Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Garant Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Dead River 
Lake

0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Carl Brown Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Bell Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2
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Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other School Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2
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Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Georgia Power 
Co. Tower - 
Southern Linc

250 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical Sub.

500 $4,700,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical Sub.

2000 $8,247,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 100 $8,500 2012 $8,500 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 2

417,616 $35,194,700  $3,593,500  $0 $0 1

2,226,502 $154,037,300  $93,979,500  $11,616,900 $0 678

                                                                                 Totals for Taylor County

GRAND TOTAL
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Taylor County Other River Bridge Ga 
128

22000 $1,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other River Bridge US 
19

80000 $5,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other River Bridge GA 
96

100000 $6,500,000 2012 $0 2,012 3

Butler city Other DOT Mainte-
nance Barn

22500 $2,012,000 2012 $2,012,000 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Taylor Mill Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other McCants 
Millpond

0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Hortmans Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Dead River 
Lake

0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Reporting Countywide 
Flood Hazard 

All Hazard Scores Greater than Zero
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Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Public Works

8000 $700,000 2012 $1,000,000 2,012 3

232,500 $15,812,000  $3,012,000  $0 $0 0

232,500 $15,812,000  $3,012,000  $0 $0 0
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Butler city Other GDOT 
Maintenance 
Barn

22500 $2,012,000 2012 $2,012,000 2,012 3

Butler city Other Taylor County 
Public Works

8000 $700,000 2012 $1,000,000 2,012 3

30,500 $2,712,000  $3,012,000  $0 $0 0

Taylor County Other River Bridge Ga 
128

22000 $1,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other River Bridge US 
19

80000 $5,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other River Bridge GA 
96

100000 $6,500,000 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Taylor Mill Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

 
                                                                                 Totals for Taylor County

GRAND TOTALS

Reporting by Jurisdiction 
Flood Hazard 

All Hazard Scores Greater than Zero

                                                                                 Totals for Butler city
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Taylor County Other McCants 
Millpond

0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Hortmans Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Dead River 
Lake

0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 3

202,000 $13,100,000  $0  $0 $0 0

232,500 $15,812,000  $3,012,000  $0 $0 0
 

Grand Totals

Totals for Taylor County
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Butler city State Prison Western 
Detention 
Center

23900 $3,100,000 2012 $2,101,000 2,012 265 2

Butler city Other Georgia 
Forestry 
Commission

1400 $236,000 2012 $350,000 2,012 30 2

Butler city Other M F &amp; H 
Textiles

90000 $8,100,000 2012 $12,200,000 2,012 $11,430,000 75 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Hortmans Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Public 
Works

3000 $270,000 2012 $400,000 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Tower 100 $8,500 2012 $8,500 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Garant Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Dead River 
Lake

0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Carl Brown Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Bell Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Reporting Countywide 

All Hazard Scores Greater than Zero
Wildfire Hazard 
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Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical 
Substation

500 $4,700,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical 
Substation

2000 $8,247,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Wainwright Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Parks Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other McCants 
Millpond

0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Lake Mary 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other River Bridge Ga 
128

22000 $1,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other River Bridge US 
19

80000 $5,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other River Bridge GA 
96

100000 $6,500,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Wesley Ch Rd 
Cell Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Montfort Rd Cell 
Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $417,000 2,012 1
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Taylor County Fire Station Rupert 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Fire Station Central Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Fire Station Panhandle 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 1

578,850 $40,141,500  $17,171,500  $11,430,000 $0 370

578,850 $40,141,500  $17,171,500  $11,430,000 $0 370
 

                                                                                 Totals for Taylor County
 

GRAND TOTALS

 - Pre-Disaster Mitigation  
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Butler city State Prison Western 
Detention 
Center

23900 $3,100,000 2012 $2,101,000 2,012 265 2

Butler city Other Georgia 
Forestry 
Commission

1400 $236,000 2012 $350,000 2,012 30 2

Butler city Other M F & H Textiles 90000 $8,100,000 2012 $12,200,000 2,012 $11,430,000 75 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Elevated 
Tank

250000 $342,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Water 
System

Butler Municipal 
Well

1000 $295,000 2012 $0 2,012 2

Butler city Other Butler Public 
Works

3000 $270,000 2012 $400,000 2,012 2

369,300 $12,343,000  $15,051,000  $11,430,000 $0 370

Taylor County Other Hortmans Pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 2

Taylor County Other Garant Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Dead River 
Lake

0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Carl Brown Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Bell Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Wildfire Hazard 
All Hazard Scores Greater than Zero

                                                                                 Totals for Butler city

Reporting by Jurisdiction 
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Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Farm pond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical 
Substation

500 $4,700,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Flint Energies 
Electrical 
Substation

2000 $8,247,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Wainwright Lake 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Parks Millpond 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other McCants 
Millpond

0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Lake Mary 0 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other River Bridge Ga 
128

22000 $1,400,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other River Bridge US 
19

80000 $5,200,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other River Bridge GA 
96

100000 $6,500,000 2012 $0 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Wesley Ch Rd 
Cell Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $471,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Montfort Rd Cell 
Tower

0 $471,000 2012 $417,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Fire Station Rupert 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Fire Station Central Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Fire Station Panhandle 
Volunteer Fire 
Department

1500 $253,000 2012 $380,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Tower 100 $8,500 2012 $8,500 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 1

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 1



A-72

Taylor County Other Tower 150 $14,000 2012 $28,000 2,012 1

209,550 $27,798,500  $2,120,500  $0 $0 0

578,850 $40,141,500  $17,171,500  $11,430,000 $0 370
 
 - Pre-Disaster Mitigation  

                                                                                 Totals for Taylor County
 

Grand Totals
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Appendix D 
 
 
 
 
Hazard Frequency Table        1 
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Agenda, Minutes and Sign-In Sheets 
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Gerald Mixon

From: Gerald Mixon [gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2011 9:39 PM
To:  (pbrunson@pstel.net);  (rexrobinson@pstel.net); Alane Patterson (alanep@pstel.net); 

Aurelia Gaultney (agaultney@ethica.org); Billy Patterson (bpatterson@flintemc.com); Bob 
Bacle (bbacle@cityofbutlerga.com); Charles Lance (charleslance@pstel.net); Chuck White 
(wfwhite@southernco.com); Cynthia Howard (cshoward@dhr.state.ga.us); David Windham 
(dwindham@cityofbutlerga.com); Eddie Moulton (bfd@cityofbutlerga.com); Harold Heath 
(dampwest@pstel.net); Janice Short (tctransit@pstel.net); Jason Byrd 
(mailbox@newhorizonmanagement.com); Jeff Watson (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Judson 
Montgomery (tcfirecir@yahoo.com); Kelly Bond (ekbond@pstel.net); Lea Spell 
(lspell@cityofbutlerga.com); Lenda Taunton (taylor@pstel.net); Pam Harris 
(taylorrb@pstel.net); Patty Bentley (pattyjbentley@gmail.com); Sara Mathis 
(taylorco@pstel.net); Sekema Harmon (shharmon@dhr.state.ga.us); Tommy Fowler 
(taylorcoso@pstel.net); Valori Moore (tcnews@pstel.net); Wayne Smith 
(wsmith@taylor.k12.ga.us); Gary Lowe (tcema@pstel.net)

Cc: 'Gerald Mixon'
Attachments: 1st notice.doc

Greetings: 
Because of the increasing costs of clean‐up after disasters, a federal law passed in 1974, and subsequently amended, 
requires local governments to plan how best to reduce their risks/exposure to hazards.  Among the requirements 
implemented by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is the requirement that to be eligible for pre‐
disaster and post‐disaster assistance local governments must have adopted and be implementing a pre‐disaster 
mitigation plan.  
 
Taylor County’s first pre‐disaster mitigation plan was adopted in 2006, and FEMA had recently made partial funding 
available, through the Georgia Emergency Management Agency (GEMA), to assist with updating the original plan.  The 
community is required to match the grant, but this can be done either with cash or in‐kind services; participation by 
residents in the update process.  The federal, state and local governments all prefer the match be in‐kind, because not 
only do in‐kind services save the local government money, but by participating in the update process more local 
residents become aware of the importance of emergency preparedness.   
 
The River Valley Regional Commission assisted with the original plan, and the Taylor County Board of Commissioners 
entered into an agreement Tuesday with the commission to assist with the update.  One of our responsibilities is to 
contact some local individuals who are familiar with local services and facilities and who can be influential, directly or 
indirectly, in implementing the final plan.  Your name is among those supplied by the community. 
   
Program regulations require at least two public hearings; GEMA refers to the first as the “Kick‐off”, at which a brief 
background and summary of program requirements are explained.  The block ad attached to this message is being 
published in the Taylor County News this week advertising the “Kick‐off”.  After the presentation you will be asked to 
volunteer for one (or more) subcommittees, none of which will meet more than twice, and none of the meetings will 
last more than an hour.  The “Kick‐off” itself will last less than an hour.   
 
The “Kick‐off” will be held Thursday, May 19, 2:00, in the county commissioner meeting room of the courthouse annex.  
If you need confirmation of this request don’t hesitate to call Gary Lowe or Lenda Taunton, both at 862‐3336.  For 
specific questions feel free to call me at this e‐mail address or the toll free number highlighted below.  We hope to see 
you on the 19th.  Feel free to invite others you think may be interested in this important civic activity. 
 
Gerald Mixon 
Planning Director - Americus Office 
River Valley Regional Commission 
228 West Lamar Street 
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-rThe,.art ofZeading,.iii operations large-or small, 
is the art of dealing with humanity,. of working 
"diligently on behalfofmen, of being sympathetic 
with them, but equally, of insisting that they 
make a square facing toward their own prob
lems. - --S.L.A. Marshall. 

NOTICE OF ·PUBLIC MEETING 
The Taylor County Board of Commissioners and 
Cities of Butler and ~eynolds will hold a public 
meeting to initiate an update to the pre-disaster miti
gation plan. To be eligible for post-disaster assis
tance in the event the community is included in a 
presidential disaster declaration, the pre-disaster 

_ mitigation plan must be current. The meeting will 
be held in the commissioners. meeting room of the _ 
Taylor County Courthouse Annex, 7 Ivy Street, But
~er, at 2:00p.m., Thursday, May 19,2011. The pub
lic is encouraged to attend and participate in the up
date process. 

NOTICE 
BIDS BEING SOUGHT 

The Taylor County Board of Education will 
be accepting sealed bids on each individual 
school bus listed below: 

Bus #88-42 
Bus #88-43 
Bus #89-45 
Bus.#89-46 
Bus #90-47 
Bus #90-48 

- Bus #94-59 

. Buses may be seen at the Taylor County 
School Bus Garage. For more information 
contact Gary James at 706-249-2185 cell or 
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Taylor County 
Butler – Reynolds 

Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan Update 2013 - 2017 
Kick-Off 

May 19, 2011 - 2:00 p.m. 
Taylor County Annex 

 
This meeting served as the introductory and organizational meeting for the plan update.  
The GEMA regional representative made a PowerPoint presentation.  The only other 
activity revolved around scheduling the first committee meeting for June 23.  
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Gerald Mixon

From: Gerald Mixon [gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org]
Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 9:02 AM
To: Cynthia Howard (cshoward@dhr.state.ga.us); David Windham 

(dwindham@cityofbutlerga.com); Gary Lowe (tcema@pstel.net); Jimmy Whitley 
(46redsled@gmail.com); Lea Spell (lspell@cityofbutlerga.com); Lenda Taunton 
(taylor@pstel.net); Pam Harris (taylorrd@pstel.net); Sara Mathis (taylorco@pstel.net); 
Sekema Harmon (shharmon@dhr.state.ga.us)

Cc: Alan Sloan; 'Alane Patterson'; Billy Patterson (bpatterson@flintemc.com); Bob Bacle 
(bbacle@cityofbutlerga.com); Charles Lance (charleslance@pstel.net); Chuck White 
(wfwhite@southernco.com); Clydeafaye Albritton (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Eddie Moulton 
(bfd@cityofbutlerga.com); Harold Heath (dampwest@pstel.net); Harold Heath 
(lspell@cityofbutlerga.com); Jeff Watson (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Janice Short 
(tctransit@pstel.net); Joy Albritton (joyalbr@yahoo.com); Judson Montgomery 
(tcfirecor@yahoo.com); Kelly Bond (ekbond@pstel.net); Michael Peacock 
(mpeacock@cityofbutlerga.com); Patsy Brunson; Patty Bentley (pattyjbentley@gmail.com); 
Rex Robinson; Valori Moore (tcnews@pstel.net); Wayne Smith (wsmith@taylor.k12.ga.us); 
Tommy Fowler (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Jason Byrd 
(mailbox@newhorizonsmanagement.com); ggordon@rivervalleyrc. org 
(ggordon@rivervalleyrc.org); 'Jarrod McCarthy'

Subject: RE: UPDATING TAYLOR COUNTY PRE-DISASTER MITIGATION PLAN

REMINDER 
 

From: Gerald Mixon [mailto:gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org]  
Sent: Friday, June 17, 2011 2:12 PM 
To: Cynthia Howard (cshoward@dhr.state.ga.us); David Windham (dwindham@cityofbutlerga.com); Gary Lowe 
(tcema@pstel.net); Jimmy Whitley (46redsled@gmail.com); Lea Spell (lspell@cityofbutlerga.com); Lenda Taunton 
(taylor@pstel.net); Pam Harris (taylorrd@pstel.net); Sara Mathis (taylorco@pstel.net); Sekema Harmon 
(shharmon@dhr.state.ga.us) 
Cc: Alan Sloan; 'Alane Patterson'; Billy Patterson (bpatterson@flintemc.com); Bob Bacle (bbacle@cityofbutlerga.com); 
Charles Lance (charleslance@pstel.net); Chuck White (wfwhite@southernco.com); Clydeafaye Albritton 
(taylorcoso@pstel.net); Eddie Moulton (bfd@cityofbutlerga.com); Harold Heath (dampwest@pstel.net); Harold Heath 
(lspell@cityofbutlerga.com); Jeff Watson (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Janice Short (tctransit@pstel.net); Joy Albritton 
(joyalbr@yahoo.com); Judson Montgomery (tcfirecor@yahoo.com); Kelly Bond (ekbond@pstel.net); Michael Peacock 
(mpeacock@cityofbutlerga.com); Patsy Brunson; Patty Bentley (pattyjbentley@gmail.com); Rex Robinson; Valori Moore 
(tcnews@pstel.net); Wayne Smith (wsmith@taylor.k12.ga.us); Tommy Fowler (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Jason Byrd 
(mailbox@newhorizonsmanagement.com); 'Gerald Mixon'; ggordon@rivervalleyrc. org (ggordon@rivervalleyrc.org); 
'Jarrod McCarthy' 
Subject: UPDATING TAYLOR COUNTY PRE-DISASTER MITIGATION PLAN 
 
Committee meeting for updating the Taylor County Pre‐Disaster Mitigation Plan 
 
Emergency Management Agency Director, Gary Lowe, has called a meeting of the critical facilities committee for 
Thursday, June 23, 11:00, in the county commission meeting room, county courthouse annex.  You are being asked to 
attend as a member of the critical facilities committee because of the interest you expressed at the “Kick‐off” meeting 
last month.  All necessary materials will be presented at the meeting. 
 
All other parties included in this notification are invited and encouraged to participate. 
 
 
Gerald Mixon 
Planning Director - Americus Office 
River Valley Regional Commission 
228 West Lamar Street 



Taylor County 
Butler – Reynolds 

Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan Update 2013 - 2017 
Identification of Critical Facilities 

June 23, 2011 - 11:00 a.m. 
 

Taylor County Annex 
Agenda 
Call to Order 
Identification of Critical Facilities 
Assign/Volunteer for Data Collection 
Schedule Follow-up Meeting 
Prepare Labor Match Documentation 
 
Minutes 
The list of critical facilities included in the original pre-disaster mitigation plan was 
presented and each facility was reviewed one at a time by category.  Critical facilities 
were added to or deleted from the list because they were either overlooked at the time 
of the original effort, were constructed since completion of the original plan or because 
of changes of use that occurred during the intervening years.  This activity resulted in a 
net increase of four facilities.  Responsibilities for collecting essential information for 
each of the facilities were distributed among volunteers or assigned.  At the close of the 
meeting committee members documented labor match and agreed to convene again 
July 14. 
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Gerald Mixon

From: Gerald Mixon [gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, July 06, 2011 8:10 AM
To: Cynthia Howard (cshoward@dhr.state.ga.us); David Windham 

(dwindham@cityofbutlerga.com); Gary Lowe (tcema@pstel.net); Jimmy Whitley 
(46redsled@gmail.com); Lea Spell (lspell@cityofbutlerga.com); Lenda Taunton 
(taylor@pstel.net); Pam Harris (taylorrd@pstel.net); Sara Mathis (taylorco@pstel.net); 
Sekema Harmon (shharmon@dhr.state.ga.us)

Cc: Alan Sloan; 'Alane Patterson'; Billy Patterson (bpatterson@flintemc.com); Bob Bacle 
(bbacle@cityofbutlerga.com); Charles Lance (charleslance@pstel.net); Chuck White 
(wfwhite@southernco.com); Clydeafaye Albritton (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Eddie Moulton 
(bfd@cityofbutlerga.com); Harold Heath (dampwest@pstel.net); Harold Heath 
(lspell@cityofbutlerga.com); Jeff Watson (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Janice Short 
(tctransit@pstel.net); Joy Albritton (joyalbr@yahoo.com); Judson Montgomery 
(tcfirecor@yahoo.com); Kelly Bond (ekbond@pstel.net); Michael Peacock 
(mpeacock@cityofbutlerga.com); Patsy Brunson; 'Gerald Mixon'; Patty Bentley 
(pattyjbentley@gmail.com); Rex Robinson; Valori Moore (tcnews@pstel.net); Wayne Smith 
(wsmith@taylor.k12.ga.us); Tommy Fowler (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Jason Byrd 
(mailbox@newhorizonsmanagement.com); ggordon@rivervalleyrc. org 
(ggordon@rivervalleyrc.org); 'Jarrod McCarthy'; 'Gerald Mixon'

Subject: RE: UPDATING TAYLOR COUNTY PRE-DISASTER MITIGATION PLAN

Committee meeting for updating the Taylor County Pre‐Disaster Mitigation Plan 
 
The meeting scheduled for tomorrow (Thursday) as part of the process to update the community’s pre‐disaster 
mitigation plan has been cancelled.  I have a funeral to attend out‐of‐state.   
 
Gary Lowe has asked that we reschedule this meeting for next Thursday, July 14, 11:00 in the courthouse annex.  All 
necessary materials will be presented at the meeting, and we will send a reminder prior to the meeting. 
 
 
Gerald Mixon 
Planning Director - Americus Office 
River Valley Regional Commission 
228 West Lamar Street 
Americus, Georgia 31709 
gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org 
www.rivervalleyrc.org 
877-819-6348 
229-931-2917 (fax) 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the addressee. If you are not the intended addressee, then you have 
received this email in error and any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately of your 
unintended receipt by reply and then delete this email and your reply. River Valley Regional Commission and its subsidiaries and affiliates will not be held liable to any 
person resulting from the unintended or unauthorized use of any information contained in this email or as a result of any additions or deletions of information originally 
contained in this email. 

 



Taylor County 
Butler – Reynolds 

Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan Update 2013 - 2017 
Identification and Profiling Potential Hazards 

July 14, 2011 - 11:00 a.m. 
Taylor County Annex 

 
Agenda 
Call to Order 
Identification of Potential Hazards 
Assign/Volunteer for Data Collection 
Schedule Follow-up Meeting 
Prepare Labor Match Documentation 
 
Minutes 
The list of potential hazards included in the original pre-disaster mitigation plan was 
reviewed.  The committee reviewed the list to determine if any potential hazards should 
be added or deleted, and reviewed the list more closely to determine whether any 
significant threats should be added or deleted.  This activity resulted in the addition of 
two significant threats; contamination of water resources and epidemic.  Responsibilities 
for researching the historic record and otherwise profiling all the significant threats 
identified were distributed among volunteers or assigned.  At the close of the meeting 
committee members documented labor match and agreed the follow-up meeting would 
be scheduled based on submission of necessary documentation.   
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Gerald Mixon

From: Gerald Mixon [gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org]
Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 1:56 PM
To: Billy Patterson (bpatterson@flintemc.com); Bob Bacle (bbacle@cityofbutlerga.com); Charles 

Lance (charleslance@pstel.net); Chuck White (wfwhite@southernco.com); Clydeafaye 
Albritton (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Cynthia Howard (cshoward@dhr.state.ga.us); David 
Windham (dwindham@cityofbutlerga.com); Eddie Moulton (bfd@cityofbutlerga.com); Harold 
Heath (dampwest@pstel.net); Harold Heath (lspell@cityofbutlerga.com); Janice Short 
(tctransit@pstel.net); Jason Byrd (mailbox@newhorizonsmanagement.com); Jeff Watson 
(taylorcoso@pstel.net); Jimmy Whitley (46redsled@gmail.com); Joy Albritton 
(joyalbr@yahoo.com); Judson Montgomery (tcfirecor@yahoo.com); Kelly Bond 
(ekbond@pstel.net); Lea Spell (lspell@cityofbutlerga.com); Lenda Taunton 
(taylor@pstel.net); Michael Peacock (mpeacock@cityofbutlerga.com); Pam Harris 
(taylorrd@pstel.net); Patsy Brunson; Patty Bentley (pattyjbentley@gmail.com); Rex 
Robinson; Sara Mathis (taylorco@pstel.net); Sekema Harmon (shharmon@dhr.state.ga.us); 
Taylor County News (tcnews@pstel.net); Tommy Fowler (taylorcoso@pstel.net); Wayne 
Smith (wsmith@taylor.k12.ga.us)

Cc: Gary Lowe (tcema@pstel.net)
Subject: UPDATE TO PRE-DISASTER MITIGATION PLAN

EMA Director Gary Lowe has scheduled the next committee activity updating the mandated pre‐disaster mitigation plan 
for Thursday, November 3, at 11:00 in the county commissioners meeting room in the courthouse annex.  We have to 
update information on critical facilities and hazards the community is most likely to experience.  We will meet no longer 
than an hour.  Those who were collecting information on past hazard events, storms, drought events, etc., please bring 
that with you. 
 
Please remember, this brief series of short meetings is critical to helping the city and county stay in compliance with a 
federal mandate. 
 
 
Gerald Mixon 
Planning Director - Americus Office 
River Valley Regional Commission 
228 West Lamar Street 
Americus, Georgia 31709 
gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org 
www.rivervalleyrc.org 
877-819-6348 
229-931-2917 (fax) 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the addressee. If you are not the intended addressee, then you have 
received this email in error and any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately of your 
unintended receipt by reply and then delete this email and your reply. River Valley Regional Commission and its subsidiaries and affiliates will not be held liable to any 
person resulting from the unintended or unauthorized use of any information contained in this email or as a result of any additions or deletions of information originally 
contained in this email. 

 



Taylor County 
Butler – Reynolds 

Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan Update 2013 - 2017 
Critical Facility and Hazard Review 

November 3, 2011 - 11:00 a.m. 
Taylor County Annex 

 
Agenda 
Call to Order 
Review of Facilities and Hazards 
Organize for Collection of missing data/information 
Schedule Follow-up Meeting 
Prepare Labor Match Documentation 
 
Minutes 
The lists of critical facilities and significant hazards updated earlier were presented for 
review and identification/ discussion of missing information.  Responsibilities for filling 
gaps in the data were assigned/volunteered.  At the close of the meeting committee 
members documented labor match and agreed a subsequent meeting would be 
scheduled based on submission of the missing documentation.   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 





From: Gerald Mixon
To: Vicki Wainwright; "Gary Lowe"; Lenda Taunton
Subject: LEPC MEETING
Date: Monday, June 04, 2012 3:45:30 PM

I just spoke with Vicki about getting on the LEPC agenda for June the 13th; she said there is no
problem.  So, I’ll see y’all then.  I am scheduled for 35-45 minutes.  Gary, I speak with you before
then.
Thanks, everybody!
Gerald Mixon
229-942-4068
 
Gerald Mixon
Planning Director - Americus Office
River Valley Regional Commission
228 West Lamar Street
Americus, Georgia 31709
gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org
www.rivervalleyrc.org
877-819-6348
229-931-2917 (fax)
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the addressee. If you are not the
intended addressee, then you have received this email in error and any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this
email is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately of your unintended receipt by reply and then delete this email and your reply.
River Valley Regional Commission and its subsidiaries and affiliates will not be held liable to any person resulting from the
unintended or unauthorized use of any information contained in this email or as a result of any additions or deletions of information
originally contained in this email.
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Taylor County 
Butler – Reynolds 

Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan Update 2013 - 2017 
Preliminary Identification of Goals and Objectives 

June 13, 2012 - 12:00 p.m. 
Butler Fire Department 

 
 
Agenda 
Call to Order 
Review of Original Goals and Objectives 
Submission of initial draft 
Prepare Labor Match Documentation 
 
Minutes 
The Local Emergency Planning Committee reviewed a PowerPoint presentation of the 
goals and objectives included in the original plan.  Committee members considered 
options, specifically as they related to the two significant hazards added during the 
course of updating the plan.  Although no follow-up meeting was scheduled, the 
committee was informed that a second public hearing would be held to inform the 
general public of the opportunity to give input and comment on the content of the update 
before adoption by the county and both cities.  Members if the LEPC documented labor 
match at the end of the meeting.   
 







From: Gerald Mixon
To: "Billy Patterson (bpatterson@flintemc.com)"; "Bob Bacle (bbacle@cityofbutlerga.com)"; "Charles Lance

(charleslance@pstel.net)"; "Chuck White (wfwhite@southernco.com)"; "Clydeafaye Albritton
(taylorcoso@pstel.net)"; "Cynthia Howard (cshoward@dhr.state.ga.us)"; "David Windham
(dwindham@cityofbutlerga.com)"; "Eddie Moulton (bfd@cityofbutlerga.com)"; "Gary Lowe (tcema@pstel.net)";
"Hank Wilson"; "Janice Short (tctransit@pstel.net)"; "Jason Byrd (mailbox@newhorizonsmanagement.com)";
"Jeff Watson (taylorcoso@pstel.net)"; "Jimmy Whitley (46redsled@gmail.com)"; "Joy Albritton
(joyalbr@yahoo.com)"; "Judson Montgomery (tcfirecor@yahoo.com)"; "Kelly Bond (ekbond@pstel.net)"; "Lenda
Taunton (taylor@pstel.net)"; "Michael Peacock (mpeacock@cityofbutlerga.com)"; "Pam Harris
(taylorrd@pstel.net)"; "Rex Robinson"; "Sara Mathis (taylorco@pstel.net)"; "Sekema Harmon
(shharmon@dhr.state.ga.us)"; "Tommy Fowler (taylorcoso@pstel.net)"; "Wayne Smith
(wsmith@taylor.k12.ga.us)"

Subject: PRE-DISASTER MITIGATION PLAN PUBLIC HEARING
Date: Tuesday, February 19, 2013 11:04:33 AM
Attachments: 2nd notice.pdf

A notice was published (see attachment) in the February 7 edition of The Taylor County News
announcing a second public meeting where the draft pre-disaster mitigation plan will be presented
for public comment/input.  (The first public meeting was announced at the beginning of plan
development .) Many of you contributed to development of this document and you should have
been notified of this public meeting.  When sending this notice to the newspaper I failed to include
you in the distribution.  The meeting is scheduled for this (Tuesday) evening at 6:00 in the county
commission meeting chambers in the courthouse annex.  I apologize for this oversight.
 
Gerald Mixon
Planning Director - Americus Office
River Valley Regional Commission
228 West Lamar Street
Americus, Georgia 31709
gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org
www.rivervalleyrc.org
877-819-6348
229-931-2917 (fax)
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the addressee. If you are not the
intended addressee, then you have received this email in error and any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this
email is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately of your unintended receipt by reply and then delete this email and your reply.
River Valley Regional Commission and its subsidiaries and affiliates will not be held liable to any person resulting from the
unintended or unauthorized use of any information contained in this email or as a result of any additions or deletions of information
originally contained in this email.
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really nice day for youth from sored by Morgan Liv(astock, sponsors' and everything that 
Taylor; Crawford, 'and even Zane Kendrick placed first. is don~teci for our raffle table. 
Marion counties to come and The Cloverleaf Class, spon- We also, woUld not be able to 
show' off their livestock sored by B&B Properties, was do half of what we do Without 
projects. won by Ander Parker, who,' the support ofthe community. 


This year, we had 17 stu- just edged his younger From Hometown Foods' con
dents registered with 33 hogs brother, Cal Benj amin, ' who cession stand donation, buns' 
in all. We also had 15 partici- was second. Finally, in the from Milton Harris, the, voice 
pants in the Next Generation Pre7Club Class, Judd Puckett talents of Lance Bernard and 
show. $0 many that we had took home first prize, which All South Real Estates' own 
to have two h~ats. The par- was sponsored by Unimin Scott Westbrook, to the assis
ticipants were:' Adalynn Corp.. tance from Taylor Welch at 
Puck.ett, Judd Puckett, We had 6 weight classes, Whitewater Creek Ranch, 
Parker Hartley, Kasen Jack- which begin with light pigs' Johnny Lawhorn, Pam Har
son, Laurie Grace Woody, Cal and go up to heavier animals. ris, imd the entire Taylor 
Benjamin Parker, Layne In the weight class, the judge . CduntyRoadCrew,Ryanand 
HWlt, Ander Parker,Peyton is iooking for a pig that'he : ·D.J. at the ,Taylor County 
Parker, 'Zane Kendrick, . things will make a good mar- • L'aIidfill, and, Larry Spillers 
Michael Bloodworth, Dylan ket hog. This ,is where you with Jordan. Lumber in 
Binkley; Kirbi Waller, Seth have to imagine each pig has Barnesville. If you like the 
Rqbinson, Hunter Waller, an a:pple in its mouth and is showmanship and other 
Sydney Dyer, and Sarah on a dining room table. Class prizes, the lettering was do
Robinson. - 1, sponsored by Hoyt Invest- nated by Chip Gaultney at the 


The Next Generation show, ments, was won by Layne Sign Shop. And, let's not for-
. sponsored by Barr.ow Automo- Hunt, With Sydney Dyer in ,get Laquita McCrary and all 
tive, is for youth who do not 2nd.. Class 2, sponsored by of the volunteers from Flint' 
have a pig, but may want to. Wall Market, was won by Sa- Energies. We also had a hit 
show in the future. It gives rah Robinson, with Cal Ben- . of assistance:iri the concession 
them, and their parents, a jaminPai-kerin2nd.'Taylor stand from 'Key, Club mem
chance to see what showing CountY Farm Bureau spon- bers. Mrs. Rena Booker and 
livestock is like. In.this class, sored Class.3, which was won Mr., Edd Harris, from the" 
we had Levi Anjngton, Jace by Seth Robinson, and Dylan Crawford County Fa= Bu
Chastain, Lila Chastain, Binkley was just behind him reau, are always willing to 
Kaleb Jackson, Lawson. in 2nd. Georgia Power was help at our show, no matter 
Cool~y, .. Ashley Bernard, our Class 4 sponsor, which the conditions. Last, but not 
McKenzie O'Neal, Luke waswonbySydney'Dyer, with least, Brenda Maske and 


'Murphy, Katie Faye' Sarah Robinson in 2nd. Class Sh~rry Waller at'the Exten
,Kendrick; JEmna Parsons, 5, sponsored by Ag Georgia :sion,Office, who work, tire
Willie Allen, Cassie Nipper, Farm Credit, was won by lesslyto,puttl1is togetheran<i 
Taylor Jack Kirksey, Cam Zane Kendrick, with Ander, keep me out of trouble. 
Kirksey, and Riley Harris. Parker in 2nd. Finally; our Finally,thanks to the kids 


We were welcomed by Kirbi heavyweight Class" 6 was' who participate and their par
Waller who alsoled us in'the sponsored by A.M: Bickley, ents. Without you, we would 


. Pledge of Allegiance and 4-H Inc. The top two pigs iIi this not have a reas~n to pull our 
Pledge. Sydney Dyer led the class b~longed to Zane. He hair out over ~heprogram, 
FFAMotto, and Kilby Kirksey had so many pigs in this class, run aroll,Ild town begging for 
started us' off with a beauti-· that his big sister had to come money, break our backsli:ft4lg 
fully sung National Anthem. out of retirement to help out. pens to build a show ring, bor
Mr. Edd Harris gave the m- After all the classes have row pieces of equipment from 


, vocation, a:nd the show begari. shown; you bring out the top , anyone who will let us, and 
oUr judge for the show was pigs from each cla:ss to crown get up before the crack of 


Stewart Harbin. Stewart is the Grand Champion,. or the 'dawn to hook up sound and 
currently working on his ani- best pig in the entire show. 'computers. It is a lot ofwork, 
mal science degree at UGA ' After first place is selected, but when you see what the 
and is a' member of the Uni- the, 2nd place pig from that kids get out of it, you do it all 


N'OTICE OF PUBL MEETING 
The Taylor County Board of Commissioners and Cities of Butler 


and Reynolds will hold a public meeting to present the draft Pre
Disaster Mitigation Plan 2013-2011 for public comment and input. 


'The, original Plan (2006-201 0) has been updat~din response to the 
federal Robert T. Stafford Act which requires community imp lemen- ' 
tationofa pre';'disaster mitigation plan to be eligible for federal as-, 
sistanceto mitigate adverse effects of potential disasters and/or 
for restoration in the event th~ community is included in a presi
dential disaster declaratiol1 in th~ future. A copy of the draft will be 
available for review beginning Monday morning, February 18, in 
the offic~' of the Taylor County ~Manager (862-3336) in the court- , 
house annex.' The meeting will be held in the commissioners meet
ing room of the Taylor County Cour:thouse AlJnex, 1 Ivy Street, But
ler; at 6:00'p.m., Tuesday, February 19, 2013. ,The public is encour-
aged to attend. . . 


A 
PRE-Ie 


for the 2013/2014 school term 
will beheld at' 


TAYLOR COUNTY UPPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
March 26, 27, and 28, 2013 


9:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m. 
The following items are needed in order· to enroll your child in Pre-K 


*Certified Copy of Birth Certificate 
, *Co'py of Social SecurityCa,rd 


*Immunizatibn Records Form 3231 
*Eye, Ear, Dental Screening Form 3300 


*Proof of Residence (Electric Bill) 


Call Ms. Gwen Jenkins at 478-862-5690 if·You have questions. 
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Taylor; Crawford, 'and even Zane Kendrick placed first. is don~teci for our raffle table. 
Marion counties to come and The Cloverleaf Class, spon- We also, woUld not be able to 
show' off their livestock sored by B&B Properties, was do half of what we do Without 
projects. won by Ander Parker, who,' the support ofthe community. 

This year, we had 17 stu- just edged his younger From Hometown Foods' con
dents registered with 33 hogs brother, Cal Benj amin, ' who cession stand donation, buns' 
in all. We also had 15 partici- was second. Finally, in the from Milton Harris, the, voice 
pants in the Next Generation Pre7Club Class, Judd Puckett talents of Lance Bernard and 
show. $0 many that we had took home first prize, which All South Real Estates' own 
to have two h~ats. The par- was sponsored by Unimin Scott Westbrook, to the assis
ticipants were:' Adalynn Corp.. tance from Taylor Welch at 
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son, Laurie Grace Woody, Cal and go up to heavier animals. ris, imd the entire Taylor 
Benjamin Parker, Layne In the weight class, the judge . CduntyRoadCrew,Ryanand 
HWlt, Ander Parker,Peyton is iooking for a pig that'he : ·D.J. at the ,Taylor County 
Parker, 'Zane Kendrick, . things will make a good mar- • L'aIidfill, and, Larry Spillers 
Michael Bloodworth, Dylan ket hog. This ,is where you with Jordan. Lumber in 
Binkley; Kirbi Waller, Seth have to imagine each pig has Barnesville. If you like the 
Rqbinson, Hunter Waller, an a:pple in its mouth and is showmanship and other 
Sydney Dyer, and Sarah on a dining room table. Class prizes, the lettering was do
Robinson. - 1, sponsored by Hoyt Invest- nated by Chip Gaultney at the 

The Next Generation show, ments, was won by Layne Sign Shop. And, let's not for-
. sponsored by Barr.ow Automo- Hunt, With Sydney Dyer in ,get Laquita McCrary and all 
tive, is for youth who do not 2nd.. Class 2, sponsored by of the volunteers from Flint' 
have a pig, but may want to. Wall Market, was won by Sa- Energies. We also had a hit 
show in the future. It gives rah Robinson, with Cal Ben- . of assistance:iri the concession 
them, and their parents, a jaminPai-kerin2nd.'Taylor stand from 'Key, Club mem
chance to see what showing CountY Farm Bureau spon- bers. Mrs. Rena Booker and 
livestock is like. In.this class, sored Class.3, which was won Mr., Edd Harris, from the" 
we had Levi Anjngton, Jace by Seth Robinson, and Dylan Crawford County Fa= Bu
Chastain, Lila Chastain, Binkley was just behind him reau, are always willing to 
Kaleb Jackson, Lawson. in 2nd. Georgia Power was help at our show, no matter 
Cool~y, .. Ashley Bernard, our Class 4 sponsor, which the conditions. Last, but not 
McKenzie O'Neal, Luke waswonbySydney'Dyer, with least, Brenda Maske and 

'Murphy, Katie Faye' Sarah Robinson in 2nd. Class Sh~rry Waller at'the Exten
,Kendrick; JEmna Parsons, 5, sponsored by Ag Georgia :sion,Office, who work, tire
Willie Allen, Cassie Nipper, Farm Credit, was won by lesslyto,puttl1is togetheran<i 
Taylor Jack Kirksey, Cam Zane Kendrick, with Ander, keep me out of trouble. 
Kirksey, and Riley Harris. Parker in 2nd. Finally; our Finally,thanks to the kids 

We were welcomed by Kirbi heavyweight Class" 6 was' who participate and their par
Waller who alsoled us in'the sponsored by A.M: Bickley, ents. Without you, we would 

. Pledge of Allegiance and 4-H Inc. The top two pigs iIi this not have a reas~n to pull our 
Pledge. Sydney Dyer led the class b~longed to Zane. He hair out over ~heprogram, 
FFAMotto, and Kilby Kirksey had so many pigs in this class, run aroll,Ild town begging for 
started us' off with a beauti-· that his big sister had to come money, break our backsli:ft4lg 
fully sung National Anthem. out of retirement to help out. pens to build a show ring, bor
Mr. Edd Harris gave the m- After all the classes have row pieces of equipment from 

, vocation, a:nd the show begari. shown; you bring out the top , anyone who will let us, and 
oUr judge for the show was pigs from each cla:ss to crown get up before the crack of 

Stewart Harbin. Stewart is the Grand Champion,. or the 'dawn to hook up sound and 
currently working on his ani- best pig in the entire show. 'computers. It is a lot ofwork, 
mal science degree at UGA ' After first place is selected, but when you see what the 
and is a' member of the Uni- the, 2nd place pig from that kids get out of it, you do it all 

N'OTICE OF PUBL MEETING 
The Taylor County Board of Commissioners and Cities of Butler 

and Reynolds will hold a public meeting to present the draft Pre
Disaster Mitigation Plan 2013-2011 for public comment and input. 

'The, original Plan (2006-201 0) has been updat~din response to the 
federal Robert T. Stafford Act which requires community imp lemen- ' 
tationofa pre';'disaster mitigation plan to be eligible for federal as-, 
sistanceto mitigate adverse effects of potential disasters and/or 
for restoration in the event th~ community is included in a presi
dential disaster declaratiol1 in th~ future. A copy of the draft will be 
available for review beginning Monday morning, February 18, in 
the offic~' of the Taylor County ~Manager (862-3336) in the court- , 
house annex.' The meeting will be held in the commissioners meet
ing room of the Taylor County Cour:thouse AlJnex, 1 Ivy Street, But
ler; at 6:00'p.m., Tuesday, February 19, 2013. ,The public is encour-
aged to attend. . . 
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PRE-Ie 

for the 2013/2014 school term 
will beheld at' 

TAYLOR COUNTY UPPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
March 26, 27, and 28, 2013 

9:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m. 
The following items are needed in order· to enroll your child in Pre-K 

*Certified Copy of Birth Certificate 
, *Co'py of Social SecurityCa,rd 

*Immunizatibn Records Form 3231 
*Eye, Ear, Dental Screening Form 3300 

*Proof of Residence (Electric Bill) 

Call Ms. Gwen Jenkins at 478-862-5690 if·You have questions. 
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Taylor County 
Butler – Reynolds 

Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan Update 2013 - 2017 
2nd Public Meeting 

February 19, 2013 - 6:00 p.m. 
Taylor County Annex 

 
The county manager called the public meeting to order and recognized the plan 
consultant who briefly described the pre-disaster mitigation plan requirements and 
benefits.  The numerous activities identified in chapters 4 and 5 were highlighted, and 
efforts taken to link pre-disaster mitigation to routine services provided by local 
jurisdictions were stressed. 
 
Among the few questions raised, the one which generated some discussion was 
whether to include an emergency shelter in the plan.  That issue was discussed earlier 
in plan preparation, and concerns about management of a certified facility led the 
working committee to defer in favor of “Good Samaritan” facilities which are addressed 
in the current draft.  After discussion the board of commissioners directed that such a 
facility be added to the plan.  The meeting closed at 6:30. 
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Gerald Mixon

From: Gerald Mixon
Sent: Wednesday, February 13, 2013 4:27 PM
To: David Parrott ; Duane Montgomery; 'Rod Aide'; Leigh Ann Erenheim; 

'upsonema@gmail.com'; 'crawford.county@gema.ga.gov'; 'ema@crawfordcountyga.org'; 
Thomas Howell 

Cc: 'Gary Lowe'; Lenda Taunton ; 'Vicki Wainwright'; Tonya Kirksey (cityclerk@reynoldsga.com)
Subject: TAYLOR COUNTY PRE-DISASTER MITIGATION PLAN  DRAFT

 
Taylor County is very near completing the update (2013‐2017) to the original multi‐jurisdictional pre‐disaster mitigation 
plan that includes Butler and Reynolds.  As part of the community’s effort to provide surrounding communities, and 
some regional offices, an opportunity to comment on the document, Gary Lowe, Taylor EMA Director, asked that a copy 
of the draft be sent to you for review and comment.  A copy of the draft plan on CD is being placed in the mail today 
(Wednesday) and addressed to your attention.  Please forward any comments you may have to Gary Lowe (or me by 
reply to this message) no later than March 1.  The appendices with supporting documentation have not been included in 
the CD, but will be forwarded if requested. 
 
Gary Lowe 
Taylor County EMA Director 
7 Ivy Street/P. O. Box 278 
Butler, GA. 31006 
tcema@pstel.net 
 
This message sent for Gary Lowe by: 
 
Gerald Mixon 
Planning Director - Americus Office 
River Valley Regional Commission 
228 West Lamar Street 
Americus, Georgia 31709 
gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org 
www.rivervalleyrc.org 
877-819-6348 
229-931-2917 (fax) 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the addressee. If you are not the intended addressee, then you have 
received this email in error and any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately of your 
unintended receipt by reply and then delete this email and your reply. River Valley Regional Commission and its subsidiaries and affiliates will not be held liable to any 
person resulting from the unintended or unauthorized use of any information contained in this email or as a result of any additions or deletions of information originally 
contained in this email. 
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From: Gary Lowe
To: Gerald Mixon
Subject: Fw: Mitigation plan
Date: Monday, March 04, 2013 10:35:42 AM

 
----- Original Message -----
From: Martha Anne McCarty
To: tcema@pstel.net
Sent: Saturday, March 02, 2013 6:50 PM
Subject: Mitigation plan

Gary,
 
I looked over your mit plan and it looks to be very solid. I would go back and include in civil
disturbances section the possibilities of an active shooter, particularly at schools or your nursing home
facility.
 
Other than that omission, plan looks really good.
 
MA
 
Martha Anne McCarty, Director
Upson County Office of Emergency Management and Homeland Security
P O Box 348
605 W Gordon St
Thomaston, GA 30286
706/647-5600    Office
706/647-5605    Fax
706/741-1407    Cell
410*500    Linc
EMA 1    Co Fire net
 
No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 2012.0.2238 / Virus Database: 2641/5647 - Release Date: 03/04/13

mailto:tcema@pstel.net
mailto:gmixon@rivervalleyrc.org
mailto:mamccarty@upsoncountyga.org
mailto:tcema@pstel.net
http://www.avg.com/


-------------------------~~ .. --- - - -

The Taylor County News, August 29, 2013, Page 6. 

N TICE F PLAN AVAILABILITY 
Taylor County, B.utler. and Reynolds. have received notice the Fed
eral Emergency Management Agency has approved the community's 
draft Pre-Disaster Mitigation Plan 2013-2017. Federal law requires 
local governments to develop and implement a pre-disaster mitiga
tion plan, to be eligible for federal assistance to mitigate adverse 
effects'of potential disasters, and for'restoration/recovery in the event 
the community is itlcl'uded in a preSidential disaster declaration in 
the future. The public has another opportunity to review the plan as 
all three jurisdictions make preparations to adopt it at their respec
tive September meetings (1 Oth,16th and 17th). A copy of the draft is 
available for review on-site in offices of the city clerk in Butler and 
Reynolds and county manager's office in the courthouse annex. Call 
these chie1administrative officials if you have,any questions. 

, 

197 Fo.urteenth Street.. N'W Atla 

(404) .344-5255 
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