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Loans Nationwide
Impacted by Flood
Zone Changes—
Coming Out of SFHA
vs. Going Into SFHA

2006: 6,767,936
In to Out—26,888
Out to In—46,235
2007: 9,573,487
In to Out—51,826
Out to In—110,817
2008: 15,716,853
In to Out—95,334
Out to In—151,252
2009: 18,177,562
In to Out—190,959
Out to In—246,156

Data source: National
Flood Determination
Association

Flooding—W hat are the Odds?

As 1 write this article, this
month’s precipitation in Reno
approaches 2.14 inches, the
record for the wettest October
set in 1945, 1, for one, am
grateful that I finally had my
roof replaced over the summer
and we have remained warm
and dry in spite of the wind,
rain and hail.

But it is that very feeling of
safety in your home that is
violated when flood damage
occurs. Surprisingly to some,
flooding is one of the most
common hazards in Nevada.
Flood effects can be local, im-
pacting a neighborhood or
community, or very large, af-
fecting entire river basins and
multiple counties.

Some floods develop slowly,
sometimes over a period of
hours or days. But flash floods
can develop quickly, some-
times in just a few minutes and
without any visible signs of
rain. Flash floods often have a
dangerous wall of roaring wa-
ter that carries rocks, mud, and
other debris and can sweep
away most things in its path.
Opverland flooding occurs out-
side a defined river or stream,
such as when a levee or dam is
breached.

It is important to remember
that, fundamentally, floodplain

management is all about pro-
tecting lives and property. To
that end, our first task as flood-
plain managers is to under-
stand the nature of the flood
risks within our communities
so we can make wise and in-
formed decisions about devel-
opment in our communities.
We must also effectively com-
municate those flood hazards
within our communities so that
our governments, businesses
and individual citizens will
have the information to make
wise and informed decisions
themselves and to understand
their responsibility for protect-
ing their own lives and prop-

etty.

FEMA'’s Risk MAP program is
a new hazard mapping initia-
tive within FEMA to better
define flood hazards and to
facilitate communication of the
associated risk. This issue of
Nevada Floodplain Manage-
ment News includes articles
describing FEMA’s Risk MAP
program and how it differs
from past FEMA flood hazard

mapping.

Also in this issue are guest
articles from the Clark County
Regional Flood Control Dis-
trict and the Truckee River
Flood Project Office in Reno.
These articles report on what’s
going on in some of our Ne-

vada communities to mitigate
flood hazards and improve our
ability to withstand the next
flood, in a manner consistent
with environmental as well as

public safety goals.

As we approach winter, the
Western Regional Climate Cen-
ter (WRCC) in Reno reports
that the strongest La Nina con-
dition in a half century is form-
ing in the Pacific Ocean. Re-
ferring to the likelihood of
flooding in the Truckee River
Basin, Kelly Redmond of
WRCC stated, “The odds go
up 5 to 10 percent of what they
usually are for having a more
memorable flood event in a La
Nina year than an El Nino
year.”

We Nevadans should under-
stand better than most the
odds associated with the so-
called “100-year flood.” This
flood has a 1% chance of oc-
curring each year. While the
value of 1% may sound small,
it translates to a 26% probabil-
ity of occurring during a 30-
year period, the length of the
typical home mortgage. During
that 30-year mortgage, you are
27 times more likely to experi-
ence a flood than have a fire—
food for thought.

Kim Groenewold, PE, CFM
Nevada Floodplain Manager



Page 2

Nevada Floodplain Management News

What is Risk Map?

Risk Mapping, Assessment,
and Planning (Risk MAP) is a
new Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency (FEMA) pro-
gram that provides communi-
ties with flood information and
tools they can use to enhance
their mitigation plans and bet-
ter protect their citizens.
Through more accurate flood
maps, risk assessment tools,
and outreach support, Risk
MAP builds on Map Moderni-
zation and strengthens local
ability to make informed deci-
sions about reducing risk.

Vision

The vision for Risk MAP is to
deliver quality data that in-
creases public awareness and
leads to action that reduces risk
to life and property. Risk MAP
builds on flood hazard data
and maps produced during the

The vision for Risk Map

is to deliver quality Flood Map Modernization
data that increases (Map Mod) program.
public awareness and Goals

leads to actions that
reduces risk to life and
property.

¢ Flood Hazard Data— Ad-
dress gaps in flood hazard

data to form a solid founda-
tion for risk assessment,
floodplain management, and
actuarial soundness of the
National Flood Insurance
Program (INFIP).

e Public Awareness/
Outreach— Ensure that a
measurable increase of the
public’s awareness and un-
derstanding of risk results in
a measurable reduction of
current and future vulner-
ability.

e Hazard Mitigation Plan-
ning— Lead and support
States, local, and Tribal com-

munities to effectively en-
gage in risk-based mitigation
planning resulting in sustain-
able actions that reduce or
eliminate risks to life and
property from natural haz-
ards.

e Enhanced Digi-
tal Platform—
Provide an en-
hanced digital ’
platform that

Risk

improves man- | Transfer Risk
agement of Risk : Reduce Rick \
MAP, stewards '
information pro-
duced by Risk
MAP, and im- | Mitigate

' Risk

proves commu- \
nication and 4
sharing of risk

1 ( :
Identify
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State, local and Ttribal entities —
help ensure that updated map-
ping information is used to
make informed decisions re-

garding risk
b 2
Map Assess
Risk Data Risk
Risk MAP Assess
REDUCE LOSS Present& |
(0F LIFE & Future Risks
PROPERTY
Y &
Plan for Risk Risk

- 3

data and related ~ The Risk MAP L:ifecycle

products to all
levels of government and the

public.

e Alignment and Syner-
gies— Align Risk Analysis
programs and develop syner-
gies to enhance decision-
making capabilities through
effective risk communication
and management.

The Team

FEMA Headquarters and Re-
gional offices will lead a team
of contractors and stakeholder
entities to deliver its Risk MAP
program. The team is com-
prised of:

FEMA Headquarters — respon-
sible for overall program im-
plementation

FEMA Regions — manage Re-
gional flood map production
and help implement the Risk
MAP outreach strategy

Program Management (PM)
contractor — provide general
oversight for Risk MAP includ-
ing integration of activities,
development and implementa-
tion of a national outreach
strategy, and stakeholder rela-
tions

Production and Technical Set-
vices (PTS) contractors — up-
date flood hazard data and
maps

Customer and Data Services
(CDS) contractor — provide the
digital platform for sharing
flood mapping products and
information

Flood Mapping Progress
Report and Production

Plan

The FY10 Flood Mapping
Progress Report and Produc-

(Continned on page 3)
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Hazard Mitigation Planning in Nevada

The Nevada Hazard Mitigation Planning Communities with Hazard Mitigation Plans in Nevada

Committee (NHMPC) agreed to update the Community Type of Plan Date Approved
State Hazard Mitigation Plan and comply . Ce
with the “Enhanced” requirements for the Carson City Multi-jurisdictional November 2005
2010 version of the State plan. The Clark County Multi-jurisdictional February 2007
“Enhanc§d” portion is pending a r'1at10nal Douglas County Single-jurisdictional March 2008
panel review. The draft of the entire State
Hazard Mltlgatlon Plan is available for re- Elko Couﬂty Muld~jurisdictional October 2008
view and input at Lincoln County Multi-jurisdictional January 2006
http:/ /www.nbmg.unr.edu/nhmpc/nh
mp.htm. Please direct comments or ques- Nye County Multi-jurisdictional April 2006
tions to the State Hazard Mitigation Officer Storey County Multi-jurisdictional December 2009
eashby@dps.state.nv.us.
Washoe County Multi-jurisdictional October 2005
State of Nevada State October 2007

What is Risk Map? (continued)

tion Plan details FEMA’s pro-
gress in prioritizing and deliv-
ering modernized flood maps
for areas of the United States
with the greatest flood risk.
The plan articulates a fairly
significant philosophical and
tactical shift in how FEMA
delivers information necessary
for flood risk reduction and
sustainable community devel-
opment. This significantly im-
proved flood risk management
approach weaves county-level
flood hazard data developed in
support of the NFIP into wa-
tershed-based risk assessments
that serve as the foundation for

local Hazard Mitigation Plans
and targeted risk communica-
tion activities.

Multi-Year Plan

FEMA has developed a Risk
MAP multi-year plan spanning
FY10-FY14. The plan, which
was approved on March 16,
2009, outlines the program’s
goals and objectives and sum-
marizes FEMA’s approach to
strategic planning and stake-
holder roles and responsibili-
ties. Using FY09 and FY10
appropriations for flood haz-
ard mapping, FEMA is initiat-
ing flood map update projects
to address gaps in required
engineering and mapping for

high flood risk areas impacted
by coastal flooding, levees, and
other flood hazards (e.g., lakes,
rivers, and ponds). Because of
the focus on improving quality
of flood hazard data support-
ing NFIP maps, flood mapping
projects initiated in Risk MAP
will result in targeted updates
to portions of digital flood
maps for jurisdictions in which
flood hazard data needs to be
updated, and may not include
updates to all map panels con-
tained within a county.

For more information go to

www.fema.gov, and search on
“Risk Map.”

Floodplain Management Association Annual
Conference

When the Shoe Doesn't Fit....
Adapting to New Regulations

November 2-5, 2010, Loews Resort
Henderson, Nevada

The plan articulates a
fairly significant
philosophical and
tactical shift in how
FEMA delivers

information necessary
for flood risk reduction
and sustainable
community
development.
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The Risk MAP Solution

STRENGHTEN STATE, LOCAL, TRIBAL
CAPABILITIES

Project Life Cycle

ENHANCED TECHNOLOGIES &
TooLS

The watershed study
approach improves
engineering credibility

and opens the door to
understanding risks in
a more holistic,
comprehensive way.
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How is Risk MAP Different?

Risk MAP Solution

Building on the Risk MAP
Multi-Year Plan, FEMA has
developed a Risk MAP Solu-
tion to
achieve the

Outcomes &
Benefits
= Engaged
communities
making informed
decisions

program’s
vision. The
Solution

= Increase in
accuracy &
reliability of our
products

introduces
new strate-

= Effective risk
assessments & .
mitigation plans glCS and

= Communities can
more effectively
communicate risk

products

designed

to achieve
the goals and objectives laid
out in the vision.

Project Prioritization

Guides FEMA’s investments in
engineering, mapping, assessment,
and planning support in order to
achieve Risk MAP  objectives

e Applies a quantitative ap-
proach to determine which
communities FEMA will
study

Elevation Data Acquisition

Improves engineering data and sup-

ports risk assessment data develop-

nment

e Elevation data is essential to
the accuracy and reliability of
flood hazard data

e Updated digital elevation
data enables better risk as-
sessments

e Detailed, digital elevation
data supports innovative risk
communication products

Watershed Study Approach

Tmproves engineering credibility and
opens the door to understanding
risks in a more holistic, compreben-
sive way

e Encourages work across

community boundaries and a
more comprehensive undet-
standing of flooding

e Allows for a better under-
standing of flood hazards as
a result of more comprehen-
sive assessments of stream
and tributary relationships

e Provides a framework to
evaluate flood risk, engineer-
ing need, elevation data ac-
quisition availability and
gaps, and availability of com-
munity contribution by wa-
tershed

Engineering and Mapping

Ldentifies flood hazards, provides

local floodplain management data,

supports the National Flood Insur-

ance Program (NFIP), and provides

data ffor risk assessments and miti-

gation plans for flood hazards

e Includes the scientific collec-
tion, processing, and analysis
of flood hazard data to pro-
vide communities with accu-
rate flood maps and risk
assessment products

¢ Engineering and mapping
data provide the foundation
for more effective risk com-
munications through assess-
ments and also enable effec-
tive mitigation at the local
level

¢ Includes significant invest-
ments in the flood mapping
of areas impacted by levees
and coastal flood hazard

Risk Assessment

Allows communities to make in-

Jformed mitigation decisions by pro-

viding products and technologies that

communicate and visualize risks

e Equips communities with
the information and tools
they need to develop effec-
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tive mitigation plans

® Provides communities with
flood risk information
through a Flood Risk Re-
port, Flood Risk Map, and
Flood Risk Database

Mitigation Planning Support

Provides technical assistance, incen-

tivizes risk reduction activities at the

local level, and develops the program-

matic infrastructure to monitor com-

munity efforts

e Enables communities to
assess risks and identify ac-
tions to reduce vulnerability
to those risks

e Enhances collaboration with
and among local stake-
holders

e Provides tools to improve
communities’ understanding
of risk and facilitate mitiga-
tion planning and local risk
reduction efforts

e Incentivizes local effective
mitigation planning and risk
reduction activities

Risk Communications

Motivates citizens to make informed

decisions regarding their risks and

encourages commmunities to take the

lead in protecting their constituents

e Enhances local capabilities
to communicate effectively
with constituents about risk

e Allows for an exchange of
information about risk be-
tween FEMA and other
stakeholders

o Provides customizable com-
munications plans, key mes-
sages, and materials to com-
munities

o Facilitates national and local
collaboration through key
partnerships
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Risk MAP Discovery and the Watershed

Approach

In Guidelines and Specifications for
Flood Hazard Mapping Partners
(Guidelines) FEMA defines
technical requirements, prod-
uct specifications for Flood
Hazard Maps and related NFIP
products, and associated coor-
dination and documentation
activities. When it was distrib-
uted in February 2002, the
Guidelines combined FEMA
technical, programmatic, and
administrative procedure publi-
cations, guidance documents,
and memorandums regarding
Flood Hazard Map production.
In April 2003, FEMA updated
the Guidelines to reflect current
requirements for FEMA prod-
ucts and processes, including
changes to the processes and
products associated with im-
plementation of Flood Map
Modernization (Map Mod).
FEMA is now in the process
of updating Guidelines to incor-
porate the programmatic goals
and objectives of its Risk MAP
initiative.

Discovery

One of the most significant
changes being introduced into
FEMA'’s flood risk mapping
process as a result of Risk
MAP is the concept of Discovery
activities prior to initiation of a
FEMA flood risk study.

Discovery will be required for
all new and updated flood risk
projects. Discovery will be
used for determining whether a
flood risk project is appropri-
ate and will provide visibility to
stakeholders as FEMA and

FEMA’s Cooperating Techni-
cal Partners (CTPs) initiate
flood risk and mitigation dis-
cussions and deliver flood risk
information. Discovery is com-
pleted under a different task
order than a flood risk project
and occurs before any kind of
flood risk project is initiated or
project scoping decisions are
made, before funds are com-
mitted or obligated via grants
or contracts, and before a
flood risk project is contracted.
Consequently, after Discovery
is completed, it may be decided
that a project is not appropri-
ate in that watershed for that
yeat.

Watershed Approach

Discovery will occur on a Hy-
drologic Unit Code-8 (HUC-8)!
watershed basis in accordance
with the watershed approach in
order to represent the impacts
of floods in a natural flow re-
gime rather than in relation to
political boundaries. Discovery
at a watershed level means that
all stakeholders within the wa-
tershed are involved.

! Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) -
Hydrologic unit codes are a way of
identifying all of the drainage basins
in the United States in a nested
arrangement from largest (Regions)
to smallest (Cataloging Units). The
term watershed is often used in place
of drainage basin. HUC-8 is the 8-
digit Hydrological Unit Code repre-
senting the smallest watersheds
known as hydrologic cataloging
units. A listing of all hydrologic
cataloging units and corresponding
HUC-8 codes may be found on the

Volume 3, Issue 2

Page 5

U.S. Geological Survey
website at: http://
water.usgs.gov/
GIS/huc.html

Appendix: 1: Discov-
ery

The Federal Emer-
gency Management
Agency (FEMA) has
developed a revised

draft for Appendix 1:
Discovery of FEMA'’s

Guiidelines and Specifica-
tions for Flood Hazard
Mapping Partners. This

Appendix will re-
place the previously-
issued Appendix I that con-
tained the Project Scoping
Toolbox and the guidance for
Scoping and Pre-Scoping ac-
tivities. Discovery describes the
process to be applied by
FEMA Regions, Cooperating
Technical Partners, and other
Mapping Partners in perform-
ing Discovery activities in a
watershed of interest that may
lead to a flood risk project
being initiated.

The revised document will be
available for public review and
comment through November
22, 2010. Written comments
and suggestions may be sub-
mitted to FEMA by e-mailing:
guidancecomments@start-
team.com or may be mailed or
faxed to the number below.
Send all correspondence to
PBS&], 12107 Indian Creek
Counrt, Beltsville, MD 20705, Fax:
301.210.5156, Attention: Jen
Maryy.

Discovery Map of watershed study area.

Discovery will occur on

a HUC-8 watershed
basis in accordance

with the watershed
approach . ..

'xr!;_,

M,
MOBERNIZATION

Guidelines and
Specitications
Sfor

Flood Hazard
Mapnlng Partners

Introvtucrion

0 ey
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While the unique
nature of the Las Vegas
Valley makes it difficult

to implement a
sustainable stormwater
quality program using

“'standard” program
elements, other unique
arid region factors
contribute towards an
effective program.
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Stormwater Quality Solutions in Arid Las

Vegas Valley

By Andrew Trelease, Clark County Regional Flood Control District

As part of the Federal Clean
Water Act (1972), many me-
dium to large com-
munities across the
= country are re-
quired to obtain

= National Pollution
y Discharge Elimina-
# tion System
(NPDES) permit
N coverage for their
stormwater dis-
charges into waters
of the United
States. The Nevada Division
of Environmental Protection
(NDEP) is responsible for
issuing Municipal Separate
Storm Sewer System (MS4)
permits in qualifying Nevada
communities. On February 9,
2010 NDEP issued a new
MS4 permit to entities in the
Las Vegas Valley to allow
discharges into Lake Mead,
the Las Vegas Wash and its
tributaries. One of the new
permit requirements is to
design and implement a New
Development and Significant
Redevelopment (NDSR) pro-
gram to address runoff from
areas of urban growth. How-
ever, Clark County MS4 per-
mittees are finding it difficult
to build a sensible program
using Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) ap-
proaches which include
heavy emphasis on develop-
ment level controls that cap-
ture site runoff and dissipate
it through infiltration.

Historically, local on-site

infiltration and retention ba-
sins have been discouraged in
the Las Vegas Valley due to
poor soils which will not al-
low seepage into the aquifer.
Instead, the Valley has
adopted a regional approach
to flood risk reduction, which
includes building dozens of
large detention basins typi-
cally serving several square
miles rather than hundreds of
smaller basins serving single
lots or sub-divisions. These
regional basins contain low-
flow outlets to downstream
conveyance facilities, and do
not rely on infiltration to
drain. Valley permittees are
considering retrofits to these
existing regional detention
basins to increase their ability
to trap pollutants.

Across the country another
common NDSR program
approach is to use vegetated
channels to provide natural
filtration for stormwater
flows. However, due to se-
vere drought conditions in the
western U.S., coupled with
an average annual rainfall of
only 4.2 inches in the Las
Vegas Valley, vegetation will
rarely survive on its own, and
using municipal water sup-
plies for irrigation is discour-
aged.

While the unique nature of
the Las Vegas Valley makes
it difficult to implement a
sustainable stormwater qual-
ity program using “standard”

program elements, other
unique arid region factors
contribute towards an effec-
tive program. For example,
with a historic average of
only 11 days per year of sub-
stantial rainfall (greater than
0.1 inch), the municipal street
sweeping program is very
effective in removing pollut-
ants before they can be
washed into the storm drains.
Also, watering restrictions
and turf reduction programs
implemented in the Las Ve-
gas Valley have led to a sig-
nificant decrease in residen-
tial lawns, thus reducing the
amount of fertilizers used by
residents.

The Las Vegas Valley per-
mittees are currently in the
development stage of the
revamped stormwater quality
program which is expected to
begin implementation in
summer 2011. The permit-
tees are continuing to work
with NDEP to develop a
stormwater quality program
that makes sense for an arid
climate. Program developers
believe the long term success
hinges on tailoring the pro-
gram to the specific charac-
teristics of a desert environ-
ment, rather than using con-
ventional elements from na-
tional programs which may
be ineffective and costly in
extreme environments such
as Las Vegas.
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PRP Flood Insurance Eligibility Exctended

This summer the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) introduced a new flood insur-
ance rating option for the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) to help reduce the financial
burden placed on property owners whose buildings are newly mapped into a high-risk flood area. If
a building in a moderate-to-low risk flood zone (Zones B, C, or X) was newly mapped
into a high-risk Special Flood Hazard Area (in Nevada, Zones A, AE, AO or AH) and
was secured with a federally regulated or insured loan, lenders require flood insurance.
While the property owner may have been able to buy a lower-cost Preferred Risk Policy
(PRP) before the new flood maps became effective, any policy purchased after the map
revision would have to be rated at more expensive standard-rates. Recognizing the fi-
nancial burden this places on affected property owners and that updating flood maps is
continuing with FEMA’s new Risk MAP effort, FEMA is extending the eligibility of writing
the lower-cost PRP for two years affer a revised flood map’s effective date.

Buildings that have been newly mapped into high-risk flood zones due to a map revision
on or after October 1, 2008 and before January 1, 2011, are eligible for a PRP for two
policy years effective between January 1, 2011, and December 31, 2012. Buildings that are newly

mapped into a high-risk flood zone due to a map revision on or after January 1, 2011, are eligible for
a lower-cost PRP for two policy years from the map revision date. At the end of the two year pe-
riod, policies on these buildings must be written as standard-rated policies; however, there are addi-
tional rating options available, which could result in additional savings (e.g., grandfathering, elevation
rating, higher deductible).

The number of Certified Floodplain
Managers continues to grow in Ne-

For more information and details on the PRP two-year extension, go to the FloodSmart website at

www.floodsmart.gov or call the NFIP Help Center at 1-800-427-4661. vada. The following lists where our

Nevada CEMs are located.
Certified Floodplain Manager (CEM) Program .
Boulder City 3
The role of the nation’s flood- the nation’s floodplains, help tion tells others that your Caliente 1
plain managers is ever expand-  reduce the nation’s flood professional capabilities have
ing due to increases in disaster ~ losses, and protect and en- been recognized by a na- Carson City 2
losses, the emphasis being hance the natural resources and tional program,
placed upon mitigation to alle-  functions of floodplains.. The e Fernley 1
. . . e Certification is a strong mo-
viate the cycle of damage- program recognizes continuing . . .
i . tivation to continue educa- Gardnerville 1
rebuild-damage, education and . .
) ) tion and it can help you meet
and a recognized professional de- e i
qualifications in the job mat- Hawthorne 1
need for profes- velopment that ket
et.
sionals to ade- enhance the o o . Henderson 20
quately address knowledge and An initial CFM designation will
these issues. performance of be valid indefinitely, provided Las Vegas 25
Floodplain man- local, state, fed- that the applicant complies
agers come from eral, and private- with the biennial (every two Minden 3
a variety of curricula and back-  sector floodplain managers. years) renewal requirements Nosth Las V 5
. : _ hich incl T _ ort. as vegas
grounds; there is no college The benefits to individuals that uﬁde cont1nu1ng edu
level degtee program for flood- . . cation credits and submittal of
) maintain CFM certification . Overton 1
plain management. include: a renewal application and fee.
The Association of State ) For more information on the Reno 14
. e CIFMs have confidence in
Floodplain Managers CFM their level of knowledec of CFM program, go to the
eir leve nowledge .
Program for professional certi- Ve Of Knowleage 0 ASFPM website at Sparks 4
. . floodplain management,
fication of floodplain managers www.floods.org.
. . . Washoe Valley 3
seeks to promote wise use of e FBarning the CFM designa-
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At an estimated $1.5
billion, the Flood
Project is the largest

public works project
ever undertaken in
northern Nevada, . ..

Excample of a home elevation project in
Tebama, California

Truckee River Flood Management Project

By Mimi Fujii-Strickler, Truckee River Flood Project Office

Every 5-10 years, the Truckee River overflows its banks, causing great damage to residents, busi-
nesses and infrastructure. In the 1997 New Year’s Day Flood, damages exceeded $1 billion across 6

counties, with $700 million in Washoe County alone. Damages from a similar flood in the future are
expected to top $2 billion in Washoe County.

After the 1997 Flood, a group of community members embarked on a mission to create a cohesive,
long-range solution to the devastating flooding in our area. They called themselves the Community
Coalition and they created the goals for the Truckee River Flood Project:

1. Reduce flood damages and deaths from a 1997-type flood (117-year event);

2. Restore 50 miles of the Truckee River from Reno to Pyramid Lake and provide fish
passage;

3. Enhance recreation and open space amenities in the Truckee Meadows.

At an estimated $1.5 billion, the Flood Project is the largest public works project ever undertaken in
northern Nevada, combining flood control, ecosystem restoration, and recreation together in one
visionary, integrated effort. The Army Corps of Engineers is expected to contribute approximately
2/3 of the project cost (~$1 billion) with the local community contributing about $500 million. The
Flood Project is funded by a 1/8 cent sales tax initiated in 1998. The sales tax has been estimated to
raise $100 million in bond proceeds for the project. Additional revenues are needed to complete the
local share of $500 million.

The FPCC has done much to advance the project, creating hundreds of new jobs along the way:
e Acquired 13 properties (140 acres) along the river valued at over $50 million
e Initiated the Truckee River Action (TRAction) program and constructed 4 early start projects:
e Reno-Spatks Indian Colony Levee and Floodwall
e 102 Ranch Ecosystem Restoration
e Lockwood Ecosystem Restoration
e Lower Mustang Ranch Ecosystem Restoration
e Completed feasibility or design for 3 additional TR Action projects:
e  Virginia Street Bridge replacement
e North Truckee Drain relocation
e Hidden Valley Home Elevation program
e Upgraded and took over management of the regional flood warning system
e  Worked with the Nevada Legislature to pass 3 new laws to help the Flood Project:
e AB 5 — Authorization of about $5 million in funding for ecosystem restoration
e AB 54 — Authorization to implement home elevation and flood-proofing program

e  SB 175 — Authorization to create a Joint Powers Authority, enact fees, use County
Bond Bank

e Obtained $25 million in grant funding for the project

(Continned on page 9)
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Truckee River Flood Management Project (continued)

Where are we now?

The federal Flood Project plan is now being finalized with an expected completion date of 2012.
The Corps and Congress must approve the plan before federal funding for construction can be ap-
propriated.

In order to raise additional funding and make our match for the federal project, a Joint Powers Au-
thority is being considered. The city of Sparks has already enacted fees to help fund the Flood Pro-
ject, with businesses and residents all paying their share. Now Washoe County and Reno residents

are businesses are expected to chip in. It is important for the

. . s . . . whole community to
The new JPA will also consolidate flood management activities and provide a unified voice for the i

project. It will provide a stable base for operating and maintaining the project, streamline administra-
tion, and reduce costs by reducing the size of the board and eliminating duplicative approval proc-

rally behind the flood

project if we are to
compete for scarce
esses. federal funds and “get
The text of the JPA agreement has been drafted and the FPCC is now considering it. Final approval ‘er done.”

is anticipated in early 2011. Many public outreach events, including a town hall, public workshops
and stakeholder meetings have been held in the last few months. More are expected. It is important
for the whole community to rally behind the flood project if we are to compete for scare federal

funds and “get ‘er done.”

What’s next?

The formation of the Joint Powers Authority is the essential next
step. It moves us closer to having the means to create jobs and to
design and construct more of the 50 elements encompassed by
this project. Upcoming projects include:

e  Restoration of the river at the Tracy Power Plant area,

e Design and construction of the Living River Parkway in the
Mill and McCarran area, and

e  Construction of the North Truckee Drain.

Interested community members are always welcome to join in the Flood Project discussion and
should contact us at www.truckeeflood.us or 775-850-7460.
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Nevada Floodplain Management News is a publication of the Ne-
vada Floodplain Management Program.

The Nevada Floodplain Management Program was established in
the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources, Division of
Water Planning by the 1997 Nevada State 1egislature after the
need for a statewide flood management program became apparent
when damages from the 1997 New Years Flood on the Truckee

River were assessed.

In the Spring of 2001 the Nevada Floodplain Management Pro-

MT-2
Revisions to National Flood FEMA's Customer and Data Setvices (CDS) has launched the Letters of Map Change

Insurance Program Maps

Application Forms and Instructions for Gonditional
Letters of Map Revision and Letters of Map Revision

FEMA Form|

MT-1

gram was transferred within the Department of Conservation and
Natnral Resonrces and was later confirmed by Governor’s Executive
Order, dated April 10, 2003, to its current residence within the
Division of Water Resonrces under the direction of the Nevada State

Engineer.

L.OMC Clearinghouse

(LOMC) Clearinghouse, which will centralize the administrative functions associated

with processing MT-EZ, MT-1 and MT-2 requests. Specific activities include creation
of LOMC case files, upload and scanning of data, processing of associated fees, and

Revisions to National Flood distribution to the appropriate Production and Technical Services (PTS) firm for

Insurance Program Maps

Application Forms and Instructions for Conditional
and Final Letters of Map Amendment and Letters of
Map Revision Based on Fill

FEMA Form 81-,
Series December
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processing.

As a result, there is a new mailing address. Beginning immediately, requestors
MT-EZ ; . . .
Amendments to National Flood should mail their applications and supporting data to:
Insurance Program Maps
LOMC Clearinghouse
7390 Coca Cola Drive
& FEMA Suite 204
Hanover, MD 21076
Attn: LOMC Manager

For more information about the LOMC Clearinghouse, please contact
FEMA Map Information eXchange at 1-877-FEMA MAP (1-877-336-2627)
ot e-mail FEMAMapSpecialist@tiskmapcds.com




