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POST 
 

*** NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING *** 
 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS 
 

 
LOCATION:  Capitol Building 

The Guinn Room 
101 N. Carson Street 
Carson City, Nevada 

 
VIDEOCONFERENCE: Grant Sawyer State Office Building 
    555 E. Washington Avenue, Ste. 5100 
    Las Vegas, Nevada 
      
DATE AND TIME:  December 5, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. 
 
Below is an agenda of all items to be considered.  Action will be taken on items preceded by an asterisk (*).  
Items on the agenda may be taken out of the order presented, items may be combined for consideration by the public 
body, and items may be pulled or removed from the agenda at any time at the discretion of the Chairperson. 

 
AGENDA 

 
 

1. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

*2. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF THE NOVEMBER 13, 2012 
BOARD OF EXAMINERS’ MEETING MINUTES 

 

*3. STATE ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL REVISIONS 
  

The State Administrative Manual (SAM) is being submitted to the Board of Examiners’ for 
approval of additions and revisions in the following Chapters: 0208 – Agencies Adoption of 
Lesser Travel Reimbursement Rate.   
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*4. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – STATE VEHICLE PURCHASE 
 

Pursuant to NRS 334.010, no automobile may be purchased by any department, office, bureau, 
officer or employee of the State without prior written consent of the State Board of Examiners. 
 

AGENCY NAME # OF 
VEHICLES 

NOT TO 
EXCEED: 

Department of Administration – Motor Pool 
Division 10 $219,039 
Veteran’s Services – Southern Nevada 
Veteran’s Home  1 $23,155.25 
                              Total: 11 $242,194.25 

 
 

*5. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – REQUEST FOR GENERAL FUND 
ALLOCATION FROM THE INTERIM FINANCE COMMITTEE 
CONTINGENCY FUND 

 
A. Office of the Military – Military – $1,273   

 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, Office of the Military – Military, requests an allocation of $1,273 
from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund to cover seven pending stale claims from state fiscal 
year 2012. 
 
 

B. Supreme Court – Judicial Selection – $8,000   
 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, Supreme Court – Judicial Selection, requests an allocation of $8,000 
from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund for the costs of filling judicial elected official 
vacancies for the remainder of the fiscal year. 

 
C. Department of Health and Human Services – Public Defender Office – $501 

 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, Department of Health and Human Services – Public Defender Office, 
is requesting an allocation of $501 from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund to cover a 
payroll stale claim from fiscal year 2011. 
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D. Treasurer’s Office – State Treasurer – $31,661 
 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, Treasurer’s Office – State Treasurer, is requesting an allocation of 
$31,661 from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund for a Management Analyst III position to 
support the increasing volume of work associated with the state’s e-Payment Merchant Services 
program, as well as oversight responsibilities for the Arbitrage program formerly performed by 
the Controller’s Office.  
 
 

*6.  FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO FILE FOR 
A GRANT OR LOAN FROM THE DISASTER RELIEF ACCOUNT 
WHICH REQUIRES AN EXTENSION TO COLLECT DATA 

 
A. Department of Public Safety – Division of Emergency Management – Clark 

County Flood 
 

Pursuant to NRS 353.2755, the Clark County Office of Emergency Management and Homeland 
Security on behalf of the City of Mesquite, University of Nevada Las Vegas and the Clark 
County School District filed its letter of intent with the Division of Emergency Management to 
request a loan or a grant from the Disaster Relief Account for the Clark County Flood Recovery 
within the 60 day requirement. The entities need to provide additional information to complete 
their request including, but not limited to, financial documentation, availability of internal 
funding, and assessment of damages. Emergency Management respectfully requests an extension 
to September 11, 2013 to collect this data for final submittal to the Board of Examiners and 
Interim Finance Committee. 
 

*7. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – LEASES 
 
 

BOE # 
 

LESSEE 
 

LESSOR 
 

AMOUNT 

1. 

Department of Health and Human 
Services – Division of Welfare and 
Supportive Services  

S&A Freshman Family 
Properties, LLC. $109,321 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease which has been negotiated to house the Division of Welfare and 
Supportive Services.  

Term of Lease: 01/01/2013 – 12/31/2015 
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*8. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – CONTRACTS 
 

BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

1. 

030 
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S 
OFFICE - VIOLENCE 
AGAINST WOMEN 
GRANTS 

SMITH, ALLISON 
M. 

FEDERAL $17,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original contract which provides services as a Drug Endangered Children's Coordinator.  The 
coordinator responds to the needs of drug endangered children, forms regional multi-disciplinary teams, facilitates public 
awareness, and schedules at least 12 community meetings throughout the State.  The coordinator also completes project 
administrative duties including creating and distributing pertinent materials and keeping records as required under the grant 
funding.  This amendment extends the contract termination date from December 31, 2012 to December 31, 2013 and increases the 
funding from $60,000 to $77,000 due to the continued need for these services.   
Term of Contract: 11/01/2011 - 12/31/2013 Contract # 12731 

2. 
030 

ATTORNEY GENERAL'S 
OFFICE - NATIONAL 
SETTLEMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

RICH, 
WIGHTMAN & 
COMPANY, CPAS, 
LLC. 

OTHER: NATIONAL 
MORTGAGE 
SETTLEMENT 

$117,458   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to conduct confidential audits and to provide information and evidence to assess compliance with state 
statutes and regulations in regards to companies that are under investigation for mortgage fraud.  
Term of Contract: 12/05/2012 - 09/30/2013 Contract # 13889 

3. 

051 
TREASURER'S OFFICE - 
COLLEGE SAVINGS 
TRUST 

INTERNATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF 
THE WORKING 
MOTHERS 

OTHER: NEVADA 
COLLEGE SAVINGS 

$50,000 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide an increase in awareness for financial literacy in the State of Nevada by reaching out to women 
and working mothers in implementing a Women's Money Conference in Reno and Las Vegas, with the Board of the Nevada's 
College Savings Plan as the title sponsor.   
Term of Contract: 12/11/2012 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13893 

4. 
051 

TREASURER'S OFFICE - 
COLLEGE SAVINGS 
TRUST 

WOLF PACK 
SPORTS 
PROPERTIES 

OTHER: NEVADA 
COLLEGE SAVINGS 

$20,000 SOLE SOURCE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide direct marketing of the Nevada College Savings Plans and Prepaid Tuition Programs to parents 
and other family members attending basketball games at the University of Nevada Reno and the University of Nevada Las Vegas.   
Term of Contract: 12/11/2012 - 03/01/2013 Contract # 13887 

5. 

082 
DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION - 
SPWD - BUILDINGS AND 
GROUNDS  

CARRIER CORP. FEE: BUILDING RENT 
INCOME FEE 

$17,993   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the third amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing heating, ventilation, and air conditioning services to 
various buildings in Las Vegas. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to April 30, 2013 and 
increases the maximum amount from $378,916.50 to $396.909.82 due to the extension. 
Term of Contract: 11/01/2008 - 04/30/2013 Contract # CONV5794 

6. 
082 

STATE PUBLIC WORKS 
DIVISION - PRISON 05 
CIP PROJECTS-NON-
EXEC 

RENO SPARKS 
INDIAN COLONY 

OTHER: REVENUE 
CONTRACT 

$1,345,000 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new revenue contract that appoints the division as the primary project manager for the land exchange transaction with the 
Reno Sparks Indian Colony. 
Term of Contract: 01/08/2013 - 01/08/2017 Contract # 13913 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

7. 

082 
SPWD DEPT OF ADMIN 
2011 STATEWIDE CIP-
NON-EXEC 

AFFILIATED 
FACILITY 
CONSULTANT 

BONDS: PROCEEDS 
FROM BONDS 

$7,185 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides roof replacement for the Caliente Youth Center; Project No. 11-
S01(9R); Contract No. 47338.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $9,580 to $16,765 to provide for three 
additional weeks of roofing inspection for the Caliente Youth Center. 
Term of Contract: 08/30/2012 - 06/30/2014 Contract # 13776 

8. 

300 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION - 
ELEMENTARY & 
SECONDARY 
EDUCATION TITLES II, V, 
& VI 

OTIS 
EDUCATIONAL 
SYSTEMS, INC. 

FEDERAL $187,000 SOLE SOURCE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide managed services to improve the core functionality of the State Longitudinal Data System (SLDS) 
and to continue to develop new applications. Otis Educational Systems will assist Nevada Department of Education to improve 
data quality, streamline services, and gain technical knowledge. The benefits of these services will enable the Nevada Department 
of Education to continue to extend and enhance the SLDS to make it relevant to current needs and better serve the educational 
community in the state. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 12/05/2013 Contract # 13904 

9. 

406 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - HEALTH - 
BIOSTATISTICS AND 
EPIDEMIOLOGY 

ALZHEIMERS 
ASSOCIATION OF 
NO CA & NO NV 

OTHER: REVENUE $22,500   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to incorporate questions about cognitive impairment in the Nevada 2013 Behavioral Risk 
Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS). This request is a companion to Interim Finance Committee work program C25518 adding the 
authority to this budget account. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2013 - 12/31/2013 Contract # 13844 

10. 

407 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - WELFARE 
AND SUPPORT SERVICES 
- ADMINISTRATION 

THREE SQUARE FEDERAL $31,739   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract for the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) to provide nutrition education to low income 
families. Through a grant from the U.S. Department of Agriculture, the division collaborates with various public and non-profit 
agencies to provide education to SNAP recipients to improve the likelihood that recipients and those eligible for benefits will make 
healthy food choices. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 09/30/2013 Contract # 13841 

11. 
408 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - MENTAL 
HEALTH AND 
DEVELOPMENTAL 
SERVICES - NORTHERN 
NEVADA ADULT 
MENTAL HEALTH 
SERVICES 

RX REMOTE 
SOLUTIONS 

GENERAL $500,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide remote chart order processing for Northern Nevada Adult Mental Health Services and Lake's 
Crossing Center with Mental Health and Developmental Services. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2013 - 01/01/2017 Contract # 13882 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

12. 
408 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - MENTAL 
HEALTH AND 
DEVELOPMENTAL 
SERVICES - 
ADMINISTRATION 

HERE'S HOW 
EMARKETING 

FEDERAL $24,800   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide research support and professional services to the Nevada Commission on Mental Health and 
Developmental Services (MHDS). 
Term of Contract: 12/11/2012 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13830 

13. 
408 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - MENTAL 
HEALTH AND 
DEVELOPMENTAL 
SERVICES - RURAL 
CLINICS 

MASON VALLEY 
JANITORIAL 

GENERAL $10,300   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide janitorial services for the Yerington Mental Health Center to provide a clean, sanitary facility for 
the consumer’s use. 
Term of Contract: 07/01/2013 - 06/30/2015 Contract # 13864 

14. 

409 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - CHILD AND 
FAMILY SERVICES - 
CALIENTE YOUTH 
CENTER 

LINCOLN 
COUNTY 
HOSPITAL 
DISTRICT 

GENERAL $26,220 EXEMPT 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original interlocal agreement, which provides medical services, including diagnosis and treatment 
to youth in residence at the Caliente Youth Center. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to 
December 31, 2013, increases the monthly payment from $2,121.80 to $2,185.00 and increases the maximum amount from 
$25,461.60 to $51,681.60. 
Term of Contract: 01/10/2012 - 12/31/2013 Contract # 12863 

15. 

409 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - CHILD AND 
FAMILY SERVICES - 
RURAL CHILD WELFARE 

AUSTIN'S HOUSE GENERAL $279,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the third amendment to the original contract which provides emergency shelter services for the youth in the care of the 
Division of Child and Family Services. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $282,100 to $561,100 due to the 
change in the cost from $100 per child, per day for the first 30 days; prevailing foster care rates after the first 30 days and 
prevailing rates for clothing and incidentals after 30 days (age 0-12 years $22.45 / age 13 & older $25.42) to a flat rate of $100 per 
child, per day, as approved with Amendment #2. 
Term of Contract: 08/11/2009 - 06/30/2013 Contract # CONV6680 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

16. 

409 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - CHILD AND 
FAMILY SERVICES - 
SOUTHERN NEVADA 
CHILD & ADOLESCENT 
SERVICES 

SCHNEIDER 
ELECTRIC 
BUILDINGS 
AMERICAS, INC. 

GENERAL 45% OTHER: 
PRIVATE INSURANCE 
3% FEDERAL 52%  

$11,880 SOLE SOURCE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original contract, which provides routine and preventative maintenance services for the TAC 
controls that govern the heating and air conditioning at Desert Willow Treatment Center, located in Las Vegas. This amendment 
increases the maximum amount from $30,000 to $41,880 due to the need for additional materials and repairs. 
Term of Contract: 06/30/2009 - 06/30/2013 Contract # CONV6679 

17. 

440 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS - 
CORRECTIONAL 
PROGRAMS 

MANPOWER INC. OF 
SOUTHERN 
NEVADA 

GENERAL 65% OTHER: 
CAREER 
ENHANCEMENT 
FUNDS - DETR 14% 
FEDERAL 21%  

$32,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing vocational training and job readiness courses to 
inmates incarcerated within the department.  This amendment increases the contract amount by $32,000 for a new maximum 
contract amount of $56,000.  The original contract provided for 16 courses which have been completed, this amendment will allow 
for an additional 18 courses for more intensive classroom instruction to inmates that have completed Job Readiness training. 
Term of Contract: 01/10/2012 - 06/30/2014 Contract # 12775 

18. 

440 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS - 
NORTHERN NEVADA 
CORRECTIONAL 
CENTER 

ADVANCED 
CHEMICAL 
TECHNOLOGY 
(ACT) 

GENERAL $90,976   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide water and boiler treatment services to multiple correctional facilities located in northern Nevada: 
Northern Nevada Correctional Center, Stewart Conservation Camp, Silver State Industries/Dairy, Warm Springs Correctional 
Center, and Lovelock Correctional Center.  Includes all necessary chemicals and monthly services. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 11/30/2016 Contract # 13880 

19. 
440 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS - 
TONOPAH 
CONSERVATION CAMP 

PESTMASTER 
SERVICES, INC. 

GENERAL $10,964   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide regular scheduled pest control services at the following correctional facility: Tonopah 
Conservation Camp. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2016 Contract # 13739 

20. 
651 

DEPARTMENT OF 
PUBLIC SAFETY - 
HIGHWAY PATROL 

RSVP TRANSPORT, 
INC. 

HIGHWAY $15,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing transport services for Nevada Highway Patrol. This 
amendment increases the maximum amount from $14,700 to $29,700 due to increased volume of vehicles that will be excessed. 
Term of Contract: 12/13/2011 - 11/30/2013 Contract # 12673 

21. 
705 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION & 
NATURAL RESOURCES 
- WATER RESOURCES - 
USGS CO-OP-Non-Exec 

U.S. GEOLOGICAL 
SURVEY 

OTHER: BASIN FUNDS 
20.19%; PASS 
THROUGH FUNDS 
36.85%;  FEDERAL 
42.96%,    

$561,364   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide for an ongoing water monitoring program of water resources in southern and eastern Nevada. 
Term of Contract: 10/01/2012 - 09/30/2013 Contract # 13860 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

22. 
800 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

REGIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION 

OTHER: RTC WASHOE 
COUNTY FUNDS   5% 
FEDERAL 95%  

$400,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal agreement to conduct a multimodal (pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and automobile) analysis for transportation 
improvements on Virginia Street in Reno, NV, from the new Geiger Grade Alignment to North McCarran Boulevard.  
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 10/31/2013 Contract # 13891 

23. 

810 
DEPARTMENT OF 
MOTOR VEHICLES - 
MOTOR VEHICLE 
POLLUTION CONTROL 

WASHOE, COUNTY 
OF 

FEE: POLLUTION 
CONTROL FEES 

$182,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal agreement to fund the purchase of ambient air quality monitoring equipment; provide resources for air 
quality travel/training; fund public outreach activities; implement air pollutant mitigation measures; as well as conduct studies and 
develop plans to address air quality issues and air pollution emissions.  
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2014 Contract # 13905 

24. 

901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION - 
REHABILITATION - 
DISABILITY 
ADJUDICATION 

NEVADA ENERGY 
SYSTEMS, INC. 

FEDERAL $7,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original contract to perform quarterly inspections, to include one annual service, for the 
generator located at the Bureau of Disability Adjudication, 2527 North Carson Street, Carson City, Nevada.  This amendment 
extends the termination date from February 28, 2013 to February 28, 2016 and increases the maximum amount from $5,160 to 
$12,160 due to unanticipated repair costs and the continued need for these services. 
Term of Contract: 02/22/2012 - 02/28/2016 Contract # 13695 

25. 
902 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION - 
EMPLOYMENT 
SECURITY 

ACT, INC. OTHER: CAREER 
ENHANCEMENT 
FUNDS 

$330,000 SOLE SOURCE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to license the American College Testing assessment program, for use in a pilot project, to provide training 
and assessments to unemployed workers and students in Nevada. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 12/04/2014 Contract # 13606 

26. 

902 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION - 
EMPLOYMENT 
SECURITY 

JA SOLARI & 
PARTNERS, LLC. 

FEDERAL $292,500 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing fiscal audits of Nevada's two local workforce investment boards, Nevada Works and 
Workforce Connections, for compliance with the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 program specific requirements for the adult, 
dislocated workers, and youth programs for years 2012, 2013, and a preliminary review audit for 2014.  
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2014 Contract # 13881 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

27. 

902 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION - 
EMPLOYMENT 
SECURITY 

WORKFORCE 
CONNECTIONS 

FEDERAL $200,000 EXEMPT 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide funds to support Workforce Connection's State Energy Sector Partnership (SESP) Health and 
Medical Services Sector program.  The SESP program provides training for renewable energy jobs for adult, veteran, dislocated 
worker, and youth job seekers in southern Nevada. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13885 

28. 
902 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION - 
EMPLOYMENT 
SECURITY - SPECIAL 
FUND 

DOP, INC. DBA 
VEGAS PAINTERS 

OTHER: ESD SPECIAL 
FUND 

$19,895   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide for the interior & exterior painting of the Department of Employment, Training, and 
Rehabilitation office located at 2800 East St. Louis Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 03/31/2013 Contract # 13879 

29. 

920 
DEFERRED 
COMPENSATION 
COMMITTEE 

HARTFORD LIFE 
INSURANCE 
COMPANY 

OTHER: REVENUE $2,460,423   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original revenue contract, which manages the administrative, accounting, and investments for 
the State of Nevada Employee's Deferred Compensation Plan. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 
2012 to December 31, 2014 and states The Hartford will provide an annual reimbursement to the state on a quarterly basis up to 
$427,128.00.  Previous revenue earned under this contract totals $1,606,167.21, and with the proposed maximum reimbursement of 
$854,256 for the next two years, brings the total anticipated maximum revenue to $2,460,423.21. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2008 - 12/31/2014 Contract # 11243 

30. 

920 
DEFERRED 
COMPENSATION 
COMMITTEE 

ING LIFE 
INSURANCE AND 
ANNUITY CO. 

OTHER: REVENUE $526,181   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original revenue contract, which manages the administrative, accounting, and investments for 
the State of Nevada Employee's Deferred Compensation Plan. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 
2012 to December 31, 2014 and states ING will provide an annual reimbursement to the state up to $90,000.00.  Previous revenue 
earned under this contract totals $346,180.63, and with the proposed maximum reimbursement of $180,000 for the next two years, 
brings the total anticipated maximum revenue to $526,180.63. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2008 - 12/31/2014 Contract # 11028 

31. 

920 
DEFERRED 
COMPENSATION 
COMMITTEE 

SEGAL 
ROGERSCASEY 

OTHER: VENDOR 
REIMBURSEMENTS 

$20,000 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides investment performance review reports, news on investment 
activities between quarters including capital market research, educate board members on the economic and capital market 
environment, conduct investment option searches and to negotiate a contract with the selected record keeper. This amendment 
extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to March 31, 2013 and increases the maximum amount from $24,999 to 
$44,999 due to the continued need for these services. 
Term of Contract: 09/11/2012 - 03/31/2013 Contract # 13784 
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DEPT 
# 
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SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

32. 
BDC 

LICENSING BOARDS & 
COMMISSIONS - 
ACCOUNTANCY 

KOHN COLODNY, 
LLP. 

OTHER: 100% FEES $21,350 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide audit services for the Board of Accountancy's financial statements as required within Nevada 
Revised Statutes. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2013 - 12/31/2015 Contract # 13705 

 
 

*9. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS 
 

 

BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

MSA 
1. 

MSA VARIOUS STATE 
AGENCIES 

VF IMAGEWEAR, INC. OTHER: VARIOUS $1,000,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new Master Service Agreement/Good of the State contract to provide uniforms for various agencies throughout the State. 
Term of Contract: 01/08/2013 - 12/31/2014 Contract # 13901 

MSA 
2. 

MSA 
VARIOUS STATE 
AGENCIES 

WEST PUBLISHING 
CORPORATION 

OTHER: VARIOUS  $700,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract for on-line information for legal and public records research for various state 
agencies.  This amendment increases the contract amount from $500,000 to $1,200,000 based on current usage. 
Term of Contract: 07/01/2010 - 06/30/2014 Contract # 10964 

 
 

 10.     INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
 

A. Department Of Administration – Purchasing 
 
The memorandum is provided as an informational item to address the Attorney General’s inquiry 
at the October Board of Examiners’ meeting regarding the applicability of a “cooling off” period 
relative to AB 240.   
 
 

B. Department Of Conservation and Natural Resources – Division of State 
Lands 

 
Pursuant to Chapter 111, Statutes of the Nevada, 1989 at page 263, the Division of State Lands is 
required to provide the Board of Examiners quarterly reports regarding lands or interests in lands 
transferred, sold, exchanged, or leased under the Tahoe Basin Act program.  Also, pursuant to 
Chapter 355, Statutes of Nevada, 1993, at page 1153, the agency is to report quarterly on the 
status of real property or interests in real property transferred under the Lake Tahoe Mitigation 
Program. This submittal reports on program activities for the fiscal quarter ending September 30, 
2012.   
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C. Department Of Administration – Board of Examiners 

 
The claim represents diverted funds from the County of Washoe to the State of Nevada General 
Fund pursuant to AB 543 of the 2009 Nevada Legislature. The Nevada Supreme Court Decision 
in Clean Water Coalition v. the M Resort, 127 Nev. Adv. Op. No. 24 (May 26, 2011), 
established that AB 543 unconstitutionally diverted money.  The diverted money from the 
County of Washoe that was designated for the City of Reno represented an amount of 
$2,035,879. 
 

D. Department of Administration – Board of Examiners 
 
Pursuant to NRS 41.037, the State Board of Examiners may approve, settle or deny any claim or 
action against the State, any of its agencies or any of its present or former officers, employees, 
immune contractors or State Legislators 

The State of Nevada and Clark County desire to settle a dispute that exists between them 
regarding a claim for refund of cert ad valorem taxes paid to or retained by the State of Nevada. 

The State of Nevada will provide an amount not to exceed $35.0 million for transportation 
improvements in Clark County.  Additionally, voluntary contributions from Clark County to the 
State Medicaid program in support of the Upper Payment Limit Program will be reduced as set 
forth in the agreement. 

Background: On July 5, 2011, Clark County made a claim upon the State for refund of certain ad 
valorem taxes paid locally but retained by the State pursuant to action by the Nevada Legislature 
in 2007 and 2009.  Clark County subsequently filed suit against the State, and the members of 
the State Board of Examiners, to recover the retained funds.  In this proposed settlement 
agreement, the parties resolve an outstanding dispute regarding Clark County’s voluntary 
contributions to the State’s Upper Payment Limit program, and the State agrees to contribute $35 
million to the McCarran Airport Connector Project, Phase II, a project of regional significance to 
all of Clark County.  Upon approval of this agreement by the Clark County Board of County 
Commissioners and the State Board of Examiners, Clark County will dismiss the pending 
lawsuit.  

 
 

 
  11. BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
 

A. Nevada System of Higher Education 
 
*Please see public comment in packet binder.* 
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*12. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – ADJOURNMENT 
 
 
 
Notice of this meeting was posted in the following locations:   
Blasdel Building, 209 E. Musser St., Carson City, NV 
Capitol Building, 101 N. Carson St., Carson City, NV 
Legislative Building, 401 N. Carson St., Carson City, NV 
Nevada State Library and Archives, 100 Stewart Street, Carson City, NV 
 
Notice of this meeting was emailed for posting to the following location: 
Capitol Police, Grant Sawyer State Office Building, 555 E. Washington Ave, Las Vegas, NV  
Brad Carson bcarson@dps.state.nv.us   
 
Notice of this meeting was posted on the following website: 
http://budget.nv.gov/Meetings  
 
We are pleased to make reasonable accommodations for members of the public who are disabled 
and would like to attend the meeting.  If special arrangements for the meeting are required, 
please notify the Department of Administration at least one working day before the meeting at 
(775) 684-0222 or you can fax your request to (775) 684-0260. 

mailto:bcarson@dps.state.nv.us
http://budget.nv.gov/Meetings
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DETAILED AGENDA 
December 5, 2012 

 
1. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
Comments: 
 

*2. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF THE NOVEMBER 13, 2012 
BOARD OF EXAMINERS’ MEETING MINUTES 

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 

 

 *3. STATE ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL REVISIONS 
  

The State Administrative Manual (SAM) is being submitted to the Board of Examiners’ for 
approval of additions and revisions in the following Chapters: 0208 – Agencies Adoption of 
Lesser Travel Reimbursement Rate.   

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 

   

*4. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – STATE VEHICLE PURCHASE 
 

Pursuant to NRS 334.010, no automobile may be purchased by any department, office, bureau, 
officer or employee of the State without prior written consent of the State Board of Examiners. 
 

AGENCY NAME # OF 
VEHICLES 

NOT TO 
EXCEED: 

Department of Administration – Motor Pool 
Division 10 $219,039 
Veteran’s Services – Southern Nevada 
Veteran’s Home  1 $23,155.25 
                              Total: 11 $242,194.25 

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
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*5. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – REQUEST FOR GENERAL FUND 
ALLOCATION FROM THE INTERIM FINANCE COMMITTEE 
CONTINGENCY FUND 

 
A. Office of the Military – Military – $1,273   

 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, Office of the Military – Military, requests an allocation of $1,273 
from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund to cover seven pending stale claims from state fiscal 
year 2012. 
 
 

B. Supreme Court – Judicial Selection – $8,000   
 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, Supreme Court – Judicial Selection, requests an allocation of $8,000 
from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund for the costs of filling judicial elected official 
vacancies for the remainder of the fiscal year. 

 
C. Department of Health and Human Services – Public Defender Office – $501 

 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, Department of Health and Human Services – Public Defender Office, 
is requesting an allocation of $501 from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund to cover a 
payroll stale claim from fiscal year 2011. 
 

D. Treasurer’s Office – State Treasurer – $31,661 
 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, Treasurer’s Office – State Treasurer, is requesting an allocation of 
$31,661 from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund for a Management Analyst III position to 
support the increasing volume of work associated with the state’s e-Payment Merchant Services 
program, as well as oversight responsibilities for the Arbitrage program formerly performed by 
the Controller’s Office. 

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
 
 

*6. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO FILE FOR A 
GRANT OR LOAN FROM THE DISASTER RELIEF ACCOUNT WHICH 
REQUIRES AN EXTENSION TO COLLECT DATA 

 
A. Department of Public Safety – Division of Emergency Management – Clark 

County Flood 
 

Pursuant to NRS 353.2755, the Clark County Office of Emergency Management and Homeland 
Security on behalf of the City of Mesquite, University of Nevada Las Vegas and the Clark 
County School District filed its letter of intent with the Division of Emergency Management to 
request a loan or a grant from the Disaster Relief Account for the Clark County Flood Recovery 
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within the 60 day requirement. The entities need to provide additional information to complete 
their request including, but not limited to, financial documentation, availability of internal 
funding, and assessment of damages. Emergency Management respectfully requests an extension 
to September 11, 2013 to collect this data for final submittal to the Board of Examiners and 
Interim Finance Committee. 

 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 

 
 

*7. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – LEASES 
 
 One statewide lease was submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
 

*8. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – CONTRACTS 
 
 Thirty – Two independent contracts were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 

 
 

*9. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS 
 
 Two master service agreements were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 

 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
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10.     INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
 

A. Department Of Administration – Purchasing 
 
The memorandum is provided as an informational item to address the Attorney General’s inquiry 
at the October Board of Examiners’ meeting regarding the applicability of a “cooling off” period 
relative to AB 240.   
 
 

B. Department Of Conservation and Natural Resources – Division of State 
Lands 

 
Pursuant to Chapter 111, Statutes of the Nevada, 1989 at page 263, the Division of State Lands is 
required to provide the Board of Examiners quarterly reports regarding lands or interests in lands 
transferred, sold, exchanged, or leased under the Tahoe Basin Act program.  Also, pursuant to 
Chapter 355, Statutes of Nevada, 1993, at page 1153, the agency is to report quarterly on the 
status of real property or interests in real property transferred under the Lake Tahoe Mitigation 
Program. This submittal reports on program activities for the fiscal quarter ending September 30, 
2012.   
 

C. Department Of Administration – Board of Examiners 
 
The claim represents diverted funds from the County of Washoe to the State of Nevada General 
Fund pursuant to AB 543 of the 2009 Nevada Legislature. The Nevada Supreme Court Decision 
in Clean Water Coalition v. the M Resort, 127 Nev. Adv. Op. No. 24 (May 26, 2011), 
established that AB 543 unconstitutionally diverted money.  The diverted money from the 
County of Washoe that was designated for the City of Reno represented an amount of 
$2,035,879. 
 

D. Department of Administration – Board of Examiners 
 
Pursuant to NRS 41.037, the State Board of Examiners may approve, settle or deny any claim or 
action against the State, any of its agencies or any of its present or former officers, employees, 
immune contractors or State Legislators 

The State of Nevada and Clark County desire to settle a dispute that exists between them 
regarding a claim for refund of cert ad valorem taxes paid to or retained by the State of Nevada. 

The State of Nevada will provide an amount not to exceed $35.0 million for transportation 
improvements in Clark County.  Additionally, voluntary contributions from Clark County to the 
State Medicaid program in support of the Upper Payment Limit Program will be reduced as set 
forth in the agreement. 

Background: On July 5, 2011, Clark County made a claim upon the State for refund of certain ad 
valorem taxes paid locally but retained by the State pursuant to action by the Nevada Legislature 
in 2007 and 2009.  Clark County subsequently filed suit against the State, and the members of 
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the State Board of Examiners, to recover the retained funds.  In this proposed settlement 
agreement, the parties resolve an outstanding dispute regarding Clark County’s voluntary 
contributions to the State’s Upper Payment Limit program, and the State agrees to contribute $35 
million to the McCarran Airport Connector Project, Phase II, a project of regional significance to 
all of Clark County.  Upon approval of this agreement by the Clark County Board of County 
Commissioners and the State Board of Examiners, Clark County will dismiss the pending 
lawsuit.  

*11. BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

A. Nevada System of Higher Education 
 

*Please see public comment in packet binder.* 
 
 

Comments: 
 
 

*12. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – ADJOURNMENT 
 

Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
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MINUTES 
MEETING OF THE BOARD OF EXAMINERS 

November 13, 2012 
 
The Board of Examiners met on Tuesday, November 13, 2012, in the Guinn Room on the second 
floor of the Capitol Building, 101 N. Carson St., Carson City, Nevada, at 10:00 a.m.  Present 
were: 
 
Members: 
Governor Brian Sandoval 
Attorney General Catherine Cortez Masto 
Secretary of State Ross Miller 
Clerk Jeff Mohlenkamp 
 
Others Present: 
 
Elmer Bull, Habitat Division Administrator, Department of Wildlife 
Brian Nix, Coordinator, Victims of Crime Program 
Rebecca Salazar, Program Manager, Victims of Crime Program 
Chris Nielson, Director, Nevada Department of Taxation. 
Thomas Shea 
Teri Preston, Leasing Services. 
Jon Hager, Executive Director, Silver State Health Insurance Exchange 
Shawna DeRousse, Operations Officer, Silver State Health Insurance Exchange 
Doug van Aman, Regional Director, Office of Economic Development. 
Tracey Green, State Health Officer, Medical Director Health and Developmental Services 
Patrick Conmay, Public Safety Record and Technology Division 
Jennifer Bauer 
Kimberlee Tarter, Deputy Administrator, Purchasing Division. 
Clark Leslie, Attorney General’s Office 
Richard Gilbert, Department of Public Safety 
Liza Paulino, Department of Public Safety 
Mike Draperl, R&R Partners 
Mark Teska, Department of Public Safety 
Jim Lawrence, State Lands 
Julie Kidd, State Public Works Board 
David Gustafson, Enterprise IT 
Sumiko Maser, Taxation 
Janet Murphy, Aging Services 
Tina Gerber-Winn, Aging Services 
Johnean Morrison, Nevada Highway Patrol 
Curtis Palmer, Nevada Highway Patrol  
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PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Good morning.  I'll call the Board of Examiner's meeting to Order.  Can you hear us 
loud and clear in Las Vegas? 
 
Attorney General:  Yes, Governor.  We can hear you. 
 
Governor:  First item on the Agenda is public comment.  Is there any member of the public in 
Carson City that would like to provide comment to the Board?  Anybody in Las Vegas? 
 
Attorney General:  There doesn't appear to be. 
 
 

*2. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF THE OCTOBER 9, 2012 
BOARD OF EXAMINERS’ MEETING MINUTES 

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We'll move onto Agenda Item Number 2, approval of the October 9, 2012, Board of 
Examiners' meeting minutes.  Have the members had an opportunity to review the minutes, and 
are there any changes?  The Chair will accept a motion for approval. 
 
Secretary of State:  I'll move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  Second the motion. 
 
Governor:  Motion by the Secretary of State, second by the Attorney General for approval.  Any 
questions?  All those in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes three to zero. 

 

 *3. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – AUTHORITY TO PAY MINING CLAIM 
 REFUNDS 
 
  A. Department of Taxation – $193,135 
 

Pursuant to Senate Bill 493, Section 16.7 of the 2011 Legislature, the Department of Taxation 
must submit mining claim refund requests to the Board of Examiners for approval.  The 
Department is requesting authority to pay 16 refund requests totaling $193,135. This results in a 
remaining balance of $819,743. 

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
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Governor:  Agenda Item Number 3, authority to pay mining claim refunds.  Mr. Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board is another request from the Department of 
Taxation, pursuant to Assembly Bill -- or Senate Bill, I'm sorry, 493, and this is another request.  
In this case we're looking at $193,135 for 16 different funding requests.  The remaining balance 
after this will be $819,743, and as -- just to remind the Board that this is an available option to 
request a refund or a credit up through June 30 of this fiscal year, or June 30 of 2013. 
 
Governor:  Mr. Mohlenkamp, do you have any idea of what is left of the universe of possible 
claimants? 
 
Clerk:  Well, the full amount that is available is 819,000.  It can't go beyond that.  We 
determined that.  As far as how many are left, I don't know.  I can certainly do some research if 
you'd like. 
 
Governor:  Not important.  We're still in the black. 
 
Clerk:  Yeah. I, you know, every month that goes by and we don't have it all gone is a good one 
for me. 
 
Governor:  All right.  I have no questions.  Questions from Board members? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Hearing none, the Chair will accept a motion to approve 16 refund requests totaling 
$193.135. 
 
Secretary of State:  I'll move for approval. 
 
Governor:  There's a motion by the Secretary of State for approval.  Is there a second? 
 
Attorney General:  Oh, I second the motion, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Second by the Attorney General.  Any questions on the motion?  All those in favor 
please say aye.  Motion passes three to zero. 

 
*4. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – STATE ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL 

 
The State Administrative Manual (SAM) is being submitted to the Board of Examiners’ for 
approval of clarification in the following Chapters: 

 
A. 0300 – Department of Administration – Cooperative Agreements & 

Contracts 
 

B. 0500 – Department of Administration – Risk Management 
 

C. 1400 – Department of Administration – Motor Pool 
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D. 1600 – Department of Administration –  Enterprise IT Services 

 
E. 2500 –  Department of Administration – Budget Division 

 
F. 2600 –  Department of Administration – Claims 

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Agenda Item Number 4, State Administrative Manual.  Mr. Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board are a series of different requests.  I'll go through 
them real quickly one by one.  First of all, the first change is to SAM 0220.  This is related to 
travel.  Most of these requests here are in common that we're trying to reduce some of the red 
tape and trying to streamline some processes, and in this, and in the next case, SAM 0504, which 
is under risk management, what we're trying to do is allow for fax signatures or scanned 
signatures to be used to expedite the process in your documents.  It still requires the agencies to 
maintain an original signature.  We haven't gone to digital signatures yet, so we're still a step 
removed from that.  You'll have the same thing when you're looking at SAM 2616 which is the 
last one on the Agenda.  The only item that's really separate from that, and so all of these are 
really streamlining the allowance of faxed or scanned signatures, item E -- 4E on your Agenda is 
requiring the use of the NEB system, which is the executing budgeting system for processing 
budget bill draft requests.  So as you recall, we moved to an electronic format this last time 
around in order to create a much better tracking mechanism, and so we're just cleaning SAM, the 
State Administrative Manual up to let everybody know that that's the process with which to 
submit BDRs, and most of the requests are -- otherwise we have consulted with internal audits to 
make sure that there's no issues or concerns with regard to going to faxed to scanned signatures, 
and they've looked at it and they don't have any concerns. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Mohlenkamp.  And the font on the numbering on those pages, will 
that be -- will those be changed to be in accordance with the SAMs manual?  If you look -- I 
don't know what font that is, but it's not -- 
 
Clerk:  We'll make the adjustments.  I hadn't looked at that, but I will. 
 
Governor:  All right.  Thank you.  I have no further questions.  Board members, any questions? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Attorney General:  Governor, I just had a quick question on 220, the language there.  Is there a 
word missing, or am I just reading that wrong?  Travel expenses with must be redeemed by the 
travelers.  Is it (inaudible). 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, I think the "with" should go away. 
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Attorney General:  Okay. 
 
Clerk:  That's a good catch. 
 
Governor:  Chair will accept a motion for approval of the recommended changes to the State 
Administrative Manual as described in Agenda Item Number 4, with the deletion in 0220 of the 
word "with." 
 
Secretary of State:  Move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  I'll second the motion. 
 
Governor:  We have a motion by the Secretary of State, a second by the Attorney General.  Any 
questions on the motion?  All those in favor, please say aye.  Madam Attorney General, did you 
vote? 
 
Attorney General:  I did.  It's just a little hard to hear, but yes.  It was aye. 
 
Governor:  Okay.  Motion passes three to zero.  Thank you. 
 

*5. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL TO ACCEPT A DONATION OF 
LAND ON BEHALF OF THE NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE 

 
A. Department of Conservation and Natural Resources – Division of State Lands 
 

Pursuant to NRS 321.001 and NRS 353.335, the Nevada Division of State Lands is requesting 
approval, on behalf of the Nevada Department of Wildlife to accept a donation of two parcels of 
land from the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation. 

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Attorney General Seconded By: Secretary of State Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We will move onto Agenda Item Number 5, approval to accept a donation of land on 
behalf of the Nevada Department of Wildlife. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board is a request to receive a donation of two parcels 
which lie adjacent to the Mason Valley Wildlife Management area.  This is near the Waka River, 
and I have looked at the materials.  It looks like the State will have a tax liability of about $1368 
annually, and that's the only additional cost that I'm seeing the State will bear for the receipt of 
these two parcels. 
 
Governor:  Do we have someone from Wildlife here? 
 
Bull:  Yes, sir. 
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Governor:  (Inaudible).  Good morning, sir. 
 
Bull:  Good morning.  For the record, my name is Elmer Bull.  I'm the Habitat Division 
Administrator for the Nevada Department of Wildlife.  In my capacity, I have oversight of the 
State's wildlife management area systems, including the Mason Valley wildlife area. 
 
Governor:  And if you would just give us briefly a description of the transaction and the use of 
the land. 
 
Bull:  Okay.  The land, of course, was acquired by the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation.  
They had no desire to own the property.  This was part of the Water Acquisition Program that's 
ongoing in the Mason Valley Wildlife -- or the Mason Valley and Waka River basin.  So they 
approached us as to whether we would want to assume the ownership of that property, and we're 
favorable to that.  We had some concerns that we expressed to NFWF, primarily centered around 
the process of transitioning this land from intensively farmland back into native habitat which is 
what we were going to be forced to do.  But we feel that's very doable, and to that end, and in 
light of our concerns expressed to NFWF, they entered into a contractual agreement with the 
Smith and Mason Valley conservation districts to develop and implement a revegetation program 
on those lands that are being donated to us.  And we feel very comfortable with that program, 
and ultimately see this as a real benefit to wildlife, as well as the public will be allowed to use 
these properties when they become ours. 
 
Governor:  Couple questions.  So how long does that transition take, and what type of public 
use will there be? 
 
Bull:  Okay.  I believe the transition program, or the agreement with the Smith and Mason 
Valley conservation districts is for three years.  However, NFWF has also allowed that should it 
take longer than that, that they would be willing to support us.  It's a little difficult to tell how 
long the transition process -- it will take a very long time, but if we can get the groundwork 
established for it, and that's what happening under their current plan, then we'll continue to 
monitor it and determine whether there's, you know, any issues with that transition process.  But 
we're confident that this is going to work, and NFWF has ensured us that they're not going to 
leave us hanging.  If it takes a little longer than what we anticipate, then they will still be there 
supporting our efforts to transition those lands.  As far as public use goes, like the rest of the 
Mason Valley Wildlife Management area, it could consist of hunting, probably not a lot of 
fishing on these properties, although the river does run through a portion of it.  Bird watching, 
horseback riding, hiking, photography and the whole works.  It's a boon to the public. 
 
Governor:  I have no further questions.  Questions from Board members? 
 
Attorney General:  No, Governor. 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  I want to compliment you on your tie too.  You wore the perfect tie.  For those of 
you in Las Vegas, he's got a duck tie on.  So very nice.  Hearing no further questions, the Chair 
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will accept a motion to accept the donation of the two parcels of land from the National Fish and 
Wildlife Foundation. 
 
Attorney General:  I'll move for approval. 
 
Secretary of State:  Second. 
 
Governor:  Motion by the Attorney General for approval, second by the Secretary of State.  Any 
questions on the motion?  All those in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes three to zero.  Thank 
you, Gentlemen. 
 
Bull:  Thank you. 
 

*6. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – STATE VEHICLE PURCHASE 
 

Pursuant to NRS 334.010, no automobile may be purchased by any department, office, bureau, 
officer or employee of the State without prior written consent of the State Board of Examiners. 
 

AGENCY NAME # OF 
VEHICLES 

NOT TO 
EXCEED: 

Department of Business and Industry – 
Division of Industrial Relations 1 $31,216 

  Total: 1 $31,216 
 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Next Agenda item in Number 6, state vehicle purchase.  Mr. Mohlenkamp? 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board is one request for purchase of a single vehicle.  
This is the Department of Business and Industry Division of Industrial Relations, and this is a 
pickup truck with a camper shell.  This item was included in the Agency's approved budget. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Mohlenkamp.  I have no questions regarding this Agenda item.  
Board members? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  The Chair will accept a motion for approval. 
 
Secretary of State:  I'll move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  Second the motion. 
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Governor:  Motion by the Secretary of State for approval, second by the Attorney General.  Any 
questions on the motion?  All in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes three to zero. 

 
 

*7. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – VICTIMS OF CRIME PROGRAM (VOCP) 
APPEAL 
 
Pursuant to NRS 217.117 Section 3, the applicant or Clerk of the Board may, within 15 days 
after the appeals officer renders a decision, appeal the decision to the Board. The Board shall 
consider the appeal on the record at its next scheduled meeting if the appeal and the record are 
received by the Board at least 5 days before the meeting. Within 15 days after the meeting the 
Board shall render its decision in the case or give notice to the applicant that a hearing will be 
held. The hearing must be held within 30 days after the notice is given and the Board shall render 
its decision in the case within 15 days after the hearing. The Board may affirm, modify or 
reverse the decision of the appeals officer. 
 

A. Thomas Shea 
 
The issue before the Board is the denial of a Motion for Reconsideration filed by Mr. Shea.  Dental 
treatment was not addressed during a hearing with an Appeals Officer. The Appeals Officer issued 
an order inviting the parties to submit written arguments.  None were submitted, and a dismissal 
was rendered.  Mr. Shea did not appeal. What remains before the Board is the Appeals Officer’s 
denial of the Motion for Reconsideration due to his failure to timely appeal the previous denial of 
his dental care request. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  It is recommended that the Board uphold the denial of this 
claim. 
Motion By: Attorney General Seconded By: Secretary of State Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Next item is Agenda Item Number 7, Victims of Crime Program Appeal. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Pursuant to NRS 217.117, the Clerk of the Board may within 15 
days after the appeals officers renders the decision, put the decision before the Board.  As you 
recall, this was on the Board -- this is Mr. Thomas Shea.  This issue was on the Board meeting 
two different meetings ago.  I believe that was in August.  The issue before the Board is the 
denial of the motion for reconsideration filed by Mr. Shea.  Dental treatment was not addressed 
during a hearing with the Appeals Officer.  The Appeals Officer issued an order inviting the 
parties to submit written documents -- arguments.  None were submitted, and a dismissal was 
rendered.  Mr. Shea did not appeal.  What remains before the Board is the Appeals Officer denial 
of a motion for reconsideration due to his failure to timely appeal the previous denial of his 
dental care request. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Mohlenkamp.  Is there a representative of the Victims of Crime 
Program? 
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Nix:  Yes.  Good morning, Governor.  This is Brian Nix.  I'm the Coordinator of the Victims of 
Crime Program.  Also with me here today is Rebecca Salazar who is the Program Manager and I 
believe met with the Board at previous meetings.  This is a pretty straightforward case at this 
time.  It was complicated before by several other issues which have been resolved.  Currently 
before the Board is Mr. Shea's appeal of the denial of his request for some dental care.  Mr. Shea 
was injured in 2003 when he was hit in the area of his eye with a bottle, and he was blinded in 
that.  The Victims of Crime Program accepted his claim, paid for his medical care and his lost 
wages.  In 2011, about eight years after the crime, Mr. Shea submitted a request that we pay for 
about $40,000 worth of dental care that he alleged was related to the crime.  This request was 
denied based in part on the fact that it was so long after the crime, but also there was very little 
supportive documentation that his dental care needs were related to the crime.  Mr. Shea 
appealed this and went through some processes back and forth, remand, opportunity for him to 
submit additional documentation to support his request.  When that documentation wasn't 
forthcoming, as Mr. Mohlenkamp pointed out, ultimately his appeal was denied and in return 
requesting you to overturn them.  Three real simple positions, I mean, the Board can take at this 
point.  You can deny it because he didn't appeal the original on procedural grounds, you can 
uphold the denial because he hasn't submitted the documentation requested or documentation to 
meet his burden to establish this as crime related, and the third option the Board has -- of course, 
you have any option, you're the Board.  But you could also remand this for, you know, a second 
opinion or a third opinion.  We can always find someone to look at this again to see if there's any 
relationship between his dental care and this crime.  That may have been done at some point 
earlier if it was more of a relationship in time between this request and the injury, but I think that 
eight years between the request and the crime resulted in probably a quicker denial than, you 
know, would have (inaudible).  But that's the current status of the case.  I don't know if Mr. Shea 
is here, but that should be the only issue currently before the Board. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Nix.  And we did hear extensive testimony, I believe it was in our 
August meeting.  I think the issue is very discrete here as was described by Mr. Mohlenkamp in 
the Agenda Item and just as you described.  I do have a question for you with regard to the three 
options that you just provided in terms of a third opinion.  There isn't a first opinion in this case 
that I'm aware of that there's any relationship between the alleged dental care and the accident 
itself. 
 
Nix:  I agree, Governor.  There is kind of a reference.  I think when he sought the -- when he 
asked that we pay for this dental care, I think he reported to the dentist that his issues were crime 
related, and in one of the documents there's a reference to it being crime related, but we didn't 
feel that was a diagnosis as much as it was a reflection of what was reported to the dentist.  So in 
that sense, no.  There has not been an opinion rendered specifically with regard to the nature of 
the injuries suffered in the crime and the nature of the dental care. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Nix.  Board members, do you have any questions for Mr. Nix? 
 
Secretary of State:  Mr. Nix, when you say that a report was filed that indicated that these 
injuries may have resulted from the crime, but appear to be a reflection as to what he told the 
dentist, are you referring to it looks like a document that was filed on February 3?  It's on the 
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State of Nevada Victims of Crime Program letterhead, Request for Preauthorization for Payment 
by Brian Harris? 
 
Nix:  Correct.  That is our standard form a provider can use to assure the Board is going to pay 
for their treatment, because otherwise there's no assurance we'll pay for it.  And usually when 
this is filled out, it's either filled out by the victim or the provider with the victim's assistance.  
And so that's the document, I think that -- it's kind of hard to read on my copy, but it indicates 
that they're not really sure that it's related to the crime in that document. 
 
Secretary of State:  And the only thing I see within this document that references any kind of 
determination that this was related to the crime is simply a box that says "Is this service or 
treatment necessitated by the crime?"  The "yes" box is checked, and it said, "Right side is and 
has caused other issues that are present now.  Difficult to say how much is accident related." Is 
that the only information that was submitted that this could potentially be related to the crime? 
 
Nix:  Yeah.  That's the most immediate information that would relate to the crime.  And again, it 
sounds like -- to us, it sounded like that was strictly based on the reporting of the victim. 
 
Secretary of State:  Okay. 
 
Nix:  But, you know, it could raise an issue, and we're certainly, you know, I mean, it's not live 
evidence here, but it's an indication of some evidence.  As far as we can -- under our policy, the 
burden for the victim to establish eligibility under these types of claims is a fairly heavy burden.  
I think they have to show by clear and convincing evidence that it's crime related, and we didn't 
feel this met that standard. 
 
Secretary of State:  Okay.  But to your knowledge, this is the only documentation throughout 
the entire pendency of this case that's been submitted that would relate the dental work to the 
crime itself? 
 
Nix:  Absolutely, yes. 
 
Secretary of State:  Okay. 
 
Governor:  Are there any further questions for Mr. Nix from Board members? 
 
Attorney General:  This is follow-up question.  So Mr. Nix, that report will make a decision to 
deny; is that correct? 
 
Mr. Nix:  That's correct. 
 
Attorney General:  That's all I have, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  Is Mr. Shea present? 
 
Shea:  I am, sir. 
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Governor:  Mr. Shea, we'll give you a brief opportunity to respond to the discrete issue that's 
before the Board.  As you know, we heard extensive testimony in August, and we don't want to 
repeat that.  But if you have any testimony that you would like to provide relevant to the Agenda 
Item and the statements made by Mr. Nix, we'd be willing to hear those. 
 
Shea:  The relevant questions here that we should be discussing is the amount of dental findings 
that should be on record.  My records indicate six different dental practitioners who clearly 
indicated that this was an injury inflicted, medical problem that needed to be fixed, and over the 
time incurred this is the result of it.  As far as the VOCP in Las Vegas and the information that 
they have, I can dispute that with the facts that I have.  There are so many different avenues that 
we could take as far as deciding whether or not this is something that we could move forward 
with in a positive fashion, but I am at most speechless to some of the findings as far as not 
having documentation -- not having this confliction of words or statements that have left me, like 
I said, speechless. 
 
Governor:  Okay.  Mr. Shea, the issue, at least as discussed by Mr. Nix, and the questions as 
were raised by the Secretary and the Attorney General with regard to your dental records.  And 
there are dental records that indicate that you needed, or need, dental work.  But the only 
indication within those records that relate that dental treatment need to the accident is this 
Victims of Crime Program that was completed by Mr. Harris.  Do you have anything else that is 
-- that you -- we had asked for this before, any dental records that -- 
 
Shea:  Right.  Along with the dental records that were asked for were the appeals that were sent 
by the VOCP. 
 
Governor:  No.  That's not my question, Mr. Shea.  Do you have any dental records that relate 
the -- your dental treatment to the crime? 
 
Shea:  Yes, sir.  Yes, sir.  Submitted on 9/21 of 2012 was the complete packet of dental findings 
along with the statement from myself concerning the facts surrounding. 
 
Governor:  Okay, Mr. Nix.  Do you have any idea what Mr. Shea is referring to? 
 
Nix:  No, Your Honor, I don't. 
 
Salazar:  Governor, I’m having difficulty hearing Mr. Shea, so I wasn't sure what date he was 
referring to again. 
 
Governor:  If I may, Mr. Shea, has represented that he produced to the Victims of Crime 
Program dental records on 2012, which would have been subsequent to the time that we heard 
this matter before Board of Examiners. 
 
Nix:  I'm sorry.  We don't have any records or anything that he submitted -- if we had it, it would 
certainly be in this record.  We would provide it.  I'm not sure what he's talking about. 
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Shea:  The paperwork in which I'm speaking of was sent to numerous representatives of the 
Victims of Crime Program in Las Vegas.  Not only was the paper sent to the representatives of 
Victims of Crime and the Hearings Division, I have yet to hear of any of the allegations which 
brought about the harassment and threat charges. 
 
Governor:  Mr. Shea, we're not going into that. 
 
Shea:  Okay. 
 
Governor:  We are in a very singular issue, or two issues.  One of which is your failure to timely 
the appeal, the other which was to produce dental records that relate that dental treatment or the 
dental treatment that you need to the accident.  Now, where I am now is the -- Mr. Nix has said 
that the Victims of Crime Program has not received anything from you.  You're stating that you 
sent something on September 12 that includes some dental records that would indicate that 
there's a link between the accident and the dental care that you need. 
 
Shea:  Yes, absolutely.  For correction, that would have been the 21st of September that I sent 
the statement of facts along with the emails of -- 
 
Governor:  But that's not what I'm asking for, Mr. Shea.  I'm asking for dental records. 
 
Shea:  The dental records were sent to the Department of Administration and the Victims of 
Crime Program in Las Vegas, a full complete copy.  I have them on my laptop, I just don't have 
them here in paper.  The filing date that is in question now is solely based on my counsel.  I was 
represented at that time, and which I have not been able to receive one of the alleged filings from 
the VOCP stating that there was a mandatory date to be met.  Even if my counsel had the 
documentation, I had not -- was not aware that it was sent.  So with that -- 
 
Governor:  Okay.  Let me back up.  Mr. Shea, did you send the medical records electronically, 
or via regular mail? 
 
Shea:  I sent them via email as was -- I was told by Department of Administration. 
 
Governor:  So you scanned the dental records -- 
 
Shea:  Yes, I did. 
 
Governor:  -- and sent them to the Victims of Crime Program? 
 
Shea:  Yes. 
 
Governor:  But you don't have a copy of that today? 
 
Shea:  I do not. 
 
Governor:  And who is the name of the dentist that -- who authored those dental records? 
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Shea:  Dr. White.  In the statement from the dentist, he clearly indicates that the dental work 
needed was clearly from the crime. 
 
Governor:  But you don't have a copy of that today? 
 
Shea:  I do apologize.  I do not have a copy of that.  I sent that complete packet to the VOCP in 
Vegas, and to the Department of Administration.  I was -- 
 
Governor:  And to whom at the Department of Administration did you send that too? 
 
Shea:  That would have been to Donna and Jen. 
 
Governor:  And who are Donna and Jan? 
 
Clerk:  We don’t have a Donna or Jan. 
 
Shea:  I spoke with Jen this morning regarding the witnesses that were to be called from the 
Northern Nevada District of the VOCP.  She informed me that all the information was collected 
and no witnesses would be called.  I did not ask for the recommendation. 
 
Governor:  And what is -- Jen or Jan are you talking about? 
 
Shea:  Jen. 
 
Clerk:  Leslie? 
 
Shea:  Leslie, this morning?  Yes.  It must have been Leslie. 
 
Governor:  And you're saying that Leslie said what? 
 
Shea:  Leslie stated that the witnesses that were to be called proving that there was absolutely 
nothing -- the allegations made by Las Vegas were not true -- because essentially what we have 
here is Rebecca Salazar saying this claim was closed because of threats and harassment.  That is 
completely -- 
 
Governor:  We're not talking about that issue today, Mr. Shea. 
 
Shea:  Right. 
 
Governor:  The issue -- 
 
Shea:  Then we have -- 
 
Governor:  Mr. Shea, let me finish. 
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Shea:  Mm-hmm. 
 
Governor:  We are talking about a very discrete issue on the agenda, which is the timeliness of 
your appeal, and as described by Mr. Nix, your ability to produce documents that would support 
your dental claim.  The Victims of Crime Program is stating that they have not received anything 
from you.  You are saying you sent it on September 21.  You are saying you sent it on September 
21.  You're saying that you sent it electronically to the Victim of Crimes Program as well as the 
Department of Administration.  I'm not hearing the Department of Administration or anybody 
within that department has received it.  Same thing for the Victims of Crime Program, and you 
don't have a copy of it today with you. 
 
Shea:  I do have it on my laptop though.  I don't have a paper copy of it. 
 
Governor:  Well, why don't we do this.  Mr. Shea, do you have access to -- do you have your 
laptop with you? 
 
Shea:  I do. 
 
Governor:  Perhaps we can stay your matter and move on with the rest of our -- of your agenda 
and you can send it straight to Mr. Nix.  Mr. Nix, what's your email address? 
 
Nix:  It's bnix@admin.nv.us -- or dot gov.  I'm sorry. 
 
Governor:  And is it permissible, Mr. Nix, for Mr. Shea to send you that information via email 
at this time? 
 
Nix:  Oh, absolutely.  Also if doesn't have that, I think my email address is also on our website, 
and certainly Rebecca's is.  But yeah, that's fine. 
 
Governor:  Okay.  Do you have that email address, Mr. Shea? 
 
Shea:  I do. 
 
Governor:  Okay.  If you could -- we're going to stay your matter and trail it behind the rest of 
the items on this Agenda.  If you could send that to Mr. Nix, then we'll circle back and come 
back to this matter. 
 
Shea:  Thank you very much. 
 
Governor:  Before I go to Board member's comments, we will move back to Agenda Item 
Number 7, which is the Victims of Crime Program.  Mr. Nix. 
 
Nix:  Good morning, Governor and members of the Board.  I did receive an email from Mr. Shea 
with six documents attached.  And the items are summarized in the first page of this document.  
It is a letter from Dr. David White.  And essentially we don't have copies of this, I'll provide a 
copy here to the Attorney General.  Essentially, the doctor indicated that he met with Mr. Shea, 
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examined him, and sort of repeats the indication that Mr. Shea felt that he lost the use of his teeth 
as a result of this crime, although the dentist acknowledges this was many years ago.  He does 
not say anything in my opinion, or in Rebecca's opinion concerning this claim.  First of all, when 
his original request was denied, he had multiple opportunities to present documentation during 
the appeals process which was never presented.  These documents were never presented.  I don't 
believe they would have changed anything if they were.  So throughout this process, the burden 
has been on Mr. Shea to establish some eligibility for these benefits.  Now he presented this kind 
of a generic letter.  In my opinion it's kind of a general term letter in support of his claim.  But it 
definitely in my opinion established the connection to the crime.  If the Board wishes that we try 
to pursue this further, the big problem with this is there's no medical documentation anywhere on 
the records from the origination of the crime in his original injuries that even referenced dental 
issues at all.  All his injuries were to his eye.  There were no dental injuries at all.  So it's really 
difficult trying to connect these claims of dental needs related to that injury when there's a 
complete absence of medical evidence supporting this kind of a claim for the inception of this 
claim.  Eight years later it's all very vague, and I don't know that we could find anybody who 
would be able to clearly state this is or is not related to those injuries.  But I would expect a 
medical doctor and/or a dentist with some specialties in those kinds of injuries might be able to 
make a connection or not a connection.  In any event, that's -- in our case, this changes nothing. 
 
Governor:  And also Mr. Nix, given what you've said, there's also the failure to timey file in this 
case, correct? 
 
Nix:  Yes.  Yes.  He did appeal this, he did not appeal this timely.  He did not submit any of 
these documents during the entire year that, you know, stretched out his appeal.  So we just think 
he failed on all levels to meet his burden here and established this is a crime-related injury. 
 
Governor:  Okay.  Madam Attorney General, I don't know if you need an opportunity or more 
time to review those records.  We don't have those here. 
 
Attorney General:  Governor, I can just relate to you it is what Mr. Nix said.  It's just a very 
generic letter, not dated, and it appeared that the doctor is relying on the representation by Mr. 
Shea that the problem with his teeth results from the incident years ago.  In fact, there is a 
statement the doctor says that after the incident, he, Mr. Shea, reports losing many of the teeth on 
the side and an inability to chew on the right side, and as a result, the patient only has the ability 
to chew on his left side, which has caused gross decay due to overuse.  I'd have to go back and 
look at the other dental reports to see if they had indicated that somehow Mr. Shea lost many of 
the teeth on his right side as a result of the altercation.  I don't remember the doctors or the 
dentist indicating that.  So it appears that Dr. White is just relying on the facts as reported by Mr. 
Shea as to what happened with his teeth as a result of the altercation.  So for that reason, I don't 
think that there's anything additional here that indicates that there is a connection between the 
altercation and what has happened Mr. Shea's teeth.  I also concerns about the delay in time 
within which the report of this information has come to the Board. 
 
Governor:  Mr. Secretary, do you have any comments? 
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Secretary of State:  Governor, in my opinion, we don't even need to reach the documentation 
question because of the time bar.  In this case, it looks like at least twice Mr. Shea failed to meet 
the procedural requirements for timely filing an appeal.  Once in February he was ordered to 
provide documentation within 30 days.  He failed to meet that.  Again, in July 26, 2011, the 
hearing officer dismissed the appeal due to the late filing of his appeal rights 28 days past the 
deadline.  In both of those instances, there is a provision under NRS 217115 that you can waive 
the timeline specified upon the showing of good cause.  It looks like that they did in fact 
entertain that and extended this case, but then in April 10, 2012, another order was filed 
essentially abandoning and dismissing the case, and that order provided 15 days.  Again, Mr. 
Shea was extremely late in filing any kind of motion.  It indicates an appeal, but he didn't file one 
of those, and so I just don't think good cause has been shown, and I don't see any reason to 
continue the case. 
 
Governor:  Is there a motion? 
 
Attorney General:  Governor, I would move to approve the Hearing Officer recommendation. 
 
Governor:  Attorney General has made a motion to affirm the denial of the Hearing Officer's 
decision in this case.  Is there a second? 
 
Secretary of State:  I'll second. 
 
Governor:  Second by the Secretary of State.  Any questions or discussion on the motion?  All 
in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes three to zero. 
 

*8. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – LEASES 
 
 Eleven statewide leases were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Item Number 8 on the Agenda is the board has 11 leases for 
consideration.  And again, we are seeing several of these leases are still demonstrating savings.  
So as I told you, I thought we were getting near the end.  Apparently not.  We're still seeing some 
savings on these leases.  Now, one thing I'll point out, several of the leases are negotiated for a 
fairly long period of time, anywhere from five to ten years.  So some of the savings we're 
negotiating are due to the length and term of these leases, and so I just wanted to point that out. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Mohlenkamp.  I had questions on the lease with the Department of 
Taxation and the Johnston Family Trust.  That's a big one.  That would be Lease Number 10. 
 
Clerk:  Governor, I think we have members of our Buildings and Ground Leasing Unit here, and 
I'm not sure of anybody's here from Taxation or not. 
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Governor:  Good morning. 
 
Nielson:  Good morning, Governor, Members of the Board. 
 
Governor:  Okay.  This is, as Mr. Mohlenkamp was describing, is a long one, and I guess my 
question here is are we paying rent on hallways and areas that we weren't previously paying for 
before? 
 
Nielson:  Governor, for the record, Chris Nielson, Director for the Nevada Department of 
Taxation.  Here with me to my right, before we -- to get to your question is Tomiko Mazer (ph), 
she's my new Deputy, and I believe Leasing Services is the right as well.  And I think the short 
answer to your question is yes, we are paying for a hallway space that we previously did not pay 
for, but at a lower rate, and I think on the details, I believe leasing services would probably be 
able to give you a better answer since they're the ones that actually negotiated the lease. 
 
Governor:  Good morning. 
 
Preston:  Good morning, Governor, and members of the Board.  Teri Preston with Leasing 
Services.  And what we have here is -- what I'd like to do is give you pictures, because I'm better 
with pictures, yes.  The building which taxation resides is 43,933 square feet.  Previously it was 
leased in its entirety by the State of Nevada, with another agency that was the Bureau of 
Licensing and Certification.  That space has been vacated, and that space is 72,071 square feet.  
Previously, because it was leased entirely the State of Nevada, it has been our policy to do usable 
square footage, basically from the paint in, and ignore the hallways and common areas and those 
type of things.  This is for best interest of the state.  Now, what's happened, as you can see by 
this area, is the pink area is the area that's vacated.  In order to secure the tenants in the taxation, 
we actually are separating out the yellow areas which are the hallways for primarily taxations 
used.  As you can see, their use is based on both sides.  The area in the middle is all the common 
area, and the reason we did this is this gives the landlord the opportunity to lease out to a title 
company or someone else, because right now the state is not expanding too much of the services.  
So this was for the benefit of the landlord for his reorganization.  And what it did, is it actually is 
pretty well -- it's almost cost neutral.  The new lease is for rental of square footage of 35,662 
square feet.  The current lease -- okay.  The current lease expires on December 31, 2012 as 
reusable.  It does -- the usable space does not include the common areas, although the cost was 
factored into the rent rate which is currently $1.57.61 per square foot for 29,800 -- excuse me, 
29,481 square feet of rentable space.  To that the taxation added 318 square foot for an additional 
break room/conference room for a total of 29,799 square feet.  The new lease is in terms of rental 
square feet which includes the common areas for a total of 35,662 square feet, which is a load 
factor of 19.5 percent -- 19.7 percent at a rate of $1.3161 per square feet.  The current rate, 
46,466 for 29,481 square feet of rental space, or $46,967 for 29,799 square feet of rental includes 
the conference room.  The new lease in year one is 46,935 as compared to the current 46,466, 
and this includes now the entire useable square foot of 35,622 square feet.  There is no effective 
change -- effective rent change. 
 
Governor:  And I completely -- you completely lost me with all those numbers. 
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Preston:  I am so sorry. 
 
Governor:  No.  That's okay.  And let me try to just get to the bare bones here.  Is, you know, 
you're seeing a theme, we've been saving a lot of money, this is a lot of square footage. 
 
Preston:  Right. 
 
Governor:  And at least on the face of it, it looks like we're paying more.  Is this a good deal for 
the State? 
 
Preston:  It is a good deal for the state because we're not paying more.  We actually reduced the 
square footage rent rate of $1.57 to $1.32. 
 
Governor:  That actually -- 
 
Preston:  Yay. 
 
Governor:  -- the answer that I needed. 
 
Nielson:  And Governor, just to add to that, I believe the current lease which was negotiated and 
signed in 2007, to the landlord's credit, did do a rollback, I believe last year, to accommodate the 
current market conditions. 
 
Governor:   No.  And that's wonderful and congratulations.  It just wasn't real clear on this sheet 
and that's just good to know.  Thank you very much.  Any other questions from Board members? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  I did want to have a quick visit on the next lease item which is the Silver State 
Health Insurance Exchange.  Good morning. 
 
Hager:  Good morning, Governor, members of the Board.  For the record, Jon Hager, Executive 
Director for the Silver State Health Insurance Exchange.  To my left is Shawna DeRousse, our 
Operations Officer. 
 
Governor:  And my only question here, Mr. Hager, is this is a one, two, three, four, five, six-
year lease, and we've had this previous discussion with regard to the viability of the Exchange.  I 
mean, we're hopeful that it will go on, but we understand that it's going to at some point have to 
be self-funded.  Is there an out clause on the lease in the event the Silver State Exchange were to 
go away? 
 
Hager:  Yes, there is. 
 
Governor:  That's my only question.  Thank you.  Board members, do you have any further 
questions with regard to Agenda Item Number 8, leases? 
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Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Attorney General:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Chair will accept a motion for approval of leases 1 through 11 as described in 
Agenda Item Number 8. 
 
Secretary of State:  I'll move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  Second. 
 
Governor:  The Secretary of State has moved for approval, second by the Attorney General.  
Any questions on the motion?  All in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes three to zero. 
 

*9. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – CONTRACTS 
 
 Sixty – Five independent contracts were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We'll move onto Agenda Item Number 9, contracts. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board are 65 contracts for consideration, and I believe 
I did not get any call outs from either the Attorney General or the Secretary on this, unless 
something came that I missed. 
 
Governor:  And I had held out, Mr. Mohlenkamp, Contracts 18 and 19, 26, 29, 35, and 59 
through 61. 
 
Clerk:  And Governor, can I clarify?  I think 26 was the item that you intended to abstain on. 
 
Governor:  Yes. 
 
Clerk:  Do you want testimony on that as well?  I didn't -- 
 
Governor:  No. 
 
Clerk:  Okay.  Okay. 
 
Governor:  And with regard to Agenda Item Number 26, that is a contract with the Children's 
Cabinet where my wife is employed, and although she will not benefit personally from the 
approval of this contract, I will be abstaining on that matter.  So why don't we begin with 18 and 
19. 
 



Board of Examiners Meeting 
November 13, 2012 – Minutes 

Page 20 
 

Van Aman:  Good morning, Governor.  I'm Doug van Aman.  I'm the Regional Director for the 
Office of Economic Development. 
 
Governor:  How are you today? 
 
Van Aman:  I'm well, sir.  How are you? 
 
Governor:  Very well, thank you.  And my questions on these are these are continuations of 
previous contracts.  They, if I recall correctly, they had some pretty sort time periods, and so 
what work was done and what still needs to be done that requires us extending these contracts? 
 
Van Aman:  Very well, sir.  If we look at Contract Number 18, that is indeed an extension of the 
contract.  That is work -- the work that has been done has been the lobbying, as well as the 
insight and so forth from -- leading up to the UAV show down in Las Vegas.  As a result of the 
show, and the success of that show, we request that the contract be extended particularly as we 
have the issues of sequestration and so forth coming up, and providing the insight and direction 
for our UAV efforts. 
 
Governor:  Just so I understand, so you -- first you believe that our $75,000 was well spent? 
 
Van Aman:  Yes, sir. 
 
Governor:  And the next effort is to continue this lobbying so that with regard to sequestration 
would you go -- provide a little more detail with regard to that? 
 
Van Aman:  Yes, sir.  I will provide you with the detail that I'm fully -- that I'm aware of.   Our 
industry specialist Tom (inaudible), is a person who is most expert in that matter.  Tom had come 
to us -- had come to the leadership both to Steve and to myself to request and extension of this.  
Sequestration is, I believe you know and probably better than I, could impact our budgets going 
forward, impact budgets to the Defense Department.  The contract with (inaudible) allows us to 
keep track and get the insights and their expertise as to what our best strategies are going 
forward. 
 
Governor:  So what exactly are they lobbying for? 
 
Van Aman:  So Governor, the vendor will analyze current proposed initiatives for our UAV 
program and the RPA program which is, you know, the remote vehicles, and our ability to 
capitalize on those.  So this is keeping in touch the various players and decision makers, as well 
as the industry players.  They have already provided a marketing and advocacy plan, so it's 
continued fulfillment of that plan, as well as changes as they become deemed necessary.  And 
then the item -- additional item on that is, you know, what is our advocacy plan with like who is 
going to be reaching out to, and those are the basics of the plan going forward. 
 
Governor:  So is there a finite end to the contract?  Because it sounds like this could go on for a 
very long time.  I mean, not -- I know that it says from June 30 to December 31 -- to the end of 
this year. 
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Van Aman:  Well, in part, sir, it was as the FAA looks at the various efforts in terms of air space 
and so forth, and puts out the RFP, the RFP that was expected to be left in August did not occur.  
They've delayed and postponed that, so this is carrying that forward as well as carrying forward 
what are the effects of sequestration.  So I don't know the answer in terms of whether or not this 
is long-ended thing.  I don't believe it is, not in the conversations that I've had with Tom. 
 
Governor:  Board members, do you have any questions with regard to this Agenda item? 
 
Secretary of State:  Yes.  Just one follow up.  You indicated that the FAA was to release the 
RFP in August, and that did not happen. 
 
Van Aman:  That's correct. 
 
Secretary of State:  I was reviewing the Economic Development Update this morning.  Did they 
give any indication as to when they might let the RFP at this point? 
 
Van Aman:  They have not, sir. 
 
Secretary of State:  Okay.  So we're just kind of in limbo? 
 
Van Aman:  In limbo. 
 
Secretary of State:  And when they announced the August date, how did they make that 
announcement? 
 
Van Aman:  It was not so much an announcement as it just didn't happen.  It was kind of the 
scuttlebutt around that that's when they were expected to announce it. 
 
Secretary of State:  Okay.  So there wasn't any kind of mandate that they release it (inaudible). 
 
Van Aman:  No, sir. 
 
Secretary of State:  Okay.  Thank you. 
 
Van Aman:  You're welcome. 
 
Governor:  And I know this is a hypothetical, and I don't like hypotheticals either.  But --- 
 
Van Aman:  I'll do my best. 
 
Governor:  So let's the FAA announces December 31, 2013, will we then need to continue to 
services of this contractor through that time? 
 
Van Aman:  I'm sorry.  Would you repeat that, sir? 
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Governor:  So let's say, as you said, we expect the FAA to come out with its RFP in August of 
this year, and they didn't put it out.  And let's say FAA announces in December of 2013, that's 
when the RFPs will be due or a decision will be made.  Does that then mean that we're going to 
need Hurt, Norton & Associates for another year? 
 
Van Aman:  I don't know. 
 
Governor:  Okay.  All right.  Well, why don't we move onto the next contract? 
 
Van Aman:  That's a bit more definitive, sir. 
 
Governor:  Contract 19, excuse me.  OCG Creative. 
 
Van Aman:  So OCG Creative was the marketing firm that prepared the materials.  I think you'll 
probably call the blue book that had all of the -- excuse me -- various delegates and their 
biographies, as well as information on the State of Nevada business opportunities.  The original 
book was supposed to be about 32, 36 pages.  It ended up being an 80-page book because we 
added the marketing materials that had not been previously anticipated, which increased the cost 
of both production, as well as the translation because they were translated into Chinese and 
Korean, and that is -- that is the source of the increase. 
 
Governor:  And, I apologize.  My specific question is how is the program going?  I was kind of 
curious as to how we're doing with it. 
 
Van Aman:  OCG was a specific contract.  I think our overall program, I know we have -- you 
recently returned with Steve from Canada, and I believe that was a very productive trip.  And 
we're looking ahead to additional trade missions to Mexico and potentially Israel next year.  The 
actual business (inaudible), I think Kimmie Candy is probably the most successful of them.  It 
was in a huge contract, but it showed the potential, I believe, of when we bring together 
businesses from -- small businesses from our state with potential buyers in China or in other 
areas, that there is that potential there.  We have also had another visit from a Chinese 
delegation.  It was kind of a last-minute thing that I attended with a group of mining -- a group of 
geologists from the Funan province of China.  That was a week and a half ago.  They were very 
interested in an exchange program with the University and we're following up on that.  The other 
items are -- all are in due course, some of which we can't really speak of because they are 
business negotiations.  All in all, I think it's going swimmingly. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  That's all I have.  Questions from Board members? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  All right.  Thank you, sir. 
 
Van Aman:  Thank you, Governor. 
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Governor:  Next is contract 29, Health Division and UNLV School of Dental Medicine.  Is there 
someone from Southern Nevada? 
 
Attorney General:  Yes, Governor.  There is. 
 
Governor:  All right.  If you -- I can't -- 
 
Green:  I'm Tracey Green, State Health Officer, Medical Director Health and Developmental 
Services, and with me is Kimberly (inaudible), Bureau of Child, Family, and Community 
Wellness. 
 
Governor:  And good morning, Dr. Green.  I'm sorry, our picture isn't real clear.  We have 
probably a 1990s television here, so -- but in any event, so we are paying for a portion of this 
person on the faculty at UNLV to provide as described in the contract summary to assist in 
overseeing the state's oral health program.  I guess my question is, what are the deliverables in 
this contact? 
 
Green:  Governor, we are statutorily required to have a state dental -- State Dental Officer 
(inaudible) have not been able to have (inaudible) finances.  This person will actually provide us 
with a State Dental Officer.  The role of the State Dental Officer is actually (inaudible) program -
- it does a number of things, one of which is to provide technical assistance for our (inaudible) 
health centers, and also for our schools and for our nurses that our providing our oral health 
program.  But also to direct us in improving our oral health program.  We had a D rating in the 
past.  We were able to bring up our rating to a C rating, and we're hoping in the future to actually 
bring ours up to a B rating.  So our State Health Dental Officer will actually guide us in how to 
improve our oral health program.  And as we're integrating services, I really see this health 
officer as a cohort of mine to improve our health program. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  So this individual will be providing you with say written strategies on 
how to improve, as you say, the technical assistance and improving our delivery and those 
services in the schools and the other areas that you described? 
 
Green:  That's right.  She'll also be a liaison with the American Dental Association, with 
dentists.  We're hoping that she will attract additional dentists to our (inaudible).  She will 
provide us with -- she (inaudible) public health as well as a dentist, so we're hoping that she'll 
also provide us with more of a population-based approached to our (inaudible) in regards to 
improving (inaudible) look at evidence-based programs so that we can enhance our program.  So 
really, looking at how we can do better. 
 
Governor:  And just out of curiosity, you had said that we didn't have the money before, yet, 
this is being paid with federal funds.  Do you know why we didn't fund this before? 
 
Green:  You know, we have had an overview of our federal programs, this is carry forward 
dollars, and we're looking at realigning our adjusted.  This is a priority now, and I can only say 
that previously we've had different leadership and now this is definitely a priority of ours. 
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Governor:  So it was more of discretionary decision versus a financial one? 
 
Green:  Exactly. 
 
Governor:  All right.  I have -- well, great.  I'm glad we're doing this, and look forward to 
getting to that A rating. 
 
Green:  Absolutely. 
 
Governor:  Any questions from Board members? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Thank you very much, Dr. Green. 
 
Green:  Thank you. 
 
Governor:  The next contract is Number 35.  Good morning. 
 
Conmay:  Good morning.  I'm Patrick Conmay from Public Safety's Record and Technology 
Division and I'm here with Jennifer Bauer. 
 
Governor:  And my question for you is not with regard to the utility of the contract, it's just a 
very technical description, and I don't know if you could describe it a little bit simpler so that I 
can know exactly what we're approving here today. 
 
Conmay:  Well, the -- and I'll try to do that.  The contract, it's a contract for a channeling service 
for the submission of electronic fingerprints from various approved local and private entities to 
the Department of Public Safety at the Record Bureau.  These fingerprints are used to process 
applicant-based background checks required by State statute.  And they also -- what we've seen 
here recently is, the FBI is now requiring that all fingerprint submissions be electronic, and so 
the (inaudible) service has seen, as part of their business, an increase because of that requirement 
for electronic submission. 
 
Governor:  And it's a four-times increase.  We're going from two million to $8 million? 
 
Conmay:  And it's a lot.  It actually kind of caught us off guard, and as a result, we've 
implemented some new processes to monthly check the status of the revenues that's being 
generated.  We didn't realize the impact that volume increase had had on us.  And so the increase 
includes, as I understand it, coverage for revenues that have been collected, in addition to 
revenues we anticipate will be collected with the one-year extension. 
 
Governor:  And this will all be paid through the fees, correct? 
 
Conmay:  That's correct. 
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Governor:  I have no further questions.  Board members? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Thank you very much.  And finally, I have 59, 60, and 61, which is the Silver State 
Health Insurance Exchange.  Mr. Hager. 
 
Hager:  Good morning. 
 
Governor:  Good morning again.  And my question is, how are we doing, where are we, and 
what will these contracts do moving forward? 
 
Hager:  So we're doing great.  The Silver State Health Insurance Exchange is moving forward 
according to our original implementation plan, which was provided to you and the legislature last 
December before I came on board.  Our contract, while it was approved a month later than we 
had expected, we are moving forward with Xerox, have adjusted the timelines so that we will be 
on track to implement a state-based change for open enrollment October 1, 2013.  The five 
advisory committees are wrapping up their work.  They have provided some 28 
recommendations, various policies to the Board.  The Board has approved most of them.  Still 
working on a few of them.  We expect that we'll have some work to do, maybe with two of the 
committees throughout the next few months.  We are moving into our regulation process, 
basically taking those policies and putting them into regulation.  Things like appeals that should 
be a regulation, fees to carriers and things like that.  We have kept all our stakeholders informed.  
We have bi-weekly meetings with carriers who have -- biweekly, every two weeks with the 
carriers, and have regular contact with them.  So they are well aware of our implementation.  We 
are moving into the process to begin to contact them about the onboarding process, getting their 
plans, getting them certified through the Division of Insurance, and then putting them on our 
website so that can be available for enrollment in time.  These contracts, there's three of them, 
they're for consulting contracts.  As we were moving forward with our implementation, when we 
first came on board we inherited a contract from Medicaid.  We made a commitment to this body 
and to the public to make sure that we went through a full process to review these contracts in an 
RFP-committee setting, just like any other contracts, these were competitively big contracts.  
They are taking the place of several consulting (inaudible) contracts that we previously had.  
Again, we wanted to make sure that we were transparent, doing this in the normal process.  So 
these three contracts give us three different vendors that allow us to pick and choose who to use 
for various projects.  They are not specific contracts for specific projects.  As we move forward 
with this implementation, it's very difficult to tell what our needs are going to be over the next 
year or two.  So we wanted a pool of vendors that we could choose from.  One of the lessons that 
we learned from the previous vendors is that because we are moving so rapidly and we need 
things so quickly, oftentimes we would say, hey, we need this project within two weeks or four 
weeks.  It was difficult for a vendor to shift all of their schedules around to be able to 
accommodate our sudden needs, and while we're trying our best to plan ahead, it's difficult to do 
that at times.  So this allows us to say, hey, which one of you are available for this contract.  We 
understand if you say no, you've got too much going on, we can use one of other vendors.  So it 
makes it easier for us.  The three contracts are each for a maximum of $500,000.  That is 
authority only.  It doesn’t mean that we're going to use all $500,000.  Perhaps we use $500,000 
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from one and don't use any from the other two.  It just depends on what we need as we go 
forward.  So I think we're in a pretty good position.  All three contracts expire December 31 of 
2014, so that is when the Affordable Care Act funding runs out, so, therefore, all three of these 
contracts are purely funded by the Affordable Care Act Establishment Grant funding.  There is 
an option to extend later that would have to come back to this Board, and probably wouldn't 
happen until the spring or summer of 2014, so we'd actually -- we'll have already implemented 
and been in operations for some time when that decision is made, but we'll come back with a 
whole nother set of factors to consider at that point.  So I think that covers everything.  With that, 
I'll be happy to take any questions. 
 
Governor:  And thank you, Mr. Hager.  And I'm going to ask some other questions just out of 
curiosity.  Nevada, would it be fair say is in the vanguard of exchanges in terms of doing it 
ourselves?  Is that accurate? 
 
Hager:  Yes, we are. 
 
Governor:  And as I talk to some of my colleagues across the country, some of them are saying, 
you know what, we're just going to let the feds do it.  And you're in the is sphere, I don't know 
what that looks like.  Obviously, we made a policy decision that we want to do it ourselves, and 
we think the state can do it better, rather than having the federal government do it for us.  But 
what does it mean when they say, or at least in your professional opinion, that we're just going to 
have the feds do it? 
 
Hager:  So if the feds run an exchange in a state, the state gives up some regulatory control of 
their insurance markets which I think is not in the best interest of Nevada.  By allowing us to 
create the state-based exchange, we're in constant contact with our Division of Insurance, and the 
Division of Insurance maintains control of the business of insurance within the state.  So I think 
that's number one very important.  Number two, all of the policies in the decision making 
process for the federally facilitated exchange, as you may have seen in articles, is kind of like a 
black box.  We don't know what they're doing.  By doing a state-based exchange for Nevada, 
we've been able to consider policies where we are allowed flexibility.  And admittedly, there is a 
lot of regulation that we have to implement that requires us to move a certain direction, but 
things like allowing brokers to participate to enroll people in the exchange, that's an optional 
decision that the feds may choose, not to have brokers enroll people in the exchange, whereas we 
have decided that it's important that our broker community be part of this.  There are things like 
designing the shop exchange with the various flexible -- the way that we show our plans on the 
website and the options that we give to our employees.  Two other important factors, number 
one, because we've been implementing, we've been able to better understand the regulations, 
have conversations with the feds, with the Center for Consumer Information and Insurance 
Oversight, which is part of CMS.  That has allowed us -- not only allowed us to better understand 
the regulations, but has allowed the feds to better  understand their own regulations and what 
impacts those might have in Nevada, and I think we've been able to influence the regulation 
process with the questions that we've asked.  We have a list of some 26 pages of questions.  
Some of them have been answered, some haven't been answered yet.  Some of them are requests 
for final regulations for further guidance on various topics, and because we have been 
implementing and because the federal government wants us to succeed almost as badly as we 
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want to make sure this works for Nevada, they have been very responsive to our questions.  And 
then finally, the cost of the federally facilitated exchange, we don't know what that might be, but 
we are expecting that it might actually be more than our cost, and again, we don't know exactly 
how the feds will charge that fee.  They could send a bill to the State.  We expect that they will 
probably charge it similarly to how we have designed it, that we will charge a fee to the carriers, 
which will be passed onto the consumer.  If we let the feds run it, and the fee is more expensive, 
that means our consumers will pay more than they would have if the State runs it.  The last item I 
wanted to talk about escapes me. 
 
Governor:  And with regard to management, I mean, do they do it -- would they do it from 
Washington DC?  Would suddenly a dozen people show up here and say, we're here to set up a 
federal exchange?  I mean, I -- 
 
Hager:  For the federally-facilitated exchanges, those will all be operated, my guess is from DC 
or from a vendor located more than likely outside of Nevada.  Our exchange is, while we have 
contracted with Xerox, which is an out-of-state entity, they are licensed to do business here, they 
have call centers here.  I think they have a thousand-person call center in Las Vegas.  They are 
setting up an additional call center in Las Vegas for the exchange, so at least the average of 30 to 
50 jobs that are added are Nevada jobs, and probably more during the open-enrollment period.  
Their programmers, not only have a lot of them moved to Carson City and Reno as we've 
implemented this, but they are hiring people in Northern Nevada to help them with the project.  
So it has maintained jobs here, and again, that flexibility that I think is important where there is 
flexibility. 
 
Governor:  Thank you very much.  I have no further questions.  Board members, do you have 
any questions? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Thank you very much. 
 
Hager:  Thank you, sir. 
 
Governor:  Board members, do you have any questions with regard to Agenda Item Number 9?  
Hearing none, the Chair will accept a motion for approval of Contracts 1 through, what's the last 
number? 
 
Clerk:  Governor, you intended to sit -- so 1 through 65. 
 
Governor:  1 through 65 with the exception of Contract 26. 
 
Secretary of State:  I'll move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  I'll send the motion. 
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Governor:  Secretary of State has made a motion for approval of the contracts described in 
Agenda Item Number 9 with the exception of Number 26.  All those in favor please say aye.  
Motion passes three to zero.  I am going to recuse myself from Contract Number 26 given that it 
is with the Children's Cabinet where my wife is employed, and although she will not benefit 
personally from this contract, I believe that it's better for me to not participate in this item. 
 
Secretary of State:  Okay.  Madam Attorney General, with respect to Contract Number 26, it's a 
contract with the Children's Cabinet in the amount of $15,000, are there any questions or 
concerns with that contract? 
 
Attorney General:  No. 
 
Secretary of State:  Hearing none, the acting Chair would accept a motion for approval under 
Agenda Item Number 9, Contract Number 26. 
 
Attorney General:  I'll move for approval of Contract Number 26 under Item 9. 
 
Secretary of State:  Second.  Any comments or questions about the motion?  Hearing none, all 
those in favor signify by saying aye.  Motion carries unanimously two to zero. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

 

*10. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS 
 
 Two master service agreements were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 

 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  All right.  We'll move onto the next Agenda Item, Number 10.  Mr. Mohlenkamp? 
 
Clerk:  Governor, the Board has two Master Service Agreements to consider.  The first is with 
Kelly Services, and this is an increase and extension of the contract from eight-and-a-half million 
to 11.5 million, and it extends it through March 2013.  And the second is with Manpower, and 
this is once again an extension, $3 million, and extends the time frame.  As you recall, these 
contracts are for services that we use temporary man power for. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Mohlenkamp.  I have no questions regarding this Agenda item.  
Board members? 
 
Secretary of State:  Quick question.  With respect to these MSAs, is any consideration given to 
whether or not these are local companies that provide these services? 
 
Clerk:  You know, I will ask Kimberlee Tarter to come up and see if she has something she can 
tell us on that. 
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Tarter:  Good morning.  For the record, Kimberlee Tarter, Deputy Administrator with the 
Purchasing Division.  While we don't have the ability within statute to provide any kind of 
preference for local-based businesses in the services side, there are some preferences available 
on the commodities side for local business, very specific preferences.  I can tell you that because 
of the way these contracts are managed, they really do require a local presence.  Both of these 
companies have a location -- physical location in Vegas and in Reno, and they may actually have 
one in Carson City as well.  They do require that they sign people up, that they test them to 
verify the skills that they're going to be providing to the state agency.  So while we don't have a 
preference in there for it, by their very nature, only companies that have a physical location here 
really can provide. 
 
Secretary of State:  Okay.  Thank you. 
 
Governor:  Any further questions with regard to Agenda Item Number 10?  Chair will accept a 
motion to approve the Master Service Agreements described in that Agenda item. 
 
Secretary of State:  Second.  Oh, sorry, I move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  I'll second the motion. 
 
Governor:  We have a motion by the Secretary of State, second by the Attorney General.  Any 
questions on the motion?  All in favor please say aye.  Motion passes three to zero. 

 
*11. BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

Comments: 
 
Governor:  Next agenda item is Board member comments.  Are there comments from Board 
members? We'll move onto public comment.  Is there any member of the public that would like 
to provide comment in Las Vegas? 
 
Attorney General: No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Is there anyone present in Carson City that would like to provide comment? 
 
 

*12. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – ADJOURNMENT 
 

Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We'll move onto Agenda Item Number 12.  Is there a motion for adjournment? 
 
Secretary of State:  Move to adjourn. 
 
Attorney General:  Second the motion. 
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Governor:  Motion by the Secretary of State for adjournment, second by the Attorney General.  
All in favor please say aye.  This meeting is adjourned, thank you, ladies and gentlemen. 





















































































































































































BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12731 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

SMITH, ALLISON M

Agency Name: ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE Contractor Name: SMITH, ALLISON M
Agency Code: 030 Address: 9420 SANTANA SIESTA AVE
Appropriation Unit: 1040-27
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89166-3700

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Allison Smith 775/686-9974
Vendor No.: T29028982
NV Business ID: T29028982

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 100.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: 030

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/01/2011

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 2 years and 61 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: DEC Coordinator

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original contract which provides services as an Drug Endangered Children's
Coordinator.  The coordinator responds to the needs of drug endangered children, forms regional multi-disciplinary
teams, facilitates public awareness, and schedules at least 12 community meetings throughout the State.  The
coordinator also completes project administrative duties including creating and distributing pertinent materials and
keeping records as required under the grant funding.  This amendment extends the contract termination date from
December 31, 2012 to December 31, 2013 and increases the funding from $60,000 to $77,000 due to the continued
need for these services.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $60,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $17,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $77,000.00

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 12/31/2013

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
This contract is set up for the vendor to act as the Drug Endangered Childrens' Coordinator.  The funds are from a subgrant
from the Nevada Department of Public Safety's Federal Justice Assistance Grant.  The Office of the Attorney General
proposed that due to the extensive scope of work, an independent contractor with this type of expertise be contracted with.
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8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Grants Division in the Office of the Attorney General would be unable to accomplish this project with current staffing.
State employees do not have the training to complete this project.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
The top 5 candidates were selected to be interviewed by an interview team consisting of Grant staff and 2 outside grant
program specialists.  The interviews were held on 10/3/11 and all team members selected Allison M. Smith, by consensus.
d. Last bid date: 08/22/2011 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is not registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office because the legal entity is a:
Sole Proprietor

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dcallens 10/30/2012 08:42:45 AM
Division Approval clesli1 10/30/2012 09:17:51 AM
Department Approval chowle 10/31/2012 15:57:03 PM
Contract Manager Approval ngarci1 10/31/2012 15:59:35 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 11/06/2012 17:04:23 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/12/2012 10:25:40 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13889

Legal Entity
Name:

Rich, Wightman & Company, CPAs, LLC

Agency Name: ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE Contractor Name: Rich, Wightman & Company, CPAs,
LLC

Agency Code: 030 Address: 1301 S Jones Blvd
Appropriation Unit: 1045-08
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89146

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: John Wightman 7028781325
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20021065105

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % National Mortgage Settlement

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 12/05/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2013
Contract term: 298 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Forensic Auditor

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to conduct confidential audits and to provide information and evidence to assess compliance
with state statutes and regulations in regards to companies that are under investigation for mortgage fraud.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $117,458.00
Other basis for payment: per Attachment CC

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Mortgage Strike Force has been inundated with formal complaints from homeowners regarding mortgage related fraud.
In order to facilitate convictions in these crimes, through the National Mortgage Settlement, the Mortgage Strike Force will
contract with a forensic auditor to obtain detailed confidential audits of these companies.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Mortgage Strike Force, as part of the Bureau of Criminal Justice in the Office of the Attorney General has been
inundated with mortgage complaints.  There are not sufficient staff available to complete these audits in the short amount of
time that this funding is available.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
This vendor was the only one to respond to the RFP.  The credentials of this vendor were reviewed and they were
appropriate to perform the services under this contract.
Due to the short time frame of this funding, State Purchasing allowed the Office of the Attorney General to complete the RFP.
d. Last bid date: 09/24/2012 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Nevada Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dcallens 10/30/2012 08:41:43 AM
Division Approval clesli1 10/30/2012 09:18:05 AM
Department Approval chowle 10/30/2012 09:49:23 AM
Contract Manager Approval ngarci1 10/30/2012 11:26:24 AM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 11/06/2012 17:01:12 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/12/2012 10:29:54 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13893

Legal Entity
Name:

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF

Agency Name: COLLEGE SAVINGS TRUST Contractor Name: INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF
Agency Code: 051 Address: WORKING MOTHERS, THE
Appropriation Unit: 1092-04 PO BOX 50008
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip HENDERSON, NV 89016

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Gina Robison-Billups 702/353-1392
Vendor No.: T32001477
NV Business ID: NV20061198072

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Nevada College Savings

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 12/11/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2013
Contract term: 200 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Marketing Services

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide an increase in awareness for financial literacy in the State of Nevada by reaching
out to women and working mothers in implementing a Women's Money Conference in Reno and Las vegas, with the
Board of the Nevada's College Savings Plan as the title sponsor.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $50,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $50,000.00 per contract term
Other basis for payment: One payment.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Funding has been set aside for FY2013 by the Nevada College Savings Plans Board and the Nevada State Legislature for
financial literacy.  We feel partnering with this vendor in offering this women's money conference helps to fulfill that initiative.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Our staff has neither the planning expertise nor the time commitment required to put on a conference of this magnitude.  The
selected vendor has extensive experience with planning and implementing women's money conferences and in reaching out
to women.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
TIAWM is the only organization that has demonstrated it performs all of the functions we desire for a women's money
conference, such as event planning, speaker recruitment, sponsorship recruitment, providing ample attendees, marketing
planning, and follow-up activities.
d. Last bid date: 10/01/2012 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Non-profit Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. Not Applicable

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval shanshew 11/02/2012 15:18:32 PM
Division Approval klangle1 11/02/2012 15:50:43 PM
Department Approval klangle1 11/02/2012 15:50:54 PM
Contract Manager Approval gwatts 11/05/2012 07:15:35 AM
Budget Analyst Approval dhumphre 11/05/2012 08:54:20 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 11/14/2012 13:43:19 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13887

Legal Entity
Name:

WOLF PACK SPORTS PROPERTIES

Agency Name: COLLEGE SAVINGS TRUST Contractor Name: WOLF PACK SPORTS PROPERTIES
Agency Code: 051 Address: LLC
Appropriation Unit: 1092-04 505 HOBBS RD
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65109-5788

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null573/893-7200
Vendor No.: T27023659
NV Business ID: NV20071223372

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 12/11/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 03/01/2013
Contract term: 80 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Marketing Services

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide direct marketing of the Nevada College Savings Plans and Prepaid Tuition
Programs to parents and other family members attending basketball games at the University of Nevada Reno and
the University of Nevada Las Vegas.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $20,000.00
Other basis for payment: One payment.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
NRS 353B.370 authorizes the College Savings Board to contract with qualified entities for the day-to-day operations of the
Nevada College Savings Program as the program administrator for the management of the marketing of the program(s).

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The only way for us to promote our products and services at the UNLV and UNR basketball games is to partner with Wolf
Pack Sports Properties.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Sole Source Contract (As Approved by Chief of Purchasing)
        Approval #: 121005
        Approval Date: 10/24/2012
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?

d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
LLC

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval shanshew 10/31/2012 13:26:32 PM
Division Approval klangle1 10/31/2012 17:17:03 PM
Department Approval klangle1 10/31/2012 17:17:36 PM
Contract Manager Approval gwatts 11/01/2012 11:06:51 AM
Budget Analyst Approval dhumphre 11/02/2012 05:31:12 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 11/14/2012 13:40:53 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: CONV5794 Amendment

Number:
3

Legal Entity
Name:

Carrier Corp

Agency Name: BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS
DIVISION

Contractor Name: Carrier Corp

Agency Code: 082 Address: 4444 Russell Rd, Suite
Appropriation Unit: 1349-12
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89119

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null7023684338
Vendor No.: T29017508
NV Business ID: NV19791006562

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2009-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % building rent income fee
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/01/2008

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 4 years and 181 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Industrial Equipment Maintenance and Repair Servic

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the third amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing heating, ventilation, and air
conditioning services to various buildings in Las Vegas. This amendment extends the termination date from
December 31, 2012 to April 30, 2013 and increases the maximum amount from $378,916.50 to $396.909.82 due to the
extension.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $315,919.84
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $62,996.66
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $17,993.32
4. New maximum contract amount: $396,909.82

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 04/30/2013

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Heating and Air Conditioning equipment must be maintained in State buildings.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Lack of manpower.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
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Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
The Evaluation Committee for RFP #1055 rated this vendor the highest overall.
d. Last bid date: 08/01/2008 Anticipated re-bid date: 08/01/2012

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval wsalisp1 10/30/2012 16:28:33 PM
Division Approval wsalisp1 10/30/2012 16:28:35 PM
Department Approval wsalisp1 10/30/2012 16:28:38 PM
Contract Manager Approval csweeney 10/30/2012 16:29:44 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 11/05/2012 10:31:05 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 11/14/2012 13:46:11 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13913

Legal Entity
Name:

Reno Sparks Indian Colony

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: Reno Sparks Indian Colony
Agency Code: 082 Address: 98 Colony Road
Appropriation Unit: 1565 - All Categories
Is budget authority
available?:

No City/State/Zip Reno, NV 89502

If "No" please explain:  This is an agency funded CIP
where the project will be managed by the SPWD, but all
funding and contractor payment responsibilities will remain
with the initiating agency.

Contact/Phone: null775-329-2936

Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: Gov't entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2017
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Revenue Contract

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/08/2013

Anticipated BOE meeting date 01/2013

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 01/08/2017
Contract term: 4 years and 1 day

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: Proj Mgmt Agreement

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new revenue contract that appoints the division as the primary project manager for the land exchange
transaction with the Reno Sparks Indian Colony.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $1,345,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
AB 299

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Professional  Services are provided by SPWD to support the State Capital Improvement Program.  Consultants are selected
based on their ability to provide design and engineering services to meet the goals established by the Legislature.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
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c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
demonstrated the required expertise for work on this project
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is not registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office because the legal entity is a:
Governmental Entity

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dgrimm 11/29/2012 08:41:01 AM
Division Approval dgrimm 11/29/2012 08:41:04 AM
Department Approval dgrimm 11/29/2012 08:41:10 AM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 11/29/2012 08:41:18 AM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 11/29/2012 08:45:55 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 11/29/2012 08:51:31 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13776 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

AFFILIATED FACILITY CONSULTANT

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: AFFILIATED FACILITY CONSULTANT
Agency Code: 082 Address: LLC
Appropriation Unit: 1585-13 19627 I 45 NORTH STE 420
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip SPRING, TX 77388

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null281-651-8763
Vendor No.: T81074875
NV Business ID: NV2012148772

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % X Bonds 100.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

Agency Reference #: 47338

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 08/30/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2014

Contract term: 1 year and 304 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Arch/Eng Servs

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides roof replacement for the Caliente Youth Center;
Project No. 11-S01(9R); Contract No. 47338.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $9,580 to
$16,765 to provide for three additional weeks of roofing inspection for the Caliente Youth Center.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $9,580.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $7,185.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $16,765.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
2011 CIP

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Professional Services are provided by SPWB to support the State Capital Improvement Program.  Consultants are selected
based on their ability to provide design and engineering services to meet the goals established by the Legislature.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
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Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
demonstrated the required expertise for work on this project
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
SPWD, currently and/or in the past for various amounts with satisfactory results.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dgrimm 10/31/2012 15:39:08 PM
Division Approval dgrimm 10/31/2012 15:39:11 PM
Department Approval dgrimm 10/31/2012 15:39:14 PM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 10/31/2012 16:22:26 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 11/05/2012 09:32:51 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 11/14/2012 13:45:02 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13904

Legal Entity
Name:

OTIS EDUCATIONAL SYSTEMS INC

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION Contractor Name: OTIS EDUCATIONAL SYSTEMS INC
Agency Code: 300 Address: PO BOX 520
Appropriation Unit: 2713-44
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip POWDER SPRINGS, GA 30127

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null678/810-0080
Vendor No.: T29001575
NV Business ID: NV20041429722

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 100.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 12/05/2013
Contract term: 1 year and 4 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: SLDS Managed Service

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide managed services to improve the core functionality of the State Longitudinal Data
System (SLDS) and to continue to develop new applications. Otis Educational Systems will assist Nevada
Department of Education to improve data quality, streamline services, and gain technical knowledge. The benefits of
these services will enable the Nevada Department of Education to continue to extend and enhance the SLDS to
make it relevant to current needs and better serve the educational community in the state.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $187,000.00
Other basis for payment: Payment upon proper invoicing as service is completed not to exceed $187,000.00.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Otis Educational Systems built and design the original system. The current Nevada Department of Education staff is unable
to maintain the system as well as continued to develop new applications and add new data elements. The Nevada
Department of Education recently had staff turnover that resulted in the loss of system knowledge. It is imperative in order to
continue to maintain the State Longitudinal Data System that Otis Educational Systems supplement that loss of knowledge
and re-train the Nevada Department of Education staff to properly maintain and expand the system.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The daily monitoring and operational duties are currently being performed by Nevada Department of Education and EITS
staff. However, due to the loss of knowledge and increase in demand for data services the current staff is insufficient to meet
the need. This contract will supplement some of the operational duties as well as enhance some primary applications
required for future development of the State Longitudinal Data System.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
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Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Sole Source Contract (As Approved by Chief of Purchasing)
        Approval #: 121003
        Approval Date: 10/11/2012
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Otis Educational Systems has the qualifications and the experience necessary for the sucessful of the operational duties and
enhance future development of the State Longitudinal Data System.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Otis Educational Systems has been providing services to Nevada Department of education for over 10 years and the
department has been very satisfied with their services. They have assisted our department in building the State Longitudinal
Data System (SLDS).

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval mburto1 11/07/2012 11:05:08 AM
Division Approval mburto1 11/07/2012 11:05:13 AM
Department Approval mburto1 11/07/2012 11:05:22 AM
Contract Manager Approval ebarraga 11/07/2012 11:05:47 AM
Budget Analyst Approval sbrown 11/12/2012 10:49:24 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/12/2012 10:49:28 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13844

Legal Entity
Name:

ALZHEIMERS ASSOCIATION OF NO

Agency Name: HEALTH DIVISION Contractor Name: ALZHEIMERS ASSOCIATION OF NO
Agency Code: 406 Address: CA & NO NV
Appropriation Unit: 3219-00 251 Lafayette Circle, Suite 25
Is budget authority
available?:

No City/State/Zip Lafayette, CA 94549

If "No" please explain:  This is an un-budgeted revenue
agreement. A non-IFC Work Program (C25518) is in
process for
authority to receive these funds.

Contact/Phone: Kimberly Weber 925-284-7942

Vendor No.: T81060164A
NV Business ID: Exempt

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Revenue

Agency Reference #: HD 13070

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2013

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2013
Contract term: 364 days

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: Conduct Survey

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to incorporate questions about cognitive impairment in the Nevada 2013 Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS). This request is a companion to non-IFC work program C25518 adding the
authority to this budget account.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $22,500.00
Other basis for payment: To be paid in full by January 31, 2013.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Alzheimer's Association requires that a survey be done to address the issue of cognitive impairment. The State
Biostatistician has the ability to perform the survey.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The work is being done by the state.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No
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a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?

d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Health Division performed this survey for the Alzheimers Association in calandar year 2012.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Non-profit Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. Not Applicable

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval valpers 10/24/2012 17:37:37 PM
Division Approval valpers 10/24/2012 17:37:42 PM
Department Approval bvale1 10/25/2012 16:04:25 PM
Contract Manager Approval chender1 10/25/2012 16:45:47 PM
Budget Analyst Approval bberry 11/06/2012 12:55:10 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 11/12/2012 10:46:21 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13841

Legal Entity
Name:

THREE SQUARE

Agency Name: WELFARE AND SUPPORT
SERVICES

Contractor Name: THREE SQUARE

Agency Code: 407 Address: 4190 N PECOS RD
Appropriation Unit: 3228-42
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89115-0187

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/644-3663
Vendor No.: T29016658
NV Business ID: NV20061789154

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 100.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2013
Contract term: 302 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: SNAP Education

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract for the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) to provide nutrition education to
low income families. Through a grant from the U.S. Department of Agriculture, the division collaborates with various
public and non-profit agencies to provide education to SNAP recipients to improve the likelihood that recipients and
those eligible for benefits will make healthy food choices.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $31,739.00
Other basis for payment: Actual per Invoice

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Division of Welfare and Supportive Services receives a grant from the U.S. Department of Agriculture to implement the
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program Nutrition Education (SNAP-Ed) to low income families in Nevada.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Division of Welfare and Supportive Services partners with various public and non profit agencies to provide nutrition
education through the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program Nutrition Education (SNAP-Ed); therefore extending state
resources and personnel.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
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Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Federal funding is provided from the USDA. All agencies that develop a plan that meets the requirements of the
Supplemental Nutritional Assistance Program Nutrition Education (SNAP-Ed) and is approved by the USDA are incorporated
into the State of Nevada plan as funding allows.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Currently under contract with DWSS for SNAP Outreach and provides satisfactory service.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Non-profit Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. Not Applicable

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tdufresn 10/11/2012 09:48:22 AM
Division Approval msmit5 11/05/2012 11:20:47 AM
Department Approval bvale1 11/06/2012 11:06:09 AM
Contract Manager Approval afrancis 11/06/2012 13:43:41 PM
Budget Analyst Approval sbarkdul 11/07/2012 07:09:21 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 11/12/2012 11:00:27 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13882

Legal Entity
Name:

RX Remote Solutions

Agency Name: MENTAL HEALTH AND
DEVELOPMENTAL SERVICES

Contractor Name: RX Remote Solutions

Agency Code: 408 Address: 6409 Quail Hollow Road
Appropriation Unit: 3162-40
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Memphis, TN 38120

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Carl Geberbauer 630-559-2308
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20121344889

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2017
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

X General Funds 100.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

Agency Reference #: RFP #1998

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2013

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 01/01/2017
Contract term: 4 years and 1 day

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Remote Chart Order

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide remote chart order processing for Northern Nevada Adult Mental Health Services
and Lake's Crossing Center with Mental Health and Developmental Services.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $500,000.00
Other basis for payment: Monthly Invoice

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The agency does not have the expertise to perform these duties.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The state does not have staffing capacity, technical expertise or resources to fulfill this work.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

Yes

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
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c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Pursuant to RFP #1998, and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendor was the highest scoring proposer as
determined by an independently appointed evaluation committee.
d. Last bid date: 08/13/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 08/13/2016

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval bchisel 10/24/2012 08:39:55 AM
Division Approval bchisel 10/24/2012 08:44:09 AM
Department Approval bvale1 10/25/2012 16:03:37 PM
Contract Manager Approval jpruneau 10/29/2012 08:02:23 AM
Budget Analyst Approval bberry 11/06/2012 12:23:09 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 11/12/2012 10:17:08 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13830

Legal Entity
Name:

Here's How EMarketing

Agency Name: MENTAL HEALTH AND
DEVELOPMENTAL SERVICES

Contractor Name: Here's How EMarketing

Agency Code: 408 Address: 127 Hillcrest Circle
Appropriation Unit: 3168-15
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Dayton, NV 89403

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Christy McGill 775-434-3364
Vendor No.: T27031515
NV Business ID: NV20111604385

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 100.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 12/11/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2013
Contract term: 200 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Research-Commission

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide research support and professional services to the Nevada Commission on Mental
Health and Developmental Services (MHDS).

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $24,800.00
Other basis for payment: Monthly payment from invoice

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS) 433.314 the Nevada Commission on Mental Health and Developmental
Services (MHDS) must:
1. Establish policies to ensure adequate development and administration of services for persons with mental illness, mental
retardation or co-occurring disorders and persons with related conditions, including services to prevent mental illness, mental
retardation and co-occurring disorders and related conditions, and services provided without admission to a facility or
institution;
2.  Set policies for the care and treatment of persons with mental illness, mental retardation or co-occurring disorders and
persons with related conditions provided by all state agencies;
3.  Review the programs and finances of the Division; and
4.  Report at the beginning of each year to the Governor and at the beginning of each odd-numbered year to the Legislature
on the quality of the care and treatment provided for persons with mental illness, mental retardation or co-occurring disorders
and persons with related conditions in this State and on any progress made toward improving the quality of that care and
treatment.
A researcher position is absolutely necessary to help the Commission perform its required functions.

Page 1 of 3Contract #: 13830 12



8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
There is substantial work required to perform the research duties. Previously, this function was performed by a retired state
employee, who had to be let go due to his status as an ex-state contracted employee. The new provider to conduct this work
is not a past or present state employee.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
MHDS sent letters of invitation to three potential vendors to submit proposals. Two of the three potential vendors responded,
one declined. Both vendors were evaluated and scored by a three-member evaluation team. The vendor was selected rated
the highest in five categorical areas including but not limited to demonstration of competence, conformance with scope of
work requirements and expertise and availability of key personnel to provide the service needed by MHDS.
d. Last bid date: 11/01/2011 Anticipated re-bid date: 11/01/2013

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
LLC

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval bchisel 10/31/2012 10:20:05 AM
Division Approval bchisel 10/31/2012 10:20:07 AM
Department Approval bvale1 10/31/2012 10:46:15 AM
Contract Manager Approval jpruneau 10/31/2012 11:31:56 AM
Budget Analyst Approval bberry 11/06/2012 10:11:18 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 11/12/2012 10:28:58 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13864

Legal Entity
Name:

Mason Valley Janitorial

Agency Name: MENTAL HEALTH AND
DEVELOPMENTAL SERVICES

Contractor Name: Mason Valley Janitorial

Agency Code: 408 Address: 8 Van Fleet Drive
Appropriation Unit: 3648-04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Yerington, NV 89447

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775-463-2052
Vendor No.: T32000585
NV Business ID: NV20101023107

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2014-2015
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

X General Funds 100.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2013

Anticipated BOE meeting date 01/2013

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2015
Contract term: 1 year and 364 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Janitorial Services

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide janitorial services for the Yerington Mental Health Center to provide clean, sanitary
facility for the consumers use.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $10,300.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $400.00 per month
Other basis for payment: FY14 $400.00 per month x 12 months = $4,800.00, + carpet cleaning $350.00 = $5,150.00, and
FY15 $400.00 per month x 12 months = $4,800.00, + carpet cleaning $350.00 = $5,150.00.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
SAM 1008, 1014 and exhibit C of the Lease.  The Mental Health Center needs to be cleaned for the health and welfare of the
clients and employees of the centers

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
No state employees are available in these rural areas to provide these services.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
This contractor was the only vendor to send in a quote for the Yerington Mental Health Center.
d. Last bid date: 08/30/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 01/01/2015

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
This vendor has worked with Rural Services Yerington Mental Health Center from 06/04/2007 to present and has provided
satisfactory service.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is not registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office because the legal entity is a:
Sole Proprietor

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval bchisel 10/31/2012 10:20:27 AM
Division Approval bchisel 10/31/2012 10:20:29 AM
Department Approval bvale1 10/31/2012 10:43:44 AM
Contract Manager Approval cgoetz 10/31/2012 11:34:06 AM
Budget Analyst Approval bberry 11/06/2012 10:17:23 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 11/12/2012 10:33:47 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12863 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Lincoln County Hospital District

Agency Name: DIVISION OF CHILD AND FAMILY
SERVICES

Contractor Name: Lincoln County Hospital District

Agency Code: 409 Address: Grover C Dils Medical Center
Appropriation Unit: 3179-04 PO BOX 1010
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Caliente, NV 89008-1010

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/726-3171
Vendor No.: T80588110
NV Business ID: Public Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

X General Funds 100.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/10/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 1 year and 356 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: Medical Services

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides medical services, including diagnosis and
treatment to youth in residence at the Caliente Youth Center. This amendment extends the termination date from
December 31, 2012 to December 31, 2013, increases the monthly payment from $2,121.80 to $2,185.00 and increases
the maximum amount from $25,461.60 to $51,681.60.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $25,461.60
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $26,220.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $51,681.60

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 12/31/2013

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
NRS 432A.530 requires medical care to be provided to youth in our care.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
A medically qualified and licensed physician is required to provide diagnosis and treatment of the youth in residence, as well
as prescribe medications. There is no licensed physician on staff at Caliente Youth Center and no other State agency
provides these services.
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9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
This is an interlocal contract with Lincoln County Hospital District, Grover C Dils Medical Center. They are the only licensed
medical facility located within the area that will deliver services to the Caliente Youth Center.
d. Last bid date: 10/23/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 10/23/2013

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
FY12 - Current; Department of Health and Human Services, Division of Child and Family Services. Service has been
satisfactory.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is not registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office because the legal entity is a:
Other Public Entity as defined per SAM 300.

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
No b. If "No", is an exemption on file with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
No If "No", to a. AND b., please explain why the contractor does not have an SBL or an exemption.

This is an interlocal contract, they are a public entity.

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
No b. If "NO", please explain.

This is an interlocal contract, they are a public entity.

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dkluever 10/30/2012 14:20:51 PM
Division Approval dkluever 10/30/2012 14:21:00 PM
Department Approval bvale1 10/31/2012 07:43:08 AM
Contract Manager Approval cphenix 10/31/2012 10:18:44 AM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 11/05/2012 09:12:35 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 11/12/2012 11:18:16 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: CONV6680 Amendment

Number:
3

Legal Entity
Name:

Austin's House

Agency Name: CHILD AND FAMILY SERVICES
DIVISION

Contractor Name: Austin's House

Agency Code: 409 Address: 3589 North Sunridge Dr.
Appropriation Unit: 3229-10
Is budget authority
available?:

No City/State/Zip Carson City, NV 89705

If "No" please explain:  Work Program #C25303 is in
process, anticipated to be approved at the 12/11/12
Interim Finance Committee meeting.

Contact/Phone: Kathleen Miller 775.267.6711

Vendor No.: T29006676
NV Business ID: NV20031564889

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2010-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

X General Funds 100.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

Agency Reference #: 09078

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 08/11/2009

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 3 years and 324 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Health And Human Services

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the third amendment to the original contract which provides emergency shelter services for the youth in the
care of the Division of Child and Family Services. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $282,100 to
$561,100 due to the change in the cost from $100 per child, per day for the first 30 days; prevailing foster care rates
after the first 30 days and prevailing rates for clothing and incidentals after 30 days (age 0-12 years $22.45 / age 13 &
older $25.42) to a flat rate of $100 per child, per day, as approved with Amendment #2.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $282,100.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $279,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $561,100.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State of Nevada must supply emergency sheltering services for children and youth that are in the care and custody of
the Department of Health and Human Services, Division of Child and Family Services (DCFS).
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8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
DCFS does not operate any shelter care facilities. No other State agency provides these services.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

Yes

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
This vendor was chosen by the evaluation committee based on a predetermined set of criteria and weights. Multiple contract
awards were made from RFP #1788.
d. Last bid date: 05/15/2009 Anticipated re-bid date: 01/01/2013

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
FY09 to current; Division of Child and Family Services (DCFS). Services have been verified as satisfactory.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Non-profit Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. Not Applicable

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval pcolegro 10/30/2012 14:15:10 PM
Division Approval dkluever 10/30/2012 14:23:25 PM
Department Approval bvale1 10/31/2012 07:54:39 AM
Contract Manager Approval cphenix 10/31/2012 10:12:15 AM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 11/13/2012 12:25:12 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 11/13/2012 13:01:04 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: CONV6679 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

Schneider Electric Buildings Americas,
Inc.

Agency Name: CHILD AND FAMILY SERVICES
DIVISION

Contractor Name: Schneider Electric Buildings
Americas, Inc.

Agency Code: 409 Address: 1650 West Crosby Road
Appropriation Unit: 3646-07
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Carrollton, TX 75006

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702.896.8300
Vendor No.: PUR0001005
NV Business ID: NV20071402383

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2009-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

X General Funds 45.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 52.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 3.00 % Private Insurance
Agency Reference #: 09054-0

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 06/30/2009

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 4 years and 1 day

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Janitorial, Building Maintenance and Repair Servic

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original contract, which provides routine and preventative maintence services
for the TAC controls that govern the heating and air conditioning at Desert Willow Treatment Center, located in Las
Vegas. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $30,000 to $41,880 due to the need for additional
materials and repairs.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $30,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $11,880.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $41,880.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Routine and preventative maintenance of Heating Ventilation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) system controls is necessary to
ensure the health of clients, families, visitors and staff at Desert Willow Treatment Center. Additional repairs are needed
because failed actuators have prevented the system from working properly. For life safety purposes, the refrigerant leak
detector is defective and warrants replacement.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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The Division of Child and Family Services does not have the required licensing and/or certification needed. No other State
agency provides these services.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Sole Source Contract (As Approved by Chief of Purchasing)
        Approval #: 121006A
        Approval Date: 10/30/2012
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
The equipment is proprietary and Schneider Electric of Americas is the only company that can provide the needed repairs.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
FY09 - current; Department of Health and Human Services, Division of Child and Family Services. Services has been verified
as satisfactory.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dkluever 10/31/2012 12:33:40 PM
Division Approval dkluever 10/31/2012 12:33:50 PM
Department Approval bvale1 10/31/2012 14:22:10 PM
Contract Manager Approval cphenix 10/31/2012 14:27:45 PM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 11/03/2012 13:21:48 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 11/12/2012 12:04:04 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12775 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Manpower Inc. of Southern Nevada

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS Contractor Name: Manpower Inc. of Southern Nevada
Agency Code: 440 Address: 2535 West Cheyenne, Suite 105
Appropriation Unit: 3711-15
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip North Las Vegas, NV 89032

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Dan Ward 702.242.2675
Vendor No.: T81026942
NV Business ID: NV19651001276

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

X General Funds 65.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 21.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 14.00 % Career Enhancement Funds - DETR

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/10/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2014

Contract term: 2 years and 171 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Vocational Training

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing vocational training and job readiness
courses to inmates incarcerated within the department.  This amendment increases the contract amount by $32,000
for a new maximum contract amount of $56,000.  The original contract provided for 16 courses which have been
completed, this amendment will allow for an additional 18 courses for more intensive classroom instruction to
inmates that have completed Job Readiness training.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $24,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $32,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $56,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The need to meet performance indicators as mandated in Federal grants received by NDOC, as well as preparing inmates
for gainful employment upon release.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Department of Corrections does not have the staff and/or expertise necessary. No other State agency offers these
services.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
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Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Multiple contract awards are being made from Solicitation 201208. Manpower Inc. of Southern Nevada is one of the vendors
that can provide NDOC with vocational training classes.
d. Last bid date: 09/14/2011 Anticipated re-bid date: 09/14/2015

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
FY12; DETR. Services have been verified as satisfactory.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Nevada Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dmartine 09/26/2012 08:50:21 AM
Division Approval bfarris 10/08/2012 17:21:32 PM
Department Approval bfarris 10/08/2012 17:21:37 PM
Contract Manager Approval jhardy 10/31/2012 16:16:58 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cmurph3 11/14/2012 12:16:11 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/15/2012 13:41:39 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13880

Legal Entity
Name:

Advanced Chemical Technology (ACT)

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS Contractor Name: Advanced Chemical Technology
(ACT)

Agency Code: 440 Address: 8728 Utica Avenue
Appropriation Unit: 3717-09
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Dan Earley 800.527.9607
Vendor No.: T29018816
NV Business ID: NV20101547478

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2017
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

X General Funds 100.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 11/30/2016
Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Water Treatment

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide water and boiler treatment services to multiple correctional facilities located in
northern Nevada: Northern Nevada Correctional Center, Stewart Conservation Camp, Silver State Industries/Dairy,
Warm Springs Correctional Center, and Lovelock Correctional Center.  Includes all necessary chemicals and
monthly services.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $90,975.75

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
For the health and safety of staff and inmates.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Department does not have the staff, expertise and/or equipment necessary.  No other State agency offers these
services.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable

Page 1 of 2Contract #: 13880 18



c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
They were the only proposal received.
d. Last bid date: 08/30/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 05/30/2016

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Department of Corrections and quality of service provided was excellent.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval ssergent 10/24/2012 16:56:09 PM
Division Approval bfarris 10/24/2012 17:50:07 PM
Department Approval dreed 10/25/2012 08:22:57 AM
Contract Manager Approval jhardy 10/30/2012 13:44:02 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cmurph3 10/31/2012 08:49:34 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/03/2012 07:18:56 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13739

Legal Entity
Name:

Pestmaster Services, Inc

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS Contractor Name: Pestmaster Services, Inc
Agency Code: 440 Address: 1125 East 4th Street
Appropriation Unit: 3754-09
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Reno, NV 89512

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Charles Jehle 775-358-5966
Vendor No.: T81026165A
NV Business ID: NV19821001474

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2016
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

X General Funds 100.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 211 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Pest Control Service

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide regular scheduled pest control services at the following correctional facility:
Tonopah Conservation Camp (TCC).

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $10,964.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
For the health and safety of staff and inmates.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
NDOC employees do not have the expertise and or equipment necessary to provide pest control services. No other State
agency offers these services.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Pestmaster Services, Inc had the lowest bid.
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d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date: 06/30/2016

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
FY08 - FY12: Department of Corrections. Service has been verified as satisfactory.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Nevada Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dbretche 09/07/2012 14:37:17 PM
Division Approval bfarris 09/07/2012 15:30:19 PM
Department Approval dreed 09/11/2012 18:14:22 PM
Contract Manager Approval jhardy 10/25/2012 10:51:03 AM
Budget Analyst Approval cmurph3 10/29/2012 09:58:41 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/03/2012 07:13:17 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12673 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

RSVP Transport, Inc.

Agency Name: DPS-HIGHWAY PATROL Contractor Name: RSVP Transport, Inc.
Agency Code: 651 Address: 75 Bank Street
Appropriation Unit: 4713-13 Ste. #1
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Sparks, NV 89431

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Neal McCoy 775.722.8744
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20091557675

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

X Highway Funds 100.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 12/13/2011

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

11/30/2013

Contract term: 1 year and 353 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Transport NHP Cars

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing transport services for Nevada Highway
Patrol. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $14,700 to $29,700 due to increased volume of
vehicles that will be excessed.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $14,700.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $15,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $29,700.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Nevada Highway Patrol vehicles must be relocated to various parts of the state from time to time.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees do not have the specialized car carrier/transport equipment to accomplish the moving of vehicles from one
location to another.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No
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a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
RSVP was the sole respondent to the solicitation.
d. Last bid date: 08/19/2011 Anticipated re-bid date: 10/14/2013

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Nevada Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval cpalme2 09/05/2012 16:09:30 PM
Division Approval shoh1 10/25/2012 15:11:50 PM
Department Approval jbauer 10/30/2012 08:20:51 AM
Contract Manager Approval jbauer 10/30/2012 08:20:54 AM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 11/14/2012 13:39:57 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 11/14/2012 13:40:02 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13860

Legal Entity
Name:

U.S. Geological Survey

Agency Name: DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES Contractor Name: U.S. Geological Survey
Agency Code: 705 Address: 2730 Deer Run Road
Appropriation Unit: 4157-10
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Carson City, NV 89701

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Mega Rogers 702-564-4526
Vendor No.: T80838030
NV Business ID: N/A

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 43.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 57.00 % Basin Funds 10.19%; Pass Through Funds
36.85%

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 10/01/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
Documents necessary for the processing of this Joint Funding Agreement were received September 28, 2012, from
the Southern Nevada Water Authority (SNWA).  Receipt of the documents prior to processing the JFA was
necessary as they are the authorizing instruments approved by the SNWA Board that allow for contributing funding
to the JFA.

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2013
Contract term: 364 days

4. Type of contract: Cooperative Agreement
Contract description: So. & East JFA

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide for an ongoing water monitoring program of water resources in Southern and
Eastern Nevada.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $561,364.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $140,341.00 per quarter
Other basis for payment: State of Nevada and SNWA portion is $80,047 per quarter.  Federal portion is $60,294 per quarter.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
This is an on-going data collection program instituted to provide information regarding hydrologic conditions in the region.
This information is necessary for the administratin of the region's water resources.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The U. S. Geological Survey has the scientists, equipment and expertise to provide the products and services.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No
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a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?

d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
The Division has executed many agreements with the U. S. Geological Survey that have resulted in many products widely
used by governmental agencies and the public.  The results have been satisfactory.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is not registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office because the legal entity is a:
Governmental Entity

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval bkordono 10/11/2012 11:57:59 AM
Division Approval bkordono 10/11/2012 11:58:02 AM
Department Approval bkordono 10/11/2012 11:58:05 AM
Contract Manager Approval bkordono 10/16/2012 08:51:09 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/18/2012 14:44:09 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 11/14/2012 13:38:36 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13891

Legal Entity
Name:

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION

Agency Code: 800 Address: COMMISSION
Appropriation Unit: 4660-06 2050 VILLANOVA DR
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89502-3163

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/348-0400
Vendor No.: PUR0002452
NV Business ID: N/A

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 95.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 5.00 % RTC Washoe County Funds

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 10/31/2013
Contract term: 333 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: Multimodal Analysis

5. Purpose of contract:
The purpose of this new interlocal agreement is to conduct a multimodal (pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and
automobile) analysis for transportation improvements on Virginia Street in Reno, NV, from the new Geiger Grade
Alignment to North McCarran Boulevard.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $400,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The purpose of this Agreement is to conduct a multimodal (pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and automobile) analysis for
transportation improvements on Virginia Street in Reno, NV, from the new Geiger Grade Alignment to North McCarran
Boulevard.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Limited staffing to complete the task. The Transportation Equity Act for the 21ST Century (SAFETEA-LU) provides funding
for all modes of transportation through the Surface Transportation (STP) Washoe Funding category, under which this
PROJECT is eligible for ninety-five percent (95%) federal funds and five percent (5%) RTC Washoe County funds.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?

d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is not registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office because the legal entity is a:
Governmental Entity

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval mstewa10 10/30/2012 15:12:32 PM
Division Approval mstewa10 10/30/2012 15:12:34 PM
Department Approval mstewa10 10/30/2012 15:12:37 PM
Contract Manager Approval mstewa10 10/30/2012 15:12:41 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 11/14/2012 13:42:20 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 11/14/2012 13:42:25 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13905

Legal Entity
Name:

WASHOE, COUNTY OF

Agency Name: DEPT OF MOTOR VEHICLES Contractor Name: WASHOE, COUNTY OF
Agency Code: 810 Address: WASHOE COUNTY HEALTH DISTRICT
Appropriation Unit: 4722-25 PO BOX 11130
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89520-0027

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/328-2510
Vendor No.: T40283400Q
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Pollution Control Fees
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 01/2013

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2014
Contract term: 1 year and 179 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: Air Quality Programs

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal agreement to fund the purchase of ambient air quality monitoring equipment; provide
resources for air quality travel/training; fund public outreach activities; implement air pollutant mitigation
measurers; as well as conduct studies and develop plans to address air quality issues and air pollution emissions.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $182,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
NRS 445B.830, authorizes the State to award grants to agencies for programs related to the improvement of the quality air.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
No State employees available.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
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d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
Yes If "Yes", please explain

Washoe County is a governmental entity.

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Grants awarded in previous fiscal years.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is not registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office because the legal entity is a:
Governmental Entity

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval csthil 11/08/2012 11:17:00 AM
Division Approval csthil 11/08/2012 11:17:03 AM
Department Approval dcook 11/09/2012 09:39:22 AM
Contract Manager Approval hazevedo 11/09/2012 17:12:00 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 11/15/2012 10:41:18 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 11/15/2012 10:41:22 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13695 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

NEVADA ENERGY SYSTEMS INC

Agency Name: REHABILITATION DIVISION Contractor Name: NEVADA ENERGY SYSTEMS INC
Agency Code: 901 Address: PO BOX 10083
Appropriation Unit: 3269-04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89510-0083

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: SANDY TODARO 775/331-4151
Vendor No.: T81070315A
NV Business ID: NV19941116677

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2016
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 100.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: 1702-13-BDA

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 02/22/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

02/28/2013

Contract term: 4 years and 7 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Generator Service

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original contract to perform quarterly inspections, to include one annual
service, for the generator located at the Bureau of Disability Adjudication, 2527 North Carson Street, Carson City,
Nevada.  This amendment extends the termination date from February 28, 2013 to February 28, 2016 and increases
the maximum amount from $5,160 to $12,160 due to unanticipated repair costs and the continued need for these
services.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $1,500.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $3,660.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $7,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $12,160.00

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 02/28/2016

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Social Security Administration requires a generator system in the event of power failure and as such, this system requires
quarterly inspections and annual service to ensure compliance with the warranty.  The agency has verified that this
contractor has a Nevada State Business License and is in good standing with the Secretary of State's Office.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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State employees lack the knowledge and/or expertise required to inspect and service this generator.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Only two companies were authorized by the manufacturer to service this generator.  Calls were placed to both vendors-
Nevada Generator Systems Inc. and Nevada Energy Systems Inc.  After reviewing the proposals submitted, it was
determined to be in the best interest of the State to select this vendor for these services.
d. Last bid date: 10/01/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 10/01/2015

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
This contractor has been under contract with the Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation, Rehabilitation
Division since February 2012 and performance has been satisfactory.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Nevada Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 10/04/2012 09:30:17 AM
Division Approval mcol1 10/23/2012 08:52:42 AM
Department Approval tnash 10/23/2012 16:01:48 PM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 10/24/2012 12:34:25 PM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 11/09/2012 15:56:05 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/12/2012 10:33:56 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13606

Legal Entity
Name:

ACT INC

Agency Name: EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DIVISION Contractor Name: ACT INC
Agency Code: 902 Address: 500 ACT DR
Appropriation Unit: 4770-12
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip IOWA CITY, IA 52243-9003

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null319/337-1429
Vendor No.: T29022931
NV Business ID: NV20071357380

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2015
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Career Enhancement Funds

Agency Reference #: FY13-CEP-ACT

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 12/04/2014
Contract term: 2 years and 3 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Pilot Program

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to license the American College Testing (ACT) assessment program, for use in a pilot project,
to provide training and assessments to unemployed workers and students in Nevada.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $330,000.00
Other basis for payment: The State shall pay $165,000, upon receipt of an invoice from ACT, Inc., at the commencement of
the first year period of this Contract, and another $165,000, upon receipt of an invoice, at the commencement of the second
one year period of this Contract.  The contract maximum shall not exceed $330,000 for the term of the contract.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Governor's vision is to provide a vibrant, innovative and sustainable economy through workforce development.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Department does not employ persons who are qualified to provide the assessments, research and program
management solutions in areas of education and workforce development.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Sole Source Contract (As Approved by Chief of Purchasing)
        Approval #: 120508
        Approval Date: 05/29/2012
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?

d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Non-profit Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. Not Applicable

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 11/06/2012 09:51:42 AM
Division Approval rolso1 11/06/2012 10:38:10 AM
Department Approval tnash 11/06/2012 10:39:34 AM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 11/06/2012 10:39:37 AM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 11/06/2012 16:42:23 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/06/2012 17:21:17 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13881

Legal Entity
Name:

JA SOLARI & PARTNERS LLC

Agency Name: EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DIVISION Contractor Name: JA SOLARI & PARTNERS LLC
Agency Code: 902 Address: 500 DAMONTE RANCH PKWY

STE1008
Appropriation Unit: 4770-11
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89521-5968

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/827-3550
Vendor No.: T27028301
NV Business ID: NV20111407891

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 100.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: PY12- AUDIT/SOLARI

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2014
Contract term: 1 year and 210 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Solari-Audit

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing fiscal monitoring of Nevada's two local workforce investment boards,
Nevadaworks and Workforce Connections, for compliance with the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 program
specific requirements for the Adult, Dislocated Workers, and Youth programs for years 2012, 2013, and a
preliminary review audit for 2014.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $292,500.00
Other basis for payment: The parties agree that Contractor will provide the services specified in paragraph five (5) at an
hourly rates of: Partner $275/hour, Manager $175/hour, and Staff Accountant $125/hour; Program Year 2012 estimated costs
- $100,000; Program Year 2013 estimated costs - $100,000; Program Year 2014 estimated costs - $92,500. State will
process payment when approved request for funds form is received and approved by the Department, normally once each
month for the duration of the contract, not to exceed the contract maximum of $292,500 for the term of the contract.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
WIA Section 184(a) (4), 667.410 requires the State to conduct annual financial monitoring of all sub recipients to ensure
proper use and accounting of all funds.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
It is in the best interest of the Department for this review to be conducted by an Independent Certified Public Accounting firm
with the required credentials to perform financial audits
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9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Contractor is an experienced and established CPA firm in Nevada and is on the Legislative Counsel Bureau's list of approved
single audit firms.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
J.A. Solari & Partners has been previously engaged with the Department's Rehabilitation Department and performed
satisfactorily.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
LLC

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 10/23/2012 13:25:09 PM
Division Approval rolso1 10/28/2012 20:51:40 PM
Department Approval tnash 10/29/2012 15:36:37 PM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 10/31/2012 10:00:10 AM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 11/09/2012 15:44:22 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/12/2012 10:36:34 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13885

Legal Entity
Name:

WORKFORCE CONNECTIONS

Agency Name: EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DIVISION Contractor Name: WORKFORCE CONNECTIONS
Agency Code: 902 Address: 7251 W LAKE MEAD BLVD STE 250
Appropriation Unit: 4770-19
Is budget authority
available?:

No City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89128-8365

If "No" please explain:  This contract is contingent upon
approval of an extension to the SESP grant's period of
performance by the U.S. Department of Labor.  Currently,
the SESP grant is scheduled to terminate on January 28,
2013.  DETR has requested an extension of this grant
through June 30, 2013.

Contact/Phone: null702/638-8750

Vendor No.: T81079028
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 100.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: 902

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2013
Contract term: 210 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: State Energy Sector

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide funds to support Workforce Connection's State Energy Sector Partnership (SESP)
Health and Medical Services Sector program.  The SESP program provides training for renewable energy jobs for
Adult, Veteran, Dislocated Worker, and Youth job seekers in southern Nevada.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $200,000.00
Other basis for payment: Workforce Connections agrees to provide the services set forth in paragraph (6) at a cost not to
exceed the contract maximum of $200,000 for the term of the contract. State will process payment when approved request
for funds form is received and approved by the Department, normally once each week for the duration of the contract, not to
exceed the contract maximum of $200,000These funds represent Program Year 2011 and 2012, U.S. Department of Labor,
State Energy Sector Partnership funds administered by the State of Nevada, Department of Employment, Training and
Rehabilitations Employment Security Division.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Workforce Investment Act (WIA) of 1998.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:

Page 1 of 2Contract #: 13885 27



The division does not employ staff who are qualified to administer the State Energy Sector Partnership grant.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Interlocal Agreement with another Public Agency.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is not registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office because the legal entity is a:
Governmental Entity

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 10/30/2012 12:47:33 PM
Division Approval rolso1 10/31/2012 15:22:33 PM
Department Approval tnash 10/31/2012 15:26:40 PM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 10/31/2012 16:06:49 PM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 11/09/2012 16:03:38 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/13/2012 14:33:06 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13879

Legal Entity
Name:

DOP INC DBA

Agency Name: EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DIVISION Contractor Name: DOP INC DBA
Agency Code: 902 Address: VEGAS PAINTERS
Appropriation Unit: 4771-07 2840 S JONES BLVD STE 3
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89146-5654

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/947-3333
Vendor No.: T29024881
NV Business ID: NV19991244311

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % ESD Special Fund

Agency Reference #: 1763-13-DETR

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
Yes or   b. other effective date: NA

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 03/31/2013
Contract term: 119 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Painting LV DETR

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract, which provides for the interior & exterior painting of the Department of Employment,
Training, and Rehabilitation office located at 2800 East St. Louis Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $19,895.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $19,895.00 per Job completion
Other basis for payment: The State will process payment upon receipt of an approved invoice, not to exceed the contract
maximum of $19,985.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Interior and exterior needs to be repainted.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State personnel do not have the equipment to perform this work.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Lowest price.
d. Last bid date: 09/17/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 09/17/2016

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Vegas Painters has been used by the Department of Employment, Training, and Rehabilitation since 2011 and service was
satisfactory.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Nevada Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 10/23/2012 13:23:38 PM
Division Approval rolso1 10/28/2012 20:53:51 PM
Department Approval tnash 10/29/2012 15:33:56 PM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 10/31/2012 09:56:46 AM
Budget Analyst Approval sbrown 11/12/2012 10:38:03 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/15/2012 13:41:12 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 11243 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

 HARTFORD LIFE Insurance Company

Agency Name: DEFERRED COMPENSATION Contractor Name:  HARTFORD LIFE Insurance Company
Agency Code: 920 Address: One Hartford Plaza
Appropriation Unit: 1017-00
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Hartford, CT 06144-1583

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Todd Theroux 860 843-8824
Vendor No.: PRD102612
NV Business ID: NV20101399825

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2008-2015
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Revenue

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2008

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 7 years and 1 day

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Service Contract

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original revenue contract, which manages the administrative, accounting, and
investments for the State of Nevada Employee's Deferred Compensation Plan. This amendment extends the
termination date from December 31, 2012 to December 31, 2014 and states The Hartford will provide an annual
reimbursement to the state on a quarterly basis up to $427,128.00.  Previous revenue earned under this contract
totals $1,606,167.21, and with the proposed maximum reimbursement of $854,256 for the next two years, brings the
total anticipated maximum revenue to $2,460,423.21.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $0.01
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $2,460,423.20
4. New maximum contract amount: $2,460,423.21

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 12/31/2014

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State of Nevada does not have staff or expertise to manage the administrative, accounting and investments for the State
of Nevada Employees' Deferred Compensation Plan.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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The State of Nevada does not have staff or expertise to manage the administrative, accounting and investments for the State
of Nevada Employees' Deferred Compensation Plan.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Superior pricing and customer service.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Hartford Life Insurance Company has provided service for Deferred Compensation since 1980, approximatley.  Deferred
Compensation and has been satisfied with the service they have received.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval wsalisp1 11/05/2012 16:07:00 PM
Division Approval wsalisp1 11/05/2012 16:07:03 PM
Department Approval wsalisp1 11/05/2012 16:07:06 PM
Contract Manager Approval csweeney 11/05/2012 16:12:13 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 11/13/2012 13:19:29 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/13/2012 14:17:42 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 11028 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

ING Life Insurance and Annuity Co.

Agency Name: DEFERRED COMPENSATION Contractor Name: ING Life Insurance and Annuity Co.
Agency Code: 920 Address: One Orange Way
Appropriation Unit: 1017-00 844 West Nye Lane Suite 101 CC
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Windsor, CT 06095

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Steve Platt/ Regional Manager 775 886-
2402

Vendor No.: PRD102669
NV Business ID: NV20001127446

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2008-2015
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Revenue

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2008

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 7 years and 1 day

4. Type of contract: Other (include description): null
Contract description: Professional Service

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original revenue contract, which manages the administrative, accounting, and
investments for the State of Nevada Employee's Deferred Compensation Plan. This amendment extends the
termination date from December 31, 2012 to December 31, 2014 and states ING will provide an annual
reimbursement to the state up to $90,000.00.  Previous revenue earned under this contract totals $346,180.63, and
with the proposed maximum reimbursement of $180,000 for the next two years, brings the total anticipated
maximum revenue to $526,180.63.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $0.01
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $526,180.62
4. New maximum contract amount: $526,180.63

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 12/31/2014

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State of Nevada does not have staff or expertise to manage the administrative, accounting, and investments for the
State of Nevada Employees' Deferred Compensation Plan.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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The State of Nevada does not have staff or expertise to manage the administrative, accounting, and investments for the
State of Nevada Employees' Deferred Compensation Plan.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Superior pricing and customer service
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
State of Nevada employees' Deferred Compensation Committee 2002-2007

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
LLC

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval wsalisp1 11/05/2012 16:07:36 PM
Division Approval wsalisp1 11/05/2012 16:07:39 PM
Department Approval wsalisp1 11/05/2012 16:07:41 PM
Contract Manager Approval csweeney 11/13/2012 12:58:30 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 11/13/2012 13:17:56 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/13/2012 14:14:59 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13784 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Segal Rogerscasey

Agency Name: DEFERRED COMPENSATION Contractor Name: Segal Rogerscasey
Agency Code: 920 Address: 333 West 34th St
Appropriation Unit: 1017-04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip New York, NY 10001-2402

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Francis Picarelli 212.251.5452
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20121521837

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Vendor Reimbursements

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 09/11/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 201 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Investment Advisory

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides investment performance review reports, news
on investment activities between quarters including capital market research, educate board members on the
economic and capital market environment, conduct investment option searches and to negotiate a contract with the
selected record keeper. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to March 31, 2013
and increases the maximum amount from $24,999 to $44,999 due to the continued need for these services.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $24,999.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $20,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $44,999.00

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 03/31/2013

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The committee oversees over $550 million of participant defined contribution retirement funds and the adviser is a
contractual co-fiduciary who provides investment and regulatory expertise to assist the committee in fulfilling its fiduciary
duties.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Lack of required level of knowledge and expertise.
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9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Overall price and most recent experience providing these services to the Program.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Yes, this vendor provided satisfactory services to the Nevada Deferred Compensation Program approximately 4.25 years
ago.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval wsalisp1 11/05/2012 16:08:58 PM
Division Approval wsalisp1 11/05/2012 16:09:01 PM
Department Approval wsalisp1 11/05/2012 16:09:03 PM
Contract Manager Approval csweeney 11/05/2012 16:16:33 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 11/13/2012 10:05:03 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/16/2012 08:03:56 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13705

Legal Entity
Name:

KOHN COLODNY LLP

Agency Name: LICENSING BOARDS &
COMMISSIONS

Contractor Name: KOHN COLODNY LLP

Agency Code: BDC Address: 5310 KIETZKE LN STE 101
Appropriation Unit: B001 - All Categories
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89511

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Beth Kohn 775/828-7300
Vendor No.: T27009430
NV Business ID: NV19971000194

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2016
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 %

Agency Reference #: B060

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2013

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2015
Contract term: 2 years and 364 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Audit Services

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide audit services for the Board of Accountancy's financial statements as required
within Nevada Revised Statutes.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $21,350.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $0.00 per Annually
Other basis for payment: Payments made annually as follows: $6950, $7100, $7300

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
NRS requires an independent audit be conducted of the Board's financial statments and position.  Results of the audit must
be provided to the Legislative Counsel Bureau.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
An Audit must be conducted by an independent Certified Public Accountant in accordance with Governmental Auditing
Standards.  An Employee would not be able to provide this work as it would require (1) a CPA and (2) independence would
be an issue as the auditor must remain independent and objective while performing the audit

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No
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a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Kohn Colodny has performed the Board's indpendent audit for many years and is exteremely thorough and professional in
their handling of the engagement.  In addition, Kohn Colodny is extremely qualified to conduct GASB No 34 Audits in
accordance with Governmental Standards.  Based on the continuity of the firm's engagement they were able to provide the
services at a substantially lower dollar amount than other firms.
d. Last bid date: 05/10/2010 Anticipated re-bid date: 07/01/2015

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Kohn Colodny has performed prior fiscal year audits for the State Board of Accountancy under a state approved contract.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
LLP

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval vwind1 09/28/2012 11:34:31 AM
Division Approval vwind1 09/28/2012 11:34:38 AM
Department Approval vwind1 09/28/2012 11:34:44 AM
Contract Manager Approval vwind1 10/09/2012 12:48:41 PM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 10/12/2012 09:51:29 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 11/19/2012 08:29:02 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13901

Legal Entity
Name:

VF IMAGEWEAR INC

Agency Name: MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS Contractor Name: VF IMAGEWEAR INC
Agency Code: MSA Address: VF SOLUTIONS
Appropriation Unit: 9999 - All Categories 545 MARRIOTT DR STE 200
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip NASHVILLE, TN 37214

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null615/565-5253
Vendor No.: PUR0003060
NV Business ID: NV20101373174

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2015
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Various

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/08/2013

Anticipated BOE meeting date 01/2013

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2014
Contract term: 1 year and 357 days

4. Type of contract: MSA
Contract description: Uniforms

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new Master Service Agreement/Good of the State contract to provide uniforms for various agencies
throughout the State.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $1,000,000.00
Other basis for payment: Per uniform purchased at price listed in the cost section of the RFP.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Various agencies require uniforms to perform their job duties.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
This is a specialized commodity and service that State employees cannot perform.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

Yes

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
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VF Imagewear Inc. was the sole respondent for this solicitation. They are also the previous contract holder and do
satisfactory work.
d. Last bid date: 06/12/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 06/30/2014

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
This copntractor currently holds the uniforms contract for various agencies within the State of Nevada. This contract has
performed satisfactorily.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval ldeloach 11/07/2012 11:11:07 AM
Division Approval ldeloach 11/07/2012 11:11:12 AM
Department Approval ldeloach 11/07/2012 11:11:14 AM
Contract Manager Approval gburchet 11/07/2012 11:56:09 AM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 11/13/2012 11:49:46 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/13/2012 14:20:14 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 12/05/2012

CONTRACT SUMMARY
(This form must accompany all contracts submitted to the Board of Examiners (BOE) for review and approval)

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 10964 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

West Publishing Corporation

Agency Name: MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS Contractor Name: West Publishing Corporation
Agency Code: MSA Address: 610 Opperman Drive D5-S492
Appropriation Unit: 9999 - All Categories
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Eagan , MN 55123

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Thomas Hamilton 651 687 5744
Vendor No.: T80028790
NV Business ID: NV19971102844

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2011-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Various Agency Funds

Agency Reference #: RFP 1821

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon Board of

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2010

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

Retroactive? No
If "Yes", please explain
Not Applicable

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2014

Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: MSA
Contract description: Professional Service

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract for on-line information for legal and public records research for
various state agencies.  This amendment increases the contract amount from $500,000 to $1,200,000 based on
current usage.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $500,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $700,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $1,200,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Several agencies require this type of  information in order to conduct  business.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The State does not have this type of information available to them

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

Yes
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a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Evaluation Committee.  The agency has verified the vendor has a Nevada business license and is in good standing in all
areas of the Secretary of State Business requirements.
d. Last bid date: 09/25/2009 Anticipated re-bid date: 10/31/2013

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

11. a. Is the contractor a current employee of the State of Nevada or will the contracted services be performed by a current
employee of the State of Nevada?

No

b. Was the contractor formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months or will the contracted services be
performed by someone formerly employed by the State of Nevada within the last 24 months?

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
No If "Yes", please explain

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
This vendor has been providing service for 10 years.

13. Is the contractor currently involved in litigation with the State of Nevada?
No If "Yes", please provide details of the litigation and facts supporting  approval of the contract:

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation

15. a. Is the Contractor Name the same as the legal Entity Name?
Yes

16. a. Does the contractor have a current Nevada State Business License (SBL)?
Yes

17. a. Is the legal entity active and in good standing with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
Yes

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval ldeloach 10/17/2012 17:02:51 PM
Division Approval ldeloach 10/17/2012 17:02:54 PM
Department Approval ldeloach 10/17/2012 17:02:56 PM
Contract Manager Approval cjanes 10/30/2012 11:21:03 AM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 10/30/2012 11:25:53 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 11/03/2012 07:15:49 AM

Page 2 of 2Contract #: 10964 MSA 2














	Agenda
	Agenda Item # 1 - Public Comment - NSHE
	Agenda Item # 2 - Approval of November Minutes
	Agenda Item # 3 - State Manual Revisions
	Agenda Item # 4 - Cash Settlement
	Agenda Item # 5 - State Vehicle Purchase
	Agenda Item # 6 - Request for General Fund Allocation from the Interim Finance Committee Contingency Fund
	Agenda Item # 7 - Notification of intent to file for a grant or loan from the disaster relief account which requires an extension to collect data
	Agenda Item # 8 - Lease
	Agenda Item # 9 - Contracts
	Agenda Item # 10 - Master Service Agreements
	Agenda Item # 11 - Informational Items 



