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Purpose
The purpose of this document is to share key concepts FEMA is considering changing or
strengthening in the updated version of the “Multi-Hazard Mitigation Planning Guidance
under the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000,” last issued in January 2008. This
“Highlights” document is not intended to supplant the Guidance which is the official
source of interpretation regarding the natural hazard mitigation planning requirements. 1
The guidance is intended for use as a means to update plans in compliance with the
requirements as well as to fairly evaluate and approve State Mitigation Plans.
Key concepts under consideration include strengthening specific requirements for:
• assessing future risk in light of a changing climate and changes in land use and
development. This will ensure that the mitigation strategy addresses risks and
takes into consideration possible future conditions in order to identify, prioritize,
and implement actions to increase statewide resilience;
• supporting states in fulfilling mitigation commitments, including FEMA Hazard
Mitigation Assistance grants management performance, throughout the five-year
plan approval period. FEMA seeks opportunities to build and maintain mitigation
capabilities and advance hazard mitigation proactively during plan
implementation, and not solely at plan update and review;
• clarifying that “formally adopted by the state” means plan adoption by the highest
elected official to reflect the importance of plan implementation as a means to
demonstrate risk reduction as a statewide priority; and
• coordinating and integrating the mitigation planning process with the whole
community, including agencies and stakeholders with mitigation capabilities that
are responsible for economic development; land use and development; housing;
infrastructure; natural and cultural resource management; and health and human
services. Engaging agencies and stakeholders with data and authority early in the
planning process facilitates both successful plan development and
implementation.
The updated guidance will incorporate principles from recent Federal policies and
doctrine, such as the National Mitigation Framework. The National Mitigation
Framework emphasizes the valuable role of collaboration among various parts of the
whole community to ensure mitigation capabilities continually develop, and
comprehensive mitigation includes strategies for all community systems. Examples of
agencies and stakeholders with mitigation capabilities are those entities with data or
responsibility for:
1

Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (Stafford Act) (Public Law
93-288), as amended by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended, 42 United States Code 4001 et seq., and 44 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) Part 201 Mitigation Planning
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emergency management;
hazard data;
climate projections and data;
economic development;
land use and development;
housing;
infrastructure;
natural and cultural resource management; and
health and human services.

FEMA is developing additional resources to support States in updating State Mitigation
Plans as well as building and maintaining statewide mitigation programs. These
resources will be available from the FEMA Mitigation Planning webpage.
The remainder of this document is organized as follows:
• Mitigation Program Consultation
• Standard State Plan Requirements
• Enhanced State Plan Requirements

Mitigation Program Consultation
Mitigation Planning Program: The mitigation planning regulation defines FEMA’s
responsibilities to include:
• providing technical assistance and training regarding the mitigation planning
process; [44 CFR § 201.3(b)(2)] and
• reviewing State mitigation activities, plans, and programs to ensure that
mitigation commitments are fulfilled. [44 CFR § 201.3(b)(5)]
FEMA proposes to formalize consultation with the State to discuss the status of the State
Mitigation Plan maintenance, program implementation, challenges, opportunities, and
any other areas of concern identified by either FEMA or the State. FEMA will work with
each State to establish an agreeable process and schedule for consultation to occur at least
annually, effective for the current approval period.
If FEMA determines that the State is not maintaining the mitigation plan and, therefore,
not meeting mitigation commitments, FEMA may take corrective action, such as
revoking or suspending the plan approval status. Corrective action may impact eligibility
for certain FEMA assistance until such time as FEMA determines that the plan meets the
requirements and restores plan approval status. [44 CFR § 201.3(b)(5)]
FEMA Regional Mitigation Planning staff will consult with the State staff responsible for
mitigation planning to determine the status of and specific needs for:
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1. Making progress with the State mitigation strategy;
2. Coordinating opportunities to partner with other FEMA programs to provide more
comprehensive assistance to the State;
3. Incorporating current and best available risk assessment data, studies, tools and
resources;
4. Implementing the State Mitigation Plan maintenance system for monitoring,
evaluating, and updating the plan;
5. Submitting approvable mitigation plans (State, local, and Tribal, as applicable) to
FEMA for final review and approval, unless final approval authority has been
delegated to the State; and
6. Providing technical assistance and training to assist in applying for HMA
planning grants as well as developing and implementing approvable mitigation
plans (State, local, and Tribal, as applicable).
HMA Grants Management Performance: On an annual basis, FEMA Regional HMA
staff will coordinate with appropriate FEMA program offices, such as Mitigation
Planning, Grant Programs Directorate, and Office of Environmental Planning and
Historic Preservation, to review grants management performance for all States with
FEMA-approved State Mitigation Plans (both Standard and Enhanced).
For States with FEMA-approved Enhanced State Mitigation Plans, the requirements for
the annual performance monitoring are presented in detail in Section 4.4 HMA Grants
Management Performance, Elements E6-E9.
After the review is complete, FEMA Regional HMA staff, in coordination with the
FEMA Regional Mitigation Planning staff, will provide the Grantee with a report of key
findings. If necessary, FEMA will identify problem areas and required adjustments. The
State will prepare a strategy with FEMA that includes any training or technical assistance
that may help address identified problems. For Enhanced States, if the Grantee does not
or cannot implement the adjustments within a reasonable timeframe, FEMA may take
corrective action, such as revoking or suspending the Enhanced State Mitigation Plan
status, thus impacting eligibility for certain FEMA assistance, recovery of funds, or result
in the denial of future funds. [44 CFR § 201.3(b)(5)]

Standard State Plan Requirements
The purpose of this section is to highlight some of the concepts under consideration
regarding how FEMA interprets the regulations 2 for all Standard State Mitigation Plan
reviews. The guidance is limited only to the minimum requirements of what must be in a
State Standard Mitigation Plan and does not provide guidance on how the State should
develop a plan. This section is organized as follows:
2

Not all of the regulations / elements are discussed in this Highlights of Key Concepts document.
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•
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Planning Process
Plan Review, Evaluation, and Implementation
Mitigation Strategy
Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment
Local Coordination and Mitigation Capabilities
State Mitigation Capabilities
Adoption

Planning Process:
1. Does the plan document the process used to develop the plan? [44 CFR §
201.4(c)(1) 3]
a. The plan must document the current process used to update the plan, including
how the plan was prepared, how the mitigation planning process was integrated to
the extent possible with other planning efforts and programs, the schedule or
timeframe, specific milestones and activities, as well as the agencies and
stakeholders who were involved in the process.
b. The plan must document the agency or organization represented, including the
participant’s title.
2. Does the plan describe how the State coordinated with other agencies and
stakeholders? [44 CFR § 201.4(c)(1)] The plan must describe how other State and
Federal agencies and other stakeholders were involved in the process. To
demonstrate coordination with the whole community, at a minimum, other agencies
must include those responsible for the following community sectors: economic
development; land use and development; housing; infrastructure; natural and cultural
resource management; and health and human services. 4
Plan Review, Evaluation, and Implementation: Is there a description of the method and
schedule for keeping the plan current? [44 CFR §§ 201.4(c)(5)(i) 5 and 201.4(d) 6] The
plan must describe the process to monitor, evaluate, and update the plan, specifically:
1. Who will be responsible for monitoring, evaluating, and updating (e.g. agency and
title / position);
2. The schedule for monitoring, evaluating and updating (including securing funding
and resources);
3. Performance criteria for evaluating;
3

44 CFR § 201.4(c)(1): “Description of the planning process used to develop the plan, including
how it was prepared, who was involved in the process, and how other agencies participated.”
4
National Mitigation Framework, FEMA, May 2013.
5
44 CFR § 201.4(c)(5)(i): “An established method and schedule for monitoring, evaluating, and
updating the plan.”
6
44 CFR § 201.4(d): “Review and revise the State Mitigation Plan to reflect changes in
development, progress in statewide mitigation efforts, and changes in priorities and resubmitted
for approval to the appropriate Regional Administrator every five years.”
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4. How new hazard data and information on changing vulnerabilities will be managed
and incorporated into the risk assessment; and
5. How new or changing priorities will be incorporated into the mitigation strategy.
Mitigation Strategy: Does the plan prioritize mitigation actions to reduce vulnerabilities
identified in the risk assessment? [44 CFR §§ 201.4(c)(3)(iii) 7 and (iv) 8]
1. The plan must identify actions based on the current risk assessment to reduce the
vulnerability of jurisdictions within the State as well as the vulnerability of State
owned or operated buildings, critical infrastructure, and critical facilities.
2. The plan must describe the process used by the State to evaluate and prioritize actions
that are cost effective, environmentally sound, and technically feasible.
3. The plan must describe how each action contributes to the goals.
4. The plan must describe how the local mitigation strategies are linked with the State
mitigation strategy.
5. Each action must include a description of the position / office responsible for
implementation as well as the timeframes for completion.
6. Each action must identify potential or current sources of Federal, State, local, or
private funding needed for implementation. At a minimum, the plan must describe
FEMA mitigation funding sources, including, if applicable, but not limited to HMA
and Public Assistance (PA) (406) Mitigation and Categories C-G funding 9.
7. If the State is interested in a reduced cost share 10 under the Flood Mitigation
Assistance (FMA) program, the plan must address repetitive loss (RL) and severe
repetitive loss (SRL) properties.

7

44 CFR § 201.4(c)(3)(iii): “An identification, evaluation, and prioritization of cost-effective,
environmentally sound, and technically feasible mitigation actions and activities the State is
considering and an explanation of how each activity contributes to the overall mitigation strategy.
This section should be linked to local plans, where specific local actions and projects are
identified.”
8
44 CFR § 201.4(c)(3)(iv): “Identification of current and potential sources of Federal, State,
local, or private funding to implement mitigation activities.”
9
Stafford Action § 406(e) Repair, Restoration, and Replacement of Damaged Facilities and 44
CFR §206.226 Restoration of damaged facilities.
10
44 CFR § 201.4(c)(3)(v): “A State may request the reduced cost share authorized under
§79.4(c)(2) of this chapter for the FMA and SRL programs, if it has an approved State Mitigation
Plan meeting the requirements of this section that also identifies specific actions the State has
taken to reduce the number of repetitive loss properties (which must include severe repetitive loss
properties), and specifies how the State intends to reduce the number of such repetitive loss
properties. In addition, the plan must describe the strategy the State has to ensure that local
jurisdictions with severe repetitive loss properties take actions to reduce the number of these
properties, including the development of local mitigation plans.” NOTE: The Biggert-Waters
Flood Insurance Reform Act of 2012 eliminated the SRL program.
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Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment
1. Does the risk assessment include an overview of the type and location of all natural
hazards that can affect the State? [44 CFR § 201.4(c)(2)(i) 11]
a. The plan must provide a current summary of the natural hazards that can affect
the State. The summary must include information on location, extent, and
previous occurrences for each natural hazard, using maps where appropriate.
b. If any commonly recognized natural hazards are omitted, the plan must provide
an explanation.
2. Does the risk assessment provide an overview of the probabilities of future hazard
events? [44 CFR § 201.4(c)(2)(i)]
a. The risk assessment must provide a summary of the probability of future hazard
events that includes projected changes in occurrences for each natural hazard in
terms of location, extent, intensity, frequency, and/or duration.
b. Probability must include considerations of changing future conditions, including
the effects of climate change on the identified hazards.
3. Does the risk assessment address the vulnerability of State assets located in hazard
areas and estimate the potential dollar losses to these assets? [44 CFR §§
201.4(c)(2)(ii) 12 and 201.4(c)(2)(iii) 13] State assets refer to State owned or operated
buildings, critical infrastructure, and critical facilities.
a. The risk assessment must include an analysis of the potential impacts of hazard
events to State assets and a summary of the assets most vulnerable to the
identified hazards. These assets may be located in the identified hazard areas or
affected by the probability of future hazard events. Factors affecting vulnerability
may include asset use and function as well as construction type, age, or intended
use.
b. The risk assessment must estimate potential dollar losses to State assets located in
identified hazard areas.
11

44 CFR § 201.4(c)(2)(i): “An overview of the type and location of all natural hazards that can
affect the State, including information on previous occurrences of hazard events, as well as the
probability of future hazard events, using maps where appropriate;”
12
44 CFR § 201.4(c)(2)(ii): “An overview and analysis of the State's vulnerability to the hazards
described in this paragraph (c)(2), based on estimates provided in local risk assessments as well
as the State risk assessment. The State shall describe vulnerability in terms of the jurisdictions
most threatened by the identified hazards, and most vulnerable to damage and loss associated
with hazard events. State owned or operated critical facilities located in the identified hazard
areas shall also be addressed;”
13
44 CFR § 201.4(c)(2)(iii): “An overview and analysis of potential losses to the identified
vulnerable structures, based on estimates provided in local risk assessments as well as the State
risk assessment. The State shall estimate the potential dollar losses to State owned or operated
buildings, infrastructure, and critical facilities located in the identified hazard areas.”
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4. Does the risk assessment include an overview and analysis of the vulnerability of
jurisdictions to the identified hazards and the potential losses to vulnerable structures?
[44 CFR §§ 201.4(c)(2)(ii) and 201.4(c)(2)(iii)]
a. The risk assessment must provide a current summary of the most vulnerable
jurisdictions based on the State and local risk assessments. Vulnerability must be
analyzed in terms of:
i. Jurisdictions most threatened by the identified hazards (based on hazard
location, extent, and probability).
ii. Jurisdictions most susceptible to damage and loss from hazard events as
related to populations and assets (structures, critical facilities, infrastructure,
and systems).
b. The risk assessment must include a summary of the potential losses to the
identified vulnerable structures based on estimates in the local risk assessments as
well as the State risk assessment.
c. If the State is interested in a reduced cost share under the FMA program, the plan
must address RL and SRL properties.
5. Was the risk assessment revised to reflect changes in development? [44 CFR §
201.4(d) 14] The plan must provide a summary of the changes in development that
have occurred or are projected to occur in hazard prone areas based on the State and
local risk assessments, specifically the:
a. Changes in the built environment, such as housing, businesses, and critical
infrastructure / facilities;
b. Changes in population demographics in hazard prone areas that affect
vulnerability; and
c. Changes to the vulnerability of State owned or operated buildings, critical
infrastructure / facilities.
Local Coordination and Mitigation Capabilities: Does the plan describe and analyze the
effectiveness of local mitigation policies, programs, and capabilities 15? [44 CFR §
201.4(c)(3)(ii) 16]
14

44 CFR § 201.4(d): “Review and revise the State Mitigation Plan to reflect changes in
development, progress in statewide mitigation efforts, and changes in priorities and resubmitted
for approval to the appropriate Regional Administrator every five years.”
15
Reference core capabilities as defined in the National Mitigation Framework, FEMA, May
2013.
16
44 CFR § 201.4(c)(3)(ii): “A discussion of the State’s pre and post-disaster hazard management
policies, programs, and capabilities to mitigate the hazards in the area, including: an evaluation of
State laws, regulations, policies, and programs related to hazard mitigation as well as to
development in hazard-prone areas; a discussion of State funding capabilities for hazard
mitigation projects; a general description and analysis of the effectiveness of local mitigation
policies, programs, and capabilities.”
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1. The plan must provide a summary of the existing local policies, programs, and
capabilities available for jurisdictions to accomplish hazard mitigation.
2. The plan must describe results of the effectiveness analysis of local mitigation
policies, programs, and capabilities. The analysis of effectiveness must include a
summary of the:
a. Statewide distribution of local mitigation policies, programs, and capabilities.
b. Challenges to implementing local mitigation policies, programs, and capabilities.
c. Opportunities for implementing mitigation actions through local capabilities.
State Mitigation Capabilities: Does the plan discuss the evaluation of the State’s hazard
management policies, programs, capabilities, and funding sources to mitigate the hazards
identified in the risk assessment? [44 CFR § 201.4(c)(3)(ii)]
1. The plan must describe existing State pre- and post-disaster hazard management
policies, programs and capabilities to mitigate the hazards in the State, including:
a. An evaluation of State laws, regulations, policies, and programs related to hazard
mitigation as well as to development in hazard-prone areas;
b. A discussion of State funding capabilities (not FEMA funding capabilities) for
hazard mitigation projects;
c. A discussion of applicable FEMA mitigation programs and funding sources
administered by the State, including, if applicable, but not limited to:
i. HMA programs;
ii. PA (406) Mitigation and Categories C-G funding;
iii. National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and Community Rating System
(CRS); and,
iv. Risk Mapping, Assessment and Planning (Risk MAP).
2. The evaluation must include:
a. A summary of the outcomes, including identification of obstacles and challenges;
and
b. Changes since the previous plan approval.
Adoption: Did the State provide documentation that the plan has been formally adopted?
[44 CFR § 201.4(c)(6) 17]
1. The State must provide documentation of formal adoption by the highest elected
official prior to the final review and approval by FEMA. Documentation of
formal adoption may be a resolution or other mechanism.
2. After FEMA has received the formal adoption documentation, FEMA will
provide a letter indicating the plan is approved.

17

44 CFR § 201.4(c)(6): “A Plan Adoption Process. The plan must be formally adopted by the
State prior to submittal to us for final review and approval.”
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Enhanced State Plan Requirements
The purpose of this section is to highlight some of the concepts under consideration
regarding how FEMA interprets the regulations for Enhanced State Mitigation Plan
reviews. This section is organized as follows:
• Integrated Planning
• State Mitigation Capabilities
• HMA Grants Management Performance
FEMA will not grant conditional approvals of Enhanced State Plans; all requirements
must be met at time of review
Integrated Planning: Is the plan integrated with other State and/or regional planning
initiatives and FEMA mitigation programs and initiatives? [44 CFR § 201.5(b)(1) 18]
1. The Enhanced Plan must demonstrate integration with other State and/or regional
planning initiatives in community sectors across the whole community, including, at a
minimum: land use and community development; housing; economic development;
infrastructure; natural and cultural resources; and health and human services
planning.
2. The Enhanced plan must demonstrate integration of FEMA programs and initiatives,
including, if applicable, but not limited to Preparedness (i.e., Threat and Hazard
Identification Risk Assessment (THIRA) and Emergency Preparedness Grant
Program) and Recovery (i.e., PA Categories C-G), in addition to FEMA Mitigation
Programs (i.e., PA 406 Mitigation, HMA, NFIP, CRS, Risk MAP, and the National
Dam Safety Program).
State Mitigation Capabilities: Does the State demonstrate commitment to a
comprehensive mitigation program? [44 CFR § 201.5(b)(4) 19] The Enhanced Plan must
18

44 CFR § 201.5(b)(1): “Demonstration that the plan is integrated to the extent practicable with
other State and/or regional planning initiatives (comprehensive, growth management, economic
development, capital improvement, land development, and/or emergency management plans) and
FEMA mitigation programs and initiatives that provide guidance to State and regional agencies.”
19
44 CFR § 201.5(b)(4): “Demonstration that the State is committed to a comprehensive state
mitigation program, which might include any of the following:
(i) A commitment to support local mitigation planning by providing workshops and training,
State planning grants, or coordinated capability development of local officials, including
Emergency Management and Floodplain Management certifications.
(ii) A statewide program of hazard mitigation through the development of legislative initiatives,
mitigation councils, formation of public/private partnerships, and/or other executive actions
that promote hazard mitigation.
(iii) The State provides a portion of the non-Federal match for HMGP and/or other mitigation
projects.
(iv) To the extent allowed by State law, the State requires or encourages local governments to
use a current version of a nationally applicable model building code or Standard that
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demonstrate the State’s commitment to mitigation including descriptions of the
following:
1. A statewide program of hazard mitigation through the development of legislative
initiatives, mitigation councils, formation of public/private partnerships, and/or other
executive actions that promote hazard mitigation.
2. To the extent allowed by State law, the State requires or encourages local
governments to use a current version of a nationally applicable model building code
or Standard that addresses natural hazards as a basis for design and construction of
State sponsored mitigation projects.
3. A comprehensive, multi-year plan to mitigate the risks posed to existing buildings
that have been identified as necessary for post-disaster response and recovery
operations.
4. A comprehensive description of how the State integrates mitigation into its postdisaster recovery operations.
HMA Grants Management Performance
1. With regards to HMA, is the State maintaining the capability to meet application
timeframes and submitting complete project applications? [44 CFR §
201.5(b)(2)(iii)(A) 20]
a. All applications entered into FEMA’s electronic data systems (i.e., NEMIS and/or
eGrants).
b. Eligibility and Completeness Checklist prepared for all applications.
c. Percent of applications approved by FEMA within 60 days of application
submittal as follows for States with:
i. Less than 20 applications, 90% or more of all applications
ii. Between 21 and 100, 80% or more of all applications
iii. Over 100, 75% or more of all applications
iv. Required Environmental and Historic Preservation reviews and consultations
will not be included in the 60-day review timeframe calculation.
d. All applications approved within 90 days of submittal.

addresses natural hazards as a basis for design and construction of State sponsored
mitigation projects.
(v) A comprehensive, multi-year plan to mitigate the risks posed to existing buildings that have
been identified as necessary for post-disaster response and recovery operations.
(vi) A comprehensive description of how the State integrates mitigation into its post-disaster
recovery operations.”
20
44 CFR § 201.5(b)(2)(iii)(A): “Demonstration that the State has the capability to effectively
manage the HMGP as well as other mitigation grant programs, including a record of the
following: (A) Meeting HMGP and other mitigation grant application timeframes and submitting
complete, technically feasible, and eligible project applications with appropriate supporting
documentation;”
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2. With regards to HMA, is the State maintaining the capability to prepare and submit
accurate environmental reviews and benefit-cost analyses? [44 CFR §
201.5(b)(2)(iii)(B) 21]
a. Within 60 days of application submittal, requested information related to BenefitCost Analysis submitted to FEMA and the Benefit-Cost determination accepted as
correct by FEMA for States with:
i. Less than 20 applications, 90% or more of all applications
ii. Between 21 and 100, 80% or more of all applications
iii. Over 100, 75% or more of all applications
iv. Required Environmental and Historic Preservation reviews and consultations
will not be included in the 60-day review timeframe calculation.
b. For all applications, requested information regarding the Benefit-Cost analyses
submitted and accepted as correct by FEMA within 90 days of application
submittal.
c. For all applications, all documentation submitted in support of Environmental and
Historic Preservation reviews has been submitted and accepted as correct by
FEMA within 90 days of application submittal.
3. With regards to HMA, is the State maintaining the capability to submit complete and
accurate quarterly progress and financial reports on time? [44 CFR §
201.5(b)(2)(iii)(C) 22]
a. All progress reports must be complete and submitted on time (unless extension
granted by FEMA HMA staff). Information in reports must accurately describe
grant activities and support any extension requests. Incomplete progress reports
which do not provide information on all open grants and subgrants or include all
information required by the HMA Unified Guidance are not considered on-time.
b. All Federal Financial Reports (FFR) Standard Form (SF)-425 (FFR SF-425) are
submitted on time (unless extension granted by FEMA HMA staff). Information
in reports must accurately describe grant activities and support any extension
requests.
c. State consistently complies with the Financial Management System requirements
described in 44 CFR § 13.20. FEMA HMA staff will consult with the Office of
the Chief Financial Officer on this determination.
21

44 CFR § 201.5(b)(2)(iii)(B): “Demonstration that the State has the capability to effectively
manage the HMGP as well as other mitigation grant programs, including a record of the
following: (B) Preparing and submitting accurate environmental reviews and benefit-cost
analyses;”
22
44 CFR § 201.5(b)(2)(iii)(C): “Demonstration that the State has the capability to effectively
manage the HMGP as well as other mitigation grant programs, including a record of the
following: (C) Submitting complete and accurate quarterly progress and financial reports on
time;”
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4. With regards to HMA, is the State maintaining the capability to complete HMA
projects within established performance periods, including financial reconciliation?
[44 CFR § 201.5(b)(2)(iii)(D) 23]
a. Any request to extend the application period was submitted at least 30 days prior
to the end of the expiration of the application period.
b. All States’ requests to extend periods of performance for the grant were submitted
to FEMA 60 days before end of Period of Performance.
c. No major findings on last single audit obtained by the State related to HMA
programs. For States without HMA grants, FEMA will review other federal
grants prepared by the responsible agency (i.e., State Emergency Management
Agency).
d. All grant close-out activities, including financial reconciliation, are completed
within 90 days from the end of the performance period including:
i. Final FFR SF-425 and Performance Reports were submitted on time.
ii. Statement submitted that approved Scope of Work and all Environmental and
Historic Preservation requirements have been satisfied.
iii. SF-270 Request for Advance or Reimbursement or request to de-obligate
funds is completed, if applicable due to cost underruns.
iv. No late drawdowns are requested or performed after the liquidation period has
ended.
e. Closeouts of all sub-grants were reported in progress reports to indicate timely
closeout and financial reconciliation (completed within six months of work
completion).
f. Actual expenditures have been documented and are consistent with SF-424A or
SF-424C.

23

44 CFR § 201.5(b)(2)(iii)(D): “Demonstration that the State has the capability to effectively
manage the HMGP as well as other mitigation grant programs, including a record of the
following: (D) Completing HMGP and other mitigation grant projects within established
performance periods, including financial reconciliation.”
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