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‘o Clark County, Nevada’s Yucca Mountain oversight
responsibility has |nclu ed impact assessment since—
1988. )

o Clark County’s populatlon 1.9 million, and increased
by more tha

o Clark CountyS\Visitervalumens 42 million annually,
and the regia addfmore tnan40,000 new hotel
rooms duri 0j
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‘e Public safety Is a prforit for bo elected officials
and the community a large.
\

/ o There IS s@‘\iflcant concen)n that high- Ie\vel nuclear‘
waste shipments destined for the proposed Yucca
Mountain Nuclear Waste
significant impactsien;allfaspests of p.ljblic safety.




Clark County Monitoring Program Community Survey Matrix - July 2008
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‘e Accident Response " / b

/ ° Terrorism“‘“\

e [raining
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e Marginal cos'ting apbrc?(fh\is\m st appropriate\w:_

e Scenario-based analysis |s) appropriat;\\

e Different communities will have different needs

personnel are the

e | ocal departmentiieads;al |
' ing/existing

most erlgeaole 1 rle
capacity anc




- | | |
Contact Key Interview Local r\\_,/

Governmental and Agency Personnel =7
/ Public Officials ) f
Rt T R A v

Categorize
Services By
Function

v

Analyze
Current Service
Levels
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/7
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‘o Marginal Costing, | /m | \5/

e Scenario Based ) ~~
J

S Conastent\th Department of Homela\1d Security.
Urban Areas Scurltles Initiative Grant Program

e Expert Panel tofREVIEW CES
e Equipment:

e Training
(:»Perso f




o T_ruck Scenarioﬁ) .‘ o Acci ent Estimates \E‘/

e DOE
e Rail Scenarios (2) : e Truck (66)
™ ) o Rail (8) f

/o Major Reasonable
Foreseeable Accident
e DOE's FEIS

e A long durationtiighi=
temperature fire tihiat

e State of Nevada
e Truck (5-6)
e Rail (1-20)




8 Survey & Modéﬁ)ased .Asses’s'meocess : \g/

e Basic Series ofi Questions: \
/ o How many. personnel? ) | f
e How many fa f\llltles’7 A/ y

e How many: hours of training?
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SINEINGS

' Anticipated impacts/are ignificant | L

/

e NWPA 180(c) funds will n‘?t be sufficient™

e Homeland security funds are not guaranteed

e | everaging ofi regionalireseuUrces; (€. g REQC) will
| ity requirements




‘e _Continue to F;‘ine nhethédelegdata -~ \g/

e Update transportatlon scenarios to reﬁ?(:tmn_ew DOE
/ plans and de\usmns k e)q \ (

e Update impact assessment to reflect refinements in
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