
POST 
 

*** NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING *** 
 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS 
 

 
LOCATION:  Capitol Building 

The Guinn Room 
101 N. Carson Street 
Carson City, Nevada 89701 
 

VIDEOCONFERENCE: Grant Sawyer State Office Building 
    555 E. Washington Avenue, Ste. 5100 
    Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
 
DATE AND TIME: November 10, 2015 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 OCTOBER 13, 2015 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS’ MEETING MINUTES 
  

*3. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL/REVIEW OF AN EMERGENCY 
CONTRACT WITH A CURRENT AND/OR FORMER EMPLOYEE 
 

A. Department of Health and Human Services – Health Care, Financing and   
Policy 
 

Pursuant to NRS 333.705 subsection 4, the Department of Health and Human Services, Division 
of Health Care Financing and Policy seeks a favorable recommendation regarding the division’s 
determination to use the emergency provision to contract with a former Administrative Services 
Officer from October 26, 2015 through February 19, 2016 to provide training on various budget 
and fiscal activities and consult with administration on division related issues, including the 
development of a new rate methodology for Newborn Intensive Care Unit patients. 
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B. Department of Education  
 

Pursuant to NRS 333.705 subsection 4, the Department of Education seeks a favorable 
recommendation regarding the department’s determination to use the emergency provision to 
contract with a former Administrative Services Officer from June 17, 2015 through October 16, 
2015 to provide training, knowledge transfer and technical assistance with the allocation and 
payment models for the Distributive School Account, Class Size Reduction, Full-day 
Kindergarten and other state programs. 
 

*4. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – AUTHORIZATION TO CONTRACT WITH A 
CURRENT AND/OR FORMER EMPLOYEE 

 
A. Department of Health and Human Services – Public and Behavioral Health 

 
Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Health and Human Services, Division 
of Public and Behavioral Health requests retroactive authority to contract with a former 
employee from November 5, 2015 through January 31, 2016 to provide training, expertise in 
policies, security, and safety and forensic knowledge for the Rapid Stabilization Unit at the 
Rawson Neal Hospital and the Stein Hospital. This is an extension of the emergency contract that 
was approved at the August 11, 2015 meeting of the Board of Examiners.  

 
B.     Department of Administration - Purchasing 

 
Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Administration, Purchasing Division, 
requests retroactive authority to contract with former employees from June 1, 2013 through May 
31, 2017 through a Master Services Agreement (MSA) to act as uniformed security guards to 
various State agencies. Purchasing currently has an MSA who has used and is proposing to 
continue to use former employees through the term of the contract. 
 

C. Department of Education  
 

Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Education requests authority to 
contract with a former Department of Education, Administrative Services Officer, through a 
temporary service, to provide technical assistance with the allocation and payment models for the 
Distributive School Account, Class Size Reduction, Full Day Kindergarten, and grants 
management, fiscal support and oversight for all state and federal grant programs managed by 
the Department, through December 31, 2016. 
       

*5. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – DELEGATED AUTHORITY TO THE CLERK 
OF THE BOARD 

BOE 
Requirement NRS Current Delegated Authority 

Proposed 
Delegated 
Authority 

Contracts, 
Cooperative 
Agreements, 
Interlocals 

333.700 

Authority to approve contracts for amounts less than 
$50,000.00.  Approval of contracts entered into by the 
State Gaming Control Board for purposes of investigating 
an applicant for or a holder of a gaming license.  

No Change 
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BOE 
Requirement NRS Current Delegated Authority 

Proposed 
Delegated 
Authority 

    
Stale Claims 
Account 353.097(4) 

Authority to approve all stale claims, as defined in 
subsection 1 of NRS 353.097, from the Stale Claims 
account. 

No Change 

Refunds for 
overpayment of 
taxes, license 
fees and other 
charges 

353.110(2) 
Authority to approve all refunds relating to an 
overpayment of a license fee, tax or other charge made to 
any state agency or officer. 

No Change 

Petty Cash 
Account 353.252(1) 

Authority to authorize a state agency to establish a petty 
cash account of not more than $500.00 out of the agency’s 
budgeted resources. 

No Change 

Emergency 
Account 353.263(4) 

Authority to determine whether an emergency exists as 
defined in subsection 1 of NRS 353.263, and approve 
expenditures from the Emergency Account. 

No Change 

Statutory 
Contingency 
Fund 

353.264(3) Authority to approve the payments of claims, as defined 
in subsection 2 of NRS 353.264. No Change 

Bad Debts 353C.220(1) Authority to designate a debt of not more than $50.00 as a 
bad debt. No Change 

Home Storage 
of State 
Vehicles 

SAM 1306 
Department head or designee may approve home storage 
or State Vehicles for their respective departments and 
report to the Clerk. 

Approved by the 
Board of 

Examiners for each 
vehicle stored at 

home 

DETR report of 
Provider 
Agreements 

Per the 
March 2014 

Board of 
Examiners 

Annual report to the Board of Examiners. 

Report to the Clerk 
on behalf of the 

Board 

 
*6. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – LEASES (Attached as Exhibit 1) 

 
*7. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – CONTRACTS (Attached as Exhibit 2) 
 
*8. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS (Attached 

as Exhibit 3) 
 
9. CONTRACTS APPROVED BY THE CLERK OF THE BOARD (Attached as 

Exhibit 4) – INFORMATION ITEM 
 
Pursuant to NRS 333.700 subsection 7 (a), the Clerk of the Board may approve all contract 
transactions for amounts less than $50,000. Per direction from the August 13, 2013 meeting of 
the Board of Examiners, the Board wished to receive an informational item listing all approvals 
applicable to the new threshold ($10,000 - $49,999). Attached is a list of all applicable approvals 
for contracts and amendments approved from September 15, 2015 through October 15, 2015. 
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 10. INFORMATION ITEM 
 

A. Department of Motor Vehicles – Complete Streets Program 
 

Pursuant to NRS 482.480, subsection 11, the Department of Motor Vehicles shall certify to the 
State Board of Examiners the amount of the voluntary contributions collected for each county by 
the department and its agents, and that the money has been distributed as provided in statute.  
This report is for the period beginning July 1, 2015 and ending September 30, 2015. 
 

B. Department of Motor Vehicles – Safe Roads Alliance 
 
Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) contracted with Safe Roads Alliance to provide a Parent-
Teen Supervised Driving Program at no cost to the state. Safe Roads Alliance will provide tools 
for the Parent – Teen Driving program guide and a mobile app that will track driving time and 
experience for teen applicants under the age of 18.  
 

    11. BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

 *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 
Capitolpolice-lasvegas@dps.state.nv.us  
 
Notice of this meeting was posted on the following websites: 
http://budget.nv.gov/Meetings  
https://notice.nv.gov/  
 
Any questions regarding the agenda or supporting material for the meeting please contact 
Director Wells at (775) 684-0222 or you can email us at budget@admin.nv.gov.  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. 
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LEASES 
    BOE 

# LESSEE LESSOR AMOUNT 

1. 
Department of Education Maryland Parkway Properties, LLC $687,320 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease to house the agency and expand the current space. 
Term of Lease: 12/01/2015 – 12/31/2017 Located in Las Vegas   

2. 

Department of Employment, Training and 
Rehabilitation – Nevada Equal Rights 
Commission 

JS Park Sahara, LLC $197,787 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease to house the agency and expand the current space. 
Term of Lease: 11/01/2015 – 10/31/2019 Located in Las Vegas   

3. 

Department of Health and Human Services – 
Aging and Disability Services – Rural Regional 
Center 

Lakey Brothers General Tire, Inc. $27,000 

Lease 
Description: 

This is a relocation lease to house the agency. 
Term of Lease: 12/01/2015 – 11/30/2018 Located in Fallon    

4. 
Department of Motor Vehicles Vista Buena Holdings, LLC $831,712 

Lease 
Description: 

This is a new location lease to house the agency. 
Term of Lease: 11/11/2015 – 06/30/2020 Located in Carson City   

5. 
Public Charter School Authority Maryland Parkway Properties, LLC $83,083  

Lease 
Description: 

This is a new location lease to house the agency. 
Term of Lease: 12/01/2015 – 12/31/2017 Located in Las Vegas   

6. 
Department of Public Safety Uccelli Properties $21,324 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease to house the agency. 
Term of Lease: 12/01/2015 – 11/30/2016 Located in Fallon   
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CONTRACTS 
   BOE 

# 
DEPT 

# 
STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR 

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR EMPLOYEES 

1. 
012 

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE - 
NUCLEAR PROJECTS 
OFFICE 

STROLIN 
CONSULTING, LLC 

GENERAL 80% 
OTHER: WESTERN 
GOVERNORS' 
ASSOCIATION 20%  

$75,000 Sole Source 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing services related to the oversight of the Yucca Mountain repository program and the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission licensing proceeding.  
Term of Contract:  01/01/2016 - 12/31/2016 Contract # 17152 

2. 

012 

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE - 
NUCLEAR PROJECTS 
OFFICE - HIGH LEVEL 
NUCLEAR WASTE 

URBAN 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
RESEARCH, LLC 

HIGHWAY $400,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract to provide expert research, information and reports, impact monitoring, and 
related expert witness services in support of the Yucca Mountain Licensing proceeding and oversight of the federal Yucca 
Mountain repository program. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2015 to December 31, 2017 and 
increases the maximum amount of the contract from $500,000 to $900,000 due to the continued need for these services. 
Term of Contract:  01/14/2014 - 12/31/2017 Contract # 15122 

3. 
030 

ATTORNEY 
GENERAL'S OFFICE - 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
ACCOUNT 

BANCROFT, PLLC OTHER: STATUTORY 
CONTINGENCY 
FUNDS 

$285,000 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide outside counsel services for cases that the Attorney General decided were impracticable and 
uneconomical to have the State of Nevada employees defend in a lawsuit pursuant to NRS 41.03435 
Term of Contract:  10/05/2015 - 09/30/2017 Contract # 17119 

4. 
030 

ATTORNEY 
GENERAL'S OFFICE - 
CONSUMER 
ADVOCATE 

GARY ROBINSON AND 
ASSOCIATES, INC. 

OTHER: 
REGULATORY 
ASSESSMENTS 

$175,000 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract that continues ongoing professional services to the Bureau of Consumer Protection (BCP) in matters 
pertaining to utility analysis involving electric, gas and water utilities, and testifying for the BCP. 
Term of Contract:  11/10/2015 - 11/12/2019 Contract # 17140 

5. 
040 

SECRETARY OF 
STATE'S OFFICE - 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

DELL MARKETING LP GENERAL $87,526 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide data protection architecture,  project management  and Microsoft Hyper-V deployment and 
migration for new server equipment purchased from Dell.  
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 06/30/2016 Contract # 17126 

6. 
040 

SECRETARY OF 
STATE'S OFFICE - 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

REMOTE DBA 
EXPERTS, LLC 

GENERAL $178,416  

Contract 
Description: 

This is  a new contract to provide technical support for the Nevada Business Portal's Oracle database and Weblogic servers. 
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17090 

7. 
050 

TREASURER'S OFFICE - 
STATE TREASURER 

XEROX HR 
SOLUTIONS, LLC 

OTHER: EDUCATION 
SAVINGS 
ACCOUNTS 
PROCEEDS 

$150,000 Sole Source 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to facilitate claims processing between parents and participating entities for the Education Savings Accounts 
required pursuant to S.B. 302 of the 78th Nevada Legislature.  
Term of Contract:  11/10/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17162 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR 
FUNDING 
SOURCE 

AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR EMPLOYEES 

8. 
051 

TREASURER'S OFFICE 
- COLLEGE SAVINGS 
TRUST 

CONSUMER CREDIT 
COUNSELING 
SERVICE OF 
SOUTHERN NEVADA 

OTHER: COLLEGE 
SAVINGS TRUST 
ENDOWMENT  

$72,500  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to increase financial literacy and saving for college in the State of Nevada by sponsoring four Financial 
Literacy Conferences for seniors and veterans in Reno and Las Vegas.  
Term of Contract:  11/10/2015 - 11/09/2016 Contract # 17161 

9. 
051 

TREASURER'S OFFICE 
- COLLEGE SAVINGS 
TRUST 

INTERNATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF 
WORKING MOTHERS 

OTHER: COLLEGE 
SAVINGS TRUST 
ENDOWMENT 

$95,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to increase financial literacy and saving for college in the State of Nevada by sponsoring three Women's 
Money Conferences in Reno, Las Vegas, and in a rural area (to be determined), as well as a Latina Conference in Las Vegas.  
Term of Contract:  11/10/2015 - 11/09/2016 Contract # 17160 

10. 

060 

CONTROLLER'S 
OFFICE 

CGI TECHNOLOGIES 
AND SOLUTIONS, INC. 
DBA CGI 

OTHER: 
CONTROLLER'S 
DEBT RECOVERY 
ACCOUNT 

$683,790 Sole Source 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides the implementation of the Advantage Collection software 
module for collection of debts owed to the State of Nevada; changing the developed software application from Access to a 
browser-based Java Virtual Machine utilizing a MySQL database; clarify certain State responsibilities under the contract; change 
the delivery timeline of certain Deliverables; add additional project deliverables and State/Vendor planning sessions; modify the 
methods of acceptance and payment of various contract deliverables from a "unit-delivered" to a time-based model; and add 
certain pre-Go Live and post-Go Live requirements. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $1,848,000 to 
$2,531,790 due to the change orders to the software module. 
Term of Contract:  09/10/2014 - 09/08/2018 Contract # 15985 

11. 

082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION - 
PUBLIC WORKS - 
UNLV 13 CIP PROJ - 
NON-EXEC 

MCCARTHY BUILDING 
COMPANIES 

GENERAL 2% 
BONDS 63% OTHER: 
UNIVERSITY FUNDS 
35%  

$70,104 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original contract, which provides owner construction manager at risk pre-construction 
services for the University of Nevada Las Vegas Hotel College Academic Building, 2013 CIP project; CIP Project No. 13-P05; 
SPWD Contract No. 95764.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $193,315 to $263,418.65 for additional 
engineering services to determine if a fire pump will be required for the project. 
Term of Contract:  04/08/2014 - 04/08/2018 Contract # 15392 

12. 
082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION - 
PUBLIC WORKS - 
NEVADA SYSTEM OF 
HIGHER EDUCTATION 
CIP PROJECTS - NON-
EXEC 

NINYO & MOORE GENERAL 1% 
BONDS 49% OTHER: 
UNIVERSITY 
SYSTEM RECEIPTS 
50%  

$259,601 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide special inspection and material testing services for the Hotel College Academic Building 2015 
CIP project for the University of Nevada Las Vegas: CIP Project No. 15-C78; SPWD Contract No. 109721. 
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 06/30/2019 Contract # 17149 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR 
FUNDING 
SOURCE 

AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR EMPLOYEES 

13. 
082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION - 
PUBLIC WORKS - 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES CIP 
PROJECTS - NON-
EXEC 

JENSEN 
ENGINEERING, INC. 

BONDS $115,000 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide professional architectural/engineering services for the electrical system upgrades at the Nevada 
Youth Training Center Elko, Nevada 2015 CIP project: CIP Project No. 15-M16; SPWD Contract No. 109745. 
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 06/30/2019 Contract # 17151 

14. 
082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION - 
PUBLIC WORKS -
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES CIP 
PROJECTS - NON-
EXEC 

PK ELECTRICAL, INC. BONDS $68,000 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide an emergency power service upgrade at the Northern Nevada Adult Mental Health Service 
Campus 2015 CIP project: CIP Project No. 15-M17; SPWD Contract No. 109733. 
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 06/30/2019 Contract # 17150 

15. 

082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION - 
PUBLIC WORKS - 
MILITARY 2005 CIP - 
VET HOME-NON-EXEC 

VAN WOERT BIGOTTI 
ARCHITECTS 

GENERAL 27% 
BONDS 37% OTHER: 
TRANSFER FROM 
TREASURER  36%  

$438,750 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the third amendment to the original contract which provides advanced planning for the Northern Nevada Veterans Home 
2013 CIP project: CIP Project No. 13-P07; SPWD Contract No. 86741.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from 
$2,023,456 to $2,462,206 to meet the revised Veterans Community Living Center Design Standards and reflect the current needs 
of the Nevada Department of Veterans Services. 
Term of Contract:  11/12/2013 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 15022 

16. 
082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION - 
PUBLIC WORKS -
DEPARTMENT OF 
MOTOR VEHICLES CIP 
PROJECTS - NON-
EXEC 

GEOTECHNICAL & 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
SERVICES, INC. 

BONDS $186,110 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide miscellaneous services for construction materials testing and observation services for the 
Department of Motor Vehicles' East Sahara Complex 2015 CIP project: CIP Project No. 15-C04, SPWD Contract No. 109709. 
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 06/30/2019 Contract # 17146 

17. 
180 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION - 
ENTERPRISE 
INFORMATION 
TECHNOLOGY 
SERVICES - NETWORK 
TRANSPORT 
SERVICES 

FEDERAL 
ENGINEERING, INC. 

FEE: USER FEES $309,125  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide technical services to draft the statewide microwave system replacement request for proposal 
pre-implementation phase. 
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 06/30/2019 Contract # 17089 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR 
FUNDING 
SOURCE 

AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

18. 
240 

OFFICE OF VETERANS 
SERVICES - 
VETERANS' HOME 
ACCOUNT 

DIETITIANS ON 
DEMAND 

OTHER: PRIVATE 
FUNDS 50% 
FEDERAL 50%  

$50,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing registered dietitian services. This amendment 
increases the maximum amount from $49,999 to $99,999 due to the continued need for these services.  
Term of Contract:  01/07/2015 - 12/31/2015 Contract # 16286 

19. 

403 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - HEALTH 
CARE FINANCING 
AND POLICY - 
MEDICAID 

COUNTY OF CARSON 
CITY 

OTHER: COUNTY 
PROVIDES NON-
FEDERAL SHARE. 

$1,951,608 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the Medicaid County 
Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 
428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons who reside in the county. The County Match Program 
provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17129 

20. 

403 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - HEALTH 
CARE FINANCING & 
POLICY - MEDICAID 

DOUGLAS COUNTY OTHER: COUNTY 
PROVIDES NON-
FEDERAL SHARE 

$688,781 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the Medicaid County 
Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 
428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons who reside in the county. The County Match Program 
provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 16415 

21. 

403 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - HEALTH 
CARE FINANCING & 
POLICY - MEDICAID 

ELKO COUNTY OTHER: COUNTY 
PROVIDES NON-
FEDERAL SHARE 

$1,115,591 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the Medicaid County 
Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 
428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons who reside in the county. The County Match Program 
provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 16418 

22. 

403 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - HEALTH 
CARE FINANCING 
AND POLICY - 
MEDICAID 

LANDER COUNTY OTHER: COUNTY 
PROVIDES NON-
FEDERAL SHARE. 

$237,587 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the Medicaid County 
Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 
428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons who reside in the county. The County Match Program 
provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17133 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR 
FUNDING 
SOURCE 

AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR EMPLOYEES 

23. 

403 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - HEALTH 
CARE FINANCING 
AND POLICY - 
MEDICAID 

MINERAL COUNTY OTHER: COUNTY 
PROVIDES NON-
FEDERAL SHARE. 

$193,874 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the Medicaid County 
Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 
428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons who reside in the county. The County Match Program 
provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17132 

24. 

403 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - HEALTH 
CARE FINANCING 
AND POLICY - 
MEDICAID 

PERSHING COUNTY 
TREASURER 

OTHER: COUNTY 
PROVIDES NON-
FEDERAL SHARE 

$158,573 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the Medicaid County 
Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 
428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons who reside in the county. The County Match Program 
provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17104 

25. 

403 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - HEALTH 
CARE FINANCING 
AND POLICY - 
MEDICAID 

STOREY COUNTY OTHER: COUNTY 
PROVIDES NON-
FEDERAL SHARE 

$83,185 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the Medicaid County 
Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 
428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons who reside in the county. The County Match Program 
provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17103 

26. 

403 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - HEALTH 
CARE FINANCING 
AND POLICY - 
MEDICAID 

WHITE PINE COUNTY OTHER: COUNTY 
PROVIDES NON-
FEDERAL SHARE. 

$454,412 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the Medicaid County 
Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 
428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons who reside in the county. The County Match Program 
provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17131 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR 
FUNDING 
SOURCE 

AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR EMPLOYEES 

27. 

406 

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

SRA INTERNATIONAL, 
INC. 

FEDERAL $65,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is the third amendment to the original contract, which provides upgrades to Nevada's communicable disease National 
Electronic Disease Surveillance System from the current 32 bit version 4.3 system to the 64 bit 4.4.1 version to implement 
electronic laboratory reporting capabilities. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $49,000 to $114,000 due to 
the extended contract term. 
Term of Contract:  01/08/2015 - 07/31/2018 Contract # 16262 

28. 

407 

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

CIT FINANCE, LLC GENERAL 25% 
FEDERAL 75%  

$66,405  

Contract 
Description: 

This is the third amendment to the original lease to provide financing for equipment required to upgrade the telephone system. 
This amendment increases the maximum from $2,166,676.77 to $2,233,081.91 to incorporate scope changes for the upgrade of 
telecommunication equipment located at the Decatur Office. 
Term of Contract:  07/08/2014 - 09/30/2019 Contract # 15804 

29. 

407 

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

PONDERA 
SOLUTIONS, INC. 

FEDERAL $1,497,261  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide fraud detection software as a service. This service will improve the Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program Intentional Program Violations investigation case management and tracking information technology system 
to more effectively identify, detect and prosecute trafficking cases through software and analytical capabilities. 
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 12/31/2017 Contract # 17174 

30. 

409 

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

ALLPRO SERVICES, 
LLC 

GENERAL $68,584  

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract which provides exterior and interior painting service on state owned buildings 
located in Las Vegas.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $80,000 to $148,584 due to additional painting 
projects approved as deferred maintenance projects in fiscal year 2016. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2014 - 06/30/2018 Contract # 15417 

31. 

702 
DEPARTMENT OF 
WILDLIFE - 
DIRECTOR'S OFFICE 

LOREN D. CHASE, 
CHASE AND CHASE 
CONSULTING, LLC 

FEE: SPORTSMAN  $81,460  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide consulting services to update and simplify the department's fee schedule. This would include all 
the sportsmen licensing fees and tags. The services will include customer surveys, focus groups and data mining to examine and 
make recommendations to the department.  
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 02/17/2017 Contract # 17147 
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32. 
705 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION AND 
NATURAL 
RESOURCES WATER 
RESOURCES - USGS 
CO-OP-NON-EXEC 

U.S. GEOLOGICAL 
SURVEY 

OTHER: BASIN 
FUNDS AND PASS 
THROUGH FUNDS 
55% FEDERAL 45%  

$547,032 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide an ongoing monitoring program of water resources in southern and eastern Nevada. 
Term of Contract:  10/01/2015 - 09/30/2016 Contract # 17170 

33. 
709 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION AND 
NATURAL 
RESOURCES  
ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION - 
INDUSTRIAL SITE 
CLEANUP 

AECOM TECHNICAL 
SERVICES, INC. 

OTHER: 
SETTLEMENT 
INCOME 

$4,000,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide professional services to plan for and implement a Regional Groundwater Remedial 
Investigation to identify contributing sources and pathways of chemical loading to the Las Vegas Wash. 
Term of Contract:  11/10/2015 - 11/10/2017 Contract # 17134 

34. 

901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION - 
VOCATIONAL 
REHABILITATION 

SAN DIEGO STATE 
UNIVERSITY 

GENERAL 21.3% 
FEDERAL 78.7%  

$84,272 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original contract, which continues ongoing training and technical assistance. This 
amendment increases the maximum amount from $49,808 to $134,080 due to additional training that is required under new 
federal guidelines.  
Term of Contract:  12/01/2014 - 09/30/2017 Contract # 16211 

35. 

908 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION-
ADMINISTRATIVE 
SERVICES - SW 
LONGITUDINAL 
DATA SYSTEM 

BOARD OF REGENTS - 
NSHE 

GENERAL $234,671 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide the ongoing operations and maintenance support of the Statewide Longitudinal Data System aka 
Nevada P20 to Workforce Research Data System (NPWR).  The NPWR enables the Nevada System of Higher Education, the 
Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation and the Nevada Department of Education to conduct studies and 
examinations using data collected individually by each agency and linked in a manner that no personally identifiable information 
is used in the analysis.  
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 16911 
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36. 

908 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION- 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
SERVICES  

FAAD JANITORIAL, 
INC. 

GENERAL 1.9% 
OTHER: BEN, 
CAREER 
ENHANCEMENT 
PROGRAM, AND 
ESD SPECIAL FUND 
29.1% FEDERAL 69%  

$67,526  

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract that provides ongoing janitorial services for the facility located in Carson 
City. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2015 to December 31, 2017 and increases the maximum 
amount from $67,525.92 to $135,051.84 due to the continued need for the services. 
Term of Contract:  01/01/2014 - 12/31/2017 Contract # 15129 

37. 
908 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION- 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
SERVICES 

XCEL MAINTENANCE 
SERVICES, INC. 

OTHER: ALL DETR 
BUDGET 
ACCOUNTS  

$56,800  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing janitorial services for office space located in Las Vegas. 
Term of Contract:  01/01/2016 - 12/31/2019 Contract # 17105 

38. 
908 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION- 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
SERVICES 

XCEL MAINTENANCE 
SERVICES, INC. 

OTHER: ALL DETR 
BUDGET 
ACCOUNTS 

$149,920  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing janitorial services for leased office space located in Las Vegas. 
Term of Contract:  01/01/2016 - 12/31/2019 Contract # 17108 

39. 
908 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, 
TRAINING & 
REHABILITATION- 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
SERVICES 

XCEL MAINTENANCE 
SERVICES, INC. 

OTHER: ALL DETR 
BUDGET 
ACCOUNTS 

$92,720  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing janitorial services for leased office space located in Las Vegas. 
Term of Contract:  01/01/2016 - 12/31/2019 Contract # 17106 

40. 

950 

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES 
BENEFITS PROGRAM 

CATALYST RX OTHER: 67% STATE 
SUBSIDY 33% 
PREMIUM 
REVENUE 

($89,128)  

Contract 
Description: 

This is the third amendment to the original contract, which provides Pharmacy Benefit Manager services to the agency.  This 
amendment decreases the maximum amount from $163,800,000 to $163,710,872 to remove paid consultant services by Virtuous 
Group.   
Term of Contract:  07/01/2011 - 06/30/2016 Contract # 12088 
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MSA 
1. 

MSA 
VARIOUS STATE 
AGENCIES 

AT&T CORP OTHER: VARIOUS $15,000,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract that continues ongoing telecommunication services, including voice, data and transport services for 
state agencies in Northern Nevada. 
Term of Contract:  Upon Approval - 10/31/2019 Contract # 17116 
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1. 

101 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TOURISM AND 
CULTURAL AFFAIRS- 
NEVADA MAGAZINE 

LUCA, JOE OTHER: EARNED 
REVENUE 

$10,800  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide services for magazine newsstand placement and sales nationwide.  Services will include: research 
and report to the Nevada Magazine circulation manager on all industry trends; regularly visit headquarters and regional offices of 
the national wholesalers to develop and maintain personal contacts and awareness of Nevada Magazine; analyze sales with various 
wholesalers and selling outlets to determine appropriate draw for each issue; negotiate special rack space trade outs for Nevada 
Magazine; inform the Nevada Magazine of new distribution options and negotiate wholesaler discounts; and provide expert advice 
on all distribution topics such as cover design, logo, content, selling points, etc. 
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17024 

2. 
180 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION - 
ENTERPRISE 
INFORMATION 
TECHNOLOGY SERVICES - 
DATA COMMUNICATIONS 
AND NETWORK 
ENGINEERING 

CARSON CITY OTHER: REVENUE $26,863  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new revenue contract which provides ongoing internet access for Carson City through the states’ Silvernet network.   
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17032 

3. 

220 
JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE 
COMMISSION 

ATTORNEY GENERAL GENERAL $47,969  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal agreement to provide representation to the Commission on Judicial Discipline and its staff in Isenberg v. 
Deyhle, United States District Court, District of Nevada, Case No. 3:15-cv-00369-HDM-VPC and any subsequent federal or state 
litigation and/or appeals arising from this case. 
Term of Contract:  09/16/2015 - 09/01/2018 Contract # 17073 

4. 
240 

DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS SERVICES - 
VETERANS HOME 
ACCOUNT 

JOHNSON CONTROLS, 
INC. 

OTHER: PRIVATE 
50% FEDERAL 50%  

$30,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract that continues ongoing maintenance service on air conditioning equipment and vacuum systems.  
Term of Contract:  07/01/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 16904 

5. 

300 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION - 
STANDARDS AND 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
SUPPORT 

THE ONE TO ONE 
INSTITUTE 

GENERAL $49,000 Sole Source 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide mentoring services for the Nevada Ready 21 program. The services will include strategic planning 
for program rollout and implementation, development of a Request for Proposal to solicit district applications, and develop 
administrator and teacher programs. 
Term of Contract:  09/16/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17045 
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6. 

300 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION - 
ELEMENTARY & 
SECONDARY EDUCATION 
- TITLE I 

LEITNER, DAVID DBA 
PACIFIC RESEARCH 
ASSOCIATES 

FEDERAL $48,300  

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original contract to collect the required data for the Federal Comprehensive State Performance 
Report for applicable Title I and Title III programs, as well as evaluate the 21st Century Community Learning Center Programs.  
This amendment extends the termination date from September 10, 2014 to November 30, 2015 and increases the amount of the 
contract from $91,440 to $139,740 due to the continued need for these services. 
Term of Contract:  09/11/2012 - 11/30/2015 Contract # 13742 

7. 
331 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TOURISM AND 
CULTURAL AFFAIRS - 
MUSEUMS AND HISTORY 
- STATE RAILROAD 
MUSEUMS 

VENDINI, INC. OTHER: TRAIN 
RIDE CHARGES 

$45,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide an electronic (on-line) ticketing service to allow consumers to purchase train ride tickets and/or 
museum admission entrance tickets through the division’s websites. 
Term of Contract:  10/01/2015 - 10/31/2018 Contract # 17055 

8. 

402 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - AGING AND 
DISABILITY SERVICES - 
SENIOR RX AND 
DISABILITY RX 

MEDCO CONTAINMENT 
LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY 

OTHER: TOBACCO 
FUNDS 

$10,000 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract which continues to subsidize the monthly premium of eligible members who are 
enrolled in the Medicare Part D prescription program.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $2,000 to $12,000 
due to the increase in Senior RX participants. 
Term of Contract:  04/03/2015 - 03/09/2019 Contract # 16436 

9. 
402 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - AGING AND 
DISABILITY SERVICES - 
DESERT REGIONAL 
CENTER 

ALARMCO, INC. GENERAL 53% 
FEDERAL 47%  

$14,720  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract that continues ongoing burglary and fire alarm monitoring services. 
Term of Contract:  01/01/2016 - 12/31/2019 Contract # 17093 

10. 
409 

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

LABEEG BUILDING 
SERVICES, INC. 

GENERAL 84% 
FEDERAL 16%  

$14,380  

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract which continues ongoing janitorial services in Fernley. This amendment 
increases the maximum amount from $32,195 to $46,575 due to the addition of 2,000 square feet of office space. 
Term of Contract:  03/01/2015 - 02/28/2019 Contract # 16386 

11. 
440 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS - PRISON 
DAIRY 

WSRP, LLC FEDERAL $41,213 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract that continues ongoing professional auditing services for a program-specific audit of the Nevada Wild Horse 
and Burro Maintenance and Training facility grant for Nevada's fiscal years 2015, 2016 and 2017.   
Term of Contract:  09/17/2015 - 06/30/2018 Contract # 17011 
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12. 
440 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS - 
FLORENCE MCCLURE 
WOMEN'S 
CORRECTIONAL CENTER 

ACR MECHANICAL, 
INC. 

GENERAL $15,381  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide removal of existing refrigeration parts and installation of replacement parts for the walk-in freezer 
and walk-in refrigerator. 
Term of Contract:  10/07/2015 - 06/30/2016 Contract # 17107 

13. 
440 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS - HIGH 
DESERT STATE PRISON 

THE TIBERTI COMPANY GENERAL $11,228  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide installation of three gates. 
Term of Contract:  09/21/2015 - 12/31/2015 Contract # 17064 

14. 

550 

DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE - 
NUTRITION EDUCATION 
PROGRAMS 

URBAN ROOTS 
GARDEN CLASSROOM 

FEDERAL $17,953  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide garden education that builds an improved sense of academic engagement and preference for 
healthy fruits and vegetables, raises awareness and participation in the Farm to School movement in Nevada, and provides 
information and materials to community members to improve food security and increased knowledge of sustainable agriculture 
practices. 
Term of Contract:  09/21/2015 - 09/30/2016 Contract # 17060 

15. 

550 
DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE - 
ADMINISTRATION 

NEVADA HIGH SCHOOL 
RODEO ASSOCIATION 

GENERAL $40,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract that continues the promotion and advancement of the Nevada State High School Rodeo Association.  The 
funds will be utilized to supplement contestant’s travel expenses to the National Junior High School Rodeo and the National High 
School Rodeo. 
Term of Contract:  10/12/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17130 

16. 
650 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC 
SAFETY - FORFEITURES - 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 

COPLOGIC, INC. OTHER: 
FORFEITURES 

$22,088  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract that provides an online software application to report incidents and request extra patrols and investigations. 
Term of Contract:  10/09/2015 - 09/30/2019 Contract # 17136 

17. 
702 

DEPARTMENT OF 
WILDLIFE - WILDLIFE CIP 
- NON-EXEC 

BASIN ENGINEERING 
CORPORATION 

BONDS 25% 
FEDERAL 75%  

$49,999 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide civil engineering and surveying services as needed statewide. Services may include: design, 
surveying, mapping, construction inspection, construction materials testing, engineering and consulting services. 
Term of Contract:  10/01/2015 - 09/30/2019 Contract # 17118 

18. 
702 

DEPARTMENT OF 
WILDLIFE - WILDLIFE CIP 
- NON-EXEC 

MCELHANEY 
STRUCTURAL 
ENGINEERS, LLC 

BONDS $30,475 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide structural engineering services for the diversion structures in Overton on the Muddy River to 
allow land owners to irrigate and prevent flooding.  
Term of Contract:  09/24/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17098 

19. 
702 

DEPARTMENT OF 
WILDLIFE - HABITAT 

WESTERN LINE 
BUILDERS 

FEE: UPLAND FEE 
AND HABITAT FEE 

$31,900  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide removal of 10.5 miles of abandoned telephone line between Hubbard/Vineyard Ranch and the 
Twin Meadows Ranch to increase aerial survey safety and improve habitat for sage grouse. 
Term of Contract:  10/01/2015 - 09/30/2017 Contract # 17112 
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20. 
704 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION AND 
NATURAL RESOURCES - 
STATE PARKS - 
MAINTENANCE OF STATE 
PARKS-NON-EXEC 

TERRY’S PUMPIN & 
POTTIES, INC. 

FEE: UTILITY 
SURCHARGE 

$12,177  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide sewage pumping from vault toilets and septic systems at South Fork Recreation Area. 
Term of Contract:  10/07/2015 - 12/31/2018 Contract # 17142 

21. 
810 

DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR 
VEHICLES - AUTOMATION 

ADVANCED POWER 
PROTECTION 
INDUSTRIES, INC. 

HIGHWAY $26,480  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide maintenance and emergency services to back-up power systems. 
Term of Contract:  09/21/2015 - 09/30/2016 Contract # 17066 

22. 
901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION - 
BLIND BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 

ADVANCED PRO 
REMEDIATION, LLC 
DBA ADVANCED PRO 
RESTORATION 

OTHER: BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE SET 
ASIDE 

$10,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide emergency on-call remediation/restoration services for the Business Enterprise of Nevada food 
service locations in southern Nevada. 
Term of Contract:  10/02/2015 - 09/30/2017 Contract # 17074 

23. 
901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION - 
BLIND BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 

COMPLETE ELECTRIC, 
LLC 

OTHER: BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE SET 
ASIDE 

$15,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing regular and emergency electrical system repairs, installations and maintenance for the 
various Business Enterprise of Nevada food service locations in northern Nevada. 
Term of Contract:  10/02/2015 - 09/30/2017 Contract # 17076 

24. 
901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION - 
BLIND BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 

JC EHRLICH CO., INC. 
DBA WESTERN 
EXTERMINATOR CO. 

OTHER: BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE SET 
ASIDE 

$20,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract that continues ongoing pest control services at all southern Nevada Blind Business Enterprise food 
establishment locations. 
Term of Contract:  10/01/2015 - 09/30/2017 Contract # 16996 

25. 
901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION - 
BLIND BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 

PGAL, LLC OTHER: BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE SET 
ASIDE 

$27,500 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide architectural, engineering and project management expertise for a major remodel/rehabilitation of 
the food court at the new southern Nevada Health District headquarters building.  
Term of Contract:  09/21/2015 - 06/30/2017 Contract # 17026 
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26. 
901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION - 
BLIND BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 

RAKEMAN PLUMBING, 
INC. 

OTHER: BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE SET 
ASIDE 

$20,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing regular and emergency plumbing services for the various Business Enterprise of Nevada 
food service locations in southern Nevada. 
Term of Contract:  11/01/2015 - 10/31/2017 Contract # 17077 

27. 
901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION -  
BLIND BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 

ROBERTS, JOHN E. 
SIERRA FOODSERVICE 
SANITATION 

OTHER: BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE SET 
ASIDE 

$20,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide food service management skills thru training and on-site support to new visually impaired 
program operators as they transition into running a small business or as they transition into a larger operation in northern Nevada.   
Term of Contract:  09/16/2015 - 09/30/2017 Contract # 17044 

28. 
901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION - 
BLIND BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 

SIERRA FLOOR 
COVERING, INC. 

OTHER: BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE SET-
ASIDE 

$20,000  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide repair, replacement and maintenance of all types of floor coverings in the various Business 
Enterprise of Nevada food service locations in northern Nevada. 
Term of Contract:  10/02/2015 - 09/30/2017 Contract # 17085 

29. 
901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION - 
BLIND BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 

SCHAPIRA 
ARTCHITECTURE, LLC 

OTHER: BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE SET 
ASIDE 

$40,000 Professional 
Service 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide architectural, engineering and project management expertise for a major food court 
remodel/rehabilitation at the Clark County Family Court and Services building.  
Term of Contract:  05/22/2015 - 09/30/2016 Contract # 17050 

30. 
901 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION - 
BLIND BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM 

WATERS SEPTIC TANK 
SERVICE DBA WATERS 
VACUUM TRUCK 
SERVICE 

OTHER: BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE SET-
ASIDE 

$10,800  

Contract 
Description: 

This is new contract to provide ongoing grease trap/interceptor cleaning, pumping, and repair services at the Business Enterprise of 
Nevada food service locations in Washoe County and Carson City. 
Term of Contract:  10/08/2015 - 09/30/2017 Contract # 17110 

31. 

902 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION - 
EMPLOYMENT SECURITY 

DEPARTMENT OF 
MOTOR VEHICLES  

FEDERAL $14,400 Exempt 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original interlocal agreement, which continues to provide computerized information to the 
department.  The information is cross matched against that on file with the Department of Motor Vehicles to determine inaccuracies 
or inconsistencies in the unemployment claimant's information.  This amendment extends the termination date from October 31, 
2015 to October 31, 2019 and increases the maximum amount from $14,400 to $28,800 due to the continued need for these 
services. 
Term of Contract:  12/02/2011 - 10/31/2015 Contract # 12786 
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32. 
902 

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

SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC 
BUILDINGS AMERICAS, 
INC. 

OTHER: 100% ESD 
SPECIAL FUND 

$44,223  

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide installation, repairs, and maintenance of the HVAC controller system at the E. St. Louis, Las 
Vegas location. 
Term of Contract:  10/14/2015 - 01/01/2017 Contract # 17109 
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DETAILED AGENDA 
November 10, 2015 

 
1. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
Comments: 

 
*2. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF THE OCTOBER 13, 2015 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS’ MEETING MINUTES 
 

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

*3. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL/REVIEW OF AN EMERGENCY 
CONTRACT WITH A CURRENT AND/OR FORMER EMPLOYEE 

 
A. Department of Health and Human Services – Health Care, Financing and   

Policy 
 

Pursuant to NRS 333.705 subsection 4, the Department of Health and Human Services, Division 
of Health Care Financing and Policy seeks a favorable recommendation regarding the division’s 
determination to use the emergency provision to contract with a former Administrative Services 
Officer from October 26, 2015 through February 19, 2016 to provide training on various budget 
and fiscal activities and consult with administration on division related issues, including the 
development of a new rate methodology for Newborn Intensive Care Unit patients. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
 
B. Department of Education  

 
Pursuant to NRS 333.705 subsection 4, the Department of Education seeks a favorable 
recommendation regarding the department’s determination to use the emergency provision to 
contract with a former Administrative Services Officer from June 17, 2015 through October 16, 
2015 to provide training, knowledge transfer and technical assistance with the allocation and 
payment models for the Distributive School Account, Class Size Reduction, Full-day 
Kindergarten and other state programs. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
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*4. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – AUTHORIZATION TO CONTRACT WITH A 
CURRENT AND/OR FORMER EMPLOYEE 

 
A. Department of Health and Human Services – Public and Behavioral Health 

 
Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Health and Human Services, Division 
of Public and Behavioral Health requests retroactive authority to contract with a former 
employee from November 5, 2015 through January 31, 2016 to provide training, expertise in 
policies, security, and safety and forensic knowledge for the Rapid Stabilization Unit at the 
Rawson Neal Hospital and the Stein Hospital. This is an extension of the emergency contract that 
was approved at the August 11, 2015 meeting of the Board of Examiners.  
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 

 
B.     Department of Administration - Purchasing 

 
Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Administration, Purchasing Division, 
requests retroactive authority to contract with former employees from June 1, 2013 through May 
31, 2017 through a Master Services Agreement (MSA) to act as uniformed security guards to 
various State agencies. Purchasing currently has an MSA who has used and is proposing to 
continue to use former employees through the term of the contract. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
 

C. Department of Education  
 

Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Education requests authority to 
contract with a former Department of Education, Administrative Services Officer, through a 
temporary service, to provide technical assistance with the allocation and payment models for the 
Distributive School Account, Class Size Reduction, Full Day Kindergarten, and grants 
management, fiscal support and oversight for all state and federal grant programs managed by 
the Department, through December 31, 2016. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
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*5. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – DELEGATED AUTHORITY TO THE CLERK 
OF THE BOARD 

BOE 
Requirement NRS Current Delegated Authority 

Proposed 
Delegated 
Authority 

Contracts, 
Cooperative 
Agreements, 
Interlocals 

333.700 

Authority to approve contracts for amounts less than 
$50,000.00.  Approval of contracts entered into by the 
State Gaming Control Board for purposes of investigating 
an applicant for or a holder of a gaming license.  

No Change 

Stale Claims 
Account 353.097(4) 

Authority to approve all stale claims, as defined in 
subsection 1 of NRS 353.097, from the Stale Claims 
account. 

No Change 

Refunds for 
overpayment of 
taxes, license 
fees and other 
charges 

353.110(2) 
Authority to approve all refunds relating to an 
overpayment of a license fee, tax or other charge made to 
any state agency or officer. 

No Change 

Petty Cash 
Account 353.252(1) 

Authority to authorize a state agency to establish a petty 
cash account of not more than $500.00 out of the agency’s 
budgeted resources. 

No Change 

Emergency 
Account 353.263(4) 

Authority to determine whether an emergency exists as 
defined in subsection 1 of NRS 353.263, and approve 
expenditures from the Emergency Account. 

No Change 

Statutory 
Contingency 
Fund 

353.264(3) Authority to approve the payments of claims, as defined 
in subsection 2 of NRS 353.264. No Change 

Bad Debts 353C.220(1) Authority to designate a debt of not more than $50.00 as a 
bad debt. No Change 

Home Storage 
of State 
Vehicles 

SAM 1306 
Department head or designee may approve home storage 
or State Vehicles for their respective departments and 
report to the Clerk. 

Approved by the 
Board of 

Examiners for each 
vehicle stored at 

home 

DETR report of 
Provider 
Agreements 

Per the 
March 2014 

Board of 
Examiners 

Annual report to the Board of Examiners. 

Report to the Clerk 
on behalf of the 

Board 

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

 
*6. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – LEASES (Attached as Exhibit 1) 
 

Six statewide leases 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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*7. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – CONTRACTS (Attached as Exhibit 2) 
 
Forty independent contracts were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 

 
*8. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS (Attached 

as Exhibit 3) 
 
One independent contract was submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 

 
9. CONTRACTS APPROVED BY THE CLERK OF THE BOARD (Attached as 

Exhibit 4) – INFORMATION ITEM 
 
Pursuant to NRS 333.700 subsection 7 (a), the Clerk of the Board may approve all contract 
transactions for amounts less than $50,000. Per direction from the August 13, 2013 meeting of 
the Board of Examiners, the Board wished to receive an informational item listing all approvals 
applicable to the new threshold ($10,000 - $49,999). Attached is a list of all applicable approvals 
for contracts and amendments approved from September 15, 2015 through October 15, 2015. 
 
Thirty two contracts were submitted for the boards review 
 
Comments: 

 
 10. INFORMATION ITEM 
 

A. Department of Motor Vehicles – Complete Streets Program 
 

Pursuant to NRS 482.480, subsection 11, the Department of Motor Vehicles shall certify to the 
State Board of Examiners the amount of the voluntary contributions collected for each county by 
the department and its agents, and that the money has been distributed as provided in statute.  
This report is for the period beginning July 1, 2015 and ending September 30, 2015. 
 
Comments: 
 

B. Department of Motor Vehicles – Safe Roads Alliance 
 
Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) contracted with Safe Roads Alliance to provide a Parent-
Teen Supervised Driving Program at no cost to the state. Safe Roads Alliance will provide tools 
for the Parent – Teen Driving program guide and a mobile app that will track driving time and 
experience for teen applicants under the age of 18.  
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Comments: 
 

    11. BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
Comments: 

 
 *12. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – ADJOURNMENT 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
 
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 
Capitolpolice-lasvegas@dps.state.nv.us  
 
Notice of this meeting was posted on the following websites: 
http://budget.nv.gov/Meetings  
https://notice.nv.gov/  
 
Any questions regarding the agenda or supporting material for the meeting please contact 
Director Wells at (775) 684-0222 or you can email us at budget@admin.nv.gov.  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. 
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MINUTES 
MEETING OF THE BOARD OF EXAMINERS 

October 13, 2015 
 
The Board of Examiners met on October 13, 2015, in the 2nd floor Chambers of the Laxalt 
Building, 401 N. Carson St., Carson City, Nevada, at 10:00 a.m.  Present were: 
 
 
MEMBERS: 
Governor Brian Sandoval 
Attorney General Adam Paul Laxalt 
Secretary of State Barbara Cegavske, telephonically 
James R. Wells, Clerk 
 
OTHERS PRESENT: 
Fred Voltz 
Charles Donohue 
Grant Hewitt 
Tara Hagan 
Dennis Gallagher 
Rudy Malfabon 
Steve Canavero 
Kimberly Arguello 
Ann McDermott 
Wayne Howle 
Nick Trutanich, telephonically 
Linda Anderson 
Richard Whitley 
Tracy Green 
Lawrence Van Dyke 
Bonnie Long 
Steve Fisher 
Bruce Gilbert 
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1. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Good morning ladies and gentlemen.  I will call the Board of Examiners Meeting to 
order.  Madam Secretary, can you hear us loud and clear? 

Secretary: Yes, I can Governor, good morning.  

Governor:  What time is it where you are? 

Secretary:  It is 2:00 AM and it is Wednesday.  

Governor:  Is that a violation of the Open Meeting Law?  [laughter]  

Secretary:  I hope not.  

Governor:  No, Madam Secretary, she’s voting in the future.  I bet you’ve never had that 
interpretation of the law, right?  Madam Secretary, I personally want to thank you for your 
participation.  This is true public service, ladies and gentlemen, the Secretary of State is out of 
the country and participating in this meeting telephonically.  Where she is, it is a 2:00 AM, in the 
morning.  So, Madam Secretary, I truly appreciate your participation.  Given all the different 
technology issues after I take public comment, I’m going to jump to the IFC items that need 
approval so that they’ll be eligible for IFC consideration so that we can make a record and get a 
vote on those.  Then I’ll proceed with the normal order of the meeting.  

So, let’s commence with Agenda item number 1, Public Comment.  Is there any member of the 
public here in Carson City that would like to provide comment to the Board?  Good morning sir.  

Fred Voltz:  Good morning.  For the record, I’m Fred Voltz and I’m interested in talking to you 
about something that’s not on the Agenda this morning.  I’m a person who has been involved in 
monitoring the actions of the Wildlife Commission and the Public Utilities Commission.  There 
is an issue that came up at the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) that’s very concerning, I think 
for this Board and for the State at large.   

This Board, of course you know, has responsibility for writing off allegedly uncollectible debt 
owed the General Fund and assessed by State Agencies, Boards, Commissions and Departments.  
What was distributed to you, I believe by your Secretary this morning, was a list of the 
administrative fines assessed by the PUC as of September 30th.  What it shows is there’s a 21.5% 
delinquency rate in the collections in dollars and 139 individual fines that have not been 
collected stretching back over seven and a half years.   

As we can probably acknowledge, most private businesses would be out of business with this 
level of accounts receivable delinquency.  Unfortunately, none of the PUC’s delinquent fines 
have reached the BOE for action.  The magnitude of the problem is likely significant when all 
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the State Agencies and their uncollected debt are summed.  It would seem to be an issue that 
needs to be researched and chronicled and totaled up to see how much money the State General 
Fund is losing by not doing these collections in a timely way.  

The current process goes along this flow, as I understand it.  The PUC is to forward the fine to 
the State Controller after 60 days per statute, if it can’t be collected by the PUC.  In some cases 
though, it’s taken two years to forward this item to the State Controller.  At that point, the State 
Controller is then supposed to try and collect the debt.  They make an internal effort to collect, 
and potentially in conjunction with the Attorney General if there’s any legal action filed against 
the entity.  Finally, if none of those entities can collect, the BOE is to receive the request to write 
it off.   

So, what are some of the solutions to this issue?  It would seem as though, and this would apply 
to the Madam Secretary of State, any of the named individuals associated with a Nevada licensed 
company, including Registered Agents should be prohibited from renewing or securing new 
business licenses from the Secretary of State if they have outstanding fines due.  Secondly, 
requiring that the entities assessing the fines need to file small claims actions against the non-
payers and the PUC with 17 attorneys should be able to handle this function through its staff 
with guidance from counsel.   

Another solution would be, why aren’t we hiring private debt collection agencies?  They would 
have the ability to stimulate the economy with more employment and business tax revenues if 
they were engaged to do this collection.  In the case of the PUC, many of the non-payers are now 
defunct mom and pop telecommunications companies.  It has already been suggested to the PUC 
that they require a post-bond to cover any future fines or obligations, unless the licensee has 
more than $10 million in annual revenue.  But, unfortunately the PUC has taken no action on 
that. Having much tighter timeframes for action will increase the probability of successful 
collection, that indeed may require legislation and the creation of a BDR this year.   

Finally, it seems as though there needs to be retention of accountability for collection with the 
assessing state entity. Because the entity, in this case the PUC, does not receive any of the money 
that they might collect.  They really have no financial incentive to engage in a very robust 
collection effort.  Not that I’m suggesting they should receive a part of it, it should go to the 
State Fund, but they are state employees.  They’re responsible for doing the best they can for the 
State.  It seems as though they need to have additional incentives, non-financial, to do this 
collection process in a timely way.   

If you have any questions, I’ve left my information with your Secretary, I’d be happy to answer 
them, thank you.  

Governor:  Thank you, it’s Mr. Voles?   

Fred Voltz: Voltz, like electricity.  

Governor:  Okay.  And so I appreciate this.  This is coming to my attention for the first time.  
We have a new Chairman at the Public Utilities Commission.  I will bring that to his attention.  
You are correct in your assessment of the process, although the State Controller does have the 
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ability to retain outside debt collectors in order to collect old debt like you’ve just described.  I 
appreciate your appearing today and bringing this to our attention.  

Fred Voltz: Thank you for listening.  Have a good day.  

Governor:  Is there anyone else present who would like to provide public comment to the 
Board?  Is there any present in Las Vegas that would like to provide public comment?  Hearing 
none.  Say again? 

Las Vegas:  No comment here.   

Governor:  Thank you.   
 
 

*6. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF LAND EXCHANGE 
 

Pursuant to NRS 323.100, the State Land Registrar may, with the approval of the State Board of 
Examiners and the Interim Finance Committee, exchange state lands or interests in land for any 
other lands or interests in land.   
 

A. Department of Wildlife and the Scott Family 
 
The Division of State Lands, acting as the State Land Registrar, requests approval of a land 
exchange agreement between the Nevada Department of Wildlife (NDOW) and Nevada citizens 
the Scott Family.  The two parcels of land have been appraised and a net change in value has 
been determined for each parcel.  The state and the Scott Family are sharing equally in the costs 
associated with the proposed exchange, including survey, appraisal, title, and lot line adjustment 
processing with Washoe County.  NDOW had concurred with the exchange and has no 
objections to the terms of the agreement. This item is contingent upon IFC approval. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Mr. Wells, I want to make sure that I have these right.  We need to look at the State 
Treasurer and some of his issues with regard to the ESAs.   

Clerk: Thank you Governor.   

Governor:  Yeah, so why don’t move, I think it’s number 8, isn’t it? 

Clerk:  Numbers 6, 7 and 8 all have to be approved for Interim Finance Committee to take 
action.  

Governor:  So, why don’t we proceed with Agenda item number 6, that we’re going to take out 
of order, which is an Approval of Land Exchange, Department of Wildlife and the Scott Family.   
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Clerk:  Thank you Governor, this item is a request from the Division of State Lands for the 
Board to approve the exchange of two parcels of lands to resolve an encroachment on State Land 
by a private land owner.  The land which is situated along the Truckee River is currently 
assigned to the Department of Wildlife and all parties have concurred with the exchange, which 
also must be approved by the Interim Finance Committee before it can be finalized.  There is one 
correction to the report that is included in your packet.  It states that the parcels have been 
appraised.  The Division of State Lands does not conduct outside appraisals but the State Land 
Registrar completes a market analysis to determine the value of the properties.  There were no 
additional costs incurred for the outside appraisals.  There are representatives from State Lands 
available to answer any questions.   

Governor:  Good morning gentlemen.  

Charles Donohue:  Good morning Governor.   

Governor:  If you would just give us a brief description of what’s happening here please?  

Charles Donohue: Sure.  I’d be happy to.  For the record, Charles Donohue, I’m the 
Administrator for the Division of State Lands.  The exchange is warranted because there’s an 
encroachment from the private party.  The State took title to the property from the Federal 
Government back in the late 70s.  At that time, the State was unaware that we had this 
encroachment.  Since the early 2000s, we’ve been working with the Scott Family to actually 
reach an agreement on how we would address this issue.  We finally have reached agreement, 
and it effectively is a lot line adjustment.  Working with Washoe County and recording the 
appropriate maps with the County.  As Budget Director Wells indicated, we have gone through a 
market analysis.  My Deputy Director, excuse me, Administrator, Dave Marlow, looked at 
assessed values in the area for the Scott property, for the State property, as well as adjacent 
properties to come up with an equal value for the exchange.  If you have any other questions, I’d 
be happy to answer them.   

Governor:  I do not.  Mr. Attorney General, any questions?  

Attorney General:  I do not, thank you.   

Governor:  Madam Secretary, do you have any questions?  

Secretary:  I do not, thank you.   

Governor:  Chair will accept a motion for the Approval of the Land Exchange described in 
Agenda Item 6A. 

Attorney General:  I move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  Second Governor.  
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Governor:  Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  Any questions or discussion?  All in 
favor say aye.  [ayes around]  Motion passes, 3-0.  Thank you gentlemen.   

Charles Donohue:  Thank you very much.  

 
*7. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF LAND LEASE 
 

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

Pursuant to NRS 322.007, the Nevada Division of State Lands (NDSL) is requesting approval to 
enter into a lease with the Board of Regents – College of Southern Nevada for occupancy and 
use of state owned property for childcare facility purposes. This item is contingent upon IFC 
approval. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 7, which is the approval of a land lease by the 
Department of Conversation and Natural Resources, Division of State Lands.  Mr. Wells.  

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  Item number 7 is a request from the Division of State Lands for 
the Board to approve a five year lease of property on College Drive in Las Vegas, to the College 
of Southern Nevada for a childcare facility.  This item also must be approved by IFC before it 
can be finalized.  Representatives from State Lands are available for any questions.   

Governor:  Good morning, Mr. Donohue, again, if you could just give a brief overview for the 
record, please.  

Charles Donohue:  Sure.  For the record, Charlie Donohue, Administrator for the Division of 
State Lands.  The College of Southern Nevada approached the Division of State Lands in early 
2000 requesting to use State Lands for a childcare facility.  At that time, they indicated that it 
would be a temporary use, that they were going to try and build a permanent facility at their 
college campus across the street.  The State entered into a two-year license and we have been 
moving in two-year cycles renewing that license.  It’s clear to me now that the College of 
Southern Nevada is not going to move that facility any time soon, so I really feel the more 
appropriate mechanism to provide that authorization is through a lease and that’s what our 
request is today.  

Governor:  Thank you very much.  I have no questions.  Mr. Attorney General? 

Attorney General:  I have no questions.  

Governor:  Madam Secretary, any questions?  
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Secretary:  No Governor, thank you.  

Governor:  Hearing no further questions or any questions, the Chair will accept a motion to 
approve the land lease described in Agenda Item 7A.   

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second?  

Secretary:  Second.  

Governor:  Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  Any questions or discussion?  All in 
favor say aye. [ayes around]  That motion passes 3-0, thank you gentlemen.  

Charles Donohue:  Thank you very much.   
 
 

*8. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – REQUEST FOR ALLOCATION FROM THE 
INTERIM FINANCE COMMITTEE CONTINGENCY ACCOUNT 

 
A. Treasurer’s Office - $128,555 

Pursuant to NRS 353.268, the Treasurer’s Office requests an allocation of $128,555 from the 
Interim Finance Committee Contingency Account to fund three temporary contracted employees 
and the Education Savings Account (ESA) enrollment program contact with BenefitWallet for 
the ESA Program created by SB302 during the 2015 Legislative Session. This item is 
contingent upon IFC approval. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Next is agenda item number 8, Request for Allocation from the Interim Finance 
Committee Contingency Account by the Treasurer’s Office.   

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  Item number 8 is a request from the Treasurer’s Office for an 
allocation of $128,555 from the Interim Finance Committee Contingency Account to fund Phase 
2 of the start-up costs for the Education Savings Account Program created during the 2015 
Legislative Session.  Phase 2 includes funding for temporary contract employees through March 
of 2016, as well as the FY ’16 portion of the contract to process payments to qualified 
participating entities.  It is intended that this allocation is a loan which will be repaid from the 
Administrative Set Aside Provisions that are included in the legislation.  This request also must 
be approved by the Interim Finance Committee next week before it can be finalized.  
Representatives from the Treasurer’s Office are available for questions.   

Governor:  Good morning.   
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Grant Hewitt:  Good morning Governor.   

Governor:  If you’d please identify yourselves for the record and give a brief description of 
what’s happening here please.  

Grant Hewitt:  Grant Hewitt, Chief of Staff in the State Treasurer’s Office. With me is Tara 
Hagan, Deputy Treasurer.  Also, for the ESA Program today, we have Contract 31.  I’m not sure 
if you want to consider that now or later, but I also wanted to make that aware.   

Today we’re asking for the $128,555 to help us enter into a contract that you will see in the 
November BOE with Benefit Wallet.  Benefit Wallet is a payment processor who will be able to 
process the payments between the parents ESA and the participating entity, the school.  So, it’s 
the separation between the State and the school, and paying that school directly.  It’s the 
processing part.   

Second, we’re asking for temporary employees, for three temporary employees.  As we work 
through the lawsuits that are pending, we feel that it’s the best case to have temporary staff as we 
work everything out.  We do have two pending lawsuits that we’re not able to comment on 
today, but we do have full faith in the Attorney General’s Office as we move down that process.  

The other contract that’s on today’s Agenda is for Neil Weisman if you’re looking at this as a 
three-legged stool, it’s the third leg in the stool.  It is the building of our database and enrollment 
process and user interface for parents to be able to utilize.   

So, you have the Benefit Wallet that is the payment.  You have the Neil Weisman contract which 
is the database and user interface and then you have the State Treasurer’s Office which will do 
the enrollment process and verify.  So, those are kind of the three legs and how they all work 
together.  I’m happy to answer questions.   

Governor:  I’ll take them separately, but you’re looking at a little over a half million dollars.  

Grant Hewitt:  That’s correct Governor.  

Governor:  Well, I’m curious because the last time you were here, you were very encouraged 
about the enrollment statistics and how robust they are, is it consistent with what you saidlast 
time? 

Grant Hewitt:  Grant Hewitt for the record.  We are sitting today, this morning at about 3,500 
applications.  There has been a slowdown, that’s to be expected as people are back in school.  
Last year we were approaching the start of school or had just started school and people were 
rushing to get their applications in so that they could utilize the school dates from the 2014-15 
school year.  I believe we’ll see the next rush on applications, probably around January, mid-
January.  That’s when if you were just starting school this year you would reach the 100 days.  
My guess is somewhere mid-January we’ll see another bump, heavy bump.  We are still seeing 
people apply every day.   

Governor:  What is the number for those that took advantage of that window, as you describe it, 
that are already enrolled in private schools? 
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Grant Hewitt:  I’ll have to do some research on that.  I don’t actually have an exact number as 
to who has applied and is currently not attending a public school but I will find out for you.  

Governor:  Do you have an estimate though? 

Grant Hewitt:  I don’t because when they apply they’re utilizing the schools that they were at, 
they don’t tell us that they’ve started private school.  It’s not in the application process, but I will 
see if there’s a way with Department of Education we could run a report to bounce numbers.  

Governor:  Okay.  I’m just curious because again, these are folks that are paying out the tuition, 
correct, at the private school with the hopes that this is all going to get done.   

Grant Hewitt:  Right.  They are bridging that gap until the ESA starts.  

Governor:  And then, some of those schools are requiring the payment of a full years’ tuition, is 
that accurate, have you heard that? 

Grant Hewitt:  I’ve heard that, but I haven’t been able to confirm that as the law doesn’t allow 
us to regulate private schools.  

Governor:  Now you describe this as a loan, so will you talk a little bit about that, the fact that 
we’re a little bit over a half million dollars.  

Grant Hewitt:  Grant Hewitt for the record.  SB 302 provides that the State Treasurer’s Office 
can take up to 3% as an administrative fee.  We intend to take that administrative fee on the 
accounts that we’re servicing and use those resources to repay the debt as it moves on.  We 
believe that we will be able to start making payments on that in Fiscal Year ’17, because we will 
have accounts funded and we will start taking that 3% out.  As we continue to move down, this is 
a constant discussion in my office, to verify that we aren’t asking for more than we can afford to 
pay.  Obviously with pending litigation, if there’s an injunction that could change the entire 
ballgame.  

Governor:  Well, and that’s where I was going is, I know you’re not a lawyer, but is there some 
risk there by putting this money out and, if there’s injunctive relief, to the ability to recoup that 
money.  

Grant Hewitt:  Grant Hewitt for the record. I would have to say and assume that there is the risk 
there that if the courts, at some point, offer permanent injunction or say the law violates the 
constitution and we’re no longer allowed to implement the program, the State Treasurer’s Office 
does not have the revenue sources on its own to repay this.  We are dependent upon the 3%, is 
that accurate Tara? 

Tara Hagan:  Tara Hagan for the record, Chief Deputy Treasurer.  Yes, that’s definitely 
accurate.   

Governor:  The State’s not charging you interest on that, is it? 

Grant Hewitt:  I don’t believe so.   
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Governor:  Okay.  All right, otherwise everything is moving as expected? 

Grant Hewitt:  Yeah.  Grant Hewitt for the record.  We’re very excited about the movement.  
We will be putting out the participating entity enrollment flow so that schools can sign up to 
accept the monies in November.  We anticipate, assuming we have Contract 31, with Neil 
Weisman approved today, we intend to be with a full user interface by January.  We’re excited.   

Governor:  So, while you’re here, why don’t we go ahead and open that agenda item on 
Contract 31, which is agenda item number 13.   

Grant Hewitt:  Grant Hewitt again for the record.  This is a contract with Neil Weisman, dba 
Interactive Ideas.  They are a database software development company who we have identified 
through an RFP process to meet the requirements and timelines that we need to ensure a user 
interface that integrates both with Treasurer’s Office ability to manage each account 
individually, but also with Benefit Wallet, which is a contract that will come up in November’s 
BOE.  This contract, this vendor is—one of the reasons we selected this vendor is that he is 
going to house the software system in a Nevada data center with dedicated servers so we don’t 
run into a problem where there’s too many users accessing the software at one time.  Every other 
RFP respondent was going to house it in a combined environment with others and would only 
guarantee us that 500 people could be on at one time.  That just wasn’t acceptable.  We did not 
want to incur another Nevada Health Link situation where it crashed due to an overuse.   

Governor:  Careful, those guys are here you know.  [laughter]   

Grant Hewitt:  I’m sorry.  But, that’s where we turned to somebody that was going to house it 
in Nevada, on dedicated equipment and have the ability to spin up additional servers in real time 
if we needed it.  We’re excited to hopefully start this relationship with this company and as it 
relates to the specific contract, I’ll let Tara speak to that.   

Tara Hagan:  Tara Hagan for the record.  A few things that we did want to bring up is the 
contractor will deliver the source code to us and grant that for use for the State of Nevada for a 
universal license for the lifetime of the software project.  In addition, we do have several 
liquidated damages should timelines not be met with certain milestones and therefore, we feel 
that there’s ample protections within this.  In addition to the implementation, there’s also the 
uptime for the data and the power, in terms it’s a 98.9%, so we also have those kinds of 
protections long-term with the contract as well.   

Governor:  Anything further?  So, this is an out-of-state entity.  Do they have a track record of 
performance or does it have a track record of performance? 

Grant Hewitt:  Grant Hewitt for the record.  It does.  They have done projects for the State of 
Hawaii, the Department of Agriculture out there.  They’ve done major projects for various 
casinos on the Las Vegas Strip.  Managing their entire tracking of uniform systems, a database 
that tracks real time through RFID components.  They also do work with the Greater Las Vegas 
Association of Realtors.  Which both of those projects alone would have many more users on at 
one time than our project probably ever will, but we wanted to make sure that we had the 
protections just in case.   
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Governor:  I think I heard you but I want to emphasize this.  They’re going to use a Nevada 
based cloud service company. 

Grant Hewitt:  That is correct.  A data center based in Nevada.   

Governor:  We probably know who that is, right? 

Grant Hewitt:  I believe that is one of the ones that is on the list to review, Switch is absolutely 
one of the ones.   

Governor:  I have no further questions, Mr. Attorney General? 

Attorney General:   No questions.   

Governor:  Madam Secretary, any questions?  

Secretary:  I do not, Governor, thank you.  

Governor:  So, I’ll take these individually.  The first item is agenda item number 8, the Chair 
will accept a motion to approve the request for an allocation from Interim Finance Contingency 
Account by the Treasurer’s Office in the sum of $128,555.   

Attorney General:   Move to approve.   

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I’ll second it Governor.  

Governor:  Thank you Madam Secretary.  Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  Any 
questions or discussion?  Hearing none, all in favor say aye.  [ayes around]  Motion passes, 3-0. 
 
 

*13. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – CONTRACTS  
 

Contract 31, taken out of order.   
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Let’s move to agenda item number 13, contract 31 which is a contract between the 
Treasurer’s Office and Neil Weisman, dba Interactive Ideas.  Is there a motion for approval? 

Attorney General:   Move to approve.   

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 
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Secretary:  I’ll second it Governor.  

Governor:  Any questions or discussion on the motion?  All in favor say aye.  [ayes around]  
Motion passes, 3-0.  Mr. Hewitt, I know you have another contract but I’m going to save it for 
later.   

Grant Hewitt:  Thank you Governor 
 
 

*2. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF THE SEPTEMBER 8, 2015 
BOARD OF EXAMINERS’ MEETING MINUTES 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Governor Vote:  2-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Going back to agenda item number 2 which is the approval of the September 8, 2015 
Board of Examiners Meeting Minutes.  Have the Members had an opportunity to review the 
minutes and are there any changes?   

Secretary:  I have none Governor.  

Governor:  The Chair will accept a motion for approval.   

Attorney General:   Move to approve.   

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval. 

Secretary:  I’ll second it Governor.  

Governor:  Madam Secretary, I’m going to second the motion because you weren’t in 
attendance.  So, I will second the motion.   I would assume that you would abstain. 

Secretary:  Yes, I will.  I apologize.  

Governor:  That’s all right, it’s 2:30 now, tomorrow.  [laughter]  So, the Attorney General has 
moved for approval.  I will second the motion.  All in favor say aye.  [ayes]  That motion passes 
2-0, and would you please mark the Secretary of State as having abstained from the vote.  

 
 
*3. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – AUTHORIZATION TO CONTRACT WITH A 

CURRENT AND/OR FORMER EMPLOYEE 
 

A. Department of Health and Human Services – Aging and Disability Services 
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Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Health and Human Services, Aging 
and Disability Services Division requests authority to contract with a former University of 
Nevada School of Medicine Associate Professor of Family Medicine to provide Medical Director 
Services.  This item relates to Contract #10 under agenda item 13. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 

B. Department of Health and Human Services – Aging and Disability Services 
 

Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Health and Human Services, Aging 
and Disability Services Division requests authority to contract with a former employee to 
provide Board Certified Behavior Analysis services to families and children in Elko, Nevada.   

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 

C.     Department of Health and Human Services – Division of Public and 
Behavioral Health 
 

Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Health and Human Services, Division 
of Public and Behavioral Health requests retroactive authority for contracts with seven 
individuals from May 2015 through September 2016 who are current or former graduate 
assistants or student workers of the Nevada System of Higher Education.   
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 

D. Department of Transportation  
 

Pursuant to NRS 333.705, subsection 1, the Department of Transportation (NDOT) requests 
authority to contract with a former Assistant Resident Engineer from NDOT.  NDOT has an 
existing contract with Diversified Consulting Services who is proposing to use the employee on 
the NDOT project. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Next agenda item are 3 authorizations to contract with a current or former employee.  
A, B and C involve HHS.  Will they please come forward, Mr. Wells? 

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  There are four items that are requesting the approval to contract 
with former or current employees.  The first item is the Division of Aging and Disability 
Services within the Department of Health and Human Services.  They are requesting authority to 
contract with a former Associate Professor of the University of Nevada School of Medicine to 
provide Medical Director services to the Desert Regional Center’s Intermediate Care Facility for 
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Individuals with Intellectual Disabilities.  The Professor who has been performing these duties 
under an interlocal agreement between the School of Medicine and the Department for the last 
10 plus years recently left the School of Medicine and the Agency wishes to maintain both the 
relationship with the physician and the continuity of care for the residents.   

The second item is also for the Division of Aging and Disability Services.  They are requesting 
authority to contract with a former employee to provide consultative services to families and 
children with behavior concerns in Elko.  This individual is one of only two Board Certified 
Behavioral Analysts in Elko at this time.  The Division would be out of federal compliance if 
such an individual is not available to provide the services when needed.   

The third item is a request from the Division of Public and Behavioral Health.  This is pursuant 
to Subsection 4 of NRS 333.705.  That states that an agency can contract with a former employee 
without obtaining the Board of Examiner’s approval first if it is for short-term, less than four 
months and the Director has determined an emergency exists.  If an agency does contract with an 
individual pursuant to the emergency provisions, they must come back to the Board of 
Examiners and the Board of Examiners must review and determine whether they would have 
approved of a contract had it not been entered into under the emergency provisions.  So, under 
this item, the Division of Public and Behavioral Health is requesting review and determination of 
whether or not the Board would have approved the Agency to contract with seven former 
graduate assistant and student workers to provide various services throughout the Division as 
paid interns, from May until September 2015.  The Division is also requesting to continue 
employment with several of these interns beyond the four month period.   

The last item is a request from the Department of Transportation to allow an existing contracted 
vendor to use a former Assistant Resident Engineer as a Senior Inspector on the Boulder City 
Bypass Project.  The Department has contracted with the vendor to provide construction crew 
augmentation services for the project and the vendor is proposing to use the retired employee as 
a senior inspector based on his specific knowledge and expertise.  The former employee retired 
in July and did not have any influence or authority over the contract with this particular vendor.   

There are representatives from each of the Divisions and Departments to answer any questions.  

Governor:  Thank you Mr. Wells.  You’ve actually made a very thorough record.  That was the 
one thing I wanted to point out, particularly with NDOT is that the individual who is the subject 
of this matter did not have anything to do with the contract with his current employer.  So, I have 
no questions on this Agenda Item.  Mr. Attorney General? 

Attorney General:  No questions.  

Governor:  Madam Secretary, any questions with regard to Agenda item number 3? 

Secretary:  Not at this time, no, thank you Governor.   

Governor:  So then hearing no questions, the Chair will accept a motion for approval of the 
authorization to contract with a current and/or former employee as described in Agenda Item 3A, 
B and C, for Department of Health and Human Services and D for the Department of 
Transportation.   
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Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I’ll second it Governor.  

Governor:  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  All in favor, please say aye.  [ayes 
around]  Opposed, no.  That motion passes, 3-0.   

 
 
*4. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – AUTHORIZATION TO APPROVE A 

PROVIDER AGREEMENT 
 
Pursuant to NRS 433.354, the Department of Health and Human Services is requesting Board of 
Examiners’ approval of the following provider agreement forms to enable them to enter into an 
agreement with providers of: 

 
A. Aging and Disability Services 

 
• Autism Treatment Assistance Program – (revised) 
• Nevada Early Intervention Services – (revised) 

 
B. Child and Family Services 
 

• Psychiatric Services to include psychiatric assessments, medication 
evaluations and follow-up appointments for youth and adolescents in Southern 
Nevada 

• Dental Services for the Summit View Correctional Center 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Let’s move to agenda item number 4, authorization to approve a provider agreement.  
Mr. Wells.   

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  Item 4 contains two requests for the Board to approve provider 
agreements for the Department of Health and Human Services.  The first is a request from the 
Aging and Disability Services Division to revise two provider agreements in order for the 
Division to use the agreements to contract with governmental organizations, specifically the 
System of Higher Education.   

The second request is from the Division of Child and Family Services to approve two new 
provider agreements.  The first for psychiatric assessments, medical evaluations and follow-up 
appointments for youths and adolescents in Las Vegas.   The second is for dental services at the 
Summit View Correctional Center.   
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There are representatives from the Departments to answer any questions.   

Governor:  I have no questions.  Again, this is a routine matter to help the efficiency of the 
Department as well as expedite services to the client.  Mr. Attorney General has no questions.  
Madam Secretary, any questions?  

Secretary:  None, thank you Governor.  

Governor:  The Chair will accept a motion to authorize and approve the provider agreements 
described in Agenda Item 4A and B.   

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I’ll second it Governor.  

Governor:  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  All in favor, say aye.  [ayes 
around]  That motion passes, 3-0.   

 
 
*5. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – VICTIMS OF CRIME FISCAL YEAR 2015 

3RD QUARTER REPORT AND FISCAL YEAR 2015 4TH QUARTER 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
Pursuant to NRS 217.260 the Board of Examiners shall estimate available revenue and 
anticipated claim costs each quarter. If revenues are insufficient to pay anticipated claims, the 
statute directs a proportional decrease in claim payments.  
 
The 3rd quarter fiscal year 2015 Victims of Crime Program report states all approved claims were 
resolved totaling $9,266,310.19 with $3,380,254.82 paid out of the Victims of Crime Program 
account and $5,886,055.37 resolved through vendor fee adjustments and cost containment 
policies. The program anticipates future reserves at $8.3 million to help defray crime victims’ 
medical costs. Based on the projections, the Victims of Crime Program recommends paying 
Priority One, Two and Three claims at 100% of the approved amount for the 4th quarter of FY 
2015.  
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Let’s move to agenda item number 5, Victims of Crime.  Mr. Wells.  

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  This item is being brought to the Board of Examiners pursuant to 
NRS 217.260 which requires the Board to estimate the available revenue and the anticipated 
claims for the State Victims of Crime Program.  The Board approved the recommendation to pay 
Priority 1, 2 and 3 claims at 100% for the first quarter of Fiscal Year 2016 at the September 
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Board Meeting.  After that meeting, we identified that the fourth quarter requests had not been 
submitted to the Board of Examiners for approval.  This item includes a report on the claims paid 
in the third quarter of FY ’15, and a recommendation to approve the payment of Priority 1, 2 and 
3 claims at 100% for the fourth quarter of FY 2015.  There is a representative from the Victims 
of Crime Program available for questions.   

Governor:  Thank you Mr. Wells, I have no questions.  Mr. Attorney General? 

Attorney General:  No questions.  

Governor:  Madam Secretary, any questions? 

Secretary:  No questions.   

Governor:  Hearing no questions the Chair will accept a motion to adopt and approve the 
Victims of Crime Fiscal Year 2015 Third Quarter Report and Fiscal Year 2015 Fourth Quarter 
Recommendation.   

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I’ll second it Governor.  

Governor:  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  All in favor, say aye.  [ayes 
around]  That motion passes, 3-0.   
 
 

*9. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF A CASH SETTLEMENT 
 

A. Department of Transportation (NDOT)  – Administration – $13,500    
 
The Department requests settlement approval in the total amount of $13,500 to fully resolve an 
appeal from an Award of Attorney Fees in an Inverse Condemnation Action, claiming that the 
planning of the I-15 South Design-Build Project (“Project NEON”) has caused various injuries. 
The proposed settlement provides for $13,500 to be paid to NDOT by Ad America for partial 
payment of NDOT’s attorney fees and costs awarded. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 

B. Department of Transportation (NDOT)  – Administration – $800.00    
 
Pursuant to Article 5, Section 21 of the Nevada Constitution, the State Board of Examiners shall 
examine all claims against the State. 
 
The Department requests settlement approval in the total amount of $800 to resolve an eminent 
domain action due to acquiring commercial real property, 315 square feet of land lying in the 
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City of Reno, owned and occupied by Mr. Bruce B. Miller.  Mr. Miller indicated that some 
landscaping improvements in his backyard would be removed due to the project. 
 
Pursuant to Article 5, Section 21 of the Nevada Constitution, 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. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We have already completed agenda items 6, 7 and 8.  We will move to agenda item 
number 9 which is approval of a cash settlement for, first is the Department of Transportation, A 
and B.   

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  Agenda item number 9, there are two requests for approval of 
cash settlements for the Department of Transportation.  The first is a revenue settlement for the 
State in the amount of $13,500 from Ad America, which resolves an appeal of an Award of 
Attorney Fees in an action relating to Project NEON.  The second request is a payment for $800 
to resolve an eminent domain action for the South McCarran Boulevard Widening Project, which 
would combine with the previous deposited amount of $500, bring to a total of $1,300 to resolve 
the eminent domain action.  Director Malfabon and Mr. Gallagher are here to answer any 
questions.   

Governor:  Good morning gentlemen.  I know these aren’t a lot of money and we don’t get 
these too often where we receive money.  Let’s talk a little bit about the item number A and the 
Ad America case.  Mr. Gallagher or Mr. Malfabon.   

Dennis Gallagher:  For the record, Dennis Gallagher from the Attorney General’s Office.  Yes, 
Governor, this is somewhat unusual in that we’re getting money back.  This is a property owner 
that has multiple properties in the Las Vegas areas and had filed a number of inverse 
condemnation lawsuits against the Department.  In this particular case, we had filed motions to 
dismiss, motions for more definitive statements and ultimately discovered that the entity did not 
even own the property at the time they claim there was a taking.  We filed a motion for cost and 
fees, District Court granted it.  There were some procedural issues on the other side with their 
counsel.  They filed a notice of appeal.  We participated in the settlement program before the 
State Supreme Court.  We couldn’t reach a settlement, a formal settlement, but reached a side 
agreement with the property owner to take a fraction of the award in lieu of dismissing the 
appeal.  If by any chance they do not pay the agreed upon amount, we intend to go back and 
pursue the full amount of the award that the District Court granted the State.  

Governor:  Thank you Mr. Gallagher, what was that full amount?  

Dennis Gallagher:  A little over $53,000.   

Governor:  Any questions Board Members, on agenda item 9A? 
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Attorney General:  No questions.  

Governor:  Let’s move to 9B.   

Rudy Malfabon:  For the record, Rudy Malfabon, Director of Nevada Department of 
Transportation.  Governor, this is just a settlement for acquisition of property.  We’re doing a 
project collaboratively with the RTC of Washoe County on McCarran Boulevard.  We dealt with 
several property owners and in these negotiations the property owners indicated there were some 
landscaping improvements that were affected, that they had to repair.  We agreed to the 
settlement of $800 in addition to what we were compensating him for his easement.   

Governor:  Thank you Director Malfabon.  I wish they could all be like this.  It’s pretty 
straightforward and we’ve already covered it through the NDOT Board.  Board Members, any 
questions with regard to agenda item number 9B? 

Attorney General:  No questions, thank you.   

Governor:  Madam Secretary, any questions?  

Secretary:  No questions, but thank you.  

Governor:  Hearing no questions, the Chair will accept a motion to approve the cash settlements 
described in agenda item number 9A in the sum of $13,500 and in 9B for $800.   

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I’ll second it Governor.  

Governor:  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  All in favor, say aye.  [ayes 
around]  That motion passes, 3-0.  Thank you gentlemen.   
 
 

*10. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF A SETTLEMENT OF 
BREACH OF CONTRACT 
 

A. Department of Education – $1,299,021 
 
The Department requests settlement approval to accept goods and services from Measured 
Progress, Inc. in the total amount of $1,299,021 to fully resolve a contract breach regarding the 
delivery of Nevada’s 2014-15 Criterion Referenced Test of which the majority of Nevada’s 
students were unable to successfully complete.   
 
The settlement agreement requires Measured Progress, Inc. to reduce its fees by $789,021 to 
$1,867,328 and provide to Nevada a Science, Technology, Engineering, and Math Gauge tool to 
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help teachers integrate assessment items into instruction in middle school valued at 
approximately $510,000. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 10, which is the approval of a settlement of a 
breached contract for the Department of Education.  

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  Agenda item number 10 is a request from the Department of 
Education to approve a settlement with Measured Progress to fully resolve a contract breach 
regarding the administration of the 2014-2015 Criterion Referenced Test.  Under the settlement 
the proposed value is $1,299,021.  There is no cash coming to the State.  The settlement includes 
a reduction in the final fees owed to Measured Progress and also provides that Measured 
Progress provide a Science, Technology, Engineering and Math Gauge Tool to the State at no 
cost.  Superintendent Canavero is available to answer any questions.   

Governor:  Good morning Dr. Canavero.  How are you today? 

Steve Canavero:  Good.  

Governor:  Good.  Will you take us through, I mean, this has been a subject of a lot of attention.  
Take us through how we got to this point.  

Steve Canavero:  Certainly.  Thank you Governor.  Interim State Superintendent Steve 
Canavero.  In April it became apparent that Smarter Balanced and Measured Progress were not 
able to deliver the assessment to our pupils in the capacity contemplated in their contracts.  
Under the supervision and direction of then Superintendent Erquiaga and consultation with 
General Laxalt’s Office, the State put both vendors in breach of contract.  From April until 
August, August is when we settled the breach with Measured Progress, the terms of which are 
laid out here; we negotiated—as we continued to resolve differences, we negotiated with 
Measured Progress.  Measured Progress continued to try to fix the system through April and May 
but they were at the end, unable to do so.  So, approximately 30% of our students across the State 
were able to participate in the Smarter Balanced assessment last year.  The reduction in fees that 
you’re seeing here is approximately 30% of the total contract value for the Smarter Balanced 
services.  Measured Progress does provide a number of other services to the State for 
assessments.  So, we have been paying and will continue to pay for those services which have 
gone and that are consistent with the contract.  

Governor:  We will maintain a relationship with them?  So, this is a narrow—it’s really not 
narrow, but this was a piece of our relationship with them.  The other portions they’re 
performing to our expectations?  

Steve Canavero:  Steve Canavero.   Governor, that’s a good question.  The contract is up with 
Measured Progress.  We came before you a few months ago for approval of a new vendor to then 
take on, sort of these services if you will, to help facilitate the State Assessment System.  Up 
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until the end of the contract, Measured Progress did deliver the science assessments in grades 5, 
8 and 10.  They developed and administered new end of course exams.  They did the HSPE retest 
and the Nevada Alternate Assessment.  So, for the 1% of our students with extreme disabilities 
that can’t access the assessment, we have an alternative assessment.  So, they performed those 
functions.  It was the one line item and one aspect in the scope of work related to the Smarter 
Balanced Assessment and delivery upon their platform was the issue of the breach.   

Governor:  Do you think the settlement is fair? 

Steve Canavero:  Steve Canavero.  I do believe the settlement is fair.  We went through on an 
item by item, sort of on the scope of work and budget and we reduced those fees, if you will, 
consistent with the service that was provided.  So, if it was around scoring and reporting, we 
reduced it by 30% because we know that 30%--or, we only paid for 30% because that’s what we 
were getting, so we reduced it by 70%.  We went through each of those items.  We recognized 
that there was work put in and work to be paid for in advance and a set-up, but at the end of the 
day, I feel like it’s a fair reduction in the rate.  I think as a measure of good faith, this is a vendor 
who the State has had a relationship with over 10 years.  As a measure of good faith as well, they 
offered and we agreed to accept the STEM gauge tool that’s also referenced here, of approximate 
value $500,000 that will help us in our middle schools transition to the new science standards 
that are in place now, the next generation science standards and providing teachers with 
curriculum supports and tools and formative assessments as well.  

Governor:  And, that’s the technical pieces of it all, what about the jeopardy to the kids, the 
70% that were unable to take the test? 

Steve Canavero:  Steve Canavero.  We’ve issued a number of points on this and the Department 
is deeply apologetic to staff and schools as well as families and students who had to live through 
this.  The back and forth, the entry into a computer lab only to have the assessment crash in the 
midst of it.  Or, even the entry into the computer lab and then not being able to do this.  As a 
measure, the State took an unprecedented step to issue a statewide testing irregularity to try to 
relieve some of the pressure that really surrounds this assessment.  Our Districts take this very 
seriously.  This is built into our accountability system.  So, there are waves and ripple effects that 
we’ll feel for some time, quite frankly, related to this.  You know, as a parent myself and going 
through it with my own daughter and having her talk about this at the dinner table with me and 
how going into this computer lab unable to take the test.  Coming back, taking it, not having the 
audio work.  It was real on many fronts for me.   

Governor:  Thank you for that.  So, going forward, we’re feeling pretty good that we’ll be okay 
next time? 

Steve Canavero:  Steve Canavero.  So, we have worked and the State Board has taken a deep 
interest in this as well under President Wynn, we have a monthly update that we provide to the 
State Board in our readiness and I’ve represented to you and I will again today that we have a 
December 31st, sort of proof of concept or a proof point built into our contract, so we’ve learned 
from this experience.  We’ve built into our contract with the new vendor, so on December 31, 
they have to be able to demonstrate that they can at scale and that scale is 50,000 concurrent 
users, deliver the computer adaptive test.  This way we have an advance planning in place and 
contingencies in the off chance that they’re able to demonstrate that.  I was just on a phone call 
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yesterday, as sort of a monthly update with our vendor, staff is engaged with our vendor now on 
a weekly, if not day by day basis to check on the transition as well as standing up.  They 
represented to me that they’re in good shape.  They’ve received the interim which is a small 
package of questions that they can then stand up on their system.  They received those.  They 
look like they’re in good shape.  There’s two vendors here that make this whole thing work, so 
they’re playing well together and they appear to be receiving the quality of material that will 
enable them to deliver, but we’ll see.  

Governor:  Finally, we have the infrastructure and the bandwidth throughout the respective 
Districts to handle all of this? 

Steve Canavero:  Steve Canavero.  I’m glad you asked that question Governor.  That’s been 
something that we have really tried to impress upon the State, our parents and the public that this 
is not—this was not an issue with our bandwidth.  This was not an issue with our readiness.  We 
had said that it was—Nevada was ready but our vendor was not.  So, we have the data to suggest 
and to support that we have adequate bandwidth and where we don’t have bandwidth our District 
Superintendents and our teachers and our principals made appropriate accommodations for those 
students to access; whether it’s at a library or another school, the type of bandwidth that’s 
necessary to carry about this assessment.  

Governor:  I appreciate your saying that.  It was a bad situation and yes, the buck stops with the 
Department of Education, but clearly this was a vendor issue, that it wasn’t able to provide the 
service that it represented that it could.  I also appreciate you’re doing all the due diligence now 
so that we will know months in advance that everything is going to work.  Board Members, any 
further questions for Dr. Canavero with regard to agenda item number 10? 

Attorney General:  No questions, thanks.  

Governor:  Madam Secretary? 

Secretary:  No questions.  

Governor:  Thank you gentlemen.  Hearing no further questions, the Chair will accept a motion 
to approve the settlement of a breach of contract in the sum of $1,299,021 for the Department of 
Education.  

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I’ll second it Governor.  

Governor:  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  All in favor, say aye.  [ayes 
around]  That motion passes, 3-0.   
 

*11. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – TORT CLAIMS  
  

A. Estate of R. Robinson, B. Robinson, and G. Gillock and Associates –  
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TC 17303 
      Amount of Claim - $400,000 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 11, which are Tort Claims.  Mr. Wells.   

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  Item number 11 includes four claims for which the Office of the 
Attorney General recommends payment from the Tort Claims Fund.  The first is the Estate of R. 
Robinson, B. Robinson and G. Gillock and Associates in the amount of $400,000.  The second to 
Dan Winder in the amount of $195,000.  The third to the Lambda Legal Defense and Education 
Fund in the amount of $615,037.  The fourth to the City and County of San Francisco in the 
amount of $400,000.  The Office of the Attorney General has provided representatives to answer 
questions the Board may have including Mr. Trutanich who is participating via telephone.    

Governor:  Thank you.  So, I think we ought to, with this first one, just lay a brief record.  This 
was a horrific case.  I apologize to the family for what has happened here.  I’m not sure who is 
going to do the presenting on this case.   

Kimberly Arguello:  That would be me, Senior Deputy Attorney General, Kimberly Arguello.   

Governor:  All right.  

Kimberly Arguello:  Thank you.  This case involves the death of Dr. Robert Robinson.  He was 
an 89 year old resident of the Nevada Veterans Home.  Dr. Robinson was a doctor of optometry, 
a veteran and a former member of the Nevada State Assembly.  A lawsuit was filed by his estate 
and by his wife, Betty Robinson, in Federal Court on July 14, 2014 against the Nevada State 
Veterans Home and its Administrator.   

The plaintiffs asserted the following causes of action: deliberate indifference to serious medical 
condition pursuant to 42 USC Section 1983; violation of the 14th Amendment.  Also pursuant to 
Section 1983, violation of the ADA and the Rehabilitation Act; medical malpractice; vicarious 
liability; gross negligence; wrongful death; negligent infliction of emotional distress; negligent 
hiring and training and supervision; loss of consortium; breach of contract and various 
declaratory judgement actions.   

This case and these claims would normally fall under the State Tort Cap, however, with the 
Constitutional allegations, even if one is proven, it would subject the State to a judgement over 
the cap and to attorney fees and costs, including expert fees and also the Medicare lien.   

The settlement that is proposed is for $400,000.  My office did extensive research regarding jury 
verdicts with similar facts, which revealed a range of between $400,000-$750,000.  That amount 
may be subject to doubling pursuant to our NRS Section 41.1395, because Dr. Robinson is an 
older and vulnerable person.  The possible jury verdict would then be increased by attorney’s 
fees and costs of the plaintiffs, which we estimated to be about $150,000.  That coupled with our 
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own costs, hard costs regarding experts of approximately $50,000 and our hundreds of hours of 
attorney time in taking this matter to trial makes this settlement of $400,000, which is in the best 
interest of the State of Nevada.  That settlement of $400,000 includes all attorney’s fees and 
costs and has plaintiffs responsible for their own Medicare lien.  I can answer any other 
questions you might have.   

Governor:  Thank you.  What I get from the memo that I have in front of me and from your 
presentation is, clearly this is not—this is simply a damages case.  It’s not a case, I don’t believe 
that we should take to trial under any circumstances, not because of the exposure but because it’s 
the right thing to do.   

Kimberly Arguello:  Absolutely.  The other thing is this is an early settlement that can be 
accomplished during the lifetime of his wife.   

Governor:  That’s another very important component.  So, I appreciate the professional way that 
you’ve handled this case and bringing it to a reasonable and expeditious conclusion.  Again, I 
don’t know if any of the family members are present but I personally want to apologize on behalf 
of the State for this happening.  Any other questions or comments from Board Members? 

Attorney General:  No questions.   

Governor:  Madam Secretary, any questions?  

Secretary:  No Governor, thank you.  

Governor:  The Chair will accept a motion to approve the Tort Claim in the sum of $400,000 for 
the Estate of R. Robinson, B. Robinson, 17303.   

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I second it Governor.  

Governor:  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  Any questions or discussion?  All 
in favor, please say aye.  [ayes around]  That motion passes, 3-0.  Thank you very much.   

 
 

B. Dan Winder – TC 17312 
      Amount of Claim - $195,000 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
 
Comments: 
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Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 11B, which is Dan Winder.  If you would 
identify yourself and please proceed.  

Ann McDermott:  Yes, good morning Governor.  My name is Ann McDermott, I’m Litigation 
Bureau Chief with the Office of the Attorney General.  I believe that Nancy Katafias is, also 
she’s our Tort Claims Manager, I believe she’s also at the table up North.  

Governor:  May I interrupt you?  Could you pull that microphone a little closer to you, I’m 
having a little trouble hearing you.  

Ann McDermott:  Certainly.  Shall I start over? 

Governor:  Yes please.  

Ann McDermott:  Okay, very good.  Thank you.  Good morning, my name is Ann McDermott, 
I’m the Litigation Bureau Chief with the Office of the Attorney General.  I’m here on the 
McCabe matter and I believe Nancy Katafias, our Tort Claims Manager is at the table up North, 
but I’m not able to see if she is.   

Governor:  She is.   

Ann McDermott:  Okay, thank you Governor.  

Governor:  I’m not sure who is going to make the presentation here. All right, if you would 
identify yourself for the record and please proceed.   

Garrit Pruyt:  My name is Garrit Pruyt.  I’m a Deputy Attorney General.  

Governor:  All right, will you take us through this case please on the settlement? 

Ann McDermott:  I could go ahead and do that, Governor, from down here, as long as there’s 
no delay or problem with the audio.  So, this case is actually—it involves two lawsuits.  One was 
filed in 2010, one was filed in 2014 and the cases were consolidated in Federal District Court.  It 
involves claims of medical deliberate indifference and medical malpractice against the Nevada 
Department of Corrections.   

It really involves the course of treatment. This particular plaintiff entered the Department of 
Corrections back in 1992.  He makes claims of failure to treat, failure to provide surgery for 
spinal stenosis, beginning in 2002.   

So, as I mentioned, the litigation then commenced in 2010, 2014.  It is the medical indifference 
and so we’ve got a Civil Rights component to this.  Then we also have medical malpractice 
claims.  So, this is something that would ordinarily be subject to the cap, but given the Civil—
excuse me, the Constitutional issues, it’s been removed from cap limitations.   

We think that it’s—we certainly recommend that if you settled for $195,000, excuse me—there’s 
been extensive discovery in the 2010 case, the 2014 case hasn’t gotten there, but extensive fees 
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and costs have already been expended by our side, by opposing counsel and it is cost effective 
for the State as a jury could award up to perhaps $850,000 on this case.  

Governor:  You’ve anticipated my question because that’s not in the memo that I have in front 
of me.  So, that’s what you estimated the exposure for the State to be is $850,000? 

Ann McDermott:  Right.  We looked at some other settlement valuations and jury verdicts and 
we found similar cases ranging from $400,000 to $850,000.  Again, we’ve already got the hard 
costs of attorney fees, witness fees, expert witness fees of up to $150,000 currently.  That would 
probably be doubled if we go to trial.  So, this is a significant lower percentage of exposure if we 
settle this today versus if we go to trial.   

Governor:  And you also, and you kind of said it but I just want to make sure we have it clear 
for the record.  You do believe that this settlement is in the best interest of the State.  

Ann McDermott:  We do Your—excuse me Governor.   

Governor:  All right.  Any questions from the other Board Members?  

Attorney General:  No questions.   

Governor:  Madam Secretary, any questions?  

Secretary:  No questions Governor.  

Attorney General:  Thank you Ann.  

Ann McDermott:  Thank you.  

Governor:  Hearing no questions the Chair will accept a motion to approve payment of the 
claim of $195,000 as described in Agenda Item 11B.   

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I second it Governor.  

Governor:  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  Any questions or discussion?  All 
in favor, please say aye.  [ayes around]  That motion passes, 3-0.   

 
 
 
 
 

C. Lambda Legal Defense and Education Fund – TC 17304 
      Amount of Claim - $615,037 
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Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 11C, which is Lambda Legal Defense and 
Education Fund.  Good morning Mr. Howle.  

Wayne Howle:  Good morning Governor.  Wayne Howle from the Attorney General’s Office.  
I’m here this morning on an item that presents a claim for $615,000--$615,037 to be precise; 
payable to Lambda Legal.  This payment is attorney’s fees and costs that are necessary because 
of the litigation over same-sex marriage that began in 2012 and only concluded this year.  The 
name of the case is Sevcik v. Sandoval.   

Same-sex Marriage Proponents sued the State and three County Clerks in 2012.  They claimed 
that Nevada’s laws restricting marriages to same-sex couples violated the US Constitution.  

Governor:  Let me interrupt you real quick Mr. Howle, I apologize.  I heard the click on the 
phone, Madam Secretary, are you still with us?  

Secretary:  Yes, I am still here.  

Governor:  All right.  Excuse me Mr. Howle.  

Wayne Howle:  No problem.  As I was saying, the plaintiffs in the litigation challenged both a 
Nevada State Statute and a Constitutional provision that required marriage be between persons of 
opposite sex.  The plaintiffs argued that the laws violated the right to equal protection.  The 
plaintiffs ultimately prevailed.   

In 2012, the legal landscape looked vastly different than it does today.  The State defended its 
laws in the Federal District Court and prevailed.  During the appeal in the Ninth Circuit, legal 
developments really began to accelerate in the nation.  By 2014, the handwriting was on the wall 
and the State’s legal position was no longer supportable.   

The amount that’s presented for payment today is payment that reflects only the fees incurred in 
relation to the State’s portion of this litigation. It’s significantly discounted from the amount that 
plaintiff counsel had estimated the State was responsible for.  And it’s also significantly 
discounted even from a compromised figured that Lambda Legal offered to us initially.   

So, on that basis, that it is a good compromise of attorney’s fees that are necessarily paid, I 
recommend approval of this expense as required by federal law for a prevailing Civil Rights 
plaintiff.   

Governor:  Thank you Mr. Howle.  I agree, I just want to explore what the coalition’s 
contribution to all of this is.  The way it appears, at least in the memo, is that the coalition isn’t 
contributing anything.  So, is there a separate agreement between the plaintiffs and the coalition 
for payment of attorney’s fees? 
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Wayne Howle:  I do not know if there is a separate agreement, but what I do know is that the 
coalition’s contribution to the litigation is not accounted for in this compromise.  This is only for 
the State’s portion.  Lambda Legal expressly removed any expenses incurred on account of the 
coalition in our final figure.  

Governor:  So, in other words, when we made the decision not to go further in the Ninth Circuit, 
all the money that was associated, legal fees that were associated with taking that case further are 
not part of this settlement? 

Wayne Howle:  That’s correct.  The coalition did continue on with the litigation.  They even 
made appearances in the US Supreme Court.  They petitioned for a rehearing in the Ninth 
Circuit.  Those are not part of this figure that we’re asked to pay today.   

Governor:  So, how did they apportion—what’s the formula for apportioning the State’s share 
and the coalition’s share? 

Wayne Howle:  Well, I don’t know any specific formula but we have had, from Lambda, the 
specific tabulation of their hours and there were over 2,000 hours attributable to the State’s 
involvement in the case.   

Governor:  Mr. Howle, you can see where I’m going.  I don’t think we should be subsidizing 
the coalition in this case for any attorney’s fees that they’ve caused.  So you can represent today 
that you have full confidence that this is the State’s share and that none of this includes what the 
coalition should be responsible for or for anything that happened after the State withdrew it’s 
brief in front of the Ninth Circuit.  

Wayne Howle:  Yes Governor.  I can and do make that representation.  

Governor:  Okay, great.  Any further questions from Board Members.   

Jordan Humphries:  Hi, it’s Jordan here.  

Governor:  Who is that? 

Jordan Humphries:  It’s Jordan Humphries.   

Governor:  I think you have the wrong number.  [laughter]   No, I’m sorry, who is this on the 
line?   

Jordan Humphries:  It’s Jordan from [inaudible] Group.  No, it sounds like I’m on the wrong 
call, apologies.   

Governor:  No problem sir.  How in the heck did he get that number huh?  [laughter]   

Attorney General:  I have no questions.  
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Governor:  All right.  Mr. Howle, anything else, do you think this is fair and in the best interest 
of the State to resolve this claim in this amount for $615,000? 

Wayne Howle:  Yes, I do Governor and I recommend it.  

Governor:  Okay.  And I guess the rudimentary math is about $300 an hour, I don’t know how 
much of this is cost and how much of it is attorney’s fees.   

Wayne Howle:  It’s approximately $15,000 in costs and the balance is attorney’s fees.  It’s 
actually an average billable hour of less than $250.  So, it’s a fair fee.  

Governor:  And, do you think that the hours are fair?  Did we put 2,000 hours into this case? 

Wayne Howle:  We did not.  And, wouldn’t have expected to.  This was a very novel case, in 
2012, when the plaintiffs developed the complaint, worked with 16 different plaintiffs to bring it 
forward.  They put a lot of time into it and necessarily because it was brand new law.  They were 
making law, as was happening all across the country.  Our hours are not in the same amounts as 
theirs.   

Governor:  So, did—and perhaps I asked this already, but I just want to make sure that the 
coalition is also contributing in this case. 

Wayne Howle:  Well, Governor, I don’t know if they’re contributing, they’re not part of this 
agreement.   

Governor:  No, I know that.  

Wayne Howle:  And, I don’t know if they’ve had discussions with the plaintiffs.  I can’t make 
any representations about that.  But those are not pertinent to our—our calculation of the State’s 
responsibility.  

Governor:  I understand all of that.  I just was asking to see if you had any other information.  

Wayne Howle:  I don’t have any other information. 

Governor:  Okay.  All right, Attorney General doesn’t have any questions.  Madam Secretary, 
do you have any questions? 

Secretary:  I do not Governor.  

Governor:  The Chair will accept a motion to pay the claim of $615,037 to Lambda Legal 
Defense and Education Fund for attorney’s fees.   

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 
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Secretary:  I’ll second it Governor.  

Governor:  Madam Secretary has seconded the motion.  All in favor, please say aye.  [ayes 
around]  That motion passes, 3-0.   

 
 

D. City and County of San Francisco – TC 17311 
        Amount of Claim - $400,000 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 11D, which is the City and County of San 
Francisco, claim of $400,000.   

Nick Trutanich:  Good morning Governor Sandoval, AG Laxalt, Secretary of State Cegavske, 
this is Nick Trutanich for the record, Chief of Staff of the Attorney General’s Office.  I believe 
Linda Anderson, Chief Deputy at the Attorney General’s Office and Solicitor General Lawrence 
Van Dyke are present in Las Vegas and Carson City respectively to present some background on 
the case and the claims made in the San Francisco litigation.  If there’s questions related to the 
settlement or outside counsel, I’ll address those.   

Governor:  All right, let’s proceed please.  Essentially in the same fashion as we have with the 
other three.   

Lawrence Van Dyke:  I’m going to go ahead and kick it off.  Linda, do you want to give some 
of the background on the case?  

Linda Anderson:  Yes.  Good morning Governor, Members of the Board.  This is Linda 
Anderson from the Attorney General’s Office down in Las Vegas.  This is a lawsuit that was 
filed in the City of San Francisco in September of 2013.  The causes of action stemmed from 
their allegations that Nevada bussed mental health patients to the City of San Francisco.  They 
made quite novel and unusual claims for restitution that the individuals who Nevada believes 
were being sent home to their home state or to be with friends and relatives should have their 
costs covered by Nevada because they had received mental health services here.   

Nevada has been very much contesting this litigation.  We had to hire outside counsel, of course, 
we’re not licensed in California to practice law and have defended this quite strenuously.  As 
part of the settlement, we are still not making any admissions that we did anything wrong.  I’m 
not sure that we even understand the claims that are being brought, but as will be explained by 
the other Deputies who are here today, we believe this is an appropriate settlement for the State 
because of the high costs involved in trying to defend this litigation in California.  

Nick Trutanich:  And, let me add to that, thank you Linda.   Governor, this lawsuit was brought 
as you know— 
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Governor:  Is this Mr. Trutanich? 

Nick Trutanich:  Yes.   

Governor:  Okay, just for clarity of the record, thank you.   

Nick Trutanich:  Yes.  As you know, this lawsuit was brought in late 2013, thereabouts in 
September.  The Attorney General, when he took office in January of this year, took a proactive 
management and litigation strategy on this case, to one, reduce outside counsel spending and 
two, increase litigation risk for the City of San Francisco by filing a cert petition in the United 
States Supreme Court.  That is important because—and also, I’m sorry, a part of that also was to 
build a coalition of 40 states in support of our cert petition asking for review of the California 
Supreme Court’s rejection of our outside counsel’s appeal.   

That petition by the California Supreme Court came down in December 2014.  We filed our cert 
petition in March of 2015 and there was a decision by the United States Supreme Court on a, 
what I’ll call, a sister case.  The California Franchise Tax Board vs. Hyatt, in which the exact 
same sovereign immunity issue that our office was raising in the cert petition was granted for 
review at the United States Supreme Court.  With that uncertainty, I believe that San Francisco 
came back to the negotiating table, significantly reduced its earlier offers for settlement.  This 
settlement for $400,000 not only gives the State certainty about what it might incur in outside 
counsel fees leading up and to an ultimate Supreme Court decision in that sister case.  It also is 
much lower than initial settlement demands and much lower than demands—or, excuse me, prior 
offers made in this case.   

I will also note Governor, that in this case, there were $2,000,000 in outside counsel that were 
incurred in the 13 months prior to AG Laxalt taking office.  Since we’ve been in office in 
January 2015 to today, approximately $100,000 has been spent in outside counsel.  So, that’s 
about 5% of the cost in the 10 months that we’ve been in office.  We’ve made extra effort to 
ensure that we were judicious in spending outside counsel and took a lot of the laboring work, 
thanks to the Solicitor General of the brief writing for the two briefs that we submitted to the 
Supreme Court of the United States.  We were very mindful of taxpayer dollars in that instance.  

Governor:  All right.  Thank you Mr. Trutanich.  I just want to be clear.  There were two cert 
petitions filed to the Supreme Court, one in the instant case that was denied, correct? 

Nick Trutanich:  That’s correct, but an important key part of that is, both issues—an important 
part of that is, our office built a 40 state coalition along with the cert petition that was actually 
granted.  Without both cases presenting the same exact issue to the United States Supreme Court 
at the same exact time and 40 states coming together and ask [inaudible]—the Attorney General 
asking the United States Attorney—or, excuse me, the United States Supreme Court to grant 
certs on one of the two cases.  I don’t believe that either of the cases would be granted.  So, ours 
was ultimately unsuccessful at the Supreme Court, but our sister case, California Franchise Tax 
Board vs. Hyatt was granted.  

Governor:  So, it’s your position that even though our petition for cert was dismissed that you 
could use the law of the case from a different matter? 
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Nick Trutanich:  Exactly.  We had not—our—the reason, and the Solicitor General can add 
light to this, but the reason our case had not been granted or at least held at the Supreme Court 
was because there was a vehicle problem.  The issue about sovereignty—is what they call a 
vehicle problem at the Supreme Court.  Essentially the issue of sovereign immunity was not 
properly keyed up in our case.  If, for example, the Hyatt case ultimately were to be decided on 
the sovereign immunity issue in a way that was favorable to Nevada, we believe that precedent 
that the United States Supreme Court could have affected the case that we’re engaged in with 
San Francisco.  The reason that this settlement is warranted however, despite the fact that the 
Supreme Court could ultimately decide in a way that favors Nevada is one, it shuts off the 
spending on outside counsel so that the State no longer has to pay outside costly counsel in this 
case.  And two, it gives certainty to the amount of money that the State will ultimately be paying 
because of the lawsuit by San Francisco.  

Governor:  Thank you.  I agree with you.  I mean, I guess, shifting gears here a little bit here, 
I’m not real happy about the amount of fees that have been charged by this outside firm.  This 
was a firm that was selected by the Attorney General’s Office prior to General Laxalt coming 
into office, correct?  

Nick Trutanich:  That’s correct.  

Governor:  Do you know how that selection was made? 

Nick Trutanich:  I believe that the need for outside counsel in that case is because it was a firm 
located in the City of San Francisco.  There were many licensed attorneys that knew the Judges 
and knew the Courts in our office at the time.  I believe the Attorney General then decided that 
this was the best course of action for the State.  Obviously, if you’re going to make a decision 
like that, I believe that you also need to be mindful of the costs and reviewing outside counsel 
bills.  I can tell you our Administration, AG Laxalt’s Administration has been very mindful of 
those monies spent.  We personally go through the bills, cut where there’s excess, negotiate the 
bills down.  We’ve been successful in spending 5% of what was spent in the first 13 months of 
this litigation during our 10 months in office.  

Governor:  I don’t know specifically, but I had hoped there would be some reduction in this 
case because $2M to file a motion to have it denied at the Superior Court level and then have it 
denied at the Appellate Court level and then both the Supreme Court levels, that’s a lot of 
money.  In any event, what’s done is done in terms of what we’ve paid on our side of the ledger.  
Let’s move over to the other parts of the settlement because I know we’re talking today about the 
payment of $400,000 and Ms. Anderson, you know this, there’s another important component to 
this settlement and a recognition that this is a mutual settlement.  That the City of San Francisco 
also had its own bussing program and in fact, it had a name for it called Homeward Bound.  
What I like about this settlement is that now as part of it, they will require that both entities, the 
State of California and the State of Nevada collaborate when patients or clients are coming back 
and forth.  So, that’s something that there really wasn’t ever recognition of is the fact that there 
were patients moving both ways.   

Again, I want to thank the City of San Francisco for its recognition for that piece of this.  So now 
if there is somebody in Nevada who we have cared for and they want to go home or be with a 
loved one, we will ensure that there is a care plan for them and we will notify the City of San 
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Francisco when that person is going to arrive.  On the other hand, when the City of San 
Francisco is sending somebody to Nevada, the City of San Francisco will notify our healthcare 
providers and let us know what their care plan is going to be as well.  

I frankly think that this settlement should be a model for the country.  [end of tape 2]   So that we 
can resolve this once and for all and so that we don’t have these naked allegations of Greyhound 
therapy and bussing and all those things because clearly, most sides were doing it with good 
motive and good intent in mind in terms of making sure that these folks that are in a strange 
place can get the care that they need, where they are once they’ve been brought to a condition 
that they’re able to go home, that we can make sure they can get home and get the best care and 
attention that they can have.  Ms. Anderson, I don’t know if you were responsible or part of that, 
part of the negotiation on it.  

Linda Anderson:  Actually the Division of Public and Behavioral Health really should be the 
one that takes the credit in terms of the fact that they have really improved their process.  While 
we don’t believe anything was being done incorrectly before, we do recognize that better 
communication, better protocols are actually going to help all folks that come to Nevada to make 
sure the services are in place.  I really give my hats off to Richard Whitley and his group for 
making those kind of agreements and arrangement with the City.  And, we’ve extended this 
beyond because we do want to be, as the Governor has said, a model for others in the future.  

Governor:  Dr. Green and Mr. Whitley or Director Whitley are here.  I don’t know if you care to 
comment on anything that I’ve talked about, but I think that it’s appropriate given what has 
happened before now and where we are now in terms of the progress that has been made and the 
relationships that we’ve developed with other jurisdictions.  Director Whitley and Dr. Green. 

Richard Whitley:  For the record, Richard Whitley, Director of Health and Human Services.  I 
think you said it very nicely in terms of where we’ve landed.  I think beyond what Deputy 
Attorney General Anderson indicated with the City of San Francisco, we also have agreements 
with the State of Oregon and the City of Sacramento.  So, out of this, we have, without lawsuit 
actually, developed these reciprocal relationships for transfer.   

I would add that whenever an issue gets identified in an agency or in a process, you start looking 
and you do find opportunities for improvement.  So, the level of review of that facility has only 
served to make it better.  Better for the citizens of Nevada, particularly in Las Vegas.  All of our 
facilities are licensed, certified by CMS, and joint commission accredited.  They’ve  gone 
through processes of review.  Our policies are in place to ensure the safe and appropriate 
discharge of all patients.  So, that really goes to the staff that we have and to the work of the 
Governor’s Behavioral Health and Wellness Council.  A big effort that was done with that 
Council was to review the detail of what goes into providing services for behavioral health 
clients.  The goal is to prevent the crisis.  The goal is to keep people who are mentally ill stable 
and out of the hospital.  We continue to make strides in that way but we’re here today, both Dr. 
Green and I to assure you that the processes are in place for safe and appropriate discharge from 
our hospitals.  

Governor:  And not only discharged, but again, the notification when a patient is coming our 
way.  So, will we get a phone call or some type of electronic communication that there is an 
individual or a patient that’s coming from another jurisdiction? 
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Richard Whitley:  For the record, Richard Whitley.  If it’s planned, but as you know, people 
who are mentally ill are free to move about until they’re at a point where they’re a danger to self 
or others requiring an intervention.  So, you know, I think putting all of this in place does serve 
when we’re knowledgeable about people who are working to relocate or to move.  As individuals 
maybe decide to travel on their own and not inform their care provider, they may end up in our 
State or likewise in another state.  But, I think this assurance of having the communication that 
works two ways—and that works two ways with the City of Sacramento and the State of Oregon 
as well.  It does, I think, serve us well to keep the lines of communication open.  

The other thing that we’ve been doing is actually, in addition to our policies, we review for 
compliance of our policies.  Then we review our data on a regular basis, just to see if there are 
any trends of people coming from any particular community or particular state and to more 
proactively engage in those discussions to see what we can do to maybe prevent any future crisis 
of discharge.  

Governor:  Thank you Director Whitley.  I don’t know Dr. Green, you’ve lived through all this.  
I truly want to thank you for your leadership in bringing us to where we are now.  I don’t know if 
you have any comments.   

Tracy Green:  Great, for the record, Dr. Tracy Green, Chief Medical Officer.  Just want to say 
thank you Governor for that acknowledgement and Members of the Committee, I don’t really 
have anything in addition to add, but thank you.  

Governor:  Thank you very much.   

Nick Trutanich:  Governor Sandoval? 

Governor:  Yes.  

Nick Trutanich:  This is Nick Trutanich again for the record.  I did want to put one more thing 
on the record and that is that this is a tentative settlement subject to the approval of both this 
Board and the Board of Supervisors in San Francisco, with final approval resting at the Court.  
Also, in July, our Office asked for increased authority of the contract to pay back bills, dating 
back into 2014, and I believe that there’s approximately $20,000 left on that authority.  We may 
ultimately have to see this case one last time to wrap up the final litigation costs, but we certainly 
hope not.  

Governor:  Thank you Mr. Trutanich.  That’s another point to why it’s a good, I think, it’s a 
good settlement now is that, I mean, procedurally, all we’ve done is lost on a motion to dismiss.  
So, there could be a lot of litigation to go.  So, I think it’s in the best interest of the State from a 
tort exposure standpoint, attorney’s fees standpoint and also, doing a fair result as I just talked 
about in terms of what the agreements are with the other—with particularly here in the City of 
San Francisco.  Again, I don’t know if San Francisco is listening, but I want to thank them for 
their willingness to resolve this case at this time.  That shows leadership on behalf of the City 
Attorney there who brought the case, as well as the entity that will ultimately approve this 
settlement.  Thank you.   
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All right, Ms. Anderson or Mr. Trutanich or anyone else associated with the Attorney General’s 
Office, is there any further presentation with regard to this Agenda Item? 

Nick Trutanich:  Nothing from Nick Trutanich Governor.   

Linda Anderson:  No thank you Governor.  

Lawrence Van Dyke:  Governor, Lawrence Van Dyke, Solicitor General from the Attorney 
General’s Office.  I just wanted to elaborate a little bit on what Nick Trutanich said earlier.  
Because there are two approvals that come after this and we want to make sure that our approval 
from the Board here is contingent upon getting final approval from both the Board of 
Supervisors in San Francisco and from the Court. So, my understanding is that, this Board can 
approve these things contingent upon other things happening.  Maybe could speak to that, but my 
understanding is they can do so and I would urge the Board to do that, to ensure that San 
Francisco and the Court—that we get those other approvals, so our approval isn’t hanging out 
there with those approvals.  Thank you Governor.  

Governor:  Thank you.  I agree.  I think we’ve done this before from this Board is that we have 
approved settlements here subject to the approval of other entities and in this case, specifically 
the City of San Francisco, as well as the Court.  I can be pretty confident that the Court is going 
to approve this if both the parties have approved it, but do you know when that meeting for the 
City of San Francisco is scheduled? 

Lawrence Van Dyke:  Governor, Lawrence Van Dyke.  Nick, I think Nick knows more 
specifically what the date is.   

Nick Trutanich:  Governor Sandoval, Nick Trutanich for the record.  There is a hearing 
tomorrow in the San Francisco Court related to this settlement.  It’s actually a case management 
conference.  It’s scheduled for tomorrow.  I believe there’s another hearing date tentatively 
scheduled in December.  We, in collaboration or consultation with the City Attorney, I believe 
they anticipate approval some time by the end of the year, by their Board of Supervisors and then 
Court approval will follow shortly after that.  

Governor:  Is the Court going to stay all precedings pending that settlement so that we’re not 
running up the clock on attorney’s fees? 

Nick Trutanich:  We have been aggressively pursuing stays through AG Laxalt’s 
administration.  Currently we’re operating under a stay and we anticipate that that stay will stay 
in effect until the Board of Supervisors approves in San Francisco and then the subsequent 
hearing at the Court.  

Governor:  Okay.  And I don’t want to belabor this and I apologize Madam Secretary because I 
know you’re hanging in there with the time.  Last question, I promise is, do you have any 
indication from the representatives of the City of San Francisco that they’re relatively optimistic 
that they’re governing body is going to approve this settlement?  
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Nick Trutanich:  Yes.  They did not want to speak for the Board of Supervisors, obviously 
before that Board met and convened on this issue, but they will certainly be recommending to the 
Board that this settlement is appropriate.  

Governor:  All right.  Thank you Mr. Trutanich.  Mr. Attorney General, any questions?  

Attorney General:  No questions.   

Governor:  Madam Secretary, any questions?  

Secretary:  No questions Governor.  

Governor:  All right.  Hang in there.  All right.  Hearing no questions the Chair will accept a 
motion for approval of the claim of $400,000 for the City and County of San Francisco, subject 
to approval by the governing body of the City and County of San Francisco and the responsible 
Court.     

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I second it Governor.  

Governor:  The Secretary has seconded the motion.  Any questions or discussion?  All in favor, 
please say aye.  [ayes around]  That motion passes, 3-0.   

  
 

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

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 12 which are Leases, Mr. Wells? 

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  There are six leases in Exhibit Number 1 for approval by the 
Board this morning.  No additional information has been requested from any of the members.   

Governor:  All right.  I have no questions on this agenda item.  Mr. Attorney General, any 
questions?  

Attorney General:  I have no questions.   

Governor:  Madam Secretary, any questions?  
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Secretary:  No questions Governor.  

Governor:  The Chair will accept a motion for approval of the Leases described in agenda item 
number 12.   

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval, is there a second? 

Secretary:  I second it Governor.  

Governor:  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  Any questions or discussion?  All 
in favor, please say aye.  [ayes around]  That motion passes, 3-0.   
 
 

*13. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – CONTRACTS  
 

Thirty-one independent contracts were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 13 which are Contracts, Mr. Wells? 

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  There are 31 contracts listed in exhibit 2 for approval by the 
Board this morning.  Members have requested additional information on the following:  Contract 
number 1 between the Office of the Attorney General and Bancroft PLLC.  Contract number 2 
between the Office of the State Treasurer and Mackay Shields.  Contract number 3 between the 
Office of the State Treasurer and Hirschler Fleischer.  Contract number 7 between the 
Department of Education and the American Institutes for Research in Behavioral Science.  
Contract number 12 between Department of Health and Human Services, Division of Healthcare, 
Financing & Policy and the Division of Welfare and Supportive Services.  Contracts 16 and 17 
between the Department of Health and Human Services, Division of Public and Behavioral 
Health and UNR and UNLV.  Contract number 28 between the Silver State Health Insurance 
Exchange and KPS3, Inc.  The Board has already approved contract number 31 between the 
State Treasurer and Neil Weisman.   

Governor:  Thank you Mr. Wells, let’s proceed with contract number 1.  That is the Attorney 
General’s Office and Bancroft.   

Nick Trutanich:  Good morning again, Your Honor—or good morning again Governor and the 
rest of the Members of the Board.  This is Nick Trutanich for the record, Chief of Staff at the 
Attorney General’s Office.  This is a $10,000 contract which is limited in scope related to the 
lawsuits filed against the ESA law.  That’s Ruby Duncan et al vs. the State of Nevada et al and 
Lopez et al vs. Schwartz et al.   
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This contract provides for an initial evaluation by Bancroft to address how to proceed in the 
litigation.  It’s for $10,000.  It’s a fixed and discounted fee.  As you know, Governor, the ESA 
law is both creative, it’s innovative and its ambitious and national groups are looking at this law 
to oppose parental choice and have focused significant resources on attempting to get our law 
struck down.  After careful examination by the lawyers in our Office, the conclusion was made 
that the best way to defend this State in ESA’s law was by partnering with a national renowned 
appellate constitutional counsel, Paul Clement.  Paul Clement is a former United States Solicitor 
General.  He’s a member and partner of the Bancroft firm.  He’s argued over 75 cases before the 
United States Supreme Court; multiple arguments in various Supreme Courts and Appellate 
Courts throughout the United States and has argued more cases in the United States Supreme 
Court than any other lawyer since 2000.  He’s currently defending—Mr. Clement is also 
currently defending similar programs against similar challenges in both State and Federal Courts 
in this country right now.  As part of the AG’s effort to defend this program, we retained Mr. 
Clement and his law firm at a fixed and discounted fee of $10,000 to provide that immediate 
evaluation.   

I will note that there is a subsequent contract which would be the subject of a later Board.  I’m 
sure there are some questions from you Governor, that’s the gist of what this contract is about.  

Governor:  Thank you Mr. Trutanich.  Obviously, under no circumstances would I question the 
experience and the success of Mr. Clement.  He’s certainly a historical figure and somebody that 
is worthy of the respect and description that you provided.  I guess you’re touching on some of 
my questions.  I obviously—this is an important issue for the State, but I guess you will agree, 
there’s no tort exposure for the State associated with this case, correct?  

Nick Trutanich:  That’s correct.  

Governor:  And, it’s venue—I guess there are two cases.  There’s one venue in Carson City and 
one venue in Clark County? 

Nick Trutanich:  That’s right Governor, it’s two different cases.  

Governor:  All right.  And, right now, the issue is the interpretation of the Nevada Constitution 
and with regard to the Blaine Amendment?  

Nick Trutanich:  Well, there’s the claims filed in each of the cases, I mean, they’re largely 
similar, but yes there’s an issue with respect to the Blaine Amendment. I don’t want to get too far 
into the legal issues because I don’t want to reveal in a public setting legal strategy about what 
we’re going to do.  We’re in attorney/client privileges.  I want to be very mindful of that, but yes, 
there are issues raised in the claims, in both of those, that address the Nevada Constitution and 
the Blaine Amendment.  

Governor:  I understand perfectly and under no circumstances would I seek to have legal 
strategy or what have you or attorney/client privilege discussions exposed in a public meeting.  I 
guess my point being is that, the complaints in this case are public record and the nut of the case 
is the interpretation of the Nevada Constitution, vis-à-vis, the law that was passed during the 
legislature for Education Savings Accounts.  
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Nick Trutanich:  Yes Governor.  Some of those similar laws passed in other states are 
currently—Mr. Clement and Bancroft are dealing with now, which are exclusive to their 
respective State Constitutions are up for review at the United States Supreme Court, including 
one in Colorado where a cert petition has been filed.  Because of the landmark nature of 
Nevada’s ESA Program, the eyes of the nation are looking at the program and some of those 
eyes want this law struck down and others want to follow Nevada’s lead.  So, the best 
opportunity for success, we believe was to retain Clement, who is experienced in this area, who 
is experienced in constitutional law to give us a recommendation as a path forward and then I 
assume at a subsequent BOE, we’ll be discussing what the cost of that path forward might be.   

Governor:  Does Mr. Clement have experience with the Nevada Constitution? 

Nick Trutanich:  I’m sure Mr. Clement has experience with the Nevada Constitution.  I’m not 
aware whether or not he’s argued a case in Nevada or not, but the issues presented in this case 
are not novel and exclusive to the Nevada Constitution.  They are being addressed in other 
jurisdictions, in other states throughout the country and those laws and Mr. Clement’s 
representation in those cases are currently being reviewed by the United States Supreme Court.  
So, there are national implications to what Nevada’s Constitution says, to what Colorado’s 
Constitution says, to potentially in the past, what Florida’s Constitution says.  

Governor:  All right.  You can’t see this Mr. Trutanich but Mr. Van Dyke is indicating he wants 
to speak, so please proceed.   

Lawrence Van Dyke:  Governor, Lawrence Van Dyke, Solicitor General and Attorney 
General’s Office.  To respond to a little more fulsome to a couple of your questions.  As far as, 
and again, we don’t want to get too much into this to divulge litigation strategy and such, but as 
far as there being Federal Constitution issues.   One of the questions—you know, Nevada has its 
own Constitutional Provisions including the Blaine Amendment that you mentioned earlier.  A 
lot of those provisions are similar from state to state and the majority of states actually have 
similar provisions in their constitution.  These have been litigated with mixed results in various 
states.  One of the perennial questions that’s raised is, are there limits, federal constitutional 
limits on how those state constitutions provisions can be interpreted.  So, there are sort of, in 
some ways, federal constitutional questions tied up in some of these state constitutional 
questions.  

Also, to the extent, speaking of Bancroft and Clement’s experience as far as the Nevada 
Constitution, I think that, again, because a lot of times, what states will look to, because as is the 
case here in the Nevada, there’s just not a lot of Nevada Case Law on these type of provisions.  
They’ll actually look to how other states have interpreted those provisions, similar type 
provisions in their State Constitutions.  So, we do think that Mr. Clement and Bancroft’s 
experience in litigating these types of issues from other State Constitutions is very relevant here.  

Governor:  I guess I’ll ask kind of a different question, don’t you want to do this?  You’re the 
Solicitor General.   

Lawrence Van Dyke: Absolutely.  Absolutely Governor.  And again, Lawrence Van Dyke, and 
I am doing it.  We are working, as I think Nick said from the beginning, we are working hand in 
hand. In fact, one of the things I think that Nick didn’t mention, we have a very discounted rate.  
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I think part of the reason we have such a discounted rate from this national counsel is because of 
the fact that we’re obviously doing a lot of the work.  So, this is a collaborative effort.  This is 
sort of a, doing everything possible to defend these laws, but obviously more minds is better and 
I think our goal is to do the very best job possible defending these laws and with that—so, this 
isn’t an either or, this is us working along with them and taking advantage of their expertise but 
also our expertise.   

Governor:  So, Mr. Trutanich in his remarks said, this contract is for consultation, but you’re 
basically saying and he has said, you’re seeking to partner with Mr. Clement and his firm on an 
ongoing basis.  I don’t know what a discounted rate is, what is a discounted rate?  

Nick Trutanich:  So, Governor, to be more specific, this is Nick Trutanich again for the record.  
To be more specific, our office sent a subsequent contract to this $10,000 contract yesterday, to 
the Budget Division, retroactive for the past week.  Essentially what that contract is for is for a 
fixed fee, at the District Court of $285,000 and it’s essentially for all litigation from the moment 
that the complaint was filed until Friday.  $285,000 and Governor, you made this point with 
respect to the City of San Francisco case, there was $2 million incurred by prior outside counsel 
before we had even filed an answer in that matter.  This is $285,000 from inception to trial at the 
District Court.  So, although it is a sizeable amount of money, to retain the constitutional 
expertise of Paul Clement, it certainly is well worth it because it gives us the best chance of 
success at this case.  Not only to Nevada parents for their clarity and expediency on this issue, 
but they also deserve the best possible defense that the State can reasonably afford.  It’s the 
opinion of the Attorney General that in this matter, the $285,000 for that portion of the contract, 
which will be before the BOE at a different time, obtain that goal.   

Governor:  You’re seeking to get this money from the Statutory Contingency Fund, correct? 

Nick Trutanich:  That’s correct.  

Governor:  And, do you have money in your own budget to pay for this? 

Nick Trutanich:  No Governor, unfortunately we don’t.  We have often times, when we seek to 
retain outside counsel, we will whenever possible use our own budget.  An example comes to 
mind from June where your Office had asked us to get an opinion on an issue.  I won’t go into 
that issue, but we paid for that out of our operating budget and did not ask the Statutory 
Contingency Fund to supplement it.  So, whenever possible, we do, but in this case, it’s just too 
much from our budget that we can’t afford.  So, since the Statutory Contingency Fund is there 
for this reason, pursuant to State Law, we have opted to ask the Board of Examiners to approve 
this contract for the $10,000 amount and then subsequently for the $285,000 amount.  

Governor:  Mr. Wells, how much do we have in the Statutory Contingency Fund? 

Clerk:  Governor, I believe there is a little over $1.6 million in that account for this biennium.  

Governor:  $1.6 million? 

Clerk:  I believe so.   
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Governor:  And your budget can’t handle any of this Mr. Trutanich? 

Nick Trutanich:  Unfortunately, it can’t.  

Governor:  I mean, I know that we have used this fund previously and in fact, we used it for the 
San Francisco, correct?  I just don’t recall us ever using the Statutory Contingency Fund for a 
legal case that doesn’t involve exposure to the State or toward exposure, I would say.  Here’s my 
concern and I’m not trying to make this difficult.  We need the best representation that we can 
have.  If you feel that you need that outside of the Office, so be it.  I always worry because I’ve 
been here with regards to this Contingency Fund which is also the fund for Wildfires, Floods, 
Natural Disasters, when things of a huge nature come up.  The San Francisco case, that’s part of 
my frustration going back to that, is that drained a lot of our money and then we had to go to 
IFC, did we not, to have to supplement the Contingency Fund here.  So, every time we draw for 
legal fees from this Contingency Fund, it means we have less money in the event, god forbid, in 
the event that we have a wildfire or some natural disaster.  So, now we’re in for $10,000 and now 
we’ll be in for another $285,000.  That’s where we are.   

Nick Trutanich:  Governor, if I may?  

Attorney General:  Nick, actually, if I could jump in here.  Governor.  I would just say that 
being in this office now for almost 10 months or I guess over 10 months, it is surprising that the 
Attorney General’s budget does not have any built in capacity to be able to hire outside litigation 
counsel for major cases that may affect the State.  Obviously this ESA case is novel to our State 
as the Solicitor said, there isn’t any law on the books in our State.  The ACLU which has sued 
the State has national litigators.  They got this giant team that they’re going to implement.  So, 
believe me, if we could pay for it ourselves, we would.  Frankly, I’m surprised, given the nature 
of litigation in 2015 with complex matters and how these things, you know, we go to gay 
marriage for example.  These issues come up and they’re novel and for whatever reason, 
something I could surely look to for my next budget, there isn’t any built in capacity for the 
Attorney General to determine that we absolutely need to hire outside counsel to supplement 
whatever effort we may be doing.   

So, I just want you to know, we don’t take this lightly and I understand it’s a lot of money.  I can 
say that there are a handful of attorneys in this State that charge $1,000 an hour, which you 
probably know and it may surprise the public.  A gentlemen with the resume of Paul Clement is 
a $1,500 an hour plus type attorney.  Their willingness to join our State at this massively cut rate 
is a great deal for our State.  It’s something that we just could not obtain with this level of 
counsel without their willingness to understand we’re of limited resources and understand that 
we have small pots of money to be able to fight these types of cases.   

So, again, we do not take this lightly.  We heard loud and clear from the Treasurer, all parties 
involved, that we have to defend this fully.  We have a team that we dedicated to this from day 
one.  We think it’s a great team, they can understand all the issues and having the expertise of 
Paul Clement at this very discounted rate gives us the absolute best shot to win this case and is 
something that again, I think we need, the State needs to be able to defend this case to its fullest.   

Governor:  Again, I get it.  Here’s a great lawyer.  Wayne Howle, how many cases have you 
argued in front of the United States Supreme Court.  Just one, but—[laughter]  Just—yeah, he 
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won too.  [laughter]  I’ve made no secret of it.  I want this case to get to the Nevada Supreme 
Court as soon as possible.  I don’t want to have to wait to go through a trial.  I want to see, if we 
do retain Mr. Clement for him to explore, if there’s a procedure for us to get some type of writ to 
get this to the Nevada Supreme Court so that it could hear it.  If he could stand in the well and 
argue the case and do it as soon as possible.  We just approved over a half a million dollars in 
cost for the Treasurer today, so we’ve got that money hanging out there.  Mr. Hewitt didn’t know 
but I’ve been told that there are over 2,000 parents that have their kids enrolled in private school 
that have, right now, that are counting on this going through.  So, I really want to see a prompt 
resolution of this.  As the Attorney General said, there are a lot of people out there that are 
counting on a decision here and this could have national implications.  That would be my 
request.  You might disagree or agree with me on that piece of it, but I would hope even if we do 
go to trial that we can get these two cases consolidated, that we can seek expedited review from 
the District Court Judges and have them get this briefed up and get it argued.  I can’t believe 
there’d be much discovery to be done here.  This is an interpretation of our Nevada Constitution.  
Again, I guess that would be my request, if I’m going to approve this.  That we move on this as 
quickly as possible.  

Attorney General:  Governor, I would just say, obviously we don’t want to get too much into 
litigation strategy but since we’re just a few days away, I’m happy to share, we are going to seek 
expedited review.  This is now eminent and we are moving as absolutely fast as we possibly can. 
Given the complex nature of this matter, some of these litigations can take a very, very long 
time.  Not months, years.  We believe we have a good case.  We believe we have the team, with 
the addition of the Clement folks, they can give us the best chance to expedite this through the 
system as quickly as possible.  Again, we believe this is in the best interest of the State.   

Governor:  Madam Secretary, I don’t know if you’ve been following all this, do you have any 
questions?  I know this is an issue of interest to you as well.   

Secretary:  Yes Governor, thank you so much.  It certainly is and I do appreciate all the 
comments of both you and the Attorney General.  I’ve been watching this, listening to it asking 
questions along the way.  So, thank you very much for all the additional information that was 
brought forward today and when you’re ready for a motion, I’ll be more than happy to make it.  

Governor:  All right.  Anything else Mr. Van Dyke? 

Lawrence Van Dyke:  Nothing Governor, thank you.   

Governor:  Mr. Trutanich? 

Nick Trutanich:  Yeah, one last point, Governor.  That is, on other matters, there was one 
question about whether we had the operating budget to sustain these contracts.  I will say that in 
other matters of significant importance, like for example, Yucca Mountain, this office has 
historically retained outside legal representation and the legislature has, in advance of an 
upcoming biennium, set aside money, appropriated money, for outside counsel in that area 
because it’s so important for the State.  Obviously that wasn’t possible in this case, or with the 
ESAs because the ESAs were signed into law near the end of the term, of the session, so there 
wasn’t money set aside.  So, for that reason, we believe that the Statutory Contingency Fund is 
the appropriate place for [tape cut]  --to request funding for this.  

Board of Examiners Meeting 
October 13, 2015  
Minutes  Page 42 
 



Governor:  I hear where you’re coming from.  I don’t know if I actually agree with you, but I’m 
going to support this.  Hearing nothing further, or I guess that’s just this one.  So, we’ll continue 
to move on.  Any other questions or comments on contract number 1.  Thank you.  

Nick Trutanich:  Governor, I’m wondering if I can drop off because that’s the extent of what I 
need to present on.  This is Nick Trutanich for the record.  

Governor:  Oh, yes.  Thank you.  We have two international phone calls I guess calling in.   

Nick Trutanich:  Thank you.   

Governor:  Thank you Mr. Trutanich, if you’re spending time with your family, thank you for 
your public service and willingness to participate today.   

Nick Trutanich:  Thank you Governor.   

Governor:  Thank you.  Mr. Wells, next contract?  

Clerk:  The next contract Governor is contract number 2 between the State Treasurer and 
Mackay Shields.   

Governor:  More attorney’s fees.  I guess that’s a different one isn’t it.  Yeah, next one.  Why 
don’t we take both of those, 2 and 3, Mr. Hewitt.  

Grant Hewitt:  Grant Hewitt for the record, Chief of State at the State Treasurer’s Office.  On 
agenda item number 2, I’ll have Chief Deputy Hagan speak to this.   

Tara Hagan:  Thank you.  Governor, Members of the Board, Tara Hagan for the record.  This is 
the third such investment management contract that you’ve seen.  Just by way of background, in 
May, the State Treasurer’s Office provided the Board of Finance with information on the request 
for proposal and the selection process for outside investment management, specific to fixed 
income portfolios, so various fixed income portfolios within the Treasurer’s purview.  Through 
that recommendation, the Treasurer’s Office did in June to the Board of Examiners, bring forth 
one contract for the management of the local government investment pool.  And, in addition, we 
had identified two managers for the general portfolio.  One was brought forth in June, which was 
approved which was Chicago Equity Partners.  So, this is the second contract for management 
within the general portfolio.  Let me just pause when I say, a portion of the general portfolio.  So, 
we have a little over $1 billion that we consider operating portfolio that we manage in-house and 
we keep that shorter in fixed income duration, obviously to pay expenditures, so more 30-60 day 
duration.   

When we look at what we call, in two separate accounts, also the core account, and we’ve kept 
these separate throughout my term, three years here at the Treasurer’s Office, and we were 
looking for expertise for outside fixed income managers for both Chicago Equity Partners and 
now today the Mackay Shields.  That’s to bring out that duration of the $600 million plus 
eventually.   A little bit longer in duration, also, they have expertise in certain fixed income 
categories that staff does not, such as asset backed securities, corporate bonds, in addition to 
mortgaged backed securities.  
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So, with that, we are looking for adding the second manager, so we have some diversification 
within that general portfolio.  We’re happy to report that we did have FTN, who is the manager 
of the local government investment pool, they started in July and has since nearly tripled the 
return within the local government investment pool.  Chicago Equity Partners started positioning 
the portfolio in August and we started benchmarking them in September.  As of the end of 
September, they are at 1.66%.  To give you a little bit of idea as of the core portion, June 30 was 
1.11%.  So, we have been pleased within this short amount of time with the performance of 
Chicago Equity and will be reporting that line item to the Board of Finance in November.  

Governor:  So that includes their fee as well, so if you subtract out their fee, we’re still making 
more money than we were before.  

Tara Hagan:  Yeah, thank you Governor.  Excellent question.  In fact, like I said, we provided 
them with $200 million in cash in which to position, and as of the end of September, they were a 
little over $300,000 to the positive.  

Governor:  Great, that’s good news.  All right.  I have nothing further, let’s move to Contract 3.  
I’m going to start moving a little faster here.  Mr. Hewitt, and I guess you don’t even need to 
make a presentation.  So, this is simply the retention of an outside law firm for up to $400,000.  
The money is going to be taken out of the College Savings Trust? 

Grant Hewitt:  Grant Hewitt for the record.  That’s correct.  It’s $400,000 over four years.  It’s 
$100,000 each year that has to be reapproved by the College Savings Board each year.  So, in the 
contract, if the College Savings Board after a year says, we’re done, then it backs out and we’re 
only on the hook for the $100,000.  This is to protect the over $16 billion we have in assets under 
management in the college savings world.  And, the approximately 700,000 College Savings 
Accounts that we oversee.  When it comes to college savings nationwide, Nevada is the third 
largest holder of College Savings Accounts behind New York and Virginia.  And so, we just feel 
that it’s prudent to have the outside legal counsel.  Prior administration chose not to, but 
Treasurer Krolicki and Treasurer Seal both had outside counsel as well.  

Governor:  All right, thank you very much.  Mr. Wells, what’s our next item?  

Clerk:  Next contract Governor is contract number 7 between Department of Education and the 
American Institutes for Research in Behavioral Science.   

Governor:  Actually, I’m going to save you some time.  I’m actually good and again, I want to 
be respectful of the Secretary’s position being it’s 4:00 in the morning now there.  So, I’m going 
to reserve my questions and I’m going to ask them offline, but I support the contract, thank you.  
Mr. Wells, next?  

Clerk:  Next contract Governor is number 12 between the Department of Health and Human 
Services, the Medicaid Division and the Division of Welfare.  

Governor:  Mr. Fisher, good morning.  Again, just be very brief.  I asked for this just because of 
the amount of money involved.   
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Bonnie Long:  Good morning, actually, I’ll start Governor.  For the record, Bonnie Long.  I’m 
the Administrative Services Officer for the Division of Healthcare, Financing and Policy.  This is 
the third amendment to an interlocal agreement between the Division and the Division of 
Welfare and Support Services.  It increases the contract by $105 million.  It will take us through 
the current biennium and then also—sorry I’m so nervous, it’s my first time representing the 
Division.  

Governor:  You’re doing great.   

Bonnie Long:  I’m new to this job.  I’m knew to the Director’s Office Budget Accounts and this 
one I’m just a little shy.  This will continue the reimbursement of the federal share for the 
services provided by the Division of Welfare and Support Services.  And, covered there, I guess, 
their infrastructure, staffing.   

Governor:  Well done.   

Steve Fisher:  Real quick for the record, Steve Fisher, Administrator for the Division of Welfare 
and Supportive Services.  The last time this interlocal agreement was updated was back in 
December 2013, so as you can imagine, that was right at the beginning of the first open 
enrollment period for the Affordable Care Act.  So, a lot of things have changed since December 
of 2013 and today and into the future.  So, these are the administrative costs involved in paying 
for the staff to do the eligibility determination.  The infrastructure, the facilities that we’ve 
added, and as well as the technology that we’ve implemented.  So, that’s primarily what these 
costs are for.  

Governor:  Great, thank you very much.  Mr. Wells? 

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  Next contracts are 16 and 17 between the Division of Public and 
Behavioral Health and UNR and UNLV.  

Governor:  Okay, we can skip those.  [laughter]  And, I apologize for making you sit for two 
hours, but maybe your relieved.  In any event, I don’t mean to be rude, but like I said, I want to 
be respectful of the Secretary’s time and given the time of day that it is there.  Mr. Wells? 

Clerk:  The last contract Governor is number 28 between the Silver State Health Insurance 
Exchange and KPS 3. 

Governor:  I do want to have some testimony on that.  And, Mr. Gilbert, perhaps I can save you 
time.  We’ve got an enrollment period coming up and I just want you to essentially let us know 
that we’re ready to go and what type of testing we’ve done, etc.  

Bruce Gilbert:  Thank you Governor, good morning and I appreciate the opportunity to be here.  
We are ready to go.  We have completed all of our kick-off events, our community events are 
established, media buys are in place, commercials are in post-production.  Everything is ready to 
roll.  Just a really quick note, I was reassured earlier today that we remain the Gold Standard of 
Field Technology.   
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Governor:  So, our technology is ready to go, our personnel are ready to go.  Every component 
of it.  And, I’m not suggesting that you haven’t done well before, but we’ve been through some 
difficulties. 

Bruce Gilbert:  There are new challenges this year.  Obviously the market has changed.  
Assurant has left the co-op, everybody knows what’s happened with that.  So, there’s been some 
roiling there.  The technology is essentially the same but we now have a partnership with the 
Association of Agents and Brokers, across Nevada that we think is really going to stimulate 
enrollment this year.  

Governor:  When does enrollment open? 

Bruce Gilbert:  It starts Sunday, November 1st.  

Governor:  Just around the corner.  All right, thank you very much.  

Bruce Gilbert:  Thank you.   

Governor:  That’s it, right Mr. Wells?  And we already did 31.  So, the Chair will accept a 
motion to approve Contracts 1-30.  

Attorney General:  Move to approve.  

Governor:  Is there a second? 

Secretary:  Second.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval of Contracts 1-30 as described in 
Agenda item number 13.  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  All in favor, please 
say aye.  [ayes around]  That motion passes, 3-0.   
 

 
*14. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENT  

Three independent contract were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 14, which are Master Service Agreements, Mr. 
Wells? 

Clerk:  Thank you Governor, there are three Master Service Agreements in exhibit number 3 for 
approval by the Board today and no additional information has been requested by any of the 
Members on these three agreements.  
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Governor:  Thank you.  I have no questions.  Board Members?  

Attorney General:  No questions.  I move to approve. 

Secretary:  No questions.  Second.    

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved for approval of the Master Service Agreements 
described in agenda item number 14.  The Secretary of State has seconded the motion.  All in 
favor, please say aye.  [ayes around]  That motion passes, 3-0.   

  15. CONTRACTS APPROVED BY THE CLERK OF THE BOARD – 
INFORMATION ITEM 
 
Pursuant to NRS 333.700 subsection 7 (a), the Clerk of the Board may approve all contract 
transactions for amounts less than $50,000. Per direction from the August 13, 2013 meeting of 
the Board of Examiners, the Board wished to receive an informational item listing all approvals 
applicable to the new threshold ($10,000 – $49,999). Attached is a list of all applicable approvals 
for contracts and amendments approved from August 20, 2015 through September 14, 2015. 
  
Twenty-nine independent contracts were submitted to the Board for review. 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to 15 which are Contracts Approved by the Clerk of the Board, Mr. 
Wells?   

Clerk:  Thank you Governor.  There were 29 contracts under the $50,000 threshold approved by 
the Clerk between August 20, 2015 and September 14, 2015.  This item is informational only 
and there have been no additional requests for information by any of the Board Members. 
 
Governor:  Any questions on agenda item number 15?  

Attorney General:  No questions.  Thank you. 

 
 16. INFORMATION ITEMS 

 
A. Department of Employment, Training and Rehabiliitation – Rehabilitation 

Division 
 

The division has been requested to provide the Board of Examiner’s with an annual report on 
Provider Agreements that summarizes the amount expended for the previous state fiscal year. 
This report is for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015. 
 

B. Fiscal Year 2015 Overtime Report 
 
Comments: 
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Governor:  We’ll move to 16, the Information Items for DETR. 

Clerk:  Thank you Governor, there are two items under number 16.  The first is an annual report 
from the Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation summarizing the amounts that 
are expended on their provider agreements for Fiscal Year 2015.  The second item is a report on 
overtime paid by the various State Agencies for Fiscal Year 2015.  Pursuant to NRS 284.180, 
this information is to be provided to the Board quarterly, so you will see the first quarter of FY 
’16 at the December Board of Examiners Meeting.   

Governor:  Is everything in order Mr. Wells? 

Clerk:  Not anything out of the ordinary, Governor, that you would expect on the overtime 
report.  The typical larger agencies are where we’re seeing the overtime.  The reasons seem to be 
the standard reasons that most people are aware of.  For example, the Department of Corrections 
and their ability to hire additional guards in Ely State Prison, for example.  

Governor:  Okay.  Any other questions from Board Members on agenda item number 16.   

Attorney General:  No questions.  Thank you. 

 
    17. BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 17, Public Comment.   Is there any member of 
the public here in Carson City that would like to provide public comment to the Board?  Hearing 
none, I’ll move to Las Vegas.  Anyone that would like to provide public comment from Las 
Vegas? 

Las Vegas:  No Governor, there is nobody here.   

 
 *18. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – ADJOURNMENT 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By:  Attorney General Seconded By:  Secretary of State Vote:  3-0 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move to agenda item number 18.  Is there a motion to adjourn? 

Attorney General:  Motion to adjourn.  

Governor:  The Attorney General has moved, is there a second, Madam Secretary? 
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Secretary:  Yes, I do want to second that. [laughter]   

Governor:  I bet you that was the strongest second that we’ve ever had.  And again, before I 
adjourn Madam Secretary, thank you from the bottom of my heart.  I know that this was an 
inconvenience for you but this room is full and there are a lot of State Agencies that were 
counting on us to get this done and have a lot of important budget issues that are included as part 
of this Agenda.  So, your participation is extremely meaningful and allows for the business of the 
State to move forward.  So, go get some rest.  So, there’s a motion and a second, all in favor say 
aye. [ayes around]   

Secretary:  Thank you Governor and thank you for putting this all together so that I could be on 
the call, I do appreciate it.  Thank you.  

Governor:  Okay.  Thank you Madam Secretary, this meeting is adjourned.   

 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
JAMES R. WELLS, CLERK 
 
APPROVED: 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
GOVERNOR BRIAN SANDOVAL, CHAIRMAN 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
ATTORNEY GENERAL ADAM PAUL LAXALT 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
SECRETARY OF STATE BARBARA K. CEGAVSKE 
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17152

Legal Entity
Name:

STROLIN CONSULTING, LLC

Agency Name: NUCLEAR PROJECTS OFFICE Contractor Name: STROLIN CONSULTING, LLC
Agency Code: 012 Address: 2559 NYE DR
Appropriation Unit: 1005-11
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip MINDEN, NV 89423-7012

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Joseph Strolin 775-720-4938
Vendor No.: T29022105
NV Business ID: NV202091397942

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 80.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 20.00 % Western Governors' Association

Agency Reference #: JCS5

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2016

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2016
Contract term: 1 year

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Licensing Support

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing services to implement the oversight of the Yucca Mountain repository
program and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission licensing proceeding, including work related to transuranic and
low-level radioactive waste shipments within Nevada, work associated with the Agreement-in-Principle between the
State of Nevada and the U.S. Department of Energy and other services required for the effective operations of the
agency.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $75,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $60.00 per hour

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Due to budget reductions, it was not possible to fund the Planning Division Administrator position for the foreseeable future.
Mr. Strolin has agreed to assist the agency on a part-time basis to assure that important Planning Division work can continue.
Mr. Strolin has unique qualifications, knowledge, and experience as a result of his long tenure with the agency and intimate
involvement with the Yucca Mountain program and other nuclear waste issues/activities in Nevada, especially with regard to
the Nevada National Security Site (formerly the NTS). The DC Circuit Court of Appeals has ordered that the Yucca Mountain
licensing proceeding be restarted by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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Even if funding were available to fill the Planning Division Administrator position (which there is not), it is not feasible nor
possible to spend the years required to train someone new in order to have him or her attain the knowledge and competence
needed to perform these services in the timeframe required. This is especially true, given that the Yucca Mountain licensing
proceedings are to be restarted.

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 #: 150905
        Approval Date: 09/30/2015
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:
Currently under contract to the Agency for Nuclear Projects. Quality of service is exemplary.

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 slync1 10/06/2015 15:08:56 PM
Division Approval slync1 10/06/2015 15:08:58 PM
Department Approval slync1 10/06/2015 15:09:01 PM
Contract Manager Approval slync1 10/06/2015 15:09:08 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cmurph3 10/07/2015 15:19:38 PM
BOE Agenda Approval pnicks 10/12/2015 13:36:05 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 15122 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Urban Environmental Research, LLC

Agency Name: NUCLEAR PROJECTS OFFICE Contractor Name: Urban Environmental Research, LLC
Agency Code: 012 Address: 1180 N. Town Center Dr.
Appropriation Unit: 1005-11 Suite 100
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89144

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Paul Washeba 702-945-2814
Vendor No.: T27024803
NV Business ID: 20061689932

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2014-2018
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 final approval? No or   b. other effective date 01/14/2014

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2015

Contract term: 3 years and 352 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: UER-1

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract to provide expert research, information and reports, impact
monitoring, and related expert witness services in support of the agency's and Attorney General's activities in the
Yucca Mountain Licensing proceeding before the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission and the oversight of the
federal Yucca Mountain repository program. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2015
to December 31, 2017 and increases the maximum amount of the contract from $500,000 to $900,000 due to the
continued need for these services.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$500,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 Yes - Action

4. Amount of current amendment
(#1):

$400,000.00 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 Yes - Action

5. New maximum contract
amount:

$900,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
US Department of Energy's activities related to the siting, characterization, and licensing of the proposed Yucca Mountain
nuclear waste repository in southern Nevada and the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission licensing hearing.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
There is a lack of expertise in this agency and/or other state agencies to carry out the type of research and analyses required
by this contract.
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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 the only one to respond to the RFP. The response met the criteria of the RFP.
d. Last bid date: 09/12/2013 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:
Agency for Nuclear Projects - 2002; 2012-2013; 2014 - currently. Quality of service was/is satisfactory.
Nevada Department of Public Safety - 2010-2011.

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 slync1 10/06/2015 10:38:55 AM
Division Approval slync1 10/06/2015 10:38:57 AM
Department Approval slync1 10/06/2015 10:39:01 AM
Contract Manager Approval slync1 10/06/2015 10:41:03 AM
Budget Analyst Approval cmurph3 10/09/2015 14:05:36 PM
BOE Agenda Approval pnicks 10/12/2015 13:49:21 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17119

Legal Entity
Name:

BANCROFT, PLLC

Agency Name: ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE Contractor Name: BANCROFT, PLLC
Agency Code: 030 Address: 500 NEW JERSEY AVENUE
Appropriation Unit: 1030-10 NW 7TH FLOOR
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip WASHINGTON, DC 20001

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: CHRIS BARTOLOMUCCI 202-234-0090
Vendor No.: T29036621
NV Business ID: NV20151551527

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2018
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 % STATUTORY CONTINGENCY FUNDS

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 10/05/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
The Attorney General has decided that it would be impracticable and uneconomical for attorneys in the office of the
Attorney General litigating these cases alone to fully protect the State's interests. Therefore outside counsel is
needed in this litigation.

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2017
Contract term: 1 year and 361 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Outside Counsel

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide outside counsel services for cases that the Attorney General decided were
impracticable and uneconomical to have the State of Nevada employees defend in a lawsuit pursuant to NRS
41.03435

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $285,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Attorney General has decided that it would be impracticable and uneconomical for attorneys in the office of the Attorney
General litigating these cases alone to fully protect the State's interests. Therefore outside counsel is needed in this litigation.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Because of heavy workload on other important matters and specialized subject matter expertise required

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?

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 mradu 10/09/2015 15:05:50 PM
Division Approval clesli1 10/09/2015 15:13:43 PM
Department Approval clesli1 10/09/2015 15:13:48 PM
Contract Manager Approval lramire7 10/22/2015 16:23:02 PM
Budget Analyst Approval lfree1 10/22/2015 16:25:24 PM
BOE Agenda Approval lfree1 10/22/2015 16:25:29 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17140

Legal Entity
Name:

Gary Robinson and Associates, Inc.

Agency Name: ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE Contractor Name: Gary Robinson and Associates, Inc.
Agency Code: 030 Address: 537 Edindrew Circle
Appropriation Unit: 1038-10
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Murray, UT 84107

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Gary Robinson 801-262-5742
Vendor No.: T27028838
NV Business ID: NV20111620125

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2020
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 % Regulatory Assessments

Agency Reference #: 12730

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/10/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 11/12/2019
Contract term: 4 years and 3 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract that continues ongoing professional services to the Bureau of Consumer Protection (BCP) in
matters pertaining to utility analysis involving electric, gas and water utilities, and testifying for the BCP.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $175,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $100.00 per hour maximum

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Statute requires representation for consumers' interests in matters before the Public Utilities Commission and any legislature,
board or commission with jurisdiction over Nevada regulated public utilities.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Based on this contractor's broad and extensive experience of 30 years with a gas utility company, he can provide assistance
and credibility on issues that Bureau of Consumer Protection cannot cover.

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?
This contractor was chosen based on his expertise, availability and reasonable rates.
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 contractor is currently engaged under contract with the Bureau of Consumer Protection and the quality of 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 hrobinso 10/05/2015 11:19:34 AM
Division Approval hrobinso 10/05/2015 11:19:37 AM
Department Approval rbrunzli 10/06/2015 09:31:23 AM
Contract Manager Approval hrobinso 10/06/2015 09:50:10 AM
Budget Analyst Approval bberry 10/08/2015 14:35:48 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/09/2015 15:50:38 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17126

Legal Entity
Name:

DELL MARKETING LP

Agency Name: SECRETARY OF STATE'S OFFICE Contractor Name: DELL MARKETING LP
Agency Code: 040 Address: 1 Dell Way
Appropriation Unit: 1050-26
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip ROUND ROCK, TX 78682

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null512-728-0242
Vendor No.: PUR0000038
NV Business ID: NV19991113026

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2017-2016
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 11/2016

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2016
Contract term: -124 days

4. Type of contract: Provider Agreement
Contract description: SANS Installation

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide data protection architecture,  project management  and Microsoft Hyper-V
deployment and migration for new server equipment purchased from Dell.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $87,526.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Secretary of State requires installation of new servers.  The equipment has been ordered from Dell, who will perform
onsite services of Data Protection Architecture & project management  well as deployment and migration.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees have neither the time or expertise to perform necessary tasks.

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?
This vendor has a Western States Contracting Alliance Master Price Agreement through the Nevada State Purchasing
Division and is the provider of the equipment.  Warranties are nil and void if equipment is installed by any other vendor.
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d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? Yes

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:
LP

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 wthorle1 10/01/2015 09:37:28 AM
Division Approval wthorle1 10/01/2015 09:37:31 AM
Department Approval wthorle1 10/01/2015 09:37:41 AM
Contract Manager Approval vmccormi 10/01/2015 10:20:17 AM
DoIT Approval csweeney 10/02/2015 08:23:45 AM
Budget Analyst Approval amccalla 10/19/2015 15:37:19 PM
BOE Agenda Approval lfree1 10/22/2015 08:29:50 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17090

Legal Entity
Name:

REMOTE DBA EXPERTS LLC

Agency Name: SECRETARY OF STATE'S OFFICE Contractor Name: REMOTE DBA EXPERTS LLC
Agency Code: 040 Address: 2200 ERICSSON DR STE 102
Appropriation Unit: 1050-23
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip WARRENDALE, PA 15086-6507

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: AMBER LORENZ 412/208-1647
Vendor No.: T32001823
NV Business ID: NV20121281478

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
Upon BOE approval at November 10, 2015, meeting, the contract will be retroactive to October 1, 2015.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 1 year and 242 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: RDX FY16-17

5. Purpose of contract:
This is  a new contract to provide technical support for the Nevada Business Portal's Oracle database and Weblogic
servers.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $178,416.00
Other basis for payment: $7650 per month for up to 65 hours of service, hours beyond 65 charged at out of scope rate of
$135 per hour.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Nevada Business Portal requires database administration for Oracle Database 11g and Oracle Weblogic server. There
are currently no state employees qualified to provide support.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees lack the time, resource and expertise to complete this job.

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?
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Agency Request for Proposal No SOS-1000.  Vendor selected based on reply to RFP.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? Yes

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:
Secretary of State 2012- 2015  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:
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 pdover 10/16/2015 13:52:59 PM
Division Approval pdover 10/16/2015 13:53:02 PM
Department Approval pdover 10/16/2015 13:53:05 PM
Contract Manager Approval vmccormi 10/16/2015 13:53:57 PM
DoIT Approval capple 10/19/2015 11:49:05 AM
Budget Analyst Approval amccalla 10/19/2015 13:24:25 PM
BOE Agenda Approval lfree1 10/19/2015 13:29:47 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BARBARA K. CEGAVSKE 
Secretary of State 

 
SCOTT W. ANDERSON 
Chief Deputy Secretary of State 

 
GAIL J. ANDERSON 

Deputy Secretary 
for Southern Nevada 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 

 
OFFICE OF THE 

SECRETARY OF STATE 

JEFFERY LANDERFELT 
Deputy Secretary 

for Commercial Recordings 
 
 
 
 

WAYNE THORLEY 
Deputy Secretary for Elections 

 

 
 
 

 

 MEMORANDUM 
 

 
 To: James R. Wells, Director, Governor’s Finance Office   
 
 Through: Andrea McCalla, Budget Analyst, Governor’s Finance Office  
 
 From: Wayne Thorley, Deputy Secretary for Elections, Secretary of State’s Office  
 
 Date: October 12, 2015  
 
 Subject: Retroactive Contract with RDX  

 
 
Attached is a retroactive contract between the Office of the Secretary of State (Office) and 
Remote DBA Experts LLC (RDX).  The purpose of this contract is to provide remote technical 
support for the state Business Portal’s Oracle database and WebLogic servers. 
 
RDX is the Office’s current vendor for remote database support.  During preparation for a 
contract extension with RDX, it was determined through discussions with the Purchasing 
Division that the contract should be opened up for competitive bidding through the Request for 
Proposal (RFP) process.  An RFP was prepared and issued, and RDX was ultimately selected 
again as the vendor; however, the entire process took longer than anticipated due to the fact that 
the Office did not have anybody on staff fully familiar with the RFP process and procedures.  
The Purchasing Division was extremely helpful throughout the process, the Office failed to 
correctly anticipate the amount of time it would take to review the proposals, select a vendor, and 
successfully negotiate with the selected vendor.  As a result, signature approvals by all parties 
were not obtained until after the submission deadline for the October 2015 BOE meeting. 
 
Based on the knowledge and experience gained by key Office staff during the RFP and contract 
negotiation process, a delay in future contract preparation and approval is not anticipated. 
 
This memorandum is being submitted pursuant to SAM 0324, Section 7.  Your consideration in 
approval of this contract is greatly appreciated.  If you have any questions or concerns, please do 
not hesitate to contact me at 775-684-5720 or wthorley@sos.nv.gov. 
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17162

Legal Entity
Name:

Xerox HR Solutions, LLC

Agency Name: TREASURER - TREASURER'S
OFFICE

Contractor Name: Xerox HR Solutions, LLC

Agency Code: 050 Address: 3500 American Blvd.
Appropriation Unit: 1080-16 Suite 400
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Bloomington, MN 55431

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Gregg Larson 9528066109
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20071065963

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % Education Savings Accounts proceeds

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/10/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 1 year and 232 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Claims Processor

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to facilitate claims processing between parents and participating entities for the Education
Savings Accounts required pursuant to S.B. 302 of the 78th Nevada Legislature.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $150,000.00
Other basis for payment: Fees will be paid based upon agreed upon deliverables set forth in Section 2 of Attachment BB with
an amount not to exceed $65,000 through June 30, 2016 and $85,000 through June 30, 2017. This contract also includes
negotiated per account per month fees (PAPM) for account administration to be paid to the Contractor. These funds are
deducted from a portion of the ESA grant on a quarterly basis. The agreed upon fees are based on the number of accounts
managed by the Contractor: 1- 10,000 accounts = $2.40 PAPM, 10,001 - 25,000 = $2.35 PAPM and over 25, 001 = $2.30
PAPM.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
S.B. 302 was passed in the 78th Legislative Session. The bill creates an Education Savings Account (ESA) Program which
allows expanded school choice through State funded accounts. The Treasurers Office is responsible for the development
and implementation of the ESA program. As part of the implementation, the Treasurer's Office needs a firm to integrate with
the internal database to coordinate the flow of funds to participating entities, adjudicate a portion of the claims, and record-
keep the ESA accounts.

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 expertise or knowledge to create the claims processing system which is a more efficient
model than manual claims processing.

Page 1 of 2Contract #: 17162 7



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 #: 150801
        Approval Date: 08/10/2015
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
We have found no other existing health and/or flex savings account providers or financial institutions which either have or are
willing to create ESAs for Nevada.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date: 06/30/2017

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 thagan 10/09/2015 16:54:26 PM
Division Approval thagan 10/09/2015 16:54:29 PM
Department Approval thagan 10/09/2015 16:54:31 PM
Contract Manager Approval thagan 10/13/2015 17:31:47 PM
Budget Analyst Approval lfree1 10/16/2015 14:18:46 PM
BOE Agenda Approval lfree1 10/16/2015 14:18:52 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17161

Legal Entity
Name:

Consumer Credit Counseling Service of
Southern Nevada

Agency Name: TREASURER - COLLEGE SAVINGS
TRUST

Contractor Name: Consumer Credit Counseling Service
of Southern Nevada

Agency Code: 051 Address: 2650 S. Jones Blvd
Appropriation Unit: 1092-04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89146

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702.364.0344
Vendor No.: T29001911B
NV Business ID: NV19721000540

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % College Savings Trust Endowment

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/10/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 11/09/2016
Contract term: 1 year

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Financial Lit Conf

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to increase financial literacy and saving for college in the State of Nevada by sponsoring four
Financial Literacy Conferences for seniors and veterans in Reno and Las Vegas.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $72,500.00
Other basis for payment: Four installments of $19,375.00, $19,375.00, $16,875, and $16,875

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State Treasurer and the College Savings Board seek to promote financial literacy and college savings for the citizens of
the state.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Treasurer's Office employees do not have the expertise to conduct large scale conferences.

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?
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This contractor was chosen for its proven expertise in the field of financial literacy and its ability to reach the target groups of
seniors and veterans.
d. Last bid date: 08/17/2015 Anticipated re-bid date: 08/31/2016

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:
DHHS; Satisfactory, AGO - Satisfactory and B&I - 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 thagan 10/13/2015 13:33:05 PM
Division Approval thagan 10/13/2015 13:33:09 PM
Department Approval thagan 10/13/2015 13:33:11 PM
Contract Manager Approval thagan 10/13/2015 13:33:15 PM
Budget Analyst Approval lfree1 10/13/2015 14:48:21 PM
BOE Agenda Approval lfree1 10/13/2015 14:48:32 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17160

Legal Entity
Name:

International Association of Working
Mothers

Agency Name: TREASURER - COLLEGE SAVINGS
TRUST

Contractor Name: International Association of Working
Mothers

Agency Code: 051 Address: 8565 S. Eastern Ave.
Appropriation Unit: 1092-04 Suite 150
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89123

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702.900.1330
Vendor No.: T32001477
NV Business ID: NV20061198072

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % College Savings Trust Endowment

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/10/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 11/09/2016
Contract term: 1 year

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Financial Lit Conf

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to increase financial literacy and saving for college in the State of Nevada by sponsoring
three Women's Money Conferences in Reno, Las Vegas, and in a rural area (to be determined), as well as a Latina
Conference in Las Vegas.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $95,000.00
Other basis for payment: Three installments of $35,000, $30,000 and $30,000

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State Treasurer and the College Savings Board seek to promote finanical literacy and college savings for the citizens of
the State.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Treasurer's Office employees do not have the expertise to conduct large scale conferences.

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
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c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
The contractor was chosen for its proven expertise in the field of financial literacy and its ability to reach the target group of
women in both English and Spanish.
d. Last bid date: 08/17/2015 Anticipated re-bid date: 08/31/2016

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:
Treasurer's Office - 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 thagan 10/13/2015 13:29:32 PM
Division Approval thagan 10/13/2015 13:29:35 PM
Department Approval thagan 10/13/2015 13:29:38 PM
Contract Manager Approval thagan 10/13/2015 13:29:42 PM
Budget Analyst Approval lfree1 10/13/2015 14:57:10 PM
BOE Agenda Approval lfree1 10/13/2015 14:59:29 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 15985 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

CGI TECHNOLOGIES AND
SOLUTIONS, INC. DBA CGI

Agency Name: CONTROLLER'S OFFICE Contractor Name: CGI TECHNOLOGIES AND
SOLUTIONS, INC. DBA CGI

Agency Code: 060 Address: 11325 RANDOM HILLS RD
Appropriation Unit: 1130-10
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip FAIRFAX, VA 22030-6051

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: HEIDI GREEN, VP CONSULTING
SERVICES 916-830-1167

Vendor No.: T27031473
NV Business ID: NV19951148995

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2015-2019
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 % Controller's Debt Recovery Account

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon final approval? No or   b. other effective date 09/10/2014

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

09/08/2018

Contract term: 3 years and 364 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Debt Collection

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides the implementation of the Advantage Collection
software module for collection of debts owed to the State of Nevada; changing the developed software application
from Access to a browser-based Java Virtual Machine utilizing a MySQL database; clarify certain State
responsibilities under the contract; change the delivery timeline of certain Deliverables; add additional project
deliverables and State/Vendor planning sessions; modify the methods of acceptance and payment of various
contract deliverables from a "unit-delivered" to a time-based model; and add certain pre-Go Live and post-Go Live
requirements. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $1,848,000 to $2,531,790 due to the change
orders to the software module.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$1,848,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 Yes - Action

4. Amount of current amendment
(#1):

$683,790.00 $683,790.00 $683,790.00 Yes - Action

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
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While the Debt Collection staff is doing the best they can with the tools they have, there is much room for improvement.  The
new module will automate our existing processes, and allow the staff to focus their time on collection efforts instead of
tracking data.  The new module also has tools to process debt through the Treasury Offset Program (TOP), update debtor
information, implement and manage levy and garnishment processes, implement the Financial Institute Data Match process
(FIDM), establish self-service case resolution (debtor payments by phone, etc.), implement enhanced private collection
agency (PCA) management, and implement enhanced management and AR reporting.

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 time, knowledge, or resources to create a robust, complicated software system that would
perform all of the automation and interface tasks that the CGI Advantage Collections module does.

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 #: 140706
        Approval Date: 08/06/2014
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
CGI Technologies and Solutions Inc. owns the Advantage financial system software that the State of Nevada uses in its
Integrated Financial System.  The Advantage software system is a proprietary system.  Part of the implementation process
will be to integrate the Advantage Collections software module into the existing Advantage system.  Other debt collection
software vendors would have to provide a comparable system or build an interface to the CGI Advantage System to meet our
needs, thereby increasing the cost of their solution.  CGI has proposed to implement the Collections module at their expense,
and only be compensated when the system actually begins to generate increases of debt collection revenue to the Debt
Recovery Account.  We know of no other vendor willing to implement a system without advance and regularly-scheduled
payments.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? Yes

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:
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Contract Approvals:
Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval jsmack 10/12/2015 10:14:29 AM
Division Approval jsmack 10/12/2015 10:14:32 AM
Department Approval jsmack 10/12/2015 10:14:35 AM
Contract Manager Approval hbill1 10/12/2015 10:19:46 AM
DoIT Approval csweeney 10/13/2015 08:09:18 AM
Budget Analyst Approval tgreenam 10/13/2015 15:24:49 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/16/2015 11:53:51 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 15392 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

MCCARTHY BUILDING COMPANIES

Agency Name: ADMIN - STATE PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION

Contractor Name: MCCARTHY BUILDING COMPANIES

Agency Code: 082 Address: INC
Appropriation Unit: 1510-63 2340 CORPORATE CIR STE 125
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip HENDERSON, NV 89074

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/990-6707
Vendor No.: T29016037
NV Business ID:  NV19731000534

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2014-2018
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 2.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % X Bonds 63.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 35.00 % University Funds

Agency Reference #: 95764

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon final approval? No or   b. other effective date 04/08/2014

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

04/08/2018

Contract term: 4 years and 1 day

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Owner CMAR AGR

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original contract, which provides owner construction manager at risk pre-
construction services for the University of Nevada Las Vegas Hotel College Academic Building, Las Vegas, Nevada
2013 CIP project; CIP Project No. 13-P05; SPWD Contract No. 95764.  This amendment increases the maximum
amount from $193,315 to $263,418.65 for additional engineering services to determine if a fire pump will be required
for the project.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$180,835.00 $0.00 $0.00 Yes - Action

a. Amendment 1: $12,480.00 $12,480.00 $12,480.00 Yes - Info
4. Amount of current amendment

(#2):
$70,103.65 $70,103.65 $70,103.65 Yes - Action

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
2013 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 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.
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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?
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 10/06/2015 13:25:22 PM
Division Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 13:25:25 PM
Department Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 13:25:29 PM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 16:05:51 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2015 16:26:20 PM
BOE Agenda Approval pnicks 10/14/2015 16:01:57 PM

Page 2 of 2Contract #: 15392 11



11



11



11



11



11



11



11



11



BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17149

Legal Entity
Name:

NINYO & MOORE

Agency Name: ADMIN - STATE PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION

Contractor Name: NINYO & MOORE

Agency Code: 082 Address: 6700 PARADISE RD STE E
Appropriation Unit: 1510-65
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89119-3744

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/433-0330
Vendor No.: T27000873A
NV Business ID: NV19961094658

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2019
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 1.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % X Bonds 49.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 50.00 % University System Receipts

Agency Reference #: 109721

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2019
Contract term: 3 years and 242 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Misc Serv Agr

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide special inspection and material testing services for the Hotel College Academic
Building 2015 CIP project for the University of Nevada Las Vegas: CIP Project No. 15-C78; SPWD Contract No.
109721.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $259,601.00
Other basis for payment: monthly progress payments based on services provided

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
2015 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 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

Page 1 of 2Contract #: 17149 12



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 10/06/2015 14:06:04 PM
Division Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 14:06:07 PM
Department Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 14:12:56 PM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 16:05:22 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2015 16:06:53 PM
BOE Agenda Approval pnicks 10/14/2015 16:31:37 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17151

Legal Entity
Name:

JENSEN ENGINEERING, INC.

Agency Name: ADMIN - STATE PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION

Contractor Name: JENSEN ENGINEERING, INC.

Agency Code: 082 Address: 9655 GATEWAY DR STE A
Appropriation Unit: 1535-11
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89521-2968

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/852-2288
Vendor No.: T27007578
NV Business ID: NV19921070456

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2019
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 #: 109745

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2019
Contract term: 3 years and 242 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide professional architectural/engineering services for the electrical system upgrades
at the Nevada Youth Training Center Elko, Nevada 2015 CIP project: CIP Project No. 15-M16; SPWD Contract No.
109745.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $115,000.00
Other basis for payment: monthly progress payments based on services provided

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
2015 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 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
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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:
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 dgrimm 10/06/2015 15:11:16 PM
Division Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 15:11:18 PM
Department Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 15:11:21 PM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 16:04:41 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2015 16:11:17 PM
BOE Agenda Approval pnicks 10/14/2015 16:18:43 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17150

Legal Entity
Name:

PK Electrical, Inc.

Agency Name: ADMIN - STATE PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION

Contractor Name: PK Electrical, Inc.

Agency Code: 082 Address: 681 SIERRA ROSE DR STE B
Appropriation Unit: 1535-20
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89511

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/826-9010
Vendor No.: T81016802
NV Business ID: NV19961128650

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2019
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 #: 109733

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2019
Contract term: 3 years and 242 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide an emergency power service upgrade at the Northern Nevada Adult Mental Health
Service Campus 2015 CIP project: CIP Project No. 15-M17; SPWD Contract No. 109733.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $68,000.00
Other basis for payment: monthly progress payments based on services provided

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
2015 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 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 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 dgrimm 10/06/2015 14:34:06 PM
Division Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 14:34:10 PM
Department Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 14:34:12 PM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 16:05:01 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2015 16:09:59 PM
BOE Agenda Approval pnicks 10/14/2015 16:23:44 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 15022 Amendment

Number:
3

Legal Entity
Name:

VAN WOERT BIGOTTI ARCHITECTS

Agency Name: ADMIN - STATE PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION

Contractor Name: VAN WOERT BIGOTTI ARCHITECTS

Agency Code: 082 Address: 1400 S VIRGINIA ST STE C
Appropriation Unit: 1567-16
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89502-2836

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/328-1010
Vendor No.: T60080600
NV Business ID: NV19781005709

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2014-2017
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 27.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % X Bonds 37.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 36.00 % Transfer from Treasurer 35%

Agency Reference #: 86741

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon final approval? No or   b. other effective date 11/12/2013

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2017

Contract term: 3 years and 230 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the third amendment to the original contract which provides advanced planning for the Northern Nevada
Veterans Home 2013 CIP project: CIP Project No. 13-P07; SPWD Contract No. 86741.  This amendment increases the
maximum amount from $2,023,456 to $2,462,206 to meet the revised Veterans Community Living Center Design
Standards and reflect the current needs of the Nevada Department of Veterans Services.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$1,840,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 Yes - Action

a. Amendment 1: $120,000.00 $120,000.00 $120,000.00 Yes - Action
b. Amendment 2: $63,456.00 $63,456.00 $63,456.00 Yes - Action

4. Amount of current amendment
(#3):

$438,750.00 $438,750.00 $438,750.00 Yes - Action

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
2013 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 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.
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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?
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 an/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:
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 dgrimm 10/06/2015 08:34:43 AM
Division Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 08:34:47 AM
Department Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 08:34:56 AM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 16:07:13 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2015 16:04:45 PM
BOE Agenda Approval pnicks 10/14/2015 16:44:51 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17146

Legal Entity
Name:

GEOTECHNICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES, iNC.

Agency Name: ADMIN - STATE PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION

Contractor Name: GEOTECHNICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES, iNC.

Agency Code: 082 Address: 7150 PLACID ST.
Appropriation Unit: 1593-20
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89119-4203

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/365-1001
Vendor No.: T81085017
NV Business ID:  NV19921050120

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2019
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 #: 109709

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2019
Contract term: 3 years and 242 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Misc Serv Agr

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide miscellaneous services for construction materials testing and observation
services for the Department of Motor Vehicles' East Sahara Complex 2015 CIP project: CIP Project No. 15-C04,
SPWD Contract No. 109709.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $186,110.00
Other basis for payment: monthly progress payments

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
2015 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 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
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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:
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 dgrimm 10/06/2015 10:32:54 AM
Division Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 10:32:57 AM
Department Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 10:33:00 AM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 10/06/2015 16:06:15 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2015 16:05:01 PM
BOE Agenda Approval pnicks 10/14/2015 16:52:41 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17089

Legal Entity
Name:

FEDERAL ENGINEERING, INC.

Agency Name: ADMIN - ENTERPRISE IT SERVICES Contractor Name: FEDERAL ENGINEERING, INC.
Agency Code: 180 Address: 10600 ARROWHEAD DR, SUITE 160
Appropriation Unit: 1388-28
Is budget authority
available?:

No City/State/Zip FAIRFAX, VA 22030-7321

If "No" please explain:  Contract is contingent upon the
approval of a December IFC Work Program.

Contact/Phone: null703/359-8200

Vendor No.: T29033383
NV Business ID: NV20131260427

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2019
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 % User Fees
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

Agency Reference #: ASD #2004252

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2019
Contract term: 3 years and 242 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Microwave Consultant

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide technical services to draft the statewide microwave system replacement request
for proposal pre-implementation phase.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $309,125.00
Other basis for payment: A work program to transfer authority from the Reserves category to fund the remainder of FY16 is
contingent upon IFC approval anticipated to be December 2015.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State's existing Time-Division Multiplexing microwave system is utilized to provide voice, data and video transport
services for state, local and federal government agencies and is integral in supporting public safety communications.  The
majority of the microwave system was end of life and not supported by the manufacturer in 2010.  The next generation Land
Mobile Radio system will likely be Internet Protocol/Multiprotocol Label Switching based and the current microwave system
does not support that technology.

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 technical expertise.

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?
This contractor was chosen through a competitive selection process based on qualifications that was conducted by NDOT.
The evaluation team ranked them most qualified.
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:
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 csweeney 09/29/2015 13:37:14 PM
Division Approval csweeney 09/29/2015 13:37:17 PM
Department Approval csweeney 09/29/2015 13:37:20 PM
Contract Manager Approval csweeney 10/07/2015 10:01:11 AM
Budget Analyst Approval sewart 10/14/2015 08:41:41 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sewart 10/14/2015 08:41:58 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 16286 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Dietitians On Demand

Agency Name: OFFICE OF VETERANS SERVICES Contractor Name: Dietitians On Demand
Agency Code: 240 Address: 2706 Enterprise Parkway
Appropriation Unit: 2561-04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Henrico, VA 23294

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Ryan Davis 804-545-9162
Vendor No.: T27036264
NV Business ID: NV20141782069

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2015-2016
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 50.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 50.00 % Private funds

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon final approval? No or   b. other effective date 01/07/2015

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2015

Contract term: 358 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Registered Dietitian

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing registered dietitian services. This
amendment increases the maximum amount from $49,999 to $99,999 due to the continued need for these services.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$49,999.00 $0.00 $49,999.00 Yes - Info

4. Amount of current amendment
(#1):

$50,000.00 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 Yes - Action

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Home is required to have a Registered Dietitian employed or on contract to establish and review proper diets and
restrictions for residents.  The State employee in this position left on August 1, 2014 and the Home has not been able to hire
another employee full-time.  The Home has found a dietitian to work on contract through this agency until a new employee
can be hired.

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

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 agency or organization that could find a dietitian to agree to a temporary assignment with the
Veterans Home.  State processes have not provided candidates for this position, and the Home MUST have a dietitian in
place per CMS Guidelines.
d. Last bid date: 12/04/2014 Anticipated re-bid date: 12/04/2015

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:
Currently under contract with the Nevada Department of Veterans Services for dietitian services and 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 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 agarland 09/28/2015 13:46:31 PM
Division Approval agarland 09/28/2015 13:46:43 PM
Department Approval agarland 09/28/2015 13:46:47 PM
Contract Manager Approval scas1 09/28/2015 13:51:38 PM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 09/30/2015 16:24:41 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/01/2015 11:40:11 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17129

Legal Entity
Name:

County of Carson City

Agency Name: DHHS - HEALTH CARE FINANCING
& POLICY

Contractor Name: County of Carson City

Agency Code: 403 Address: Carson City Health & Human Svc
Appropriation Unit: 3243-00 900 E. Long Street, Suite 101
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Carson City, NV 89701

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775-887-2190
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: Government Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % County provides non-federal share.

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This contract requires a retroactive start date due to negotiations between the Counties and the State.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: County Match

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the
Medicaid County Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid
administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons
who reside in the county. The County Match Program provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care
costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $1,951,608.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pursuant to NRS 428.010 counties are required to provide care, support, and relief to the poor, indigent, incompetent, and
incapacitated persons who lawfully reside in the county and are not supported by other means.  The county match program
provides fiscal relief to the counties for indigent long-term care costs for these individuals.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees operate the county match program.  DHCFP pays providers and the counties reimburse the State for the
non-federal share.

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):

Page 1 of 2Contract #: 17129 19



Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
NRS 277.180 authorizes one ore more public agency to contract with another public agency to perform governmental
functions.
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 contractor has been engaged under contract with DHCFP for several years and 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:
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 aree2 10/01/2015 14:38:13 PM
Division Approval trooker 10/02/2015 16:15:30 PM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/06/2015 09:38:45 AM
Contract Manager Approval aree2 10/06/2015 16:04:19 PM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 10/07/2015 12:59:02 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/15/2015 12:25:42 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Date: October 1, 2015 
   
TO:  Debi Reynolds, Budget Analyst IV 
 
FROM: Ambra Reed, Certified Contract Manager DHCFP 
 
RE: County of Carson City County Match 
 
 
 
 

This memorandum requests that the above subject contract be approved for a retroactive start 
date effective July 1, 2015. The contract requires a retroactive start date to allow the State to 
collect revenue from the County of Carson City for the non-federal share of medical care of 
indigent persons. This contract was delayed due to negotiations between the Counties and the 
State. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Richard Whitley 
Director 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

DIVISION OF HEALTH CARE FINANCING AND POLICY 
1100 E. William Street, Suite 101 

Carson City, Nevada 89701 
(775) 684-3600 

BRIAN SANDOVAL 
Governor 

Marta Jensen 
Acting Administrator 
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 16415

Legal Entity
Name:

DOUGLAS COUNTY

Agency Name: DHHS - HEALTH CARE FINANCING
& POLICY

Contractor Name: DOUGLAS COUNTY

Agency Code: 403 Address: DOUGLAS COUNTY CLERK
Appropriation Unit: 3243-00 PO BOX 218
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip MINDEN, NV 89423

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/782-9013
Vendor No.: T40174400H
NV Business ID: Government Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % County provides non-federal share

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This contract requires a retroactive start date due to negotiations between the Counties and the State.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: County Match

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the
Medicaid County Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid
administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons
who reside in the county. The County Match Program provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care
costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $688,781.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pursuant to NRS 428.010 counties are required to provide care, support and relief to the poor, indigent and incapacitated
persons who lawfully reside in the County and are not supported by other means. The County match program proves fiscal
relief to the counties for indigent long-term care costs for these individuals.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees operate the County match program. DHCFP pays providers and the counties reimburse the State for the
non-federal share.

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: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
NRS 277.180 authorizes one ore more public agency to contract with another public agency to perform governmental
functions.
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 contractor has been engaged under contract by DHCFP and 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:
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 aree2 09/24/2015 11:06:17 AM
Division Approval trooker 09/25/2015 08:36:02 AM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/01/2015 09:50:48 AM
Contract Manager Approval aree2 10/05/2015 08:52:24 AM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 10/07/2015 12:03:32 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/15/2015 15:25:17 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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NMO 3716 (06/05) 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 

Date: September 24, 2015 
   
TO:  Debi Reynolds, Budget Analyst IV 
 
FROM: Ambra Reed, Certified Contract Manager DHCFP 
 
RE: Douglas County Match 
 
 
 
 

This memorandum requests that the above subject contract be approved for a retroactive start 
date effective July 1, 2015. The contract requires a retroactive start date to allow the State to 
collect revenue from Douglas County for the non-federal share of medical care of indigent 
persons. This contract was delayed due to negotiations between the Counties and the State. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Richard Whitley 
Director 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

DIVISION OF HEALTH CARE FINANCING AND POLICY 
1100 E. William Street, Suite 101 

Carson City, Nevada 89701 
(775) 684-3600 

BRIAN SANDOVAL 
Governor 

Marta Jensen 
Acting Administrator 
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 16418

Legal Entity
Name:

ELKO COUNTY

Agency Name: DHHS - HEALTH CARE FINANCING
& POLICY

Contractor Name: ELKO COUNTY

Agency Code: 403 Address: 571 IDAHO ST
Appropriation Unit: 3243-00
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip ELKO, NV 89801

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/738-4375
Vendor No.: T27000424
NV Business ID: Government Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % County provides non-federal share

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This contract requires a retroactive start date due to negotiations between the Counties and the State.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: County Match

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the
Medicaid County Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid
administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons
who reside in the county. The County Match Program provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care
costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $1,115,591.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pursuant to NRS 428.010 counties are required to provide care, support and relief to the poor, indigent and incapacitated
persons who lawfully reside in the County and are not supported by other means. The County match program proves fiscal
relief to the counties for indigent long-term care costs for these individuals.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees operate the County match program. DHCFP pays providers and the counties reimburse the State for the
non-federal share.

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: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
NRS 277.180 authorizes one ore more public agency to contract with another public agency to perform governmental
functions.
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 contractor has been engaged under contract by DHCFP for several years and 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:
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 aree2 09/24/2015 11:20:32 AM
Division Approval trooker 09/25/2015 09:03:26 AM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/01/2015 10:06:01 AM
Contract Manager Approval aree2 10/05/2015 08:55:47 AM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 10/07/2015 12:11:03 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/15/2015 12:37:23 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Date: September 24, 2015 
   
TO:  Debi Reynolds, Budget Analyst IV 
 
FROM: Ambra Reed, Certified Contract Manager DHCFP 
 
RE: Elko County Match 
 
 
 
 

This memorandum requests that the above subject contract be approved for a retroactive start 
date effective July 1, 2015. The contract requires a retroactive start date to allow the State to 
collect revenue from Elko County for the non federal share of medical care of indigent persons. 
This contract was delayed due to negotiations between the Counties and the State. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Richard Whitley 
Director 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

DIVISION OF HEALTH CARE FINANCING AND POLICY 
1100 E. William Street, Suite 101 

Carson City, Nevada 89701 
(775) 684-3600 

BRIAN SANDOVAL 
Governor 

Marta Jensen 
Acting Administrator 

21



BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17133

Legal Entity
Name:

Lander County

Agency Name: DHHS - HEALTH CARE FINANCING
& POLICY

Contractor Name: Lander County

Agency Code: 403 Address: LANDER COUNTY SOCIAL SERVICES
Appropriation Unit: 3243-00 315 South Humboldt Street
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Battle Mountain, NV 89820

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775-635-2503
Vendor No.: T40262000K
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % County provides non-federal share.

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This contract requires a retroactive start date due to negotiations between the Counties and the State.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: County Match

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the
Medicaid County Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid
administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons
who reside in the county. The County Match Program provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care
costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $237,587.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pursuant to NRS 428.010 counties are required to provide care, support, and relief to the poor, indigent, incompetent, and
incapacitated persons who lawfully reside in the county and are not supported by other means.  The county match program
provides fiscal relief to the counties for indigent long-term care costs for these individuals.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees operate the county match program.  DHCFP pays providers and the counties reimburse the State for the
non-federal share.

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: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
NRS 277.180 authorizes one ore more public agency to contract with another public agency to perform governmental
functions.
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 contractor has been engaged under contract with DHCFP for several years and 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:
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 aree2 10/01/2015 15:32:00 PM
Division Approval trooker 10/02/2015 16:17:48 PM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/06/2015 09:33:30 AM
Contract Manager Approval aree2 10/06/2015 16:03:55 PM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 10/07/2015 12:57:48 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/15/2015 12:27:23 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Date: October 1, 2015 
   
TO:  Debi Reynolds, Budget Analyst IV 
 
FROM: Ambra Reed, Certified Contract Manager DHCFP 
 
RE: Lander County Match 
 
 
 
 

This memorandum requests that the above subject contract be approved for a retroactive start 
date effective July 1, 2015. The contract requires a retroactive start date to allow the State to 
collect revenue from Lander County for the non-federal share of medical care of indigent 
persons. This contract was delayed due to negotiations between the Counties and the State. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Richard Whitley 
Director 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

DIVISION OF HEALTH CARE FINANCING AND POLICY 
1100 E. William Street, Suite 101 

Carson City, Nevada 89701 
(775) 684-3600 

BRIAN SANDOVAL 
Governor 

Marta Jensen 
Acting Administrator 
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17132

Legal Entity
Name:

Mineral County

Agency Name: DHHS - HEALTH CARE FINANCING
& POLICY

Contractor Name: Mineral County

Agency Code: 403 Address: MINERAL COUNTY SOCIAL
SERVICES

Appropriation Unit: 3243-00 PO Box 1450
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Hawthorne, NV 89415

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775-945-2446
Vendor No.: T40291300J
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % County provides non-federal share.

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This contract requires a retroactive start date due to negotiations between the Counties and the State.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: County Match

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the
Medicaid County Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid
administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons
who reside in the county. The County Match Program provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care
costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $193,874.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pursuant to NRS 428.010 counties are required to provide care, support, and relief to the poor, indigent, incompetent, and
incapacitated persons who lawfully reside in the county and are not supported by other means.  The county match program
provides fiscal relief to the counties for indigent long-term care costs for these individuals.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees operate the county match program.  DHCFP pays providers and the counties reimburse the State for the
non-federal share.

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: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
NRS 277.180 authorizes one ore more public agency to contract with another public agency to perform governmental
functions.
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 contractor has been engaged under contract with DHCFP for several years and 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:
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 aree2 10/01/2015 15:18:51 PM
Division Approval trooker 10/02/2015 16:18:47 PM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/06/2015 09:35:10 AM
Contract Manager Approval aree2 10/06/2015 16:04:53 PM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 10/07/2015 12:26:26 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/15/2015 12:36:16 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Date: October 1, 2015 
   
TO:  Debi Reynolds, Budget Analyst IV 
 
FROM: Ambra Reed, Certified Contract Manager DHCFP 
 
RE: Mineral County Match 
 
 
 
 

This memorandum requests that the above subject contract be approved for a retroactive start 
date effective July 1, 2015. The contract requires a retroactive start date to allow the State to 
collect revenue from Mineral County for the non-federal share of medical care of indigent 
persons. This contract was delayed due to negotiations between the Counties and the State. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Richard Whitley 
Director 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

DIVISION OF HEALTH CARE FINANCING AND POLICY 
1100 E. William Street, Suite 101 

Carson City, Nevada 89701 
(775) 684-3600 

BRIAN SANDOVAL 
Governor 

Marta Jensen 
Acting Administrator 
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17104

Legal Entity
Name:

Pershing County Treasurer

Agency Name: DHHS - HEALTH CARE FINANCING
& POLICY

Contractor Name: Pershing County Treasurer

Agency Code: 403 Address: PO Box 820
Appropriation Unit: 3243-00
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Lovelock, NV 89419

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775-273-2208
Vendor No.: T40262400
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % County provides non-federal share

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This contract requires a retroactive start date due to negotiations between the Counties and the State.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: County Match

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the
Medicaid County Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid
administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons
who reside in the county. The County Match Program provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care
costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $158,573.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pursuant to NRS 428.010 counties are required to provide care, support, and relief to the poor, indigent, incompetent, and
incapacitated persons who lawfully reside in the county and are not supported by other means.  The county match program
provides fiscal relief to the counties for indigent long-term care costs for these individuals.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees operate the county match program.  DHCFP pays providers and the counties reimburse the State for the
non-federal share.

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: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
NRS 277.180 authorizes one ore more public agency to contract with another public agency to perform governmental
functions.
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 contractor has been engaged under contract with DHCFP for several years and 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:
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 aree2 09/24/2015 12:34:22 PM
Division Approval trooker 09/25/2015 09:58:32 AM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/01/2015 10:02:55 AM
Contract Manager Approval aree2 10/05/2015 08:54:57 AM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 10/07/2015 12:20:26 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/15/2015 12:23:50 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Date: September 24, 2015 
   
TO:  Debi Reynolds, Budget Analyst IV 
 
FROM: Ambra Reed, Certified Contract Manager DHCFP 
 
RE: Pershing County Match 
 
 
 
 

This memorandum requests that the above subject contract be approved for a retroactive start 
date effective July 1, 2015. The contract requires a retroactive start date to allow the State to 
collect revenue from Pershing County for the non-federal share of medical care of indigent 
persons. This contract was delayed due to negotiations between the Counties and the State. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Richard Whitley 
Director 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

DIVISION OF HEALTH CARE FINANCING AND POLICY 
1100 E. William Street, Suite 101 

Carson City, Nevada 89701 
(775) 684-3600 

BRIAN SANDOVAL 
Governor 

Marta Jensen 
Acting Administrator 
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17103

Legal Entity
Name:

Storey County

Agency Name: DHHS - HEALTH CARE FINANCING
& POLICY

Contractor Name: Storey County

Agency Code: 403 Address: PO Box 176
Appropriation Unit: 3243-00
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Virginia City, NV 89440

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Susan Breylinger 775-847-0968
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % County provides non-federal share

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This contract requires a retroactive start date due to negotiations between the Counties and the State.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: County Match

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the
Medicaid County Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid
administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons
who reside in the county. The County Match Program provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care
costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $83,185.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pursuant to NRS 428.010 counties are required to provide care, support and relief to the poor, indigent and incapacitated
persons who lawfully reside in the County and are not supported by other means. The County match program proves fiscal
relief to the counties for indigent long-term care costs for these individuals.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees operate the County match program. DHCFP pays providers and the counties reimburse the State for the
non-federal share.

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: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
NRS 277.180 authorizes one ore more public agency to contract with another public agency to perform governmental
functions.
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 contractor has been engaged under contract by DHCFP for several years and 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:
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 aree2 09/24/2015 12:14:46 PM
Division Approval trooker 09/25/2015 09:57:06 AM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/01/2015 10:00:02 AM
Contract Manager Approval aree2 10/05/2015 08:53:11 AM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 10/07/2015 12:04:53 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/15/2015 15:15:57 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Date: September 24, 2015 
   
TO:  Debi Reynolds, Budget Analyst IV 
 
FROM: Ambra Reed, Certified Contract Manager DHCFP 
 
RE: Storey County Match 
 
 
 
 

This memorandum requests that the above subject contract be approved for a retroactive start 
date effective July 1, 2015. The contract requires a retroactive start date to allow the State to 
collect revenue from Storey County for the non-federal share of medical care of indigent 
persons. This contract was delayed due to negotiations between the Counties and the State. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Richard Whitley 
Director 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

DIVISION OF HEALTH CARE FINANCING AND POLICY 
1100 E. William Street, Suite 101 

Carson City, Nevada 89701 
(775) 684-3600 

BRIAN SANDOVAL 
Governor 

Marta Jensen 
Acting Administrator 

25



BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17131

Legal Entity
Name:

White Pine County

Agency Name: DHHS - HEALTH CARE FINANCING
& POLICY

Contractor Name: White Pine County

Agency Code: 403 Address: 995 Campton Street STE 2
Appropriation Unit: 3243-00
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Ely, NV 89301

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775-289-3271
Vendor No.: T80920639
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % County provides non-federal share.

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This contract requires a retroactive start date due to negotiations between the Counties and the State.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: County Match

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal revenue agreement to continue ongoing administrative services necessary to operate the
Medicaid County Match Program. The counties provide the non-federal share for medical and Medicaid
administrative services. Pursuant to NRS 428.010, counties are required to provide medical care to indigent persons
who reside in the county. The County Match Program provides federal matching funds for indigent long-term care
costs, when the indigent is Medicaid eligible.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $454,412.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pursuant to NRS 428.010 counties are required to provide care, support, and relief to the poor, indigent, incompetent, and
incapacitated persons who lawfully reside in the county and are not supported by other means.  The county match program
provides fiscal relief to the counties for indigent long-term care costs for these individuals.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees operate the county match program.  DHCFP pays providers and the counties reimburse the State for the
non-federal share.

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: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
NRS 277.180 authorizes one ore more public agency to contract with another public agency to perform governmental
functions.
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 contractor has been engaged under contract with DHCFP for several years and 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:
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 aree2 10/01/2015 14:52:25 PM
Division Approval trooker 10/02/2015 16:25:00 PM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/06/2015 09:37:08 AM
Contract Manager Approval aree2 10/06/2015 16:04:34 PM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 10/07/2015 12:31:26 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/15/2015 12:33:16 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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NMO 3716 (06/05) 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 

Date: October 1, 2015 
   
TO:  Debi Reynolds, Budget Analyst IV 
 
FROM: Ambra Reed, Certified Contract Manager DHCFP 
 
RE: White Pine County Match 
 
 
 
 

This memorandum requests that the above subject contract be approved for a retroactive start 
date effective July 1, 2015. The contract requires a retroactive start date to allow the State to 
collect revenue from White Pine County for the non-federal share of medical care of indigent 
persons. This contract was delayed due to negotiations between the Counties and the State. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Richard Whitley 
Director 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

DIVISION OF HEALTH CARE FINANCING AND POLICY 
1100 E. William Street, Suite 101 

Carson City, Nevada 89701 
(775) 684-3600 

BRIAN SANDOVAL 
Governor 

Marta Jensen 
Acting Administrator 
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 16262 Amendment

Number:
3

Legal Entity
Name:

SRA INTERNATIONAL, INC.

Agency Name: DHHS - PUBLIC AND BEHAVIORAL
HEALTH

Contractor Name: SRA INTERNATIONAL, INC.

Agency Code: 406 Address: 4300 FAIR LAKES CT
Appropriation Unit: 3219-16
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip FAIRFAX, VA 22033-4232

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null703/633-2593
Vendor No.: T29013491
NV Business ID: NV20051645519

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2015-2019
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 #: C 14769

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon final approval? No or   b. other effective date 01/08/2015

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

07/31/2018

Contract term: 3 years and 204 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: NBS System Upgrade

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the third amendment to the original contract, which provides upgrades to Nevada's communicable disease
National Electronic Disease Surveillance System from the current 32 bit version 4.3 system to the 64 bit 4.4.1
version to implement electronic laboratory reporting capabilities. This amendment increases the maximum amount
from $49,000 to $114,000 due to the extended contract term.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$35,000.00 $0.00 $35,000.00 Yes - Info

a. Amendment 1: $0.00 $0.00 $35,000.00 No
b. Amendment 2: $14,000.00 $14,000.00 $49,000.00 Yes - Info

4. Amount of current amendment
(#3):

$65,000.00 $65,000.00 $65,000.00 Yes - Action

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
This work must be performed to provide support for the CDC data system to track Nevada's communicable diseases.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State personnel do not possess training or knowledge pertaining to the Rhapsody or NBS System.
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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?
This vendor was recommended by the Centers for Disease Control and possess the greatest knowledge of the product.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date: 09/22/2014

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? Yes

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:
Since January 2015 with the Division of Public and Behavioral Health - 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 alaw1 09/29/2015 14:13:07 PM
Division Approval alaw1 09/29/2015 14:13:10 PM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/01/2015 09:25:28 AM
Contract Manager Approval rmorse 10/01/2015 12:28:15 PM
DoIT Approval csweeney 10/02/2015 08:22:28 AM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 10/06/2015 14:55:59 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/07/2015 12:58:50 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 15804 Amendment

Number:
3

Legal Entity
Name:

CIT FINANCE, LLC

Agency Name: DHHS - WELFARE AND SUPPORT
SERVICES

Contractor Name: CIT FINANCE, LLC

Agency Code: 407 Address: DBA AVAYA FINANCIAL SERVICES
Appropriation Unit: 3228-04 10201 CENTURION PKWY N #100
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip JACKSONVILLE, FL 32256

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null949-306-4015
Vendor No.: T81077517
NV Business ID: NV20111396654

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2015-2020
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 25.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 75.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon final approval? No or   b. other effective date 07/08/2014

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

09/30/2019

Contract term: 5 years and 85 days

4. Type of contract: Lease/Purchase Agreement
Contract description: Tech Refresh

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the third amendment to the original lease to provide financing for equipment required to upgrade the
telephone system. This amendment increases the maximum from $2,166,676.77 to $2,233,081.91 to incorporate
scope changes for the upgrade of telecommunication equipment located at the Decatur Office.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$1,984,096.80 $0.00 $0.00 Yes - Action

a. Amendment 1: $111,507.39 $111,507.39 $111,507.39 Yes - Action
b. Amendment 2: $71,072.58 $71,072.97 $71,072.97 Yes - Action

4. Amount of current amendment
(#3):

$66,405.14 $66,405.14 $66,405.14 Yes - Action

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Telecom systems must be kept up to date to provide continuous support to customers.

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 resources or expertise.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes

Page 1 of 2Contract #: 15804 28



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?
Pursuant to RFP #3067, and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendor was the highest scoring proposer as
determined by an independently appointed committee. Financing through Avaya Financial Services was included in the bid
for service.
d. Last bid date: 02/01/2014 Anticipated re-bid date: 12/31/2018

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 EITS and performing 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 ewatson 09/30/2015 12:36:07 PM
Division Approval msmit5 10/06/2015 12:47:20 PM
Department Approval ecreceli 10/06/2015 14:44:26 PM
Contract Manager Approval sjon23 10/06/2015 15:49:13 PM
Budget Analyst Approval nhovden 10/07/2015 13:50:43 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/07/2015 13:50:48 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17174

Legal Entity
Name:

Pondera Solutions, Inc.

Agency Name: DHHS - WELFARE AND
SUPPORTIVE SERVICES

Contractor Name: Pondera Solutions, Inc.

Agency Code: 407 Address: 11290 Pyrites Way, Suite 100
Appropriation Unit: 3228-47
Is budget authority
available?:

No City/State/Zip Gold River, CA 95670

If "No" please explain:  Pending October IFC approval of
work program number C34012.

Contact/Phone: Cheryl Rouse 916-389-7863

Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: Pending

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2018
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 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2017
Contract term: 2 years and 61 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Fraud Detection

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide fraud detection software as a service. This service will improve the Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program Intentional Program Violations investigation case management and tracking
information technology system to more effectively identify, detect and prosecute trafficking cases through software
and analytical capabilities.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $1,497,261.00
Other basis for payment: Actual per invoice

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
SNAP law and regulations require state agencies administering the program to maintain fraud prevention efforts and
investigate program violations by SNAP participants.

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 resources or expertise to provide this service.

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?
Vendor was submitted as part of a Federal Grant Proposal and award was received for this vendor to complete work.
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 as a:
Foreign Corporation
Vendor is in process of registering with the Secretary of State's Office.

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.

Vendor is in process of registering with the Secretary of State's Office.

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.

Vendor is in process of registering with the Secretary of State's Office.

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval ewatson 10/14/2015 15:44:08 PM
Division Approval msmit5 10/15/2015 11:33:13 AM
Department Approval sjohnso9 10/15/2015 13:40:32 PM
Contract Manager Approval sjon23 10/15/2015 13:44:51 PM
Budget Analyst Approval nhovden 10/19/2015 10:53:03 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/19/2015 11:25:32 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 15417 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Allpro Services, LLC

Agency Name: DHHS - DIVISION OF CHILD AND
FAMILY SERVICES

Contractor Name: Allpro Services, LLC

Agency Code: 409 Address: 6955 N Durango #394
Appropriation Unit: 3646-95
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89149

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702-659-8900
Vendor No.: T27034427
NV Business ID: NV20111339463

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2015-2018
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 final approval? No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2014

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2018

Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: painting services

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides exterior and interior painting service on state
owned buildings located in Las Vegas.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $80,000 to $148,584
due to additional painting projects approved as deferred maintenance projects in fiscal year 2016.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$80,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 Yes - Action

4. Amount of current amendment
(#1):

$68,584.00 $68,584.00 $68,584.00 Yes - Action

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
There are 11 buildings on the W Charleston campus.  It is important to maintain the finish, weather resistance, and
appearance of State buildings.  Not keeping buildings properly painted can cause further damage to a building's
infrastructure.  State Public Works has been recommending the agency paint its buildings from as far back as their facility
condition and analysis reports from 1998.  Even more so, studies have shown that keeping the appearance of a building in
good condition can have a positive effect on the mood of clients and staff.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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The agency has two maintenance workers and one supervisor, who are responsible for 11 buildings (over 120,000 square
feet) and handling requests from four other neighborhood family service centers.  Additionally, they respond to maintenance
requests from the agency's 300 employees as well as county workers that are leasing space with the State.  While other
agencies have painter positions in their budget, budget account 3646 does not.  With that said, the existing staff's workload
would be over burdened with the immense time that would need to be committed to paint the aging facilities on the W
Charleston campus.

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?
This vendor best meets the needs of the State.  A new solicitation is not required for this amendment per Purchasing.
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, the vendor is currently under contract with DCFS and the service is 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:
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 pcolegro 08/06/2015 14:55:37 PM
Division Approval pcolegro 08/06/2015 14:55:42 PM
Department Approval ecreceli 08/10/2015 15:19:10 PM
Contract Manager Approval ihyman 09/23/2015 15:29:52 PM
Budget Analyst Approval dreynol2 09/28/2015 10:26:15 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 09/28/2015 16:05:12 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17147

Legal Entity
Name:

Loren D. Chase Chase and Chase
Consulting, LCC

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE Contractor Name: Loren D. Chase Chase and Chase
Consulting, LCC

Agency Code: 702 Address: 39727 Wisdon Way
Appropriation Unit: 4460-10
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Anthem , AZ 85086

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null480-404-0598
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID:  NV20151583583

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 % X Fees 100.00 % Sportsman
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

Agency Reference #: 16-21

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 02/17/2017
Contract term: 1 year and 109 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Fee Restructuring

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide consulting services in the development of an update and simplify the department's
fee schedule. This would include all the sportsmen licensing fees and tags. The services will include customer
surveys, focus groups and data mining to examine and make recommendations to the department.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $81,460.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The department has not had significant changes to its sportsman fee schedule for approximately ten years. The use of a third
party contractor experienced in data analysis of other state fish and wildlife agencies and their fee schedule will provide
objectivity and scientifically valid methods to determine the most effective changes and thus gain support for the proposed
changes.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Department staff does not have the expertise as an outside vendor would nor the objectivity to determine the scope of these
fees.

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?
Chase and Chase was the only responsive vendor.
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:
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 kdailey 10/05/2015 16:17:34 PM
Division Approval kdailey 10/05/2015 16:17:36 PM
Department Approval eobrien 10/05/2015 16:20:42 PM
Contract Manager Approval kdailey 10/09/2015 16:05:28 PM
Budget Analyst Approval sbarkdul 10/12/2015 06:09:10 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sewart 10/12/2015 09:07:10 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17170

Legal Entity
Name:

U.S. Geological Survey

Agency Name: DCNR - 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: Steven N. Berris 775-887-7600
Vendor No.: T80838030
NV Business ID: N/A

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 %
X Federal Funds 45.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 55.00 % Basin Funds and Pass Through Funds

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 10/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
Documents necessary for the processing of this Joint Funding Agreement were received September 25, 2015, from
the Southern Nevada Water Authority.  Receipt of the documents prior to processing the Joint Funding Agreement
was necessary as they are the authorizing instruments approved by the Southern Nevada Water Authority Board
that allow for contributing funding to the Joint Funding Agreement.

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2016
Contract term: 1 year

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide an ongoing 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:   $547,032.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $136,758.00 per quarter

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
This is an ongoing data collection program instituted to provide information regarding hydrologic conditions in the region.
This information is necessary for the administration 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

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

Page 1 of 2Contract #: 17170 32



Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
The U.S. Geological Survey has the necessary equipment in place and experience in delivering the desired product, and the
State Engineer is authorized to enter into agreements with the U.S. Geological Survey under NRS 532.170.
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 10/13/2015 14:29:06 PM
Division Approval bkordono 10/13/2015 14:29:12 PM
Department Approval bkordono 10/13/2015 15:15:01 PM
Contract Manager Approval bkordono 10/13/2015 15:15:04 PM
Budget Analyst Approval sbarkdul 10/14/2015 09:52:46 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sewart 10/14/2015 13:07:28 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17134

Legal Entity
Name:

AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC.

Agency Name: DCNR - ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION

Contractor Name: AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC.

Agency Code: 709 Address: 1220 AVENIDA ACASC
Appropriation Unit: 3175-74
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip CAMARILLO, CA 93012

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: HARRY VAN DEN BERG 805-764-4045
Vendor No.: T29025012
NV Business ID: NV19901019462

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2018
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 % Settlement Income

Agency Reference #: RFP # 3206

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/10/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 11/10/2017
Contract term: 2 years and 1 day

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: BMI- NERT Contractor

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide professional services to plan for and implement a Regional Groundwater Remedial
Investigation to identify contributing sources and pathways of chemical loading to the Las Vegas Wash.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $4,000,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Using State authority under Nevada Water Pollution Control Law and hazardous waste laws, NRS 445A and NRS 459,
NDEP will perform regulatory oversight in a manor that is consistent with the National Contingency Plan (40 CFR 300)
(NCP). The selected contractor will provide professional services to NDEP to plan for and implement a Regional
Groundwater Remedial Investigation to identify contributing sources and pathways of chemical loading to the Las Vegas
Wash.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State agencies and employees do not have the staffing or expertise to perform 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):
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Pursuant to RFP #3206, and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendor was the highest scoring proposer as
determined by and independently appointed evaluation committee.
d. Last bid date: 08/11/2015 Anticipated re-bid date: 08/11/2019

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 lfleming 10/02/2015 13:47:48 PM
Division Approval demme 10/02/2015 16:09:19 PM
Department Approval demme 10/02/2015 16:11:01 PM
Contract Manager Approval sgotta 10/12/2015 11:50:32 AM
Budget Analyst Approval sbarkdul 10/12/2015 11:54:14 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sewart 10/12/2015 12:52:41 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending

Page 2 of 2Contract #: 17134 33



BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 16211 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

San Diego State University

Agency Name: DETR - REHABILITATION DIVISION Contractor Name: San Diego State University
Agency Code: 901 Address: Research Foundation
Appropriation Unit: 3265-04 5250 Campanile Drive
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip San Diego, CA 92182-1901

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null619.594.5731
Vendor No.: T81037053B
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2015-2018
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 21.30 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 78.70 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: #1947-16-REHAB

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon final approval? No or   b. other effective date 12/01/2014

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

09/30/2017

Contract term: 2 years and 303 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: Training/Tech. Asst.

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original contract, which continues ongoing training and technical assistance.
This amendment increases the maximum amount from $49,808 to $134,080 due to additional training that is required
under new Federal guidelines.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$49,808.00 $0.00 $49,808.00 Yes - Info

a. Amendment 1: $0.00 $0.00 $49,808.00 No
4. Amount of current amendment

(#2):
$84,272.00 $84,272.00 $84,272.00 Yes - Action

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The scope of work was previously performed under the Technical Assistance and Continuing Education (TACE) grants which
was not funded by the Rehabilitation Services Administration (RSA).  On-going support needs to be managed with a contract
due to the loss of the TACE grant.

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 training and education background for the services needed.

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: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Interlocal Coorperation Act (NRS Per 277.080-277.180).
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 vendor has been performing satisfactory service for the Division since 1999.

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 khawkin1 10/02/2015 13:48:03 PM
Division Approval mmason 10/05/2015 08:45:49 AM
Department Approval mcost1 10/06/2015 12:18:51 PM
Contract Manager Approval kwynands 10/06/2015 12:31:16 PM
Budget Analyst Approval tgreenam 10/08/2015 09:12:01 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/13/2015 11:48:04 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 16911

Legal Entity
Name:

BOARD OF REGENTS - NSHE

Agency Name: DETR -  ADMINISTRATIVE
SERVICES

Contractor Name: BOARD OF REGENTS - NSHE

Agency Code: 908 Address: NSHE
Appropriation Unit: 3270-25 2601 ENTERPRISE RD
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89512

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/784-3412
Vendor No.: D35000808
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2017
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 #: 1998-17-SLDS-NSHE

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2015

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
DETR has been working on the scope of work with the partnering agencies, NSHE and NDE.   Due to negotiations
and requested contract language modifications the processing of the contract has been slower than originally
anticipated.   Subsequent contract renewals should be more expeditious.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2017
Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: System Maintenance

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide the ongoing operations and maintenance support of the Statewide Longitudinal
Data System aka Nevada P20 to Workforce Research Data System (NPWR).  The NPWR enables the Nevada System
of Higher Education, the Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation and the Nevada Department of
Education to conduct studies and examinations using data collected individually by each agency and linked in a
manner that no personally identifiable information is used in the analysis.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $234,671.00
Other basis for payment: Payment for SFY 1:  $119,787 and SFY 2:  $114,884 upon receipt of an approved invoice with the
total contract not to exceed $234,671.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
This contract is for the ongoing operations and Maintenance support to NPWR.

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 expertise, experience, or resources to perform this work.

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: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Governmental Entity - Intrastate Contract - There is no indirect cost rate charged to this contract.
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 Board of Regents - Nevada System of Higher Education has provided satisfactory services under contract for the
Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation since 2006

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 ekin4 07/07/2015 08:43:50 AM
Division Approval mcost1 10/02/2015 13:24:30 PM
Department Approval mcost1 10/02/2015 13:24:34 PM
Contract Manager Approval kwynands 10/02/2015 13:52:02 PM
Budget Analyst Approval tgreenam 10/08/2015 09:48:05 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/13/2015 12:06:35 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 15129 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

FAAD JANITORIAL, INC.

Agency Name: DETR -  ADMINISTRATIVE
SERVICES

Contractor Name: FAAD JANITORIAL, INC.

Agency Code: 908 Address: 52 GLEN CARRAN CIR
Appropriation Unit: All Budget Accounts - Category 04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip SPARKS, NV 89431

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Donna Leidner 775/351-2405
Vendor No.: T27017486
NV Business ID: NV20041538232

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2014-2018
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 1.90 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 69.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 29.10 % BEN, Career Enhancement Program, and
ESD Special Fund

Agency Reference #: 1871-16-DETR

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon final approval? No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2014

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2015

Contract term: 4 years

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract that provides ongoing janitorial services for the facility located
in Carson City. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2015 to December 31, 2017 and
increases the maximum amount from $67,525.92 to $135,051.84 due to the continued need for the services.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$67,525.92 $0.00 $0.00 Yes - Action

4. Amount of current amendment
(#1):

$67,525.92 $67,525.92 $67,525.92 Yes - Action

5. New maximum contract
amount:

$135,051.84

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State of Nevada must maintain a clean facility for the safety and health of department clients and staff.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The State of Nevada does not have the manpower to provide this service in-house.

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 Commitee determined this was the best vendor to provide the needed service.
d. Last bid date: 09/20/2013 Anticipated re-bid date: 06/30/2015

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:
F.A.A.D Janitorial has been under contract with the Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation since 2008 and
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 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 ekin4 10/09/2015 07:38:20 AM
Division Approval mcost1 10/09/2015 09:18:07 AM
Department Approval mcost1 10/09/2015 09:18:13 AM
Contract Manager Approval btaylo7 10/12/2015 12:04:34 PM
Budget Analyst Approval tgreenam 10/14/2015 08:09:35 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/16/2015 11:51:50 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17105

Legal Entity
Name:

XCEL MAINTENANCE SERVICES, INC.

Agency Name: DETR -  ADMINISTRATIVE
SERVICES

Contractor Name: XCEL MAINTENANCE SERVICES, INC.

Agency Code: 908 Address: 8920 COLORFUL PINES AVE
Appropriation Unit: All Budget Accounts - Category 04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89143-4403

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Kathia Winchell 702/341-9235
Vendor No.: T81103343
NV Business ID: NV20021426879

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2020
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 % All DETR Budget Accounts

Agency Reference #: RFP #3192 - #2028-19-DETR

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2016

Anticipated BOE meeting date 01/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2019
Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: JANITORIAL SERVICE

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing janitorial services for office space located in Las Vegas.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $56,800.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $1,025.00 per month
Other basis for payment: Carpets to be cleaned two times (2)x/yr. at $75/ea.; windows to be cleaned (interior and exterior)
three times (3)x/yr. at $50 ea.;  with an hourly rate of $20  /hr. (as needed, not to exceed 320 hours over a four (4) yr. period)

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The department needs these services to keep the facility clean.

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 expertise or equipment to perform 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):
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Pursuant to RFP #3192 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: 03/15/2011 Anticipated re-bid date: 07/01/2019

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 currently holds several contracts with Buildings and Grounds for janitorial services an has provided excellent
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:
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)?
No b. If "No", is an exemption on file with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
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 vleigh 10/06/2015 09:55:52 AM
Division Approval mcost1 10/06/2015 12:00:27 PM
Department Approval mcost1 10/06/2015 12:00:30 PM
Contract Manager Approval btaylo7 10/06/2015 12:54:30 PM
Budget Analyst Approval tgreenam 10/12/2015 07:34:24 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/13/2015 11:21:02 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17108

Legal Entity
Name:

XCEL MAINTENANCE SERVICES, INC.

Agency Name: DETR -  ADMINISTRATIVE
SERVICES

Contractor Name: XCEL MAINTENANCE SERVICES, INC.

Agency Code: 908 Address: 8920 COLORFUL PINES AVE
Appropriation Unit: All Budget Accounts - Category 04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89143-4403

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/341-9235
Vendor No.: T81103343
NV Business ID: NV20021426879

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2020
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 % All DETR Budget Accounts

Agency Reference #: 2029-19-DETR (RFP #3192)

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2016

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2019
Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Janitorial

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing janitorial services for leased office space located in Las Vegas.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $149,920.00
Other basis for payment: $2850.00/mth.;  $690.00 - Carpets cleaned two (2x) times per yr.;  $100.00 - Windows cleaned
interior & exterior, three (3x) times per yr.  With an hourly rate of $20 /hr. (as needed, not to exceed 320 hrs. over 4 years.)

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
To keep State buildings clean for the safety of the public and State employees.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Dept. of Employment, Training, and Rehab. lacks an internal cleaning staff.

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 #: 17108 38



c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Pursuant to RFP #3192, 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: 03/15/2011 Anticipated re-bid date: 07/01/2019

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 currently holds several contracts with Buildings and Grounds for janitorial services and has provided excellent
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:
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)?
No b. If "No", is an exemption on file with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
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 vleigh 10/06/2015 09:56:21 AM
Division Approval mcost1 10/06/2015 12:01:01 PM
Department Approval mcost1 10/06/2015 12:01:12 PM
Contract Manager Approval btaylo7 10/06/2015 12:55:12 PM
Budget Analyst Approval tgreenam 10/12/2015 07:34:34 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/13/2015 11:09:47 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17106

Legal Entity
Name:

XCEL MAINTENANCE SERVICES, INC.

Agency Name: DETR -  ADMINISTRATIVE
SERVICES

Contractor Name: XCEL MAINTENANCE SERVICES, INC.

Agency Code: 908 Address: 8920 COLORFUL PINES AVE
Appropriation Unit: All Budget Accounts - Category 04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89143-4403

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Kathia Winchell 702/341-9235
Vendor No.: T81103343
NV Business ID: NV20021426879

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2020
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 % All DETR Budget Accounts

Agency Reference #: RFP #3192 - #2030-19-DETR

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2016

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2019
Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: JANITORIAL SERVICE

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing janitorial services for leased office space located in Las Vegas.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $92,720.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $1,725.00 per month
Other basis for payment: Carpets to be cleaned two (2)x/yr. at $350/ea.; windows to be cleaned (interior and exterior) three
times (3)x/yr. at $60/ea.; additional hourly rate of $20  /hr. (as needed not to exceed 320 hrs. over a four (4) yr. period).

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The department needs these services to keep the facility clean.

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 expertise or equipment to perform 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):
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b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
This Vendor currently holds several contracts with Buildings and Grounds for janitorial service and has provided excellent
service.
d. Last bid date: 03/15/2011 Anticipated re-bid date: 07/01/2016

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:
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)?
No b. If "No", is an exemption on file with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office?
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 vleigh 10/06/2015 09:56:07 AM
Division Approval mcost1 10/06/2015 11:59:40 AM
Department Approval mcost1 10/06/2015 11:59:44 AM
Contract Manager Approval btaylo7 10/06/2015 12:54:53 PM
Budget Analyst Approval tgreenam 10/12/2015 07:34:12 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/13/2015 11:17:41 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 12088 Amendment

Number:
3

Legal Entity
Name:

CATALYST RX

Agency Name: PUBLIC EMPLOYEES BENEFITS Contractor Name: CATALYST RX
Agency Code: 950 Address: 800 KING FARM BLVD FL 4
Appropriation Unit: 1338-12
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip ROCKVILLE, MD 20850-5979

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null301/548-2940
Vendor No.: T81103742
NV Business ID: NV19961141292

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 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % 67% State Subsidy/33% Premium Revenue

2. Contract start date:
a. Effective upon final approval? No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2011

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This amendment is retroactive to September 1, 2015 as that is the date PEBP decided to no longer pay for the
service of the consultant.  In order to avoid the plan having to pay for additional months of service it is not using
while waiting for BOE approval, the amendment has an effective date of Setpember 1, 2015.

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2016

Contract term: 5 years and 1 day

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: PBM

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the third amendment to the original contract, which provides Pharmacy Benefit Manager services to the
Public Employees' Benefits Program.  This amendment decreases the maximum amount from $163,800,000 to
$163,710,872 to remove paid consultant services by Virtuous Group.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
Trans $ Info Accum $ Action Accum $ Agenda

1. The max amount of the original
contract:

$143,000,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 Yes - Action

a. Amendment 1: $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 No
b. Amendment 2: $20,800,000.00 $20,800,000.00 $20,800,000.00 Yes - Action

4. Amount of current amendment
(#3):

-$89,128.00 -$89,128.00 -$89,128.00 Yes - Action

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Public Employees Benefits Program offers prescription drug coverage as a part of the benefits package offered to
participants of the program.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The State of Nevada does not administer prescription drug benefits.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes
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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 is the incumbent vendor and has extensive program knowledge.  Catalyst has been a good partner for the state and
their pricing was competitive and reasonable for the services sought.
d. Last bid date: 09/01/2010 Anticipated re-bid date: 01/01/2016

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:
Catalyst Rx is PEBP's current PBM vendor.  PEBP is very satisified by the services of Catalyst Rx.

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 mstron1 10/08/2015 11:11:26 AM
Division Approval mstron1 10/08/2015 11:11:30 AM
Department Approval cglover 10/08/2015 16:05:39 PM
Contract Manager Approval mstron1 10/09/2015 08:27:01 AM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 10/16/2015 15:19:46 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/19/2015 08:58:13 AM
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Memorandum 

 
 
DATE:       October 8, 2015 

TO: Katrina Nielsen, Budget Analyst 

FROM: Megan Sloan, Contract Manager  

SUBJECT: Retroactive Amendment 

 
 
 
 
Attached is amendment #3 to the existing vendor contract between the Public Employees’ 
Benefits Program (PEBP) and Catamaran Rx.  This amendment reduces the contract 
maximum by 89,128.00 by removing consultant services provided by a subcontractor to 
the vendor.  This amendment is retroactive to September 1, 2015 as that is the date PEBP 
determined the services of the consultant were no longer needed.   
 
If you have any questions, please contact me.   
 
Regards,  
 
Megan Sloan 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

STATE OF NEVADA 

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES’ BENEFITS PROGRAM 
901 S. Stewart Street, Suite 1001 

Carson City, Nevada  89701 

Telephone  (775) 684-7000  ·   (800) 326-5496 

                  Fax  (775) 684-7028 

                   www.pebp.state.nv.us 

 

LEO M. DROZDOFF, P.E. 
 Board Chairman 

BRIAN SANDOVAL 
Governor 

 
 

 

DAMON HAYCOCK 
Executive Officer 
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/10/2015

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: 17116

Legal Entity
Name:

AT&T Corp

Agency Name: MSA MASTER SERVICE
AGREEMENTS

Contractor Name: AT&T Corp

Agency Code: MSA Address: 2700 Watt Ave. RM 3349
Appropriation Unit: 9999 - All Categories
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Sacramento, CA 95821

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Mike Pfaff 916-806-4452
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV19711002665

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2016-2020
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 Reference #: RFQ 3070 tb

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2015

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

3. Termination Date: 10/31/2019
Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: MSA
Contract description: Telecommunications

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract that continues ongoing telecommunication services, including voice, data and transport
services for state agencies in Northern Nevada.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $15,000,000.00
Other basis for payment: As invoiced by the Contractor and approved by the State

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
State employees need access to local telephone services in order to do their jobs.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Telecommunications are a regulated service and must be provided by a company certified by the Nevada Public Utilities
Commission.

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 RFQ 3070, and in accordance with NRS 333, this contractor was one of five selected based on qualifications.
d. Last bid date: 10/27/2014 Anticipated re-bid date: 10/26/2018

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:
Contractor is currently engaged under contract for statewide services.  Quality of service provided 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:
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 sberry 09/30/2015 11:02:28 AM
Division Approval sberry 09/30/2015 11:02:30 AM
Department Approval sberry 09/30/2015 11:02:34 AM
Contract Manager Approval tsmit2 09/30/2015 11:38:11 AM
Budget Analyst Approval amccalla 10/01/2015 10:52:34 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/13/2015 11:27:54 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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