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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS), which sets out planning law for the State of Nevada, mandates the
preparation of comprehensive, long-term general plans, known as master plans. The NRS also identifies a
series of required elements to be covered by the master plan for entities located within counties of more than
400,000 persons. This Safety & Seismic Safety Element is a required element of the Master Plan per NRS
278.160. -

For purposes of the City of Las Vegas, the Safety & Seismic Safety Element will address the following
sub-elements: ~

» Fire Hazards

+ Flood Hazards

« Seismic Hazards

* Noise Hazards

» Hazardous Materials
o Landslide Hazards

As an element of the City’s Master Plan, the planning horizon for afety & Seismic Safety Element is
20 years, with updates scheduled every five years. This element has been prepared, as an amendment to and
augmentation of the Master Plan, through input from various cities, citizen greups and public agencies directly
responsible for providing the services addressed in this plan Each of the follovmng sub—elements includes the
following recommendations: ,

+ Fire Protection Services: ,Mitigateiboth natural and man-made fire hazards found in the City of Las Vegas.

The Fire & Rescue Department w1ll contmue to identify fire hazards and develop policies to respond in
case of an emergency.

* Flood Control Hazards: Pro"{/“ide infraéti‘iictﬁfei‘td‘r‘rﬁtigate issues caused by excessive rainfall.

‘natural and man-made factors , flooding is a critical concern of many within the entire Las Vegas
Because of the al significance and consequences of this issue, steps have been taken by the

o address this matter in a cohesive manner, mainly through the creation of the
! ontrol District (CCRFCD) in 1985. This agency has identified the critical
areas of the Valley that are prone to flooding, or are major causes of flooding, and developed a master plan
for the construction of facilities (detention basins, channels) that will prevent property damage and/or injury
or loss of life as a result of this storm water runoff and associated floodmg The construction of these
facilities will also aid in the prevention of water contamination at the primary source of drinking water for
Las Vegas: Lake Mead.

+ Seismic Hazards: Mitigate damage to property related to geologic hazards found in Las Vegas.

There are three (3) geologic factors that greatly influence development patterns and practices within the
City of Las Vegas: seismic, soil composition, and subsidence.

+ Seismically, a number of faults are present throughout the City of Las Vegas, thus construction practices



have to take this factor into consideration, although no major earthquakes have ever been reported in
Clark County.

« The soils present within the City of Las Vegas are directly attributed to the topography and
physiographic conditions that prevail in this portion of the state, and have a great impact on the
development of a particular site. Some of the soils found locally have a high alkaline content, which
compromises the integrity of untreated steel and concrete, while others could jeopardize a building’s
foundation due to the shrink/swell potential of soil (the reaction of the soil when water is introduced).
The City should continue to monitor these areas of concern, and requ1re nmeasures (o address adverse soil
conditions on a case—by—case basis.

« Arguably, the most severe geologic hazard present within the City egas would be the problem
of subsidence, or the lowering of the earth’s crust. Due to the continued withdrawal of water from the
ground, and other natural and man—made phenomenon, certain: sectlons of the 'c1 y-have experienced
ground subsidence, which often results in severe damage to a structure’s integrit
number of documented cases. Efforts to address the problem, through groundwater rex harge and/or
tighter building controls and requirements, should contmue

+ Noise Hazards: Mitigate excessive noise pollution within the City.

an increasingly urbanized municipality (as a result of the

), the urban noise levels that result from increased activity
vels are expected to have a number of impacts
'dltory, speech interference, and sleep

hto mitigate noise impacts on the
and site des1gn measures, the use of

As the City of Las Vegas continues to beco;
rapid growth rate and sprawling growth pa
are logically going to increase as well. These i1 ,
on the health and welfare of the residents, including n
interference. The City of Las Vegas should take a proactive ap
general populatlon This can be accomphshed through proper zor

+ Hazardous Materlals Mmgate any negatlve effects from the movement of hazardous materials within
Clty hmlts

In Las Vegas the ISSH€ of hazardous materlals is prlmarlly focused on the disposal of nuclear waste, and a
proposal by the FederalGovernment to utilize Yucca Mountain (within the Nevada Test Site) as a nuclear
Waste disposal famhty ‘There are several questlons raised about thls proposal mcludmg health risks to

o Landslide Hazards: Mitigate damage caused by landslides within the city.
The topography found within the city limits does not pose a risk of landslides.
INTRODUCTION

The Safety & Seismic Safety Element is intended to provide policy direction to the city with regard to
issues that affect the safety, health and welfare of the general public. The range of safety issues addressed
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through this Element are covered under the following sections:

+ Fire Hazards

¢ Flood Hazards

+ Seismic Hazards

* Noise Hazards

» Hazardous Materials
e [Landslide Hazards

Under each of these headings, this Element will:
 Inventory the number and location of public facilities intended to address a particular component;
+ Identify established policies and standards, where they exist, to address safety issues;
« Identify gaps or shortcomings that may exist in the current structure of policies and standards and
« Propose policies and actions intended to address areas of concern.

For purposes of this element, unfamiliar terms are defined in the Deﬁnitions section and unfamiliar
concepts will be discussed in detail as they are introduced. ) ‘

RELATIONSHIP TO THE MASTER PLAN

The Nevada Revised Statutes require the preparation and adoption ofa comprehensive, long-term general
plan for the physical development of the city. For cities like Las Vegas, which is located in a county having a
population of 400,000 or greater, state law requires the master plan to address 18 different subject areas. A
safety plan and a seismic safety plan are both required components per NRS and are both specifically addressed
by this Safety & Seismic Safety Element. Additionally, this Element addresses noise hazards within the city.

art of the Las Vegas 2020 Master Plan. It is intended to address where
of the Las Vegas 2020 Master Plan document that was approved by
ular, this Element addresses Objective 7.3 of the Master Plan

This Element forms a compone
possible, the goals, objectives and poli
City Council in Septernb':erf :
capstone document, which sta

lems are'fu y and adequately identified and that long term solutions are
local government departments and agencies vested with those

“To ensure that public safetyﬁ pr
identified and 1mp1emented by the re Spef’”’"
responsrbﬂities :

Asa follow up to this objective the document contains a number of policies which are addressed by this
Element. These policies focus on protective services, noise issues, seismic activity and hazardous material.
These policies are as follows: ‘

POLICY 7.3.2: That the City continue to provide efficient and cost effective services and
facrhties for fire prevention, fire suppression, hazardous material control and emergency
medical care for the City of Las Vegas and assist Clark County as deemed appropriate in
the provision of these services for County islands and County areas north of Cheyenne
Avenue and west of Decatur Boulevard.

POLICY 7.3.3: That the City participate with local governments within the Las Vegas Valley,
and with other levels of government, to research, monitor and assess the effect on public
safety and property that may arise from geologic hazards such as seismic activity, from
land subsidence and related groundwater usage practices, and from poor soil conditions



such as collapsible and expansive soils.

POLICY 7.3.4: That the City establish and enforce maximum acceptable levels for noise within
residential and public areas in conjunction with state and local agencies.

POLICY 7.3.8: That the City coordinate with the appropriate entities to ensure that any
contaminants from federal facilities, such as the Nevada Test Site and Yucca Mountain,
do not flow into the Valley water supply as a result of seismic activities or other forces of
nature. The City will ensure that wastes of all types are disposed of in an appropriate
manner.

The policies and actions contained in the following sections of this Safety & Selsmw Element have been
designed to comply with and implement the broader general goals ObjeCtIVGS and pohcles of the Master Plan as
listed above. : .

FIRE HAZARD SAFETY

The geographic condition of the city of Las Vegas does not present a natural fire risk, such as wild land
fire. For those fires considered man-made, whether intentional or umnten‘aonal most occur in buildings. In
2006, Las Vegas Fire & Rescue obtained Accredited Agency status through the Commission for Fire
Accreditation International (CFAI). Part of this e51gnat10n requires the department to conduct a thorough
community risk assessment for all possible hazarc  its jurisdiction for which it provides responses
services.

In order to perform community risk assessmen department s aff identifies fire types and assigns a score
for the hazard level, probability of the occurrence of a fire event, and tk kely consequences of the fire event
(i.e., economic or loss of life), which yields a total risk score. Based on the risk score for each hazard type, the
approprlate level of deployment (number of firefighters and equipment) is determined for each classification,
resulting in the department’s ﬁre safety plan for man-made ﬁre hazards.

The purpose of this sectlon of the Pubhc Safety Plan is to explain how the services of Las Vegas Fire &
Rescue (LVFR) wi Qrporated in the accomplishment of public safety in a comprehensive manner. ,
Dlscussmn will detail how LVFR will mteract with the city of Las Vegas per Policy 7.3.2 of the 2020 Master

fire & Rescue operates under a vision statement, mission statement, and strategic business
plan that aligns to Ci Councﬂ priorities and promotes community risk reduction and safety. The Department’s
mission is “to provide fire, medical, and other emergency response and preventlon services to residents,
businesses, and visitors so they can live, work, and play in a safe community."

Las Vegas Fire & Rescue adopted its first strategic plan in 1990 with the aim of guiding the department
into the next millennium and propelling it toward world-class status. Each plan, which functions as a dynamic,
living document, has proven to be a successful tool during times of changing variables and explosive growth.
As part of a citywide initiative focused on performance-based budgeting, the department developed a new
Strategic Business Plan and implemented its use as of July 1, 2007.



Las Vegas Fire & Rescue is organized
into four divisions: Emergency Services
/ Training; Medical Services /
Communication; Fire Prevention; and
Planning that provide fire suppression,
fire investigations, emergency medical
services, patient transports, technical

As the Las Vegas Valley contends w1th issues relating to Homela d ecurlty, its ability to respond to and
handle terrorist acts must be considered in planning, resource allocatlon and training. Through local, regional,
and statewide collaboration, LVFR is involved in everal projects that, when realized, will provide the

permanent and transient populations a level of p n against domestic terrousm

LEVEL OF SERVICE: EXISTING INVENTORY

As of July 1, 2009, LVER operates out of nineteen stations that provide coverage to all areas within city
of Las Vegas boundarles (133. 20 squ_‘; ‘miles) and a resident population of 599,087 (2009 City Estimate). In
response to a growing community and increased service demands LVFR opened six new fire stations between
2001-2008 (Stations 10, 43, 44 45,47, and 48). Current fire station locations and 1.5-mile service areas are
plotted on Map 1.

LEVEL OF SERVICE FUTURE INVENTORY

- Las Vegas Fire & Rescue mamtams a ten -year plan for acquiring land and building fire stations. Most
1mmed1ately the Department has entered into a partnership with the College of Southern Nevada (CSN) to
build Fire Station 46 on its West Charleston campus. This station will include over 3000 sq. feet of classroom
space in which t e
completed and staffed

The Department has also identified three ideal locations for future stations — Fire Station 103 to be
located at Mount Mariah Drive and Stella Lake Street; Fire Station 107 at Del Webb Boulevard and Sundial;
and Fire Station 108 at Lamb and Bonanza road. These stations are currently proposed to be built in the next
five years, and are dependent upon capital funding and prioritization.






AUTOMATIC AID AGREEMENTS

The city has an automatic aid agreement with the Clark County and City of North Las Vegas fire
departments. Under this agreement, jurisdictional boundaries between the cities and county are ignored and the
closest available emergency response vehicle is dispatched to an incident. The total resources of all agencies
are available to respond should a regional emergency occur anywhere in the metro area. Las Vegas Fire &
Rescue provides coverage to several Clark County “islands” located within its jurisdiction Map 2 identifies
existing and proposed City of Las Vegas, Clark County, and North Las Vegas ﬁre statlons and their service
areas. =

Through similar automatic aid agreements, the Department’ "Bomib Squad p‘rcy)v‘iydes emergency response
coverage throughout Clark, Lincoln, and Nye Counties. Map 3 shows the area of coverage prov1ded by the
bomb squad.

LAND USE

The city of Las Vegas is home to a diverse and rapidly growing population. Increasing commercial- and
industrial-based businesses add to the economic base, but make planning effective fire and rescue services a
challenge for public safety officials. )

The density of the population affects the department s ability to service an area effectively. Higher
density areas require more equipment and personnel to service a greater number of residents, tourists, and
structures. The higher density areas also represent a greater risk for fi preadmg due to the close proximity of
buildings. As seen on Map 4, fire stations are generally distributed so that more stations are located in the areas
of greatest density. The location of the stations is not so much what areas are considered downtown or
suburban, but how (remdenﬁal) areas are expected to develop over time.

In response to potential high-rise development in
its downtown urban core, the Department is planning a
fire station in Symphony Park and an additional rescue at
Station 10. As densities increase, revisions of the
location plan for future stations and resources may

occur.

Over the past several years, the majority of the city’s population growth occurred in suburban and rural
areas in the northwest and west. Substantial growth in the city’s northwest area has affected Fire & Rescue
services with the addition of major retail facilities, power centers, single- and multi-family residences,
businesses, office and industrial parks, gaming, entertainment and recreational facilities. Recent completion of*
Fire Stations 48 and 47 helps provide emergency medical and fire response services to these expanding parts of
the city.












FLOOD CONTROL HAZARD SAFETY

The purpose of this section of the Safety & Seismic Safety Plan is to explain how the services of the Las
Vegas Public Works Department and the Clark County Regional Flood Control District will be incorporated in
the accomplishment of public safety in a comprehensive manner. Discussion will detail how these agencies will
interact with the City of Las Vegas per the general policies of the Las Vegas 2020 Master Plan.

INTRODUCTION

Flooding is one of the more severe environmental hazards affecting the Las Vegas Valley area, despite an
average annual precipitation of only four inches. Winter storms cover a large area and historically have not
produced major flooding. The summertime high-intensity thunderstorms produce a large amount of rainfall in
a short time which historically has caused most of the flooding in the area Washes ﬁll qulckly and overflow
onto surrounding areas. . ;

Natural and man—made factors contribute to flooding. The natural factor is the presence of predominantly
shallow soils overlaying hardpan, a hardened or cemented soil horizon that inhibits the infiltration of rainfall
into the underlying soils. Also, there is a lack of natural ground cover shrubs, trees, and grasses that would slow
this runoff. The resulting water builds in velocity and quantity as it flows down the washes resulting in
downstream flooding. The man-made factor is contributed through development of paved roads, roofs, parking
lots, and other impervious surfaces. These pro'v‘f ard surfaces that prohlbrt the percolation of water into the
area where it falls and collects. The collection and concentration of runoff caused by urbanization can result in
an increase in downstream flooding. Developmen | plains without adequate flood control facilities has
also resulted in flood damage. : ; :

The primary purpose of flood control is to deve o 1 e Stormwater Management Plan that
will safely convey floodwaters through our neighborhoods. The plan must integrate both regional and local
drainage programs allowmg for the trmely elimination of both flooding potential and nuisance drainage
problems. : .

REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL PLANNING

The Clark County Re onal Flood Control Drstrlct (CCRFCD) was created in 1985 in an effort to enhance
reglonal; flood planning and control in Clark County. By December, 1986, the CCRFCD published the Clark
County Flood Control Master Clark County and each of the incorporated cities within the County adopted
the Master Plan. quires that all the local governments in the CCRFCD adopt drainage
e ew development in areas known to flood, require drainage studies on
ments to address localized flooding, and require CCRFCD review of all new
of reglonal flood control significance.

proposed new dev
developments in are

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Stormwater Management emphasizes the need to protect the public from potential flooding while
maximizing the usage of these public facilities. This is accomplished through the integrated planning efforts of
the CCRFCD and the City of Las Vegas. The CCRFCD Master Plan details the facilities needed to help protect
the public. The City of Las Vegas has integrated the CCRFCD Master Plan into detailed Neighborhood
Stormwater Management Plans to further define the needs and impacts of potential flooding within the City.
These Neighborhood Plans are the guide to development within the City. Additionally, the Uniform
Regulations for the Control of Drainage revised effective December 13, 2007 requires that technical drainage
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studies be submitted for developments over two acres in size and any project within a flood zone. These studies
ensure compliance to the City of Las Vegas Neighborhood Plans and the Clark County Regional Flood Control
District (CCRFCD) Master Plan.

Overall stormwater management strategies combine the use of natural and man-made facilities to convey,
route, and store the drainage impacts from storms. The designed use of local and Master planned facilities
incorporate multiple public functions where practical.

Detention basins must be considered with multi-use recreation facilities whenever feasible. When
de31gned as multi-use facilities a minimum 10-year pool for stormwater bel yw the recreation facility will be

use of these washes by Master Planned Communities for both drarnage and open space/tra11 systems is
encouraged. The trails along natural and concrete lined channels are encouraged to be 1ntegrated into the
overall Trails Master Plan for the City. The washes must meet the Regional Flood Control Criteria as outlined
in the Clark County Hydraulic Criteria and Drainage Design Manual. The design for such facrhties‘must be
done through a Technical Drainage Study that is submitted to Public Works. ,

STORMWATER QUALITY

Stormwater Quality is a joint effort between the federal, state and local governments to assure the
continued improvement of our water quality frol ,storm water discharges.

In 1988, the United States Environmental Protect10n Age (EPA) propdSed regulations that required
cities with populations of 100,000 or more to apply for National Pollimon ‘Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permits for controlling stormwater dlscharges to ‘Wwater ways, such as rivers, streams, lakes, etc. An
EPA study indicated that 38 states reported urban run- off as a major cause of water quality impairment in the
United States. Stormwater runoff can pick up such contaminants as pesticides and fertilizers from lawns; oil,
grease, and fuel from gas statrons and other contaminants from:construction sites, restaurants, dry cleaners,
lumberyards, landfills, junk yards and 1ndustr1al sites.) Th e contaminants find their way directly into bodies
of water without going through sanitary treatment ﬁrst

, favors: non- structural best management practices (BMPs) and stormwater
tants at their source.” BMPs include the following:

» develope and mplement local ordrnances to reduce pollutants from construction sites, new development
sites, and new industrial sites;

+ public education on the use of chemical fertilizers and pesticides;

« encourage proper disposal and the recycling of used oil and hazardous wastes from households; and

» improve operations and maintenance practices of commercial enterprises.

The City of Las Vegas is a co-permittee of the Las Vegas Valley NPDES Municipal Stormwater
Discharge Permit. The permit designates the CCRFCD as Lead Agency for permit implementation, with
CCRFCD and the Cities of Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, Henderson, Clark County identified together as Co-
permittees. The effective date of the current permit is June 19, 2003. This permit was reissued based on the
original NPDES municipal stormwater discharge permit of December 13, 1990. In compliance with the
conditions of the permit, an annual report is prepared in August of each year. The report is organized based on
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the “Monitoring Requirements and Conditions” in the new permit and the “Schedule of Compliance,
Monitoring Requirements, Best Management Practices and Conditions™ in the original permit.

SERVICE STANDARDS

The service standards for Flood Control are those that are required by Nevada Division of Environmental
Protection. The standards are the requirements for the implementation of the Best Management Practices set
forth in the Las Vegas Valley NPDES Municipal Stormwater Discharge Permit. The City of Las Vegas and the
other co—permittees are in full compliance with the requirements of the Las Vegas Valley NPDES Municipal
Stormwater Discharge Permit. -

THE SYSTEM

The comprehensive drainage and flood control system will. 1ntegrate both regional and local drainage
facilities. The facilities will include detention basins, large diameter pipes, reinforced concrete boxes, natural
washes and man-made channels to allow for the mitigation of both ﬂoodmg potentlal and nulsance drainage
problems. . .

THE CCRFCD SYSTEM

These facilities include large diameter plpes concrete channels, man-made channels, reinforced concrete
boxes, and detention basins, which are designed to: collect the 100-year flow ,Map 5). This system includes 15
existing detention basins along with approximately 140 miles of ‘existing storm ‘drains and channels.
Construction and maintenance funding of these facilities comes through the Clark County Regional Flood
Control District (CCRFCD). Regl nal facilities provide the infrastructure or trunk lines for the local City
system and storm drain facilities. '

THE CITY SYSTEM

The City system mcludes s aller er pipes, which are designed to collect either 10-year flows, or
nuisance flows. There are approxim ely 240 miles of local facilities within the City. Flood Control has
completed three nelghborhood drainag ,‘,'studles which identify proposed local facilities needed within the City.
These neighborhood studies serve as the pl ing tools for development and allow the City to provide the storm
drain facilities for both new development and mature neighborhoods. These facilities are constructed primarily
within Reglonal Transportation Commlssmn (RTC) road corridors with RTC projects or with private
developments. ~

CURRENT DEVELOPMENT NEEDS

Proposed developments are required to comply with the Regional Flood Control District’s Hydrologic
Criteria and Drainage Design Manual. All development projects 2-acres or greater are required to complete a
Technical Drainage Study. In the study the engineer identifies the drainage impacts of the project and provides
a means to mitigate them.

ADDRESSING FUTURE NEEDS

The proposed drainage facilities will ensure the CCRFCD Design Manual criteria are met which provides
for the safe conveyance of stormwater flows. This generally means in RTC road corridors the 10-year flow
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will be intercepted to meet the CCRFCD design manual criteria. The proposed regional facilities will collect
the 100-year flows and safely convey them to channels or detention basins. The future system of local and
regional facilities will greatly reduce the flooding that currently exists across the valley.

Map 5 shows the planned expansion and improvement of the existing system and how the system will be in
20 years or at system build-out. The major elements of the planned system are the regional drainage facilities.
The minor elements are the facilities under the control of local agencies.

ISSUES

1. Areas Prone to Flooding
The Las Vegas Valley is susceptible to flash floods affecting the saf ty and quality of life of the residents.
Flooding occurs due to heavy localized rainfall combined with the natural topography and soil conditions
found in the Valley. Historically, the adverse effects of flooding to Valley residents is due partly to poor
planning in the past and to the lack of flood control facilities preceding urbanizatio

2. Contaminated Runoff :
Stormwater runoff picks up contaminants such as pCSUCldeS and fert1hzers from lawns, trash and debris,
oil, grease, and gasoline, etc. These contaminants discharge to the Las Vegas Wash and Lake Mead
without sanitary treatment. Appropriate stormwater management practices and discharge regulations need
to be continually upgraded to provide the n ary improvements to abate polluted runoff.

GOAL, OBJECTIVES, POLICIES AND PROG

Goal: The City should participate in the protectionef:the en\?ir nmer tal quality of the Las Vegas valley and to
promote the conservation of our natural resdurc'es

Objective 4A: Public W01ks should implement where ‘possible a diversified (which includes use of natural
washes or green space such as parks or golf courses), efficient flood control system to protect life
and property from severe ﬂood darnage ata reasonable cost.

\,PubhcuWorks should develop a two-tiered flood control system which should
include an approprlate mix of large regional and smaller city neighborhood flood control

. Public Works should implement stormwater channel and drain
1mprovements in accordance with the adopted stormwater management program for the
Clty

Pohcy 4A2 The Clty should continue the implementation of the adopted Master Plan of the
Clark County Regional Flood Control District. This Plan provides for construction and
maintenance of the large regional component of the City’s flood control system,
including detention basins, drainage channels and storm drains.

Policy 4A3: Public Works should develop neighborhood master plans consisting of relatively
small city drains and other flood control facilities to safely convey flood and nuisance
flows to the larger regional facilities. These plans should be prioritized as part of the
capital facilities programming process.
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Policy 4A4: Public Works should continue the review of plans and drainage studies for new
development of property under zoning and subdivision regulations to ensure optimal
property drainage in accordance with Uniform Regulations for the Control of Drainage
and the Clark County Regional Flood Control District’s Hydrologic Criteria and
Drainage Design Manual.

Program 4A4.1: Public Works should continue the review of development plans to
incorporate, where required, the neighborhood storm drain system plans for the City and
the master plan for Clark County Regional Flood Control District.

Policy 4AS5: Public Works should investigate and, Where necessary, implement funding
mechanisms for city neighborhood stormwater . capltal pr grams. Funding sources may
include, but not be limited to, special 1mprovement drstrrcts or stormwater utility fees.

Policy 4A6: Public Works should continue the 1nspectlon and 1 ftenance of existing
stormwater facilities to provide for the safe and efficient passage of ﬂood water.

Policy 4A7: Public Works should continue to malntam a broadly based Flood Hazard Reduction
Program which meets the requirements of the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP).
The City should continue to participate in the federal Community Rating System, thus
assuring the availability of ﬂood insurance to elty re51dents and businesses at the least
possible cost. :

Policy 4A8: Public Works should "‘eontinue to support the update of Flood Insurance Maps for
existing city areas and to create new maps for developmg areas, subject to FEMA review.

Objective 4B: The City should continue to partrcrpate in a multr—Jurlsdlctronal effort to develop,

1mplement and monitor water quality standards for stormwater discharge.

Policy 4B1 Publlc Works should contlnue to implement the comprehensive Stormwater
Quality Management Plan in accordance with the valley-wide NPDES stormwater
isch ge permlt

Program 4By A Pubhc Works should continue to be a participant in valley-wide programs
ter quahty management.

Public Works should initiate the implementation program for the

Program 4B1.
= uality Management Plan.

' ,‘Stormwater

Progr, m4Bl. 3 Public Works should continue to inventory the existing stormwater facilities
to address nonpoint pollution sources.

Program 4B1.4: Information Technologies Department should encourage the use of the City
Geographic Information System (GIS) in coordination with Clark County GIS in the
creation and maintenance of Stormwater Quality Management Plan data to evaluate the
plan’s effectiveness. '

Policy 4B2: Public Works should modify City regulations as needed in order to implement
stormwater quality discharge standards as they are developed by the State and the U.S.



Environmental Protection Agency.

Program 4B2.1: Public Works should coordinate with all appropriate entities and agencies in
the Valley to establish individual stormwater quality responsibilities and to prepare a
funding strategy.

SEISMIC HAZARD SAFETY

The purpose of this section of the Safety & Seismic Safety Plan is to explain how the services of the City
Las Vegas will be incorporated in the accomplishment of public safety in a comprehensive manner as it relates
to seismic hazards. Discussion will detail how the City of Las Vegas should mteract w1th other government
agencies per Policy 7.3.3 of the 2020 Master Plan. ~

SEISMICITY/EARTHQUAKE HAZARDS

Seismic activity in the Las Vegas Valley has been and is related to man—-made and natural causes. Man-""
made seismic activity has resulted from underground nucle testing. It was generally of short duration with the
only effect being minor inconvenience to those that experlenced”the tremor. There is no evidence that any
structural damage to local buildings has resulted from nuclear testing: However, between 1974 and 1976, there
were claims that nuclear testing and the resulting subsidence damaged a number of wells in the Northwest part
of the valley. The U.S. Department of Energy established a monitoring program in 1976 that included a number
of technical surveys such as: level line, tiltmeter, hydrograph and seismic station surveys. The results of these
surveys led to the conclusion that land subsidence was occurrlng contmually w1th no direct correlation to
nuclear events, :

re due to shifts in the earth’s crust. Faulting results from the |
differential or shearing motion of the ’s crust. Tectonic faulting is found in the Las Vegas Valley and the
surrounding mountains. These faults resulted from plate ‘movement that occurred in the middle to late
Pleistocene era and traverse the Las Vegas Valley floor in anorth-south trending series (Map 6). A good
example of a major active tectonic. the San Andreas Fault running up the coast of California from San
Diego to San Francisco. Movement along this faulthas resulted in numerous costly earthquakes.

Natural causes of SGlSI’nlC aCU if

Major earthquake activity in Nevada is concentrated along a series of faults extending in a northerly
direction from the Owen’s Valley in Callfo ia to- Winnemucca, with the greatest activity in the
Reno/Winnemucca/ Tonopah 'triangle, neatly two hundred miles northwest of the Las Vegas Valley.™” In
Clark County there have been no major carthquakes. However, tremors of intensities ranging between VI and
VII on the Modified Mercalli Scale have been felt in the Clark County area as a result of strong earthquakes in
west-central Nevada and Southern California. Because of these occurrences, the Las Vegas area is classified in
Seismic Zone 2B of the Uniform Building Code (UBC) so that construction should remain sound if subjected to
Modified Mercalli Scale intensities of VII (see Map 7).

TOPOGRAPHY AND SOlL TYPES

The Las Vegas Valley area lies in the southwestern part of the Great Basin, within the Basin and Range
physiographic province. The valley is bound on the west by the Spring Mountains, the highest range in Clark
County. This range contains Charleston Peak which is the third highest peak in Nevada at 11,918 feet. To the
north the valley is bounded by the Desert, Sheep, and Las Vegas Ranges; on the east it is bounded by the
Frenchman and Sunrise Mountains; and on the south by the River Mountains and the McCullough Range.®
Major drainage in the Las Vegas Valley flows through the Las Vegas Wash to Lake Mead. The floor of this

14






4&°

.

ZONE T ~ Mo darmage.

ZOKE 1 = Mty Senaga Gethr, e8rNGLARGS My CLS

sArEg 1o SIrucCtures: wiTs SRTantai perods y%h:_ ! y ’x‘
grouter than b0 Secods. COrRsODADS I L ;
imaraes ¥ arg Vot e M Soai. e \ L § i !%
ZONE - Mool tarmag BEONE ¥ ¥ Wit o the ! e ; i |
25" MM Soan L 5 ! | ':».. 0y ! g
20ME 5 - Major dEMape; COrusponas i interaity Vi &0 Maghar 'al - % i &N ‘6 M‘v‘ :
of the MM, Sea Py & | | e B o
Lol | % A !
Trus map & basoc 0n I known JEINEGen of daragng e8TUAKES S0 I T P 4
MAZ. ignsites AaSooEiod wilk Tresd SATNGUAKES: avideno Of BlALn reekss. ' L ! 1
A SOrRiOraTion Gl maor geokogic 8 TN, 800 DroVinous bedeved 1o by H 1 i !
E3300i060 Wi etk acvity. The proO&DM: SToUBngy Of OocuTBrca of { L WiLES !
camaging SArGERS 10 BACT Tone Wil rol COSBIGECR I BASQrINgG TBENgS 10 1 1 190 i {
T VAOUS Z0ees | , |
! i [
“MOI0C Mercal Fionety Seate of 1831 | | ! |
TTE T ToE7 5" 57 5 BE" i




basin ranges from 1,800 to 2,500 feet in elevation. The basin floor is bounded on all sides by alluvial fans or
aprons with slopes of 50 to 150 feet per mile and pediment surfaces (collectively called piedmont surfaces).
Many of these piedmont surfaces are old and occur only as remnants, the most prominent being Whitney and
Paradise Mesas in the southern part of the valley.®

The sedimentary formations in the Mountain Ranges consist mainly of limestone and mixtures of
sandstone, shale, dolomite, gypsum, and in some places, interceded quartzite. The alluvial fan piedmont is
composed of many coalescing fans dissected by numerous drainage channels. The upper portion of the fan
piedmont, about 4,500 feet above sea level, is made up of poorly sorted gravell bbly, and stony sand
deposits that grade to finer textured material near the valley floor. The basin floors are depositional areas of
lake-laid silt and clay and younger alluvial deposits.”

Soil formation and deposit characteristics are an important consideration in land use planning and land
development decisions. Location of soil types can be used to identify the potentials and imitations of an area
for specific land uses and to help prevent construction failures caused by particular soil pre erties i.e., slope,
depth, drainage, and physical characteristics. For example, impervious soil horizons are an important factm in
desert flooding. Construction costs for building roads and preparing bulldlng sites are higher in shallow soils
overlaying hardpan due to the need for heavy equipment such as backhoes, rippers, and trenching machines to
penetrate the hardpan. Occasionally, blasting is necessary. Soils that are moderately to strongly alkaline can
cause corrosive chemical reactions to uncoated steel and concrete. The shrink/swell potential of soils is a factor
in soil movement that could damage foundations (see also discussion on sub51dence section 5.3, specifically

“collapsible soils”).

Consideration of the impacts of adverse soil and deposit characteristics is conducted through the permit
review process. The review of building plans for geologic hazards, the requirement of a soil engineering report
of non-residential development plans, and a geo-technical 1nvest1gat10n report on any housing development
within 500 feet of a documented fault or ﬁssure are 1ncorporated in the current plot/site plan review process
currently being Conducted by Clty staff -

As of this update, staff is not aware of any areas of th ,01ty which have seismic or subsidence problems
which cannot be mitigated. However, if the existence of such areas becomes known, then the City of Las Vegas
should consider a p hat dlscourages development of such areas and encourages amendments to the Land
Use Plan to ‘properly recl those areas unsuitable for development because of geologic conditions. If
i could be deSLgnated so monitoring can be conducted and mitigation measures
essary.

, om the Clark County Building Department and in cooperation with the
other nelghbormg governments and agencies, the city maintains and periodically updates maps of documented
areas of collapsible soil: ,sub51dence faulting and fissuring within the city limits. The city makes available to .
the public information concerning documented areas of seismic hazard, subsidence, and poor soil conditions.

Table 1, Soil Impacts, summarizes individual soil type and Map 8, Soils Map, indicates where these soils
are within city limits. The information presented in the table and maps are intended as a general representation
and not for the purpose of determining hazards to construction. For example, use of this information does not
substitute the need for site-specific soils analysis. The following terms and characteristic ratings are used in the
table.

+ Shallow Excavations:
Rated by the ease of digging, filling, and compacting soils for trenches or holes dug to a maximum depth
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of five to six feet. The ease of digging is affected by depth to bedrock, a cemented pan, or a very firm
dense layer; stone content; soil texture; and slope. The limitations are slight if soil properties and site
features are generally favorable for excavation; moderate if soil properties and site features are not
favorable and special planning, design, or maintenance is needed to overcome or minimize the limitations;
and severe if soil properties or site features are so unfavorable or so difficult to overcome that special
design; significant increases in construction costs, and possibly increased maintenance are required.
Special feasibility studies may be required where soil limitations are severe.




Table 1: Soil Impacts

Soil Name Typical Map Shallow Risk of Concrete Shrink-Swell
Symbol Excavations Corrosion Potential
Uncoated Steel
Arizo 112 Severe: High Low Low
Cutbacks Cave
Cave 152 Severe: High Low Low
Cemented Pan,
Cutbanks cave ;
Cave 155 Severe: High Low Low
Cemented Pan,
Cutbanks cave
Dalian 190 Slight High Low Low
Dalian 191 Slight High Low Low
Dalian- 192 Slight - High Low Low
McCullough :
Glencarb 200 Slight 1i Moderate Low-Moderate
Glencarb 236 Slight ligh High " Low-Moderate
Glencarb 237 Moderate: High Low Low-Moderate
Cemented Pan
Goodsprings 240 Severe: High Low Low
Cemented Pan, |
Cutbanks cave | .
Jean 260 Severe: High Low Low
| Cutbacks Cave :
Jean 263 | . Severe: High Low Low
r i tbacks Cave
Jean - 26¢ * High Low Low
land High High Low-Moderate
land High High Low-Moderate
Las Vegas \ High High Low
- Cemented Pan
Las Vegas 301 Severe: High High Low-Moderate
Cemented Pan
Las Vegas 305 Severe: High High Low-Moderate
Destazo o ; Cemented Pan
McCarran 325 Slight High High Low
Paradise 341 Moderate: Low
wetness
St Thomas 360 Severe: depth to High Low Low
rock, large
stones, slope
Skyhaven 380 Severe: High High Low-Moderate
Cemented Pan
Spring 390 Slight High High Moderate
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Soil Name Typical Map Shallow Risk of Concrete Shrink-Swell
Symbol Excavations Corrosion Potential
Uncoated Steel
Tencee 400 Severe: High Low Low
Cemented Pan
Canutio 501 Moderate: large High Low Low
stones
Canutio-Cave 502 Moderate: High Low
large stones

Weliser 540 Slight High Low
Pits-Gravel 610 N/A N/A N/A
Urban land 615 N/A N/A - N/A

Badland 630 N/A N/A N/A

+ Risk of Corrosion: :
Pertains to potential soil-induced electrochemical or chemlcal action that dissolves or weakens uncoated
steel or concrete. For uncoated steel, the risk of corrosion, expressed as low, moderate, or high, is based
on soil moisture, particle-size distribution, acidity, and electrical conductivity of the soil. For concrete, the
risk of corrosion is also expressed as low, moderate, or high. Tt is based mainly on the sulfate and sodium
content, texture, moisture content, and acidity of the soil. Special site examination and design should be-
required if the combination of factors creates a severe corrosion environment.

» Shrink-Swell Potential: ~ -
The potential for volume change in a soil wrth a loss or galn 1n moisture. Volume change occurs mainly
because of the interaction of clay minerals with water and varies Wlth the amount and type of clay minerals
in the soil. When the shrink-swell potential is rated moderate to very high, shrinking and swelling can
cause damage to buildings, roads, and other structures Special design is often needed. Shrink-swell
potential classes are based on the change in length or diameter of an unconfined clod (of soil) as moisture
content is increased from air-dry to saturation. The ehange is based on the shrinkage or expansion of less
than 2 millimeters in drameter The classes are low, a change of less than 4 percent; moderate, 4 to 8
percent; and igh, 8 to 12 percent Crltlcal greater than 12 percent, is sometimes used.

SUBSIDI NCE

Land subsidence, or the lowering of the earth’s surface, can be due to natural causes or man-made
processes. These causes are grouped into two categories: endogenic and exogenic subsidence. ® Endogenic
subsidence occurs within the earth and is due to tectonism, volcanism, and continental drift. Exogenic
subsidence occurs mamly at the earth’s surface and can result from natural causes as well as be induced by the
activities of man.

Exogenic subsrdence i ‘asrcally the result of a loss of support. There are three processes that could result
in a loss of support. First; loss of support can be caused by fluid extraction as in the case of groundwater
withdrawal. Second, loss of support on a regional scale can be caused by an increase of loading from the
weight of a body of water such as a lake. A third process that could cause a loss of support is the adding water
to, or saturating, of a collapsible soil that has a susceptible structure due to water soluable binding agents.
According to John Bell of the Nevada Bureau of Mines and Geology (NBMG), when “dry loose density soils
are wetted they undergo compaction due to loss of intergranular strength.” Water dissolves the binding agents,
such as gypsum, and the soils collapse possibly under their own weight. Collapse is almost certain if in addition
the collapsible soils have been supporting a house or some other structure. '
18



Regional subsidence in the Las Vegas Valley was due to the creation of Lake Mead. The weight of the
lake and its sediment load is over forty million tons. This weight along with tectonic activity already having
occurred in the area is thought to have tilted the Las Vegas Valley four to five inches. However, this regional
subsidence is thought to have had little effect on subsidence related problems in the Las Vegas Valley. These
tend to be localized. Groundwater withdrawal is thought to be the most common reason for localized ground
subsidence in the Las Vegas Valley.

Land subsidence in the Las Vegas Valley has been studied for more than fifty years. In 1978, a panel of U.
S. Geological Society (USGS) scientists investigated the potential hazard posed by the:subsidence problem
concluding that a potential hazard for fissuring and surface faulting existed due to groundwater withdrawal in
the valley. The USGS released a Notice of Potential Hazard in accordance with the Disaster Relief Act of 1974.
As a supplement to the USGS Notice of Potential Hazard, NBMG prepared a comprehenswe overview and
analysis of subsidence in the Las Vegas Valley. The report was completed in 1981. This report has been and
should continue to be updated by several research groups with NBMG serving as the lead agency. Table 2,
Specific Cases of Damage Caused by Subsidence, is a summary of the report and documents the effects of
subsidence valley wide. Map 9 details the location of the cases and the variations of soil elevanon due to
subsidence. ~ : .

Table 2: Specific Cases of Damage Caused by Subsidence

Map ID Type of Damage Location Date of Remarks
L Occurrence
1 Protruding well Las Vegas Valley Water- 1963 | 1.5 ft. of protrusion
District Well Field No. - '
| Asof 1978 | 4 ft. of protrusion of well
head, casing pumping in
1971; pumped much sand.. |
2 ty of N. Las Vegas . 1936- 1963 | 3 ft. of protrusion
Stocker (west tank) W”ll,.
- 1963- 1969 | 6 in. protrusion; causing 19
replacements in 1969;
shows no present
@ protrusion.
3 Protruding well f North Las Vegas 1968- 1971 | 7 in. protrusion; casing
N | Losee Well replaced in 1969; shows no
i o # present protrusion.
4 Protruding well | City of North Las Vegas Unknown
Sk | Tonopah Well
5 Protruding well | City of North Las Vegas Unknown | Presently shows 6 in. of
. | Tonopah Well protrusion with broken
well pad.
6 Protruding well Nellis AFB area Nellis Wellhead and pad show 4
Well No. 4 in. of protrusion.
7 Protruding well City of North Las Vegas As of 1978 | 2.5 ft. protrusion of casing;
LVVWD Well No. 57 well abandoned.
8 Warping of UPRR at Owens Ave. 1961 5 in. gradual displacement;
railroad tracks 6 in. rapid displacement
associated with fissuring.
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Map ID Type of Damage | Location Date of Remarks
Occurrence
9 Damaged house Harrison and Owens 1961 2 in. rupture in house
believed result of fissuring.
10 Damaged house Near Craig Ranch near Unknown | Reportly large separation
Country Club
11 Damaged house Twin Lakes Drive between Pre 1974 Two residences damaged;
Bonanza Rd. and extent of damage
Washington Ave. unknown,; online with
.| fissures from LVVWD
o well field.
12 Damaged house Adams St at Las Vegas Pre 1963 | Result of movement on
Blvd. % scarp 111,
13 Popped windows, | Twin Lakes Drive area  Pre 1965 Attributed to movement on
cracked scarp II.
driveways, broken
curbs
14 Cracked pavement | Between Owens and | Pre1970 | Accompanied renewed
and curbs Harrison Aves. And Aand | fissuring.
B Sts.
15 Cracked pavement | Commerce St near Losee
Well L
16 Cracked pavement | Craig Rd. near Nelhs AFB
well filed , .
17 Cracked asphalt in | Gilbert School in North Unknown | Occurs where fissure
playground ¢ Las Vegas “ | extends beneath pavement.
Well failures Strip.area 1970- 1974 | At least two failures due to
rF 1 sheared casing.
18 Damaged wells | Northwest of North Las = | 1974- 1976 | 15 claims or complaints of:
| Vegas Airport decreased productivity,
TR turpid or sandy water, and
deformation of casing.
19 Ruptured Water Ch leston Blvd at 1964 $10,000 damage reportly
- mains; damaged related to movement on
pavement ~ , scarp II1.
20 Ruptured water | Highland Ave at Hastings 1964 $2,000 damage
main | Ave.
21 Ruptured water 1626 Thelma Ln 1964 $1,500 damage
main
22 Ruptured Water‘ 12™ St between Bonneville 1964 $1,500 damage
main and Clark Aves.
23 Ruptured water 1128 Francis Ave 1964 $14,000 damage
main
24 Ruptured water 400 E. Garces Ave 1964 $12,000 damage
main
25 Ruptured water Near Owens Ave and 1961 Related to fissuring

mains

UPRR
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Map ID Type of Damage Location Date of Remarks

Occurrence
26 Warped sewage Charleston Blvd. Between Unknown | Differential movement
line Eastern Ave. and Pecos attributed to land
Rd. subsidence; lowered flow
gradient required
construction of new line.
27 Ruptured gas line | Washington Ave near Unknown | Two reported breaks
Twin Lakes Dr. | attributed to movement on
. |scarp Il
28 Ruptured Near Commerce St. and yn. | Concrete pool back rotated
swimming pool Losee Rd. ‘| and cracked; attributed to
- movement on scarp IIL
29 Buckled drainage | In Flamingo Wash 1974 L
channel

Source: Appendix, 1992 City of Las Vegas General Plan

Parallel to this update, the NBMG is spearheading an integrated modeling research project within the
University System, known as Subsidence Modehng and Prediction. Map 10 shows those areas most
susceptible to subsidence. Emphasis is on the p. understood phenomenon of horizontal movement and
related fissuring. Participants in the study intend tablish a reliable method of predicting fissure initiation
and propagation. ‘ :

It is important to understand the distinction between “fault movement ‘and “fissure movement”. Fault
movement is associated with the release of natural forces, while fissure movement is associated with
hydraulically driven forces assomated w1th groundwater withdrawal. Fissures tend to occur near faults for very
good reasons, but what causes fissure movement is very different from what causes fault movement. Thus, one
can understand why explormg the causes of groundwater withdrawal related fissures and possibly dlscoverlng a
method of making accurate pred1ct10ns about when and where they should occur is very important in the Las
Vegas Valley. The s of the study should prov1de a significant management tool for government agencies,
public utlhtles and private industry i in order to avoid or mitigate the potential hazards of subsidence.

Accordlng to ongoing analys1s sub51dence is continuing at a rate similar to that found during the 1950s
oundwater was at its peak. However, the magnitude and location of the

subsidence effects varies accordlng;to the hydraulic connection between geologic strata underlying areas of
groundwater w1thdrawa1 Coarse grain deposits (sand and gravel) are less susceptible to vertical compaction
and recover well When recharged. . In contrast, fine-grain deposits (silts and clays) are highly compressible and
are not as likely to recover from groundwater withdrawal when recharge begins. Soil samples taken from basin-
fill sediments show that the; most compressible deposits are located in the center of the Las Vegas valley basin
near the city of Las Vegas (Map 11). The Subsidence Modeling and Prediction research plan mentioned above
should help identify those areas susceptible to subsidence.

Map 10 also shows areas of the Las Vegas Valley that have experienced land subsidence due to the effects
of groundwater withdrawal. Consequences of the valley floor sinking include evidence of new fissuring and
possible spreading of existing faults and fissures. In most cases, these were originally caused by a combination
of tectonic activity and the natural dewatering and subsequent compaction of basin-fill sediments during the
warm, dry Pleistocene interglacial period. o
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Not all damage of this nature is caused by groundwater withdrawal, however. According to geologists and
building officials there are localized problems associated with different types of soils and sometimes poor
construction techniques. Updates of the 1981 subsidence report should contain a more thorough analysis of
these differences. In the meantime, some governmental entities have initiated a policy that discourages the
building of structures on land already documented as a subsidence area. For example, the Clark County School
District currently rejects new school site locations if they are located in areas where subsidence damage has
occurred in the past. Sites located on or near fissures caused by groundwater withdrawal would be expensive to
build on and maintenance costs could be higher over time due to the resulting structural changes in the building.
The Las Vegas office of the Department of Housing and Urban Development issued new guidelines requiring
anyone building within 500 feet of a mapped fissure or fault to perform a geotechmcal study as a condition for
receiving federal assistance (Map 11). The City of Las Vegas Depaﬂment of Public Works presently requires a
soils investigation on any new construction and depending on the outcome of that report construction
recommendations will be stipulated. ,

SUMMARY

The subsidence problem will continue to occur as long as groundwater withdrawal exceeds'annual
recharge, natural or injected. The most damaging result will be the spreading of existing fissures and the likely
formation of new ones. These phenomena will make such things as the enforcement of adequate construction
regulations necessary. It will also require consideration of land use density restrictions on susceptible
geographic areas. The NBMG study referenced above should be used by the City of Las Vegas to map high
hazard areas. Then, policy can be made regarding the safe use of the land.

Seismic activity in the Las Vegas Valley has had signiﬁcahce in a geologic sense and in geologic time.
Current building practices have been adequate to withstand seismic act1v1ty both man-induced through nuclear
testing and natural from earthquakes. Research intending to update local seismic information may result in
more stringent building standards. The pivotal issue in the valley is dealing with certain geologic deposits that
are susceptible to horizontal movement and fissuring that may cause structural damage to buildings. Efforts to
stabilize groundwater w1thdra al practices should be prioritized locally and through State level legislation.

ISSUES

Existing in the Las Vegas Valley a soil and geologic conditions that are susceptible to subsidence
problems. Continued withdrawal of groundwaterin excess of annual recharge contributes substantially to the
subsidence problem. In order to mitigate this phenomenon, efforts to stabilize groundwater withdrawal
practices should have higher prlonty locally than through State level legislation. In the meantime, research,
conducted and coordinated by an interagency body such as the Southern Nevada Regional Planning Coalition,
will be funded that should develop prediction methods (especially of fissuring events) and continue to update
data that can be used to determine development opportunities and constraints due to geologic hazards such as
seismic hazards, collap51ble soﬂs subsidence and related groundwater management practices in the Las Vegas
Valley.

GOAL, OBJECTIVES, POLICIES AND PROGRAMS

Goal: The City should participate in the protection of the environmental quality of the Las Vegas valley and to
promote the conservation of our natural resources.

Objective SA: The City should preserve life and property from geologic hazards such as seismic hazards,
subsidence and related groundwater management practices, and poor soil conditions such as
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collapsible soils.

Policy 5A1: Building and Safety should continue the review of building plans for geologic
hazards, i.e., collapsible soils, faults and fissuring, and subsidence.

Program 5A1.1: Public Works and Information Technologies should continue to maintain
and periodically update maps of documented areas of collapsible soils, subsidence,
faulting and fissuring with the latest data available from research.

Policy 5A2: In cooperation with neighboring agencies, the Cit"yiwshould develop a policy which
shall include, but not be limited to, discouraging development where seismic problems
cannot be mitigated, and prepare land use amendments to properly reclassify areas. '

Program 5A2.1: As part of development rev1ew the Plannmg and Development Department
should review applications in terms of selsrrnc problems. -

Program 5A2.2 If it is determined that there are areas in the city where seismic problems
cannot be mitigated the City shall amend the Land Use Plan to prevent development.

Policy 5A3: The city should make available, to the pubhc information concerning documented
areas of seismic hazard, subs1dence and poor soil conditi

NOISE HAZARD SAFETY

The purpose of this section of the Safety & Selsmlc Safety Element is to protect people living and
working in the city of Las Vegas fro 1 excessive noise environment. Through advance planning and shared
responsibility, city government and deve lopers working cooperatlvely with Federal and State governments, can
plan, design, and construct new development projects and roadways that minimize the adverse effects of noise
on the environment. This sect1on details the maximum acceptable levels of noise per Policy 7.3.4 of the Las
Vegas 2020 Master Plan ‘ |

INTRODUCTION

NOISe in excessive levels can affect.our environment and our quality of life. Noise is subjective since it
is dependent on the listener’s reaction, the time of day, distance between source and receptor, and its tonal
characteristics. Studies have shown that excessive noise can have adverse physiological and psychological
effects. Extreme levels can cause pain and hearing loss. Continuous exposure to low-level noise can have such
insidious, long-term effects as raising blood pressure, lessening the quality of sleep, or inhibiting children’s
ability to learn. ‘

The Noise Hazard Safety Section provides goals and policies to guide compatible land uses and the
incorporation of noise attenuation measures for new uses to protect people living and working in the city from
an excessive noise environment. This purpose becomes more relevant as the city continues to grow with infill
and mixed-use development consistent with the Land Use and Rural Preservation Neighborhood Element.
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Guidelines developed by several federal agencies including the Federal Highway Administration, the
Federal Aviation Administration, the Environmental Protection Agency and the Department of Housing and
Urban Development stipulate that residential land use sound levels not exceed 45-55 decibels. Schools,
hospitals, lodging, and certain recreational facilities are “noise sensitive uses” which should be protected from a
variety of environmental and public problems.

The decibel (dB) is a unit for measuring the volume of sound. A rating scale, dB (A), was devised to
measure sound relative to the sensitivity of the human ear. The dB (A) scale is logarithmic so an increase on
ten decibels is a tenfold increase in sound energy. However, measuring sound does not necessarily determine
what actually constitutes noise on a community level. The Day-Night Average" Sound Level (Ldn) scale is a
sound measurement technology that was developed to measure cumulati exposure in the community
over the twenty-four hour day (Leq). The Environmental Protection Agency reccmmends outdoor Ldn noise
levels of 55 dB or lower and indoor levels of 45 dB or lowers in r631dent1ai areas with outdoor space, rural
areas, and hospitals, (A

The city will use the Land Use — Noise Compatibility Guidehnes shown on Table 3 for evaluating land use
noise compatibility when reviewing proposed land use development projects. A “compatible” land use
indicates that standard construction methods will sufficiently attenuate exterior noise to an acceptable indoor
noise level and people can carry out outdoor activities with essentially no noise interference. In general,
evaluation of land use that falls into the “conditional compatible” noise‘ environment should include
consideration of the type of noise source, the sensitivity of the noise receptor and the degree to which the noise
source may interfere with speech, sleep, or other activities characteristic of the land use. Structures must be
capable of attenuating exterior noise to an acceptable indoor noise level. For land uses indicated as
incompatible, new construction should generally not be under i’_ken Due to severe noise interference, outdoor
activities are unacceptable and for structures, extenswe m1t1gat10n techmques are required to make the indoor
environment acceptable.
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Table 3: Land Use — Noise Compatibility Guidelines

Community & Neighborhood Parks; Open Space, Natural Resources
Preservation; Park Maintenance Facilities

Outdoor Spectator Sports, Golf Courses; Athletic Fields; Outdoor Spectator
Sports, Water Recreational Facilities; Horse Stables ‘
Agricultural

Crop Raising & Farming; Aquaculture, Dairies; Horticulture Nurserles &
Greenhouses; Animal Raising, Maintain & Keeping; Commercial Stables
Residential

Single Units; Mobile Homes; Senior Housing

Multiple Units; Mixed Use Commercial/Residential; Live Work.

Institutional
Hospitals; Nursing Facilities; Intermediate Care Facilities; Educational
Facilities; Libraries; Museums; Places of Worship; Child Care Facnlltles
Cemeteries

Sales
Building Supplies/Equipment
Supplies; Sundries, Pharmac
Accessories '
Commercial Services
Building Services; Business Support; Eating & rmkmg, Financial Institutions;
Assembly & Entertainment; Radio & Teleyisio ' olf Courses

Visitor Accommodations

Offices

Business & Professronal Government, medical,
& Corporate Headquarters

Vehicle and Vehicular Equipment Sales and Services Use

Commercial or Personal Vehicle Repair & Maintenance; Commercial or Personal
Vehicle Sales & Rentals; Vehicle Equipment & Supplies Sales & Rentals
Wholesale, Distribution, Storage Use Category -

Equipment & Materials Storage Yards; Moving & Storage Facilities; Warehouse;
Wholesale Distribution; Mining & Extractive Industrles

Industrial

Heavy Manufacturing; Light. Manufacturmg, Marine Industry; Research &
Development; Trucking & Transportation Terminals

Foo d, beverage & Groceries; Pets & Pet

nvenience Sales; Wearing Apparel &

; talf& health Practitioner; Regional

Source: City of San Diego Noise Element May 2006
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Table 4: Land Use Compatibility

Standard construction methods should sufficiently attenuate
Indoor Uses . . . .
exterior noise to an acceptable indoor noise level.
Compatible
Outdoor Uses | Activities associated with the land use may be carried out.
Building structure must attenuate exterior noise to the indoor
Indoor Uses . o ) .
noise level indicated by the number for occupied areas.
Conditionally .
Compatible
Feasible noise mitigate techmques should be analyzed and
Outdoor Uses
mcorporated to make the outdoor activities acceptable.
New constrtiction should generally not be undertaken,
Indoor Uses 1ve mitigation techniques are required to make the indoor
environment acceptable for activities. ~
Incompatible -
Severe noise interferen‘ce makes outdoor activities
Outdoor Uses
unacceptable.
EFFECTS OF NOISE

Community or neighborhood noise is emitted from a variety of sources including roadway, rail and air
traffic and industrial, construction, and neighborhood activities. The health consequences of harmful levels of
noise can be significant, including hearing impairment and loss, interference with speech communication,
disturbance of rest and sleep, as well as the potential for physiological, mental-health and performance effects.
It has been shown, mainly for workers and children, that noise can adversely affect performance of cognitive
tasks. Although noise-induced arousal may produce better performance when doing simple tasks, cognitive
performance substantially decreases for more complex tasks. Tasks such as reading, problem solving and
memorization are among the cogn ive activities most strongly affected by noise (WHO 1999). In addition to
these health effects, noise can be an annoyance and interfere with one’s day-to-day activities. Table 5 below
shows the average sound levels in decibels, of typlcal noise sources. Hearing impairment or loss can occur at
decibel levels of about 70. '

Table 5: Common Outdoor and Indoor Noises

Jet Flyover at 300m Rock Band at 5Sm 6,324,555 110
Gas Lawn Mower at 1m Inside Subway Train 2,000,000 100
Noisy Urban Daytime Garbage Disposal at 1m 200,000 80
Gas Lawn Mower at 30m Normal Speech at 1m 63,246 70
Quiet Urban Daytime Dishwasher Next Room 6,325 50
Quiet Urban Nighttime Small Theatre ; 2,000 40
Quiet Rural Nighttime Bedroom at night 632 30

Source: Corbusier 2003
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The Federal Noise Control Act of 1972 (NCA) was established “to promote an environment for all
Americans free from noise that jeopardizes their public health and welfare.” The NCA provides for a division
of powers between the federal, state and local governments. In the past, the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) coordinated all federal noise control activities through its Office of Noise Abatement and Control;
however, in 1982, the EPA officially shifted the primary responsibility of regulating noise to state and local
governments. Exceptions include transportation noise sources including aircraft and railroad operations and
commercial motor vehicle traffic involved in interstate transport, which have some federal oversight (U.S. EPA
2007). =

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), which regulates rail safety requ1res trains to sound horns
when approaching all intersections, regardless of time of day. While the I as studied the possibility of

eliminating the need for horns at intersections with full quadrant gates (g ructed so cars are unable to
drive around them), at this point no action in that direction has been taken. The only currently acceptable way

to eliminate the sounding of the horns is for a pass-through over or under pass.

NOISE MITIGATION METHODS

The major sources of noise in the City are from roadways, alrcraft and the railroad. Several met ods can be
employed to protect the public from these noises and their effects. Guldlng the location of noisy activities can
be accomplished through the zoning process. Other noise problems can be ameliorated by construction and
design measures. Open space buffers, berm and barrier construction; placement of non-sensitive uses to buffer
sensitive uses; and proper building orientation, Iay utﬁand construction are a few methods that can be used to
minimize noise effects. Furthermore, evaluation of poten’u ‘noise conflicts with new or expanded
transportation facilities, such as airports and roadways can porate noise mitigation measures in the design.
Prohibiting nuisance noise is detailed in Chapter 9.16 of the Municip

ISSUES

A. Motor Vehicle‘Ti’afﬁc,Noise

along mixed-use trans1t corridors. For noise-sensitive land uses adjacent to freeways and highways, these uses
should be buffered from excessive noise levels by intervening, less sensitive, industrial-commercial uses or
shielded by sound walls or landscaped berms.
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B. Train Noise

Daily traffic from freight train operations produces noise that may disrupt adjacent noise-sensitive uses. Trains
can generate high, yet relatively brief, intermittent noise events. The interaction of the steel wheels and rails is
a major component of train noise. Factors that influence the overall rail noise include the train speed, train
horns, type of engine, track conditions, use of concrete cross ties and welded track, the intermittent nature of
train events, time of day, and sound walls or other barriers.

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), which regulates rail safety, requires}trains to sound horns when
approaching all intersections, regardless of time of day. While the FRA has‘smdied the possibility of
eliminating the need for horns at intersections with full quadrant gates (gates constructed so cars are unable to
drive around them), at this point no action in that direction has been taken. The only currently acceptable way
to eliminate the sounding of the horns is for a pass-through over or under pass. -

Within the city, at grade crossing is only located at Union Pacrﬂc" Rarlroad and Wyoming Avenue. Given the
traffic count on Wyoming Avenue at the rail crossing (18, 000 ADT) and its proximity to residential
development at Oakey Boulevard and Martin L. King Boulevard the 01ty should begin to explore the possibility
of creating a grade-separated crossing at this location. r G

C. Aircraft Noise

Aircraft noise primarily affects communities w1thm an airport influence area. The noise impact or the perceived
annoyance depends upon the noise volume, length of the noise event and the trme of day. In general, aircraft
noise varies with the type and size of the aircraft, the power the aircraft is using, and the altitude or distance of
the aircraft from the receptor. Another variable affecting the overall 1mpact of noise is a perceived increase in
aircraft noise at night. , iy

It should also be noted that there are several pproved heliports within the City. The noise levels associated
with operations at a heliport depend upon the flight path, the helicopter types used, the number of operations,
and the time of day (Map 13). Hehcopter activity from mlhtary, private, police, fire/rescue, medical, and
news/traffic monitoring helicopters contribute to the general noise environment in the city. In particular, low-
flying helicopters are a source of noise complaints in the city, especially at night.

GOALS, OBJ ECTIVES, AND POLICIES
Goal: The City should minimize the adverse effects of noise through proper land use planning.
Objective 6A: The City should work to reduce unacceptable community noise levels.

Policy 6A1: Ensure that new development can be made compatible with the
noise environment by using noise/land use compatibility standards.

Policy 6A2: The City should adopt an ordinance that mandates that exterior
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noise levels of 55 dB and interior noise levels of 45 dB as the noise limits for residential,
public and quasi-public uses in the City of Las Vegas.

Policy 6A3: Require the inclusion of noise-reducing design features in development and
reuse/revitalization projects to address the impact of noise on residential development.

Objective 6B: Minimize transportation-related noise impacts.

Policy 6B1:  The City should seek funding to install an overpass at the intersection of Wyoming
Avenue and the Union Pacific Railroad crossing. This would eliminate the requirement
for trains to blow their horns at each passing. .

Policy 6B2:  The City should support the use of landscaping and sound walls as a means to buffer
transportation corridors. r

Policy 6B3:  The Department of Public Works and other apphcable agencies -
and departments should support the use of transportation technologies that m1n1mrze
vehicular noise along freeways and nearby alrports.,,;

Policy 6B4:  Control truck traffic routing to reduce transport tion-related noise
impacts on sensitive uses. '

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL SAFETY

The purpose of this section of the Safety and Selsmrc Safety Plan is to explam how the services of the City
of Las Vegas will be incorporated in the accomplishment of public safety in a comprehensive manner as it
relates to hazardous materials, particularly high level nuclear waste. Discussion will detail how the City of Las
Vegas should coordinate wit 'L‘Jothe agencies on matters concerning hazardous materials per Policy 7.3.2 and
7.3.8 of the Las Vegas 2020 Master Pl

INTRODUCTION

Hazardous materlals are a part of modern life When properly managed, their potential to harm people and
the environment can be mrnrmlzed T done through limiting and regulating the transportation, distribution,
storage use, and disposal of hazardous materials within the community.

The cmzens also have a respons1b1l1ty in the management of hazardous materials. Used motor oil and
many common household cleanrng and pest control products can negatively impact the environment when they
are dumped on the soil or put into landfills. Disposal of hazardous materials is an individual responsibility and
collection of hazardous house wastes can be coordinated with the local bulk waste disposal management
company. Recycling or dlsposal of such materials helps reduce groundwater contamination.

The term “hazardous materials” encompasses a large number of substances, including toxic metals,
chemicals, and gases; flammable and / or explosive liquids, solids, and gases; erosive materials; infectious
substances; and radioactive materials. The transport, distribution, storage, use, and disposal of materials are of
extreme concern to the community. There is a potential for catastrophe as well as the pollution of the
environment. Of general concern to the Las Vegas valley, and the city of Las Vegas in particular, is the potential
of transportation of radioactive waste through the City to the proposed repository at Yucca Mountain, not to
mention the potential to impact communities across the nation.
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THE RADIOACTIVE WASTE ISSUE: THE CITY’S POSITION

In July 2009, the Federal Government removed all funding in the FY 2011 budget for proceeding with the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) license application review of a proposed high-level nuclear waste
repository site at Yucca Mountain. However, it is important to note that killing the project outright would
require an act of Congress to change the Nuclear Waste Policy Act. Until that happens, the project could be
restarted if the Federal Government decides to fund it again.

Therefore, in light of issues such as:

* Yucca Mountain is the preferred high-level nuclear waste repOSIto S

« the waste that will be stored at the repository is potentlally extremelyfdangelous and

« accidents are possible while the waste is in transit,

the city of Las Vegas has been compelled to make its position clear about the transpo of radloactlve waste
through the City.

On September 6, 2000 the Mayor and City Council of the 01ty of Las Vegas adopted a resol_ :,10n (R-85-
2000) that opposes all legislation that would require or allow the transportation of radioactive waste near or
through the city. By the resolution, the city maintains that such waste should be stored at the sites where the
waste is generated and the funding that is focused on Nevada as being the only storage option should be shifted
to the task of finding a scientifically defensible blicly acceptable method of disposal. Through the
resolution, the Mayor and Council, because of their ¢ pposmon of legislation that would allow the transportation,
storage, or production of high-level nuclear waste, has demgnated the city of Las Vegas as a Nuclear Free Zone.

This section will review the facts about how hlghly radloa efwaste is generated the plans for
transporting the waste, and how the waste is to be stored. If Yucca Mountain is ever selected as the repository
of high level nuclear waste this section w1ll provide long-term policy, objectives, and programs for the city’s
role in this sensitive issue: ~

IMPACTS OF NUCLEAR WASTE TRANSPORT

Studies by the St of Nevada(w) and the Department of Energy (DOE) indicate that 43 states would be
directly 1mpacted by thou: “‘nds of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive wastes shipments to Yucca
Mountain. At least 109 cities ,th populatlons over 100,000 plus thousands of smaller communities could be
affected byf ch shlpments :

The many uncertalntles surroundlng the transportation of nuclear waste to a repository make it extremely
difficult to assess potent1a1 impacts and plan for contingencies. DOE and the nuclear industry point to the past
history of spent nuclear fuel shlpments as an indication of the inherent safety of this type of transport activity.
While it is true that, s1nce 1962, there have been no radioactive releases as a result of transportation accidents,
the amount of waste shipp d to the repository in the first full year of operations alone will exceed the total
amount shipped in the Umted States for the past 30 years. In addition, the distances over which spent nuclear
fuel and high-level radioactive wastes would have to be shipped will be much greater for future repository
shipments than for past shipments. Past shipments of nuclear waste have often been shorter-distance transfers
of spent nuclear fuel from one utility location to another.

The State of Nevada has been examining transportation issues associated with the proposed repository for
over 10 years. As a result of the State’s work, a number of unresolved safety issues have been identified. These
will be discussed in detail in the following pages.
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ISSUES ON NUCLEAR WASTE
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. Highway Transport Risks

1. Transportation Feasibility and Risks

The way in which waste is shipped is an area of uncertainty. DOE believes it would be safer to ship waste
by rail, since rail shipments could be larger, carry more waste and ultimately require fewer numbers of
shipments. However, a number of reactor sites, where waste is currently generated do not have rail access
or are not capable of handling large rail casks.

To date, DOE has identified three potential rail spur routes in Nevada. Detalled analysis has been
performed on only one, and DOE has no plans to study the others in more detaﬂ anytime in the near future.
The route DOE has studied would require the construction of 360 mlles of new track from the Union
Pacific main line near Caliente, NV along a roundabout route to Yucca Mountain.. The cost would be
between $1 billion and $1.4 billion (in 1990 dollars). DOE’s own analysis indicates there would be
significant engineering challenges and, because of environmental hurdles involved with this spur
construction, would have to undergo detailed and lengthy envrronmental reviews under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). E s

All of the other possible rail spur options identified by DOE have.srmrlar problems, and it is questionable
whether rail access can be provided or whether Congress will approptiate the funds needed for an
exceedingly expensive and potentially controversral rail line when highwe access is presently available.

Legislation currently before Congress would requlre DOE to use an 1ntermodal system of spent nuclear
fuel and high-level radioactive wastes transportatlon to Yucca Mountaln or an interim storage site. This
would entail the shipment of wastes in large containers by rail to eastern Nevada, and then transferring the
canisters to very large ‘he ucks for the trip to Yucca Mountain. Such transport poses new
problems, including int routine traffic on existing state and U.S. highways, possible weather
related problems and rrsksv for large heavy haul vehicles in the winter months, added risks associated with
extra handling and long ance truck. transport susceptlbrhty to terrorist attack, and other problems.

Without rail access to Yucca Mountain or some form of intermodal transfer system, all waste would have
to be shrpped by truck along the nation’s interstate highways or alternative routes designated by states.
This creates the possibility that between 35,000 and 100,000 shipments, during the 25-year emplacement
phase of the proposed repository will be required through urbanized areas.

Under present federal routingrequirements for spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive wastes
materials, most of these shipments would be routed through heavily populated areas of major U.S. cities.
Under federal regulatrons alternative routes could be designated by the states, but any alternative route
designations would involve tradeoffs in terms of risk to population centers in contrast to those risks
associated with the use of longer routes on two lane highways over difficult terrain and through rural
communities. Actions by states to designate alternative routes are complicated by a recent court decision
in New Mexico that could make state and local governments liable for loss of property values along
designated shipping routes.

Truck shipments in the numbers needed for moving waste to a repository from reactor sites around the
nation would put nuclear waste trucks on the country’s interstate highways in large numbers year round for
almost three decades. Because of the numbers of shipments involved, the chances for accidents will
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: Probablhty of ‘Serlou

increase, and because the new casks will carry more waste per shipment, the consequences of a very severe
accident could also increase.

. Radiological Effects of Routine Shipments

One of the areas of concern in nuclear waste transportation is the exposure of waste handlers, drivers, and the
general public to radiation even during routine (non-accident) conditions. Even though shipping containers
are shielded and designed to reduce exposures to radiation from spent nuclear fuel or high-level radioactive
wastes, federal regulations allow a low level of radiation to emanate from the casks. This level is not
dangerous under normal conditions. Nevertheless, repeated and long-term exposure to these low levels of
radiation can have health consequences that need to be monitored and managed.

The radiation level of the material within the containers remains high, even after ten years of cooling, and
spent nuclear fuel emits dangerous levels of gamma and neutron radiation. A person standing one yard
away from an unshielded spent nuclear fuel assembly could receive a lethal dose of radiation (about 500
rems) in less than three minutes. A 30 second exposure (about 85 rems) at the same dlstance could
significantly increase the risk of cancer and/or genetic damage. Defense high-level waste, which contains
even higher concentrations of gamma-emitting fission products, is smnlarly dangerous. The surface dose
rate of spent nuclear fuel is so great (10,000 rem/hour or more), that shipping containers with enough
shielding to completely contain all emissions would be too heavy_to transport economically. Federal
regulations allow shipping casks to emit 10 millirems/hour at 2 meters from the cask surface. This is
equivalent to about one chest x-ray per hour of exposure.

Routine exposures become especially problematici‘in‘t‘~si§uations where théﬁffcijrafiSp01't vehicle is caught in
heavy traffic with cars and other vehicles in close proximity for extendediperiods. Routine exposures also
are of concern when the cask vehicle is stopped for repair, fueling, inspections, etc.

The health effects of even low adiation are poorly understood. There is evidence that even small
amounts of radiation can have lo rm health implications The potential effects of repeated exposures
to large numbers of nuclear waste shipments along highways or railroads during the 25-year repository
emplacement phase have nOt been de uately addlessed and could have adverse health consequences for

Between 1957 and 1964, there we transportatlon incidents and accidents involving spent nuclear fuel

shipments by the US Atom Energy Commission and its contractors. Several of these incidents resulted

in Iadloactlve releases requ1r1ng cleanup, including leakage from a rail cask in 1960 and leakage from a
truck cask i in 1962. There is no comparable data for the period from 1964 to 1970, when utility shipments
to reprocessing facilities began Between 1971 and 1990, there were six accidents and 47 incidents
involving nuclear waste shipments. Three accidents (two truck, one rail) involved casks loaded with spent
nuclear fuel. No radloactwlty was released in these accidents. Most of the incidents involved excess
radioactive contamination on cask surfaces, a result of the so-called “weeping” phenomena on casks
loaded and unloaded in wet storage pools.

Based on the 1971-1990 accident data, DOE calculated accident and incident rates for commercial spent
nuclear fuel shipments to a repository. For truck shipments, DOE calculated 0.7 accidents and 10.5
incidents per million shipment miles. For rail shipments, DOE calculated 9.7 accidents and 19.4 incidents
per million shipment miles. Although the number of spent nuclear fuel shipments and accidents during
these years was small, DOE compared these accident/incident rates to the general accident rates for large
commercial truck and freight rail movements. The DOE concluded the general rates should be used in
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repository transportation risk and impact studies. DOE recommended use of a truck accident rate of 0.7 -
3.0 accidents per million shipment miles and a rail accident rate of 11.9 accidents per million shipment
miles.

An estimate of the number of accidents likely to occur during spent nuclear fuel shipments to a repository:
can be obtained by multiplying the anticipated accident rates by the anticipated cumulative shipment miles.
If all spent nuclear fuel were to be shipped to the repository by truck in larger-capacity casks, requiring
about 46,000 shipments and over 100 million shipment miles, between 70 and 310 accidents and over

radioactive material, are likely to be rare, the potential exists for serious accidents to oceur. Transport
containers for repository bound waste shipments have not yet been designed or b Although Nevada
and other states have been advocating it for ten years, DOE ‘has not committed to full scale testing of the
casks. ~

Both DOE and State of Nevada researchers have looked at the potential for a worst-case aééident to occur.
While there is disagreement over the specifics of a credible worst-case scenario, there is agreement that
such an accident would involve the release of some of the radioactive material inside the shipping cask.

1 thermally hot. Nuclear fission inside a reactor transforms
additional uranium isotopes, isotopes of plutonium and
ntium-90 and cesium-137. Fission products,.

Spent nuclear fuel is both highly radioactiv
a small percentage of the original uranium fuel into a
other transuranic elements, and fission products such a
which account for most of the radioactivity in sf)"‘ent nuclear fue ing the first hundred years after
removal from a reactor, emit both beta and gamma 1 radiation. Reactor operations may also coat the
exterior of the fuel 1ods with corrosmn products, o‘r‘;;‘;‘crud” containing radioactive isotopes of cobalt,

nickel, and iron.

A typical ten- -year old spent nuclear fuel assembly flom a Pressuuzed Water Reactor (PWR) contains
about 26,000 curies of strontium-90 (plus 1 many. thousands of curies of other dangerous isotopes). The
strontlum—,,‘ ) in one spent PWR assembly would be sufficient to contaminate twice the volume of
15) While the strontium -90 and most of the other dangerous

lets that make up the fuel, and therefore not easﬂy dlspersed a severe

disease, and deat

A 1985 DOE contractor report concluded that a severe accident involving a single, current-generation rail
cask could result in release of radioactive materials to the environment. The study assumed a severe impact
followed by a massive fire fed by large quantities of fuel. According to the study, release of only a small
fraction (1380 curies) of the cask’s contents would be sufficient to contaminate a 42 square mile area. The
costs of cleanup after such an accident would exceed $620 million, and the cleanup effort would require 460
days, if it occurred in a rural area. An alternative analysis by a DOE contractor estimated cleanup costs for
the same rural accident ranging from $176 million to $19.4 billion, depending primarily upon post-accident
soil concentrations of cobalt-60, cesium-134, and cesium-137, and upon regulatory requirements for disposal
of the contaminated soil.
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. Shipping Cask Performance

If a similar accident occurred in a typical urban area, the clean up would be considerably more expensive
and time consuming. It is estimated that it would cost $9.5 billion just to raze and rebuild the most heavily
contaminated square mile or so. Much more detailed studies are necessary to estimate accident cleanup
costs for a specific urban location such as metropolitan Las Vegas.

The conditions under which a worst-case accident could occur are poorly understood. DOE places great
faith in the design and performance of the shipping container to prevent such an occurrence. However,
without full-scale testing, shipping cask performance is, of itself, an area of significant uncertainty.
Moreover, new shipping cask designs create new opportunities for human error. The longer shipping
distances required because of Yucca Mountain’s location (more than 2,200 miles on average compare to
600 miles for past shipments) would create additional opportumtres for equrpment failures and human
errors. -

release of radioactive materral is, in DOE’s
Designed to be extremely rugged and to

‘ e"adequate containment of spent
actor to a repository. DOE and the
ipping spent nuclear fuel since 1964 as

The first line of defense against an accident involving
planning for repository shipments, the shipping containe
withstand severe accident conditions, these casks are inten ]
nuclear fuel and nuclear wastes as these are transported from the
nuclear industry point to a good (although not flawless) record of
evidence that casks will perform as they are intended. “

The State of Nevada’s concerns regarding cask performance involve qdeStionS about the cask’s ability to
withstand severe accidents under projected shipment volume condltlons the adequacy of testing
requirements, and implications of new cask desrgns ~

, hlatrons for full-scale design testing. Moreover, the NRC
performance standards are based o pothetical accident scenarios supported mainly by a technical study

known as the Modal Study, prepared Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory. The Modal Study’s
transportation assumptions are not relevant to DOE’s Yucca Mountain transportation plans. Additionally,
detailed case studies of recent truck and rail accidents have raised serious doubts about how well the NRC
standards reﬂect real world accident conditions. This is particularly the issue regarding accidents involving
high-speed 1mpacts (over S5 m1les per hour), long duration of accident conditions (up to several days) and
high temperature (over 2000 degrees F) fires, and collisions with vehicles carrying high-energy explosives.

None of the spent nuclear fuel casks currently in use have been tested full-scale. The spectacular crash and
burn films shown by DOE and the nuclear industry actually depict obsolete casks (withdrawn from
service) being tested in the 1970s to validate computer models. Those tests were successful for that
purpose, and also provided valuable insights into the importance of cask tie-down systems and other
issues. The tests also demonstrated the vulnerability of lead gamma shielding to long duration fires and to
multiple impacts. However, the tests were not intended to simulate worst-case accidents or to prove the
overall safety of spent nuclear fuel shipments.

The casks that might be used in a repository shipping campaign are currently being designed. None of t}‘re‘



35

. Waste Type and Volume

designs have yet been licensed or fabricated. Due to the planned increase of cask size, such casks are very
likely to be markedly different from current casks. All of the new designs proposed by DOE would hold
more fuel assemblies and be less heavily shielded (due to the age of the fuel to be shipped and weight
considerations). How these casks will perform in real world accident situations is uncertain.

The new, larger transportation casks (100-125 tons each) being considered for future spent nuclear fuel
shipments have the potential, if not properly loaded, to allow the fuel assemblies to go critical under
certain conditions i.e., start a nuclear chain reaction that would cause a catastrophic temperature rise in the
canister. The imperative for accurate and verified fuel loading calculations increases the potential for
human error and thereby increases the risks and uncertainties associated with waste transport.

The use of such larger shipping containers raises questions about the adequacy of current NRC cask
licensing regulations and about the appropriateness of these regulations for assurmg these new and much
larger canisters will be able to withstand real world a001dent condl‘uons

The State of Nevada, the Western Interstate Energy Board the Western Governors’ Assomatlon and
numerous other states and multi-state organizations have made detailed recommendations to DOE for full-
scale cask testing to demonstrate compliance with the current NRC performance standards, reexamination
of the adequacy of the NRC standards, and possible extra- regulatory testing to determine cask failure
thresholds. To date, DOE has not 1mp1emented these recommend ions and has no plans to test proposed
new cask designs.

The issue of how much and what type of wastes Would be shlpped to a rep051tory remain unclear. The first
repository is currently limited by law to be no more than 70,000 metric tons of uranium (MTU). However,
given the expected amount of spent nuclear fuel from currently operating reactors and defense high-level
waste requiring disposal in a repository, more than 100,000 MTU of high-level radioactive wastes could be
carmarked for the proposed Yucca Mountain repository. Additionally, an unknown amount of
miscellaneous wastes could also be shlpped to Yucca Mountain.

d types of waste make a great deal of dlfference in terms of transpmtatlon operatlons and

The Volume

generate between 80,000 MTU and 85 OOO MTU of civilian spent nuclear fuel by the year 2030. Smce
there are pre r constructing a second repository, the Agency’s planning studies assume
that DOE will attes ptto sh1p all civilian spent nuclear fuel to Yucca Mountain if the site is licensed.
DOE-owned spent nuclear fuel, from foreign and domestic research reactors and from nuclear-powered
naval vessels, will hkely also be shipped to Yucca Mountain. This has implications for increased accident
risks and routine exposures, and the need for heightened emergency preparedness.

The total amount of defense high-level radioactive wastes requiring geologic disposal is unknown. DOE
has allocated 7,000 MTU of capacity at the repository (about 14,000 canisters) for high-level defense
wastes. This waste has been generated at DOE weapons facilities at Hanford, Washington, Idaho Falls,
Idaho, and Savannah River, South Carolina. Most of this waste is presently stored in liquid form in '
underground tanks. Prior to shipment, these wastes would be solidified in borosilicate glass logs inside
stainless steel canisters. The total amount of such high-level radioactive wastes requiring disposal in a



GOAL, OBJECTIVES, POLICIES, ANDPROGRAMS "

Goal: The City should protect the community from the I‘ISkS inher
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. Emergency Response

repository has been estimated to be as high as 40,000 canisters, which is equivalent to 20,000 MTU of
spent nuclear fuel. The shipping containers for these wastes have not been designed yet, but for planning
purposes, DOE has assumed two canisters per truck cask and five canisters per rail cask. Shipment of
7,000 MTU of these high-level radioactive wastes would require 7,000 truckloads or 2,800 rail casks;
shipment of 20,000 MTU would require 20,000 truckloads or 8,000 rail casks.

In addition to spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive wastes, a significant quantity of miscellaneous
wastes will likely be shipped to a repository. These are transuranic wastes from commercial reactors and
industrial facilities, radioactive cesium capsules used in commercial 1rrad1atlon facilities, reactor
decommissioning wastes, and wastes from routine nuclear power reacto ‘operatlons which are too
radioactive for disposal in low-level waste sites. No one knows for su at will be the amount of these.
wastes or their transportation package capacities. In 1987, DOE estlmated that these wastes could total .
between 12,100 and 20,600 cubic meters. Such an amount would be equlvale » between 12,100 and
20,600 canisters of defense high-level waste in volume.

In the event of an accident or release of hazardous materlals within the City of Las Vegas e Department
of Fire and Rescue would lead the response. All department emergency responders are tramed to the
hazardous materials first responder operations level, and an additional 45 members are certified Hazardous
Materials (HazMat) Technicians and make up the HazMat team. They are all available for response 24
hours a day. Because of automatic and mutual aid agreements with Clark County, the city would also have
the Clark County HazMat Team available as an add1t10na1 resource, if needed.

it the use, storage, transportation, and
handling of hazardous matenals recognizing that the use of such substances is an integral part of our
society and economy . ;

Objective 8A. The Clty should requlre the safe storage transportation, and disposal of hazardous

: The Clty should cooperate with other government agencies in the development of
ards for the proper storage, transportation, and disposal of hazardous materials.

requnements for the transportation of hazardous materials.

Program 8A2.1: The City should continue the adoption of new or revision of existing codes
and ordinances that strengthen hazardous materials transportation requirements.

Program 8A2.2: The City should encourage interagency cooperation and communication
that should strengthen local hazardous materials transportation requirements.

Policy 8A3: Fire and Rescue should continue the preparation of strategies and plans for the
evacuation of inhabitants for emergencies involving hazardous materials.



LANDSLIDE HAZARDS

The topography within the city limits does not pose a landslide hazard.

IMPLEMENTATION

The goal for any long-range master plan element is to remain relevant throughoiit the life of the document. The
primary tool to assure that this goal is achieved is to address the recommendations. The Safety & Seismic
Safety Element has highlighted five primary goals. The recommendations are:

Provide emergency response and fire preventive services to the residents and visitors of the City of Las

Vegas;
Provide infrastructure and policies to mitigate issues caused by eX‘Qstive rainfall;
Mitigate damage to property related to geologic hazards found in Las Vegas;

Mitigate excessive noise pollution within the City; and

Mitigate any negative effects from the movement of hazardou terials within the city limits.

The recommendations were developed to achiey‘e"‘the‘_ desired outcomes sta d,{iﬁ the Las Vegas 2020 Master
Plan document. The strategies to reach these outcomes ar:é“detailed below.

RECOMMENDATION #1:. PROVIDE EMERGENCY RESPONSE AND PREVENTATIVE FIRE

STRATEGIES:

[C! S FOR RESIDENTS AND VISITORS OF LAS VEGAS

st-benefit analysis of maintaining Commission on Fire

k ~.'~fAc‘:credite"‘1:t1, International (CFAI) Accredited Agency status.

. Impl"é,ment the Fire Safety Plan.

RECOMMENDATION‘#Z: PROVIDE INFRASTRUCTURE AND POLICIES TO MITIGATE ISSUES
CAUSED BY EXCESSIVE RAINFALL
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STRATEGIES:
o Install stormwater channel and drain improvements in accordance with the
adopted stormwater management program for the City.
e Continue to cooperate with the Clark County Regional Flood Control District.
e Maintain a Flood Hazard Reduction Program which meets the basic requirements
of the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP).



o Continue to update Flood Insurance Maps subject to FEMA review.
o Continue to integrate new material, technology and techniques in the construction
and maintenance of existing and proposed development.

RECOMMENDATION #3: MITIGATE DAMAGE TO PROPERTY RELATED TO GEOLOGIC
HAZARDS FOUND IN LAS VEGAS

STRATEGIES:

e Review all building plans for geologlc haza1 ds. ;

e Maintain updated maps of documented areas of collap31ble 30115 subsidence,
faulting and fissuring. .

e Require a soils engineering report on non—r‘eysidential development plahs.

RECOMMENDATION #4: MITIGATE EXCESSIVE NOISE POLLUTION WITHIN THE CITY OF
LAS VEGAS

STRATEGIES:

e Utilize the Land Use-Noise Compatlblhty uldehnes (Table 4) for evaluating
y when reviewing development projects.

_land use noise compat1b1
. ‘Eliminate at-grade railroad: crossmg at the intersection of Wyoming Avenue and
, the Union Pa01ﬁc Railroad.

RECOMMENDATION #5: MITIGATE ANY NEGATIVE EFFECTS FROM THE MOVEMENT OF
~ HAZARDOUS MATERIALS WTIHIN THE CITY LIMITS

STRATEGIES:

ely oppose the development of Yucca Mountain into a nuclear waste

o repofé’itory.
e Support State and Federal legislation that strengthens safety requirements for the
~ transportation of hazardous materials.

DEFINITIONS
Apparatus- A motor driven fire truck, or a collective group of such trucks, which may be different types such

as pumper trucks, ladder trucks, etc.(!?

Automatic Aid- A form of mutual aid involving a pre[Jarrangement between two or more departments that
routinely provides emergency response assignments to each other.
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Badlands- Badlands area moderately steep to very steep barren dissected by many intermittent drainage
channels that have cut into soft geological material. The areas ordinarily are not stony. Local relief generally
ranges from 25 to 100 feet. Potential runoff is very high, and erosion is active. Some small areas of identifiable

soils support vegetation.

Characteristic- An attribute, descriptive feature, or identity.

Community- A commonly located, interacting population people and busines

Compaction Faults- Shifts in the ground surface due to natural pr ehlstorlc dewatermg and differential
consolidation of sediments. :

Data- Raw facts or observations; factual material used as a basxs espemally for dlscusswn or decision:
information. ' :

Endogenic Subsidence- Subsidence due to changes occurring withink'}‘the earth, such as natural movement of the
earth’s tectonic plates, volcanic activity, and cOﬁtinental drift. .

Evaluation- Measuring the success of a program or concept.

Exogenic Subsidence- Subsidence occurring mainly at“"thé’ earth’s suffacé due to loss of support, as in the case
of fluid extraction, or an 1ncrease of loadlng from the welght of a body of water, such as Lake Mead, or heavy
irrigation. - :

Fire Prevention- That part of ﬁre protectlon act1v1tles exermsed to prevent ignition of unwanted fires and to
minimize loss whe ﬁre,does occur. .

Fire Protectlon- The science offreducmg losses of life and property due to fire, including both prevention and
extmgulshment by public or pnvai > means.. Also, the degree to which such protection is applied.

Fire Protection Syst m- An organiied arrangement of people and things performing defined functions to

prevent or control uﬁwantgd fires.
Function- Something a system does, an activity.

Goal- The general end toward which an effort is directed. That which a system is intended to eventually

accomplish.

Hardpan- A hardened or cemented soil horizon or layer. The soil material is sandy, loamy, or clayey and is
cemented by iron oxide, silica, calcium carbonate, or other substances.
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Mutual Aid- Two way assistance by fire departments of two or more communities freely given under
prearranged plans or contracts on the basis that each will aid the other.

Noise- Any useless sound which annoys or disturbs humans or which causes or tends to cause an adverse

psychological or physiological effect on humans.

Objective- Something specific toward which an effort is directed. A specific aceomplishment necessary in
order to achieve goals, the results of which can be measured. ‘

Optimum- Most desirable thing, or status, greatest degree, etc. unde1 1mphed or spe<:1ﬁed conditions. Not

necessarily either a maximum or minimum.

Pits, Gravel- Consists of open excavations from which soil‘i: rial and gravel have been refn‘0ved,‘ exposing

rock, a hard pan, or other material.

Projected- Looking forward to the future; forecast in the basis of pryesent: information.

Repository- a place where things are stored for safekeeping.

Response- An act responding to an alarm.

Response Time- The length of time required by a complement of ﬁreﬁghters and equipment to respond to a
reported fire or other emergency. Response time usually is measured from the time alarm is received by the fire

units to the time of arrival at the fire or in

1¢ area of the fire.
Risk- Possibili“ty‘o{‘ loss,jas ikn “accep

System- An arrangement of parts or elem (p'eople things, and / or organizations) working together to
perform a set of ope1 ations in the accomph,, hment of the purpose of the whole, as in “heating system”.

Tectonic Faults- Clacks in the eaﬁn, resulting from changes in the structure of the earth’s crust.

Urban Land- Consistsof areas covered by asphalt, concrete, and buildings or other urban structures.
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