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Why Do We Mitigate?

Flammable Flammab

Liguids

Image Sources:
Drought: CNN

R : : Flood: Ready.gov
Radioactive Hazardous Material: UC Santa Cruz
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https://www.cnn.com/2022/10/07/us/california-southwest-drought-outlook-climate/index.html
https://www.ready.gov/floods
https://ehs.ucsc.edu/shipping/hazardous-material.html
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Why We Mitigate?

Financial Assistance for Mitigation Projects: Hazard Mitigation Plans
can be used to apply for grants to help fund various hazard relief
projects.

The financial assistance grants that can be used for mitigation
projects are as follows:

« Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)
» Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities (BRIC)
» Flood Mitigation Assistance Plan (FMA)

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OQJQ.No%Tﬁ[\ﬂ S




SMART INVESTING
MITIGATION SAVES

SPENT ON
MITIGATION,

SAVES
ON FUTURE
DISASTER
LOSSES

Why We Mitigate?

Clark County, NV Storm Data from NOAA
Storm Database

- Date: January 1, 2018, to December
31,2022

o Events

— 473 events reported with 18
different event types

= 239 total days affected
by the events

= Seven (7) counties were
affected by these events,
including Clark County

= Property Damage totaling
$6.554 Million

= Injuries/Deaths: 12
Injured/132 Deaths

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OACQQJ(S:"?‘T EI



Clark County MJHMP Sections

* Hazard Mitigation Program and Requirements

* Intfroduction, Planning Process, and Plan Maintenance Procedures

ISy ¢ Planning Area Description and Hazard Analysis and Risk Assessment
3&4 J

* Mitigation Strategy

* Plan Approval and Adoption

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OA QJ?;.‘C LAY El— 7



Section 1: Hazard Mitigation Program and Requirements

» Includes background on hazard mifigation planning
« Lists the Hazard Mitigation Planning requirements

« Provides a description of the plan

» Discusses the grants related to Hazard Mitigation

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OQQQ,N(}%.T,&[\SI 8



Section 2: Infroduction, Planning Process and Plan
Maintenance Procedures

Plan Monitoring
and Situational

Plan Maintenance

Plan History

Change

Plan Background,
Purpose, and
Authority

Local Procedures

and Resources Plan Updating

Planning Process Community

Description Engagement

Mitigation
What's New in this Planning Steering
Plan Update? Committee
Participation

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OASOE‘.NOC AT E.le: 9




Plan Development

Clark County committed to drafting a functional, comprehensive, and
inclusive update to the current multi-jurisdictional mitigation plan (2018).

As documented within the plan update, Clark County and each
participating jurisdiction actively participated in the planning process
from its inception.

+ Mitigation Planning Steering Committee members actively participated in meetings,
solicited input fromm community members, and ensured that all jurisdictions’ information
was reflected in the plan.

« A brief description of the planning process and Steering Committee activities, including
a list of all meetings and their purpose, and a complete list of planning team
participation is in Section 2 — Mitigation Planning Steering Committee Role of the plan
update.

4 A Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OQQQ,Nﬁ'Tﬁ[\E 10



Clark County Participating Jurisdictions

County
+ Clark County, including the Unincorporated Portion of the County
Special Districts
* Clark County School District
LAS VEGAS VALLEY

+ Clark County Water Reclamation District .
WATER DISTRICT ‘/‘ Clark County

* Las Vegas Valley Water District \/ Water Reclamation
+ Southern Nevada Health District SN D CCSDQ RS b DO

Southern Nevada Health District CLARK COUNTY
Cities N R} SCHOOL DISTRICT

* Boulder City
« Henderson

* Las Vegas

+ Mesquite ﬁ,‘ Mesquite
+ North Las Vegas — AR

. NORTH LAS VEGAS
T" b es QU ‘l’m‘a,p\%

* Las Vegas Paiute

{?‘r
2

s Moapa Band of Paiutes

20 Ny
- 2@[15, N o
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Plan Development: Plan Drafting Stage

In March 2022, the planning process for the 2023 HMP began. Select staff from
por’ricipo’ringf; jurisdictions and stakeholders were invited to participate on the Steering
Committee tfor the purpose of developing the 2023 HMP, in addition to representation
from Nevada Division of Emergency Management.

Seven (7) events were held throughout the planning process with the Steering Committee
and representation from each of the plan's participating jurisdictions to discuss the status
of the plan update development process including:

« April 18, 2022- Kickoff Meeting

* May 9, 2022- Steering Committee Meeting

* May 24, 2022- Steering Committee Meeting

* August 16, 2022- Steering Committee Meeting

. NoveTmber 29, 2022- Hazard Mitigation Technical Assistance, Steering Committee
Meeting

« February 15, 2023- Steering Committee Meeting

« April 26, 2023- Hazard Mitigation Open Public Comment Community
Meeting, Steering Committee Meeting

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan ©9gN0§|ﬁ[\3—s|.— 12



Data Collection

Two HMP Surveys were used to collect information from the planning
team, agencies, stakeholders, and the public.

» Clark County Hazard Mitigation Survey
* Clark County Open Comment Survey

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OE?Q;N(}%TNJI 13



Data Collection

Clark County
Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Communty Survey Data Analysis

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard
Mitigation Plan Survey

To nform the pdate of the Clark County Mult-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan (MJHMP). the county

survey measuring f concem for various hazards, and the community’s
general level of preparedness, The online survey was conducted from July 11, 2022, through September
1,2022. 803 Clark County residents replied to the survey, with a completion rate of 100%. This means
that every person who accessed the survey submitted a completed form, On average, individuals filling
outthe survey spent approximately five minutes crafting answers.

The Clark County MJHMP Community Survey asked 11 questions, both quanti Each
question asked respondents to detail their perspectives on the hazards that present themselves to their
community. The hazards listed were based off of the hazard list from the 2018 Clark County MJHMP.
Additional hazards added to the updated 2023 plan were not included in the survey.

Below are guantitative breakdowns for each question
Question 1: Select the option that best describes where you live.

Of the 803 survey respondents, 2% (234 participants) were from the City of Henderson. 27% (213
participants) were residents of Las Vegas, and 16% (132 participants) were residents of Boulder City.

Figure 1
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Plan Update

Question 2: Clark County residents and businesses may encounter a variety of hazards and/or disasters. How concerned
are you about the following hazards impacting you, your business and Clark County? 1 (Not at all concerned), 2
(Somewhat concerned), 3 (Very concerned), or 4 (Extremely concerned)

Overall, respondents recognized drought (62%), climate change (36%), and infectious disease (18%) as hazards of extreme concern
Respondents were the least concerned about dam failure (40%), flood (31%), and earthquake and seismic hazards (27 %).

Figure 2

How concerned are you about the following hazards impacting you, your business,

and Clark County?
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Earthquake and Seismic Hazards
Drought

Dam Failure

Climate Change
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Very concerned ~ ® Extremely concerned  ® Unsure

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan )y Q;E%. AT El.—
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Data Collection

Crark Count
Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Community Survey Data Analysis

Question 3: Which of the following steps has your household taken to prepare for hazardous
events?

Respondents were asked to indicate which actions their households have taken to prepare for hazardous
events. These questions allow the county to recognize common strengths in preparedness among
household jurisdictions and identify gaps they may need to address and add to response efforts during
emergency response

There were 16 options for respondents to choose from, ranging from steps taken by the household to
preparing a disaster supply kit. The fulllist of categories can be seen in the corresponding table

Figure 3

Which of the following steps has your household

taken to prepare for hazardous events? (Check
all that apply)

20%
0%
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Out of the 803 respondents in total to the survey, two skipped this question for a total of 803 responses
The most common steps taken by households in the county included:

o 75%6”%50%

7 2 59% 579 57

60% 57%57% 5004 agog
50%

4%

0%

« Installed smoke and carbon monoxide detectors on each floor of your house — 605 respondents
« Have working portable fire extinguishers in appropriate areas of the home — 434 respondents
« Stored a battery poveered radio, flashlights, and extra batteries — 482 respondents
The least commonly taken actions included:
« None — 30 respondents
« Purchased earthquake insurance — 50 respondents
« Purchased flood insurance — 51 respondents

In addition to these actions, 400 respondents indicated that they had attended a first aid/CPR training
and 88 indicated they had taken a local Community Emergency Response Team (CERT) class. This
indicates that there is a large audience for community preparedness trainings in the county.

Ciark County
Multi~Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Community Survey Data Analysis

Question 4: How prepared is your household to cope with a hazard event?

Respondents were asked to rate their preparedness for their household if confronted with a hazardous
event. They were asked to select one answer rating their current preparedness, ranging from very well
propared, adequately prepared, somewhat prepared, or not prepared at all, and unsure. Of the 803
respondents to the survey, 15 skipped this question for a total of 788 responses.

Figure 4

How prepared is your household to cope with a hazard event?

Overall, 314 respondents (40%) stated that they felt somewhat prepared to cope with a hazard event
246 respondents (31%) stated they were adequately responded, which is the second to last level of

Clark County
Multi-~Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Community Survey Data Analysss

Question 5: Which of the following sources of information have helped you to prepare for
hazardous events? (Check all that apply)

This question assists the county and each participating jurisdiction in identifying strengths in community
engagement as well as identifying gaps in increasing whole community preparedness and education
surrounding hazardous events

Figure 5
Which of the following sources of information have helped
you to prepare for hazardous events? (Check all that apply)
60%
50% -
0%

LTSS

From the 656 respondents that answered this question, 316 respondents (48%) stated that they gathered
to prepare for hazardous events from personal exparience with hazardous events. This

proparedness. This may indicate that more training and resources regarding household
may be needed to bring residents to sati levels of Only 92 (11%)
stated they were very well prepared, and 27 respondents (3%) said they viere unsure.

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan

category was followed by 220 respondents (33%) who stated they received their information from local
or regional media sources

193 respondents (29%) identified outreach for such as federal,
state, or local websites and social media as their primary source of information for preparation. This was
the third most popular selection choice, which indicates there may be increased engagement with county
residents from local government sources such as websites and social media.

15



Data Collection

Clark County
Multi.

azard Plan Update
Community Survey Data Analysis

Question 6: How important do you find the following community-wide actions and activities to increase preparations
and reduce the risks of hazards in Clark County?

This question asks respondents to identify the importance of community-wide actions and activities to increase preparedness
and reduce the risks of hazards in Clark County. 798 respondents responded to this question.

Figure 6

How important do you find the following community-wide actions or activities
that may reduce the hazards in Clark County?

Public education and awareness activities to inform.

Emergency services actions that protect people and property e

Structural projects intended to lessen hazard impact by. I —

Property protection actions that modify existing buildings to. T

Prevention activities such as administrative or regulatory —  A—
60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

®Not Important ™ Somewhat Important Very Important ~ wExtremely Important

354 its (44%) services actions as : ti , 280 P (35%)
public and activities as i 277 (34%) i i pi 1
activities such as administrative or regulatory actions that influence the way land is built or developed as extremely important.

Clark County
Multi~Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan Update
Communty Survey Data Analysis

Question 7: Do you or anyone in your household
have disabilities and/or access and functional
needs and would you be interested in early
warning notifications or specialized response to
evacuate during disasters?

This question allows the county a top-level look at the
needs of their community to recognize areas where
access and functional needs may surface during a
hazards event response

Of the 797 respondents to this question, 217
individuals indicated yes, that they do have additional
access and functional needs and would be interested
in early warning notifications or speciaized response
to evacuate during disasters

Question 8: If you answered yes to Question 7,
do you have a certified service animal that you
would be interested in evacuating with you or a
household member to a shelter during a
disaster?

Of the respondents that answered Question 7, 53 of
respondents indicated that they do have a certifiod
servico animal that may evacuate with thoir
househokd to a sheter during a disaster response.

Question 9: If you answered yes to Question 7,
would you be interested in more information
about Disaster Assistance for people with
disabilities and/or access and functional needs?

Of the respondents that answered Question 7, 165
respondents indicated that they would be interested
in more information about Disaster Assistance for
people with disabilties and/or access and functional
needs

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan
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Documented Resources Used to Draft Plan

The Mitigation Planning Steering Committee with CONSTANT conducted a
comprehensive review of the existing Clark County documents that were included
in the draft plan update:

» Clark County Critical Facilities List
* Clark County Emergency Operations Plan (EOP)

* Clark County Local Emergency Planning Committee, Hazardous Materials
Emergency Response Plan

* Previous Clark County Mulfi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plans
« Clark County Master Plan

» Clark County Sustainability and Climate Action Plan

* Nevada Climate Vulnerability Assessment

* Clark County Regional Flood Control District Master CIP Plan

» Colorado River Drought Contingency Plan

« State of Nevada Enhanced Mitigation Plan

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan ORQ.Noéﬁ[\E 17



Continued Public Involvement

Clark County is dedicated to involving the public in contfinual
shaping of the plan and the development of its mitigation projects
and actfivities.

« Clark County Mitigation Planning Steering Committee will
continue to keep the public informed about its mitigation
project and activities through the Office of Emergency
Management.

« Copies of the Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Update will be
available on the County’s website and distributed to the
participating jurisdictions

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan ORQE%I&[\E 18



Monitoring

Plan Maintenance
Process

Clark County MPSC, with help fromn CONSTANT
Associates, has developed a method to ensuring
monitoring, evaluation, and updating the plan.

+ Plan Monitoring: Regtéllquy report on the
mitigation actions and projects progress : MJHMP Plan Situational
from start to finish Updating Maintenance Change

« Plan Evaluation: an evaluation report will be
written and submitted to provide an
assessment of either completed or ongoing
activities within the plan.

+ Plan Updating: Clark County will begin their
update process of the plan (insert number)
year from this plan adoption according to
the FEMA DMA 2000 guidelines on local
mitigation plan updates under the direction .
of Clark County OEM. Evaluating

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan O’*nglg‘f\r EI




Section 3&4: Planning Area and
Hazard Risk Assessment

Verify Critical Facilities List
Develop Community Profiles
ldentify Hazards & Collect Hazard History

Calculate Future Probability
Analyze Land Use & Development Trends

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OQSQ.No%.Tﬁ“éI 20
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Clark County Hazards Addressed in Plan

+ Climate Change

* Drought

+ Earthquake (Geohazards, Earthquake and Seismic Hazards)

+ Extreme Heat (Extreme/Excessive Heat)

* Flooding (Flood, Landslide & Debris Flow — Flood)

» Fissures & Subsidence

+ Severe Weather (including Thunderstorms, Hail, Lightning, Wind, and Tornadoes)
«  Wildfire (Fire, Wildland Urban Interface)

*  Dam Failure (Infrastructure, Dam Failure)

+ Infestation

* Infectious Disease(Infection Disease — Emerging Disease with Epidemic or Pandemic
Potential and Respiratory Virus with Epidemic and Pandemic Potential

* Hazardous Materials (Chemical, Biological, Radiological, Nuclear & Explosives - CBRNE —
Hazardous Material)

. TeTErroriISJn (Terrorism — International Terrorism, Domestic Terrorism, and Complex Coordinated
Attac

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan ORQ,NO§.A.[\SS 22



Hazard Vulnerability & Risk Assessment

Analyzed the jurisdictions:
* Hazards
* History
* Vulnerability

Conducted Final Risk Assessment:

* Where appropriate, use HAZUS-MH to model losses for the
following hazards:

o Earthquake
o Flooding

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan ORQ.N(;%T&[\JI 23



Clark County Hazard Risk Summary

o

Flood, Fire,
Geohazards- '
It Extreme/ i, Landslidk U Wildland
Infestation  Terrorism Climate - F & Ear Severe
Dam Failure Materials Disease Change Dam Failure g Subsidence  SDPPMS  andseismic  Weather | UMb
Jurisdictions Heat ow, Hazards re
e Gouty Jurisdictions Flooding (Wildfire)
a {1
including Clark Clark County
County Highly including Clark
MU:;:.DOuy ] occasional Moo fonal™® Lkely oy Unin?olr':?mad Highly Highly Highly  Highly Likely
Paiute Tribe, and Areas, Las Vegas Highly Likely  Occasional*  Likely** ‘I;lzkg%) Occasional (I;:;% Likely** Likely** (58.30%)
Paiutes Paiute Tribe, and
AGHI Moapa Band of
i ighly i
City of Boulder City oL ud ""z;zo";:;" Occasional™ Likely Likely ——
(83.3%) Highly Highly Highly oo ik oy
e Highly i Highly Likely  Occasional®™  Likely** Likely Occasional Likely Likely™ Likely*=** (958);10%)
O DR Occasional™ ?34%0%) ly Occasional*™ Likely Likely (720%) (760%) -
83.3%
tHI = ) Highly Highly Highly Highly Likely
» Highly Likely » ighly Highly Likely  Occasional* Likely™  Likely Likely Likely Likely** Likely=
Occasional (3400%) Occasional Likely t;.alk:% (720%) (760%) (58.30%)
Highly Highly Highly " ¥
Highl
Occasional™ Highly Likely (D Likely ._,E,,: CAFTRVTETSS  Highly Likely  Occasional™  Likely™ Likely Likely Likely Likely™ Likely*** H'Bshs";t'%""y
(3400%) (83.3%) (720%) (760%) (58.30%)
Highly Highly Highly Highly - -
” Highly Lik ” . ) ) . . : 5 . " N
Occasional ?32',%,' W occasionat Likely Likely City of Mes Highly Likely ~Occasional* Likely*  Likely  Occasional Likely Likely** Likely= Highly Likely
(83.3%) (720%) (760%) (58.30%)
Highly s i "
— Highly Likely o Highly Highly Highly
Occasional Occasional Likely Likely City of North Las Highly Likely
chool District (3400%) (83.3%) Highly Likely ~ Occasional™  Likely*™ ‘Iilzkg% Likely (Iilgoa':‘f) Likely* Likely™= ooy
Special District: Las Highly
Vegas Valley Water [el--rHL0E g ng(;‘z&k"" Occasional™ Likely Likely
istri (83.3%)
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Section 5: Mitigation Strategy

Mitigation

Mitigation
Capabilities

Project

« Authorities, . ity ati Evaluations & .
Capabilities, & Mitigation Mitigation Planning

. Project Prioritizations
Regulohqn Goals summary e STAPLE+E
-Ffloodplcun Y Viiitelelitels
reg)relnts Action Project
Prioritization

Integration
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Section 5: Mitigation Strategy

To support the mitigation goals, the Clark County MPSC and CONSTANT
Associates identified a comprehensive range of 92 possible and unique
mitigation projects and activities.

 This plan update does include “carryover” projects from Clark
County previous MJHMP (2018), as they are sfill relevant, in
progress or ongoing.

References for Mitigation Projects can be found within the plan update:

 Further information on evaluation criteria, please see — Mitigation
Project Evaluation & Prioritization Section.

* Full list of mitigation pro#ec’rs their descriptions and prioritization
per jurisdiction can be found in Appendix H — Mitigation Project
Prioritization.

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan ORQ,N%IH\E 26



Clark County Mitigation Project Summary

Mitigation Projects Summary

Mitigation Project or Activity

Hazards Addressed

Jurisdiction(s)

PMaintan infrastructure. relocate beaver
population. and remave beaver dams

Coastal Hazard, Inland Flooding

Liberty County

[pranage Systems

Caastal Hazard, Inland Flooding

Liberty County

[Ficod Plain Regulations

inland Flooding

City of Allenhurst

utreach and Promote Acquisition and
[Elevation of Flood Prone Structures

inland Fiooding

City of Flemington

[Education and Outreach

Humicane Wind, Wind
Tomadoes

Al Junisdictions

IWaming Call for Special Populations

All Hazaeds

Al Junisdictions

Pubkc Outreach

Coastal Hazard, Inland
Flooding, Wind, Tornadoes

Al Junsdictions

Residential Temporary Relocation

Hazardous Materials

Liberty Caunty

Jinnual Review and Update of EOP

All Hazards

Liberty County

PPublic Awareness of Hazardous
Patenal Spil

Hazardous Malerials.

Liberty County

Hazmat Team Training and Certification
fpupport

Hazardous Materials

Liberty County

[Fire Safety Outreach Wildfire City of Gum Branch

[Firewase Program Promobon Widire Liberty County

L iberty County Community Wildiire Wildfire Liberty County

[Protection Plan Promotion

Eontinue educabon efforts with school Wildfire Liberty County

bge chidren

Public Education of Fire Threat Widfire Liberty Caunty
[Condtons and Evacuabons

[Dry Hydrant Installation Wildfire Liberty County
[pepariment Personnel Wildire Wildfire City of Walthourville
itgation Training

Eountywide Wildfira Suscepiible Wildfire Liberty County
[Etructure and Infrastructure Inventory

Hazardous Fuel Reduction Wildfire Liberty Caunty

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan

27



.
STAPLE+E Criteria and Evaluation

STAPLE+E is a composite evaluation matrix that P

was used to prioritize Clark County and its 1 Sourcesof ot
participating jurisdictions mitigation project and B - e e
activities. T

Technical Mitigation actions are technically most effective if they provide long-
term reduction of losses and have minimal secondary adverse
impacts.

Administrative Mitigation actions are easier to implement if the jurisdiction has the

STAPLE+E Ciriteria: This section provides the

STAPE+E Criteria, STAPLE+E Ranking for each Clark | e oo o s oo o |
County’s and participating jurisdiction mitigation o
orojects and activities. 1ottt ot ey v e

Economic Budget constraints can significantly deter the implementation of
mitigation actions. Hence, it is important to evaluate whether an action
is cost-effective, as determined by a cost-benefit review, and possible
fo fund.

Sustainable mitigation actions that do not have an adverse effect on
the environment, that comply with Federal, State, and local
environmental regulations, and that are consistent with the
community's environmental goals, have mitigation benefits while being
environmentally sound

Environmental

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OA bQ,No% ﬁ“ﬂ 28




-
STAPLE+E Ranking

STAPLE+E Rankings — Clark County, NV

X = Not

Applicable + = Favorable/Positive Impact - = Not Favorable/Negative Impact

STAPLE+E

Criteria Social Technical | Administrative Political Legal Economic Environmental

Total Impact

with C
Goals

Considerations

Community Acceptance
Effect on Segment of
Population
Technical Feasibility
Long-term Solution
Secondary Impacts
Staffing
Funding Allocated
Maintenance/ Operations
Political Support
Local Champion
Public Support
State Authority
Existing Local Authority
Potential Legal Challenge
Benefit of Action
Cost of Action
Contribute to Economic
Goals
Outside Funding Required
Effect on Land/Water
Effect on Endangered
Species
Effect on HAZMAT/Waste
Sites
Consistent with Federal
Law

[

State Renewable
Portfolio
Standard +
Advocacy
Initiatives
Expansion of
Community Solar + X + + X + + + + + |+ | x + + + + + + + X X + + 18
Program
Implementing
Benchmarking
Ordinance with
Energy/Water
Assistance for
Building
Efficiency
Program + X + + x + + + + + + | X + + + + + + + b'e X + + 18
Stacking Model

<
+
+
3
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
3
3
3
+
k3
-
=
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-
STAPLE+E Evaluation

STAPLE+E is a composite evaluation matrix that was used to priorifize
Clark County and its participating jurisdictions mifigation project and
activities.

Three Factors of STAPLE+E Evaluation Matrix:
« First Factor - STAPLE+E Evaluation: best for measuring feasibility and ease of
implementation.

- Second Factor - Mitigation Project Effectiveness (MPE):. A multiplier based on the
projects effectiveness to mitigate against a chosen hazard.

+ Third Factor - Hazard Risk Total (HRT): The sum of values (low through high) of each
hazard the project is designed to mitigate. (HRT) = (HR1 + HR2 + HRn)

Calculation Equation: (Priority) = (STAPLE+E) + (MPE * HRT)
STAPLE+E evaluations is a composite score is calculated and

prioritized based on their total score:
(Low =0 - 25, Medium = 26 — 50, High = > 50).

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan ©9gN0§|ﬁ[\3—s|.— 30




Next Steps in the Clark County MJHMP Process

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan %%%.TMI 31




Open Comment Review Period

As a key part of the planning process, Clark County is seeking feedback
from stakeholders and the public to incorporate info the plan. Each
participating jurisdiction in Clark County has its own section within the
overall Clark County MJHMP.

Public input is a critical part of the process, so community members and
residents are highly encouraged to participate, provide comments, and
ask questions. A public comment period will be open May 1, 2023,
through May 21, 2023.

A draft plan and public comment survey will be posted on the Clark
County Website. Public comments and feedback are encouraged and
submitted online via the www.clarkcountynv.gov.

Clark County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan OggNo%Tﬁ[\{s'.— 32
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Open Comment Review Period
Marketing Documents

MJHMP OPEN
COMMENT
REVIEW
PERIOD

MAY 1-21, 2023

As a key part fth e plan: cess, Clark

County is se ekin, db kf om

stakeho\d dth e pul orpora
nto the pI E hp t

n Clark County ha ection wi
theov II lai kC tyMJHMP
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We are asking Mitigation Planning
Steering Committee Members to
' 0 advertise the Open Comment Period

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA within your community by.shoring the .
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL Press Release and Marketing Flyers online
o e L o and through your jurisdiction's social

media channels.

CLARKCOUNTY.GOV
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'WATER DIST]

Mona Bontity at

Please send screenshots of the
advertisements (website and social
media posts) to Constant Representative

monda.bontty@constantassociates.com.
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