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POST 
 

*** NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING *** 
 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS 
 

 
LOCATION:  Capitol Building 

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

 
VIDEOCONFERENCE: Grant Sawyer State Office Building 
    555 E. Washington Avenue, Ste. 5100 
    Las Vegas, Nevada 
      
DATE AND TIME:  November 13, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. 
 
Below is an agenda of all items to be considered.  Action will be taken on items preceded by an asterisk (*).  
Items on the agenda may be taken out of the order presented, items may be combined for consideration by the public 
body; and items may be pulled or removed from the agenda at any time at the discretion of the Chairperson. 

 
AGENDA 

 
 

1. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

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

 

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

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

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

 
A. 0200 – Department of Administration – Travel  

 
B. 0500 – Department of Administration – Risk Management 

 
C. 1400 – Department of Administration – Motor Pool 

 
D. 1600 – Department of Administration –  Enterprise IT Services 

 
E. 2500 –  Department of Administration – Budget Division 

 
F. 2600 –  Department of Administration – Claims     

 
*5. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL TO ACCEPT A DONATION OF 

LAND ON BEHALF OF THE NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE  
 

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

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

  *6. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – STATE VEHICLE PURCHASE 
 

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

AGENCY NAME # OF 
VEHICLES 

NOT TO 
EXCEED: 

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

  Total: 1 $31,216 
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*7. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – VICTIMS OF CRIME PROGRAM (VOCP) 
APPEAL 
 
Pursuant to NRS 217.117 Section 3, the applicant or Clerk of the Board may, within 15 days 
after the appeals officer renders a decision, appeal the decision to the Board. The Board shall 
consider the appeal on the record at its next scheduled meeting if the appeal and the record are 
received by the Board at least 5 days before the meeting. Within 15 days after the meeting the 
Board shall render its decision in the case or give notice to the applicant that a hearing will be 
held. The hearing must be held within 30 days after the notice is given and the Board shall render 
its decision in the case within 15 days after the hearing. The Board may affirm, modify or 
reverse the decision of the appeals officer. 
 

A. Thomas Shea 
 
The issue before the Board is the denial of a Motion for Reconsideration filed by Mr. Shea.  
Dental treatment was not addressed during a hearing with an Appeals Officer. The Appeals 
Officer issued an order inviting the parties to submit written arguments.  None were submitted, 
and a dismissal was rendered.  Mr. Shea did not appeal. What remains before the Board is the 
Appeals Officer’s denial of the Motion for Reconsideration due to his failure to timely appeal the 
previous denial of his dental care request. 

 
  

*8. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – LEASES 
 
 

BOE # 
 

LESSEE 
 

LESSOR 
 

AMOUNT 

1. 

Department of Business and Industry – 
Dairy Commission  

JS Park Sahara, LLC. $19,752 
Lease 

Description: 
This is an extension of an existing lease which has been negotiated to house the Dairy Commission. The 
total savings for the term of the lease is $12,540.45.   

Term of Lease: 11/01/2012 – 12/31/2013 
 

2. 

Department of Business and Industry – 
Division of Industrial Relations – 
Mine Safety  

T.G. Sheppard 1995 Family 
Limited Partnership $48,087 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease and an addition to current facilities which has been negotiated to 
house the Division of Industrial Relations – Mine Safety.  The total savings for the term of the lease is 
$2,313.12.   

Term of Lease: 11/01/2012 –10/31/2022 
 

3. 

Department of Employment, Training, 
and Rehabilitation 

T.G. Sheppard 1995 Family 
Limited Partnership $494,456 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease and an addition to current facilities which has been renegotiated at 
a reduced rate to house the Department of Employment, Training, and Rehabilitation.  

Term of Lease: 11/01/2012 –10/31/2022 
 

4. 

Department of Health and Human 
Services – Division of Child and 
Family Services  

T.G. Sheppard 1995 Family 
Limited Partnership $348,603 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease and an addition to current facilities which has been renegotiated to 
house the Department of Health and Human Services – Division of Child and Family Services. 

Term of Lease: 11/01/2012 –10/31/2022 
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BOE # 

 
LESSEE 

 
LESSOR 

 
AMOUNT 

5. 

Department of Health and Human 
Services – Health Division 

T.G. Sheppard 1995 Family 
Limited Partnership $62,025 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease and an addition to current facilities which has been negotiated to 
house the Department of Health and Human Services – Health Division. The total savings for the term of 
the lease is $13,434.53. 

Term of Lease: 11/01/2012 – 10/31/2022 
 

6. 

Department of Health and Human 
Services – Mental Health and 
Developmental Services – Rural 
Clinics     

T.G. Sheppard 1995 Family 
Limited Partnership $535,643 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease and an addition to current facilities which has been renegotiated at 
a reduced rate to house the Department of Health and Human Services – Mental Health and 
Developmental Services – Rural Clinics.    

Term of Lease: 11/01/2012 – 10/31/2022 
 

7. 

Department of Health and Human 
Services – Mental Health and 
Developmental Services – Desert 
Regional Center   

SPA NV Rental Property, LLC. 

$1,285,758 

Lease 
Description: 

This is a new location to house the Department of Health and Human Services – Mental Health and 
Developmental Services – Desert Regional Center. The total savings for the term of the lease is 
$210,547.05.   

Term of Lease: 02/01/2013 – 01/31/2018 
 

8. 

Department of Health and Human 
Services – Mental Health and 
Developmental Services – Rural 
Regional Center 

T.G. Sheppard 1995 Family 
Limited Partnership $145,747 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease and an addition to current facilities which has been renegotiated at 
a reduced rate to house the Department of Health and Human Services – Mental Health and 
Developmental Services – Rural Regional Center.  

Term of Lease: 11/01/2012 – 10/31/2022 
 

9. 

Department of Health and Human 
Services – Public Defender’s Office 

M & M Bigue Investments, LLC. $145,968 
Lease 

Description: 
This is an extension of an existing lease to house the Department of Health and Human Services – Public 
Defenders Office. The total savings for the term of the lease is $6,874.   

Term of Lease: 01/01/2013 – 12/31/2015 
 

10. 
Department of Taxation    1994 Johnston Family Trust $4,126,162 

Lease 
Description: 

This is an extension of an existing lease which has been negotiated to house the Department of Taxation.   
Term of Lease: 11/01/2012 – 10/31/2019 

 

11. 
Silver State Health Insurance 
Exchange   

Coffee Road Investments, LLC. $408,872 

Lease 
Description: 

This is a new location to house the Silver State Health Insurance Exchange.  
Term of Lease: 01/01/2013 – 12/31/2018 
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*9. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – CONTRACTS 
 

BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

1. 

   012 
NUCLEAR PROJECTS 
OFFICE – HIGH LEVEL 
NUCLEAR WASTE 

STROLIN 
CONSULTING, 
LLC. 

HIGHWAY $50,000 FORMER 
EMPLOYEE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides services necessary to implement the agency's mission in light of 
staff reductions and the continuing requirements of 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 US Department of 
Energy/NNSA/Nevada Site Office; and other services required for the effective operations of the agency. This amendment extends 
the termination date from December 31, 2012 to December 31, 2013 and increases the maximum amount from $50,000 to 
$100,000. 
Term of Contract: 12/13/2011 - 12/31/2013 Contract # 12850 

2. 

030 
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S 
OFFICE – VICTIMS OF 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 

KANDT, 
JENNIFER M. 

FEDERAL $43,364 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the third amendment to the original contract which provides accounting, reporting and coordination of the Nevada VINE 
project to implement the Nevada VINE (statewide victims’ information and notification service.)  This amendment extends the 
termination date from December 31, 2012 to December 30, 2013, revises the scope of work to include accounting and reporting for 
the Justice Assistance and STOP (Services, Training, Officers, Prosecutors) grants that support Nevada VINE, and increases the 
maximum amount of the contract from $94,000 to $137,364 due to additional grant funding and maintenance.   

Term of Contract: 04/13/2010 - 12/31/2013 Contract # 10823 

3. 

030 
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S 
OFFICE – TORT CLAIM 
FUND 

GIISSUES, INC. OTHER: INSURANCE 
PREMIUM TRUST 
FUND 

$35,000 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide an expert opinion regarding treatment and the medical conditions of confined inmates who are 
diagnosed with Hepatitis-C and Hemochromatosis.  A lawsuit was filed against the State of Nevada regarding the death of an 
inmate of the Department of Corrections.  Issues of the lawsuit involved the treatment and/or lack of treatment of the above 
referenced medical conditions and the cause of death.  This expert has conducted extensive research on these issues.   
Term of Contract: 05/01/2011 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13838 

4. 

030 
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S 
OFFICE – TORT CLAIM 
FUND 

PARK DIETZ & 
ASSOCIATES, 
INC. 

OTHER: INSURANCE 
PREMIUM TRUST 
FUND 

$20,000 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract for an expert witness to provide forensic pathology expertise in the defense of 
current and potential lawsuits against the State of Nevada.  Under the contract, the vendor reviews documents, records, research, 
and reports in the area of forensic pathology and may be expected to appear for depositions and at trial.  This amendment increases 
the maximum amount of the contract from $25,000 to $45,000 due to additional work that was not anticipated.   
Term of Contract: 07/12/2011 - 06/30/2014 Contract # 12498 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

5. 
051 

TREASURER'S OFFICE –  
COLLEGE SAVINGS 
TRUST 

R&R PARTNERS, 
INC. 

OTHER: NEVADA 
COLLEGE SAVINGS 
FUNDS 

$24,999   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new  contract to serve as a Marketing and Advertising Consultant for the Nevada College Savings Plans program and the 
Nevada Prepaid Tuition program.   
Term of Contract: 11/13/2012 - 11/12/2013 Contract # 13862 

6. 
052 

TREASURER'S OFFICE –  
HIGHER EDUCATION 
TUITION TRUST-Non-Exec 

CHICAGO 
EQUITY 
PARTNERS, LLC. 

OTHER: INTEREST 
EARNINGS 

$240,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide fixed income investing for the Higher Education Tuition Trust Fund in a prudent manner to meet 
anticipated future tuition liabilities for the Prepaid Tuition contracts in accordance with NRS Chapter 353B. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 10/30/2016 Contract # 13870 

7. 

082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
STATE PUBLIC WORKS 
DIVISION –  BUILDINGS 
AND GROUNDS  

INGERSOLL 
RAND COMPANY, 
DBA TRANE U.S. 
INC. 

FEE: BUILDING  RENT 
INCOME FEES 

$25,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing heating, ventilation, and air conditioning services to various state buildings in the 
Northern Nevada area, to be used on an as needed basis and at the written request and approval of a Buildings and Grounds 
designee. 

Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 10/31/2016 Contract # 13809 

8. 
082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
STATE PUBLIC WORKS 
DIVISION –  BUILDINGS 
AND GROUNDS  

JOE BENIGNOS 
TREE SERVICE, 
INC. 

FEE: BUILDING RENT 
INCOME FEES 

$37,500 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide snow removal services for multiple state buildings and heavy equipment operations as needed in 
Carson City, Nevada. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 09/30/2016 Contract # 13854 

9. 
082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
STATE PUBLIC WORKS 
DIVISION –  BUILDINGS 
AND GROUNDS  

JOHNSON 
CONTROLS, INC. 
DBA 
ENGINEERED 
EQUIPMENT & 
SYSTEMS 

FEE: BUILDING  RENT 
INCOME FEES 

$100,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing heating, ventilation, and air conditioning services on an as needed basis for various state 
buildings in the Las Vegas area upon the written request and approval of a Buildings and Grounds designee.  
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 10/31/2016 Contract # 13827 

10. 

082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION – 
STATE PUBLIC WORKS 
DIVISION –  BUILDINGS 
AND GROUNDS  

QUAL ECON USA, 
INC. 

FEE: BUILDING  RENT 
INCOME FEES 

$107,250   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing janitorial services for the Department of Motor Vehicles, located at 555 Wright Way 
Carson City, Nevada which will serve as a back-up contract only to be utilized in the event the primary contractor terminates and 
will only be activated at the written request and approval of a Buildings and Grounds designee. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 09/30/2016 Contract # 13846 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

11. 

082 
DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
BUILDINGS AND 
GROUNDS  

SIEMENS 
INDUSTRY, INC. 

FEE: BUILDING  RENT 
INCOME FEES 

$200,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the fourth amendment to the original contract, which provides the ongoing necessary labor to maintain the fire protection 
systems and equipment as required by applicable local, state, and federal codes and regulations for various state buildings located 
in Las Vegas, Nevada. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $717,652.50 to $917,652.50 for extra services to 
meet mandatory testing requirements. 
Term of Contract: 01/12/2010 - 12/31/2013 Contract # 10236 

12. 

082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
STATE PUBLIC WORKS 
DIVISION –  MARLETTE 
LAKE 

SIERRA 
CONTROL 
SYSTEMS, INC. 

OTHER: RAW WATER 
SALES 

$93,844 SOLE SOURCE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing preventative maintenance services for the Marlette Supervising Controls and Data Access 
System.  Services to include, but not limited to, computer licensing and software support; preventative maintenance of radio 
transmitter units; and repair and part replacements. Sites include Virginia City Water System, Stewart Water System, Lakeview 
Tank, Diversion Dam, Snow Valley Peak, McClellan Peak, Hobart Reservoir, Summit Generator Site, Marlette Pump Site, and 
Lakeview Office master computers and radio transmitter units.  
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 09/30/2016 Contract # 13851 

13. 
082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION – 
PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION 
–  PRISON 05 CIP 
PROJECTS-NON-EXEC 

HERSHENOW & 
KLIPPENSTEIN 

BONDS: PROCEEDS 
FROM THE SALE OF 
BONDS 

$27,200 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide professional services for the Northern Nevada Correctional Center – shower repairs. Project No. 
07-M40(1) Contract #50314 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13828 

14. 

082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION – 
PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION 
– 2011 STATEWIDE CIP-
NON-EXEC 

CROOK, RAY 
DBA RPC ROOF 
CONSULTING 
SERVICES 

BONDS: PROCEEDS 
FROM SALE OF 
BONDS 

$16,200 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides professional architectural/engineering services for the Florence 
McClure Women's Correctional Center - re-roof design Phase One; Project No. 11-S01; Contract No. 19255. This amendment 
increases the maximum amount from $19,980 to $36,180 for inspection services associated with the roof replacement at the 
Florence McClure Correctional Center. 
Term of Contract: 02/14/2012 - 06/30/2015 Contract # 12991 

15. 

082 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION – 
PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION 
– 2011 STATEWIDE CIP-
NON-EXEC 

HERSHENOW & 
KLIPPENSTEIN 

HIGHWAY $12,440 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides professional architectural engineering services for the 
Department of Motor Vehicles Flood Door Design; Project No. 11-E05; Contract No. 30972. This amendment increases the 
contract amount from $24,700 to $37,140 for civil engineering and related services for the flood water protection improvements at 
the Carson City DMV office. 
Term of Contract: 06/05/2012 - 06/30/2015 Contract # 13403 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

16. 
083 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
PURCHASING –  
COMMODITY FOOD 
PROGRAM 

SALVATION 
ARMY, THE 

FEDERAL $19,800 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract for the receipt, storage, and distribution of  USDA foods to low income individuals according to state and 
federal guidelines. 
Term of Contract: 11/13/2012 - 09/30/2015 Contract # 13651 

17. 
083 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
PURCHASING –  
COMMODITY FOOD 
PROGRAM 

WASHOE 
COUNTY SENIOR 
SERVICES 

FEDERAL $36,000 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal agreement for the receipt, storage and distribution of USDA foods to low income individuals in accordance 
with state and federal guidelines. 
Term of Contract: 11/13/2012 - 09/30/2015 Contract # 13722 

18. 

102 
GOVERNORS OFFICE OF 
ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

HURT, NORTON 
& ASSOCIATES, 
INC. 

GENERAL $40,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original contract, which provides research, analysis, advocacy, lobbying, marketing and 
related services in support of preservation and expansion of Nevada's Aerospace and Defense industry.  This amendment increases 
the maximum amount from $75,000 to $115,000 due to the extension of the term of the contract approved in the contract’s first 
amendment, which modified the agreement's termination date from June 30, 2012, to December 31, 2012. 
Term of Contract: 04/03/2012 - 12/31/2012 Contract # 13201 

19. 

102 
COMMISSION ON 
ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

OCG CREATIVE, 
INC. 

GENERAL $9,950   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original contract, which provides a portion of Nevada's required cash match for the federal 
State Trade and Export Promotion grant application through the U.S. Small Business Administration.  This amendment increases 
the maximum amount from $31,500 to $41,450 due to an increase in the volume of marketing materials that will be produced by 
the vendor. 
Term of Contract: 07/20/2011 - 06/30/2014 Contract # 12287 

20. 
180 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
ENTERPRISE IT SERVICES 
–  DATA 
COMMUNICATIONS & 
NETWORK ENGINEERING 

CHARTER 
FIBERLINK NV-
CCVII, LLC 

OTHER: 
MAINTENANCE AND 
REPAIR FEES 

$100,190 SOLE SOURCE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract for fiber ethernet broadband services to the Fallon, Nevada area for the next 5 years.   
Term of Contract: 12/01/2012 - 11/30/2017 Contract # 13850 

21. 
180 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
ENTERPRISE IT SERVICES 
–  NETWORK TRANSPORT 
SERVICES 

ELKO 
TELEVISION 
DISTRICT 

OTHER: REVENUE $22,873   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal revenue contract to provide rack space rental at Mary's Mountain in Eureka County and Winnemucca 
Mountain in Humboldt County with the Elko TV District.   
Term of Contract: 10/01/2012 - 06/30/2016 Contract # 13793 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

22. 
180 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
ENTERPRISE IT 
SERVICES –  NETWORK 
TRANSPORT SERVICES 

FEDERAL 
AVIATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

OTHER: REVENUE 
CONTRACT 

$48,795   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide rack space at Winnemucca Mountain in Humboldt County for the federal Aviation 
Administration.   
Term of Contract: 12/01/2012 - 11/30/2016 Contract # 13771 

23. 
240 

OFFICE OF VETERANS 
SERVICES –  VETERANS' 
HOME ACCOUNT 

HEALTHCARE 
SERVICES GROUP 

OTHER: PRIVATE 
FUNDING 50% 
FEDERAL 50%  

$1,000,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide the Nevada State Veterans Home with housekeeping and laundry services. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 10/09/2016 Contract # 13852 

24. 
240 

OFFICE OF VETERANS 
SERVICES –  VETERANS' 
HOME ACCOUNT 

MORRISON 
HEALTHCARE 
SERVICES 

OTHER: PRIVATE 
FUNDING 50% 
FEDERAL 50%  

$2,500,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide food services to the residents of the Nevada State Veterans Home. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 12/01/2016 Contract # 13833 

25. 
334 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION & 
NATURAL RESOURCES –  
HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION 

REYMAN 
BROTHERS 
CONSTRUCTION 

GENERAL $180,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide repair, repainting, and restoration of approximately 260 Nevada State Historic Markers located 
throughout the state. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 11/30/2016 Contract # 13825 

26. 

400 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES –  DIRECTOR'S 
OFFICE –  
ADMINISTRATION 

THE CHILDREN'S 
CABINET, INC. 

FEDERAL $15,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide child care resources and referrals to local providers of child care health consultation services 
including social emotional, mental health, and health best practices for child care health and well-being. In addition, services will 
include development and facilitation of workgroups, assistance with statewide planning efforts, and public awareness activities. 
Term of Contract: 12/01/2012 - 05/31/2013 Contract # 13856 

27. 

402 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES - AGING 
SERVICES - COMMUNITY 
BASED SERVICES 

PUBLIC 
PARTNERSHIPS, 
LLC 

OTHER: TOBACCO 
SETTLEMENT FUNDS 

$1,086,063   

Contract 
Description: 

This is an amendment to the original contract which provides in-home behavioral therapy. This amendment increases the maximum 
contract amount from $1,800,000 to $2,886,063.00. The original contract amount reflected the amount needed for the pilot project.  
This increase reflects what is needed for the permanent program created in the 2011 Legislative Session. 
Term of Contract: 08/01/2010 - 07/31/2013 Contract # 11182 
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BOE 
# 

DEPT 
# 

STATE AGENCY CONTRACTOR FUNDING SOURCE AMOUNT 
EXCEPTIONS FOR 
SOLICITATIONS 

AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 

28. 
406 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES –  HEALTH 
DIVISION –  MATERNAL 
CHILD HEALTH 
SERVICES 

SOUTHERN 
NEVADA HEALTH 

FEDERAL $294,938   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal agreement to expand evidence-based home visiting services, to promote maternal, infant and early 
childhood health, and safety, as well as the development of strong parent-child relationships. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 12/31/2013 Contract # 13839 

29. 
406 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES –  HEALTH 
DIVISION –  MATERNAL 
CHILD HEALTH SERVICES 

UNLV SCHOOL 
OF DENTAL 
MEDICINE 

FEDERAL $124,140   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal agreement to provide a part-time dental professor to assist in overseeing the state's oral health program.  
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 07/31/2016 Contract # 13796 

30. 

409 

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

ANYTIME 
PLUMBING, INC. 
DBA ABES 
PLUMBING AIR 
REPAIR FAST 

GENERAL 43.3% 
OTHER: PRIVATE 
INSURANCE 3.2% 
FEDERAL 53.5%  

$30,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides 'plumbing repair services as needed for the division's eleven 
buildings located at 6171 W. Charleston Blvd., Las Vegas. This amendment extends the termination date from June 30, 2013 to 
June 30, 2015 and increases the maximum amount from $20,000 to $50,000 due to the need for ongoing repairs as the aging 
buildings have increased sewer line issues and pipes are breaking/splitting in the various buildings. 
Term of Contract: 07/01/2011 - 06/30/2015 Contract # 12087 

31. 

431 
ADJUTANT GENERAL 
AND NATIONAL GUARD –  
MILITARY 

H&K 
ARCHITECTS 

FEDERAL $4,500 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original contract, which provides design documents and types A, B, and C engineering 
services for the C-12 Hangar Door Remodel and Solar Wall Installation at the Washoe County Armory.  The type C engineering 
services assume 3 projects will be constructed concurrently under one contract.  This amendment adds additional design scope and 
funding to the existing contract to increase the scope of vendor's engineering services needed for the Solar Wall System 
installation. 
Term of Contract: 06/05/2012 - 09/12/2013 Contract # 13419 

32. 
440 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS –  PIOCHE 
CONSERVATION CAMP 

VANGUARD PEST 
AND WEED 
CONTROL 

GENERAL $11,700   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing pest control services at Pioche Conservation Camp. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2016 Contract # 13711 

33. 

440 
DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS –  PRISON 
DAIRY 

CHURCHILL 
COUNTY 
SCHOOL 
DISTRICT 

FEDERAL $275,000 EXEMPT 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal agreement to provide Silver State Industries with alfalfa hay to feed livestock, to provide the Churchill FFA 
(Future Farmers of America)/Equipment Training Program with a market for the hay that is produced while operating the Churchill 
County FFA/Equipment Training Program, and to create a mutually profitable operation for Silver State Industries and the 
Churchill FFA/Equipment Training Program, while providing training opportunities for both. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 11/12/2015 Contract # 13790 
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34. 
440 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS –  ELY 
CONSERVATION CAMP 

WESTERN 
EXTERMINATOR 
COMPANY 

GENERAL $21,120   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide ongoing pest control services at Ely State Prison and Ely Conservation Camp. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2016 Contract # 13547 

35. 

650 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC 
SAFETY –  CRIMINAL 
HISTORY REPOSITORY 

INTEGRATED 
BIOMETRIC 
TECHNOLOGY 
SERVICES, LLC. 
DBA IBT 

FEE: FINGERPRINT 
FEES, REVENUE 
CONTRACT 

$6,000,000 SOLE SOURCE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original revenue contract, which provides a coordinated submission of electronic fingerprinting 
for non-law enforcement sites to the Department of Public Safety, Records and Technology Division. Private and non-law 
enforcement agencies who provide fingerprinting services for criminal history background checks submit electronic fingerprints 
through Morpho Trust, and Morpho Trust submits the fingerprints to the Division.  This amendment assigns the contract to the new 
owner of the business; revises the fees collected to comply with FBI re quirements; extends the termination date from November 
30, 2012 to November 30, 2013; and increases the maximum amount from $2,000,000 to $8,000,000. 
 
Term of Contract: 11/09/2010 - 11/30/2013 Contract # 11651 

36. 
651 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC 
SAFETY –  HIGHWAY 
PATROL 

CALIFORNIA 
HIGHWAY 
PATROL 

HIGHWAY $35,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new interlocal agreement to provide for installation of law enforcement equipment (lights, radios, push bumpers, decals) 
in new fleet vehicles owned by the Department of Public Safety – Highway Patrol Division. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 12/31/2013 Contract # 13822 

37. 

700 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION & 
NATURAL RESOURCES –  
WATER RESOURCES 
LEGAL COST –  Non-Exec 

CHRISTINE THIEL FEDERAL $87,112 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing services to advise the Director of the Department of 
Conservation and Natural Resources regarding issues relating to the state's Truckee River Operating Agreement.  This amendment 
extends the termination date from February 28, 2013 to February 28, 2017 and increases the maximum amount from $63,000 to 
$150,112 due to the extension. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2010 - 02/28/2017 Contract # 13823 

38. 

700 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION & 
NATURAL RESOURCES –  
WATER RESOURCES 
LEGAL COST –  Non-Exec 

HOFFMAN, TEST, 
GUINAN & 
COLLIER 

FEDERAL $172,104 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing legal assistance to the department on selected water 
rights/water litigation and with negotiations in ongoing cases.  This amendment extends the termination date from February 28, 
2013 to February 28, 2017 and increases the maximum amount from $75,000 to $247,104 due to the extension. 
Term of Contract: 09/01/2010 - 02/28/2017 Contract # 13855 

39. 

702 
DEPARTMENT OF 
WILDLIFE –  HERITAGE – 
Non-Exec 

CLS AMERICA, 
INC. 

OTHER: HERITAGE 
FUND AND WILDLIFE 
TRUST FUND 75% 
FEDERAL 25%  

$16,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the fourth amendment to the original contract, which provides satellite animal tracking data transmission.  The data is sent 
from animal collars to the vendor via satellite. The data is critical for the department and land management agencies to make 
appropriate population and habitat management decisions. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $94,880 to 
$110,880 because the department was able to deploy more collars than we anticipated; and the battery life (hence the useful life) of 
the collars is exceeding expectations. 
Term of Contract: 09/08/2008 - 06/30/2013 Contract # CONV5702 
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40. 

702 DEPARTMENT OF 
WILDLIFE –  OPERATIONS 

SYSTEM 
CONSULTANTS 

FEE: GAME TAG FEES $1,080,354 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the seventh amendment to the original contract, which provides for administering and processing of Application Hunts (tag 
applications and awards) and Return Cards for the Nevada Department of Wildlife (NDOW) using the system created by this 
contractor and staff who work for this contractor.  This amendment extends the termination date from December 1, 2012 to July 31, 
2013 and increases the maximum amount from $8,694,201.75 to $9,774,555.75 so that hunting tag application and return card 
processing can continue and NDOW can continue to receive significant and vital revenues while the department finishes work on 
an RFP for this service for the period beginning August 1, 2013. 
Term of Contract: 12/01/2003 - 07/31/2013 Contract # CONV2008 

41. 

702 
DEPARTMENT OF 
WILDLIFE –  FISHERIES 
MANAGEMENT 

PISCES 
MOLECULAR, 
LLC. 

FEE: LICENSE 25% 
FEDERAL 75%  

$20,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide laboratory testing of water samples from Nevada's lakes, streams and reservoirs to detect and 
monitor aquatic invasive species, using Polymerase Chain Reaction assay. Aquatic invasive species pose very significant threats to 
Nevada's water resources. The department will order tests under this contract on an as needed basis. 
Term of Contract: 08/01/2012 - 12/31/2013 Contract # 13831 

42. 

704 
DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION & 
NATURAL RESOURCES –  
PARKS –  STATE PARKS 

WILLIAM 
MICHAEL 
URRUTIA 

OTHER: REVENUE 
CONTRACT 

$28,175   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the second amendment to the original revenue contract, which provides leased rights for continued grazing of up to 1,400 
Animal Units Months on 1570 acres of designated pasture known as the North Ghigial Ranch in Lyon County.  This amendment 
extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to December 31, 2013 and increases the maximum amount from $56,350 to 
$84,525 due to the extended period. 
Term of Contract: 04/12/2011 - 12/31/2013 Contract # 11941 

43. 
709 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION & 
NATURAL RESOURCES –  
ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION –  WATER 
QUALITY PLANNING 

RHITHRON 
ASSOCIATES, 
INC. 

FEDERAL $62,320   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide for the identification and enumeration of benthic macroinvertebrate and periphyton samples to 
assess the ecological integrity of Nevada’s rivers and streams.  
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2016 Contract # 13820 

44. 
709 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSERVATION & 
NATURAL RESOURCES –  
ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION –  WATER 
QUALITY PLANNING 

WATERSHED 
ASSESSMENT 
ASSOCIATES, 
LLC. 

FEDERAL $43,117   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide for the identification and enumeration of benthic macroinvertebrate and periphyton samples to 
assess the ecological integrity of Nevada’s rivers and streams.  
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2016 Contract # 13821 
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45. 

742 

DEPARTMENT OF 
BUSINESS AND 
INDUSTRY –  INDUSTRIAL 
RELATIONS –  SAFETY 
CONSULTATION AND 
TRAINING 

KPS 3, INC. FEDERAL $55,550   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which creates and implements a statewide multimedia workplace safety and 
health educational and informational program and tracks the efforts and success of the plan.  This amendment revises the contract 
scope to add the Nevada Division of Insurance to the existing contract to redesign the Nevada Division of Insurance websites 
(rates.doi.nv.gov and doi.nv.gov) by combining them into one new website which will be hosted at doi.nv.gov.  This amendment 
increases the maximum amount from $475,000 to $530,550. The amendment amount for the Division of Insurance will not exceed 
$55,550. 
Term of Contract: 11/30/2009 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 10906 

46. 

748 

DEPARTMENT OF 
BUSINESS AND 
INDUSTRY –  REAL 
ESTATE –  COMMON 
INTEREST COMMUNITIES 

702 
PRODUCTIONS 

FEE: PER-UNIT FEE 
FROM ALL 
HOMEOWNERS' 
ASSOCIATIONS 
SUPPORTS OFFICE 

$23,550   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to hire a videographer to assist the common interest community ombudsman in recording a series of 
educational videos to be posted on the internet for use by homeowner's association boards. The videographer will provide all 
equipment and technological expertise; the ombudsman will provide content and take full ownership of the finished product. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13835 

47. 
748 

DEPARTMENT OF 
BUSINESS AND 
INDUSTRY –  REAL 
ESTATE –  
ADMINISTRATION 

PSI SERVICES, 
LLC. 

OTHER: 
EXAMINATION FEES 

$1,320,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide the development and administration of professional real estate license exams. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2013 - 12/31/2016 Contract # 13811 

48. 

810 
DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR 
VEHICLES –  CENTRAL 
SERVICES 

BEASLEY 
BROADCASTING 
OF NEVADA 

FEE: OFF-HIGHWAY 
VEHICLES AND 
EMISSIONS 

$7,500   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides for the delivery of information to our DMV customers that will 
assist them in the titling and registering of Off-Highway Vehicles as required by NRS 490.  This amendment increases the 
maximum amount from $7,500 to $15,000 to include the advertising of the department's Smoking Vehicle Hotline Campaign for 
the purpose of informing our customers how to report smoking vehicles that are polluting the environment. 
Term of Contract: 06/13/2012 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13556 

49. 

810 
DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR 
VEHICLES –  CENTRAL 
SERVICES 

CBS RADIO FEE: OFF-HIGHWAY 
VEHICLES AND 
EMISSIONS 

$7,500   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides for the delivery of information to our DMV customers that will 
assist them in the titling and registering Off-Highway Vehicles as required by NRS 490. This amendment increases the maximum 
amount from $7,500 to $15,000 to include the advertising of the department's Smoking Vehicle Hotline Campaign for the purpose 
of informing our customers how to report smoking vehicles that are polluting the environment. 
Term of Contract: 06/27/2012 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13581 
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50. 

810 
DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR 
VEHICLES –  CENTRAL 
SERVICES 

LOTUS 
BROADCASTING 
CORPORATION 

FEE: OFF-HIGHWAY 
VEHICLES AND 
EMISSIONS 

$7,515   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides for the delivery of information to our DMV customers that will 
assist them in the titling and registering Off-Highway Vehicles as required by NRS 490. This amendment increases the maximum 
amount from $7,500 to $15,015 to include the advertising of the department's Smoking Vehicle Hotline Campaign for the purpose 
of informing our customers how to report smoking vehicles that are polluting the environment. 
Term of Contract: 06/21/2012 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13587 

51. 

810 
DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR 
VEHICLES –  CENTRAL 
SERVICES 

LOTUS RADIO 
CORP DBA KOZZ, 
KDOT, KUUB, 
KPLY, KHIT 

FEE: OFF-HIGHWAY 
VEHICLES AND 
EMISSIONS 

$7,500   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides for the delivery of information to our DMV customers that will 
assist them in the titling and registering Off-Highway Vehicles as required by NRS 490. This amendment increases the maximum 
amount from $7,500 to $15,000 to include the advertising of the department's Smoking Vehicle Hotline Campaign for the purpose 
of informing our customers how to report smoking vehicles that are polluting the environment. 
Term of Contract: 07/24/2012 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13694 

52. 
810 

DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR 
VEHICLES –  DIRECTOR'S 
OFFICE 

JOURNAL 
BROADCAST 
GROUP DBA 

HIGHWAY $12,005   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract for the purpose of delivering information to our DMV customers that will allow them options other than 
standing in line. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13819 

53. 

901 

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

FLEET & 
INDUSTRIAL 
SUPPLY CENTER 

OTHER: REVENUE 
CONTRACT 

$50,250 EXEMPT 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the thirty-fifth amendment to the original contract, which provides full food service at the Naval Air Station in Fallon, 
Nevada.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $2,457,966.47 to $3,344,616.47 in order to settle claims brought 
by the contractor for equitable adjustments under the contract.   
Term of Contract: 10/01/2008 - 03/31/2013 Contract # CONV5816 

54. 

902 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION –  
EMPLOYMENT SECURITY 
DIVISION 

COMMUNITY 
SERVICES 
AGENCY OF 
WASHOE 
COUNTY/CACFP 

OTHER: CAREER 
ENHANCEMENT 
PROGRAM 

$148,749   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides training to improve the outcomes of public education, improve 
work opportunities, and increase college enrollment and completion rates for high-risk youth populations.  This amendment 
increases the maximum contract amount from $450,000 to $598,749 based on adjusted salary, management, travel, and indirect 
costs. 
Term of Contract: 07/13/2012 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13534 
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55. 

902 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION –  
EMPLOYMENT SECURITY 
DIVISION 

WORKFORCE 
CONNECTIONS 

FEDERAL $1,000,000 EXEMPT 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the third amendment to the original interlocal agreement, which provides ongoing employment and training services to 
adults in southern Nevada.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $6,230,641 to $7,230,641 to transfer funds from 
the Dislocated Workers Program to the Adult Workers Program.  This transfer is allowable pursuant to State Compliance Policy 3.8 
and the Code of Federal Regulations 667.140(b) and 661.358. 
Term of Contract: 07/01/2011 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 12260 

56. 

902 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION –  
EMPLOYMENT SECURITY 
DIVISION 

WORKFORCE 
CONNECTIONS 

FEDERAL ($1,000,000) EXEMPT 

Contract 
Description: 

This is the third amendment to the original interlocal agreement, which provides ongoing employment and training services to 
dislocated workers in southern Nevada.  This amendment decreases the maximum amount from $6,209,227 to $5,209,227 to 
transfer funds from the Dislocated Workers Program to the Adult Workers Program.  This transfer is allowable pursuant to State 
Compliance Policy 3.8 and Code of Federal Regulations 667.140 (b) and 661.358. 
Term of Contract: 07/01/2011 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 12261 

57. 

902 

DEPARTMENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT, TRAINING 
& REHABILITATION –  
EMPLOYMENT SECURITY 
DIVISION  

PRESTON BASS 
INTERPRETING 

OTHER: ALL DETR 
BUDGET ACCOUNTS 

$15,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the fourth amendment to the original contract which provides for American Sign Language interpreting services for the 
clients, employees, board members, or council members who are deaf or hearing impaired or unable to understand the spoken 
language during meetings, conferences, or hearings. This amendment increases the contract amount from, $29,000 to $44,000 due 
to increased need for services.       
Term of Contract: 09/03/2010 - 08/31/2014 Contract # 11512 

58. 
931 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION –  
VICTIMS OF CRIME 

COST 
CONTAINMENT 
STRATEGIES, 
INC. 

OTHER: COURT & 
INMATE WAGE 
ASSESSMENTS, 
RESTITUTION, BAIL 
BOND FORFEITURES, 
ETC. 

$5,000,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide assistance to individuals who are victims of violent crimes. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2013 - 12/31/2016 Contract # 13817 

59. 
960 

SILVER STATE HEALTH 
INSURANCE EXCHANGE –  
SILVER STATE HEALTH 
INSURANCE EXCHANGE 
ADMINISTRATION 

CSG 
GOVERNMENT 
SOLUTIONS 

FEDERAL $500,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide consulting and actuarial services directly related to Health Care Reform. 
Term of Contract: 11/13/2012 - 12/31/2014 Contract # 13847 
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60. 
960 

SILVER STATE HEALTH 
INSURANCE EXCHANGE 
–  SILVER STATE 
HEALTH INSURANCE 
EXCHANGE 
ADMINISTRATION 

MILLIMAN, INC. FEDERAL $500,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide consulting and actuarial services directly related to Health Care Reform. 
Term of Contract: 11/13/2012 - 12/31/2014 Contract # 13849 

61. 
960 

SILVER STATE HEALTH 
INSURANCE EXCHANGE 
–  SILVER STATE 
HEALTH INSURANCE 
EXCHANGE 
ADMINISTRATION 

PUBLIC 
CONSULTING 
GROUP 

FEDERAL $500,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide consulting and actuarial services directly related to Health Care Reform. 
Term of Contract: 11/13/2012 - 12/31/2014 Contract # 13848 

62. 
BDC 

LICENSING, BOARDS & 
COMMISSIONS –  
ACCOUNTANCY 

ALLISON 
MACKENZIE 
PAVLAKIS 
WRIGHT & 
FAGAN LTD. 

OTHER: LICENSING 
FEES 

$281,250 PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICE 

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract for legal services required by the board including representation in law suits, disciplinary actions, 
administrative hearings, legislative assistance and in providing specific legal advice. 
Term of Contract: 09/01/2012 - 06/30/2015 Contract # 13704 

63. 

BDC 
LICENSING, BOARDS & 
COMMISSIONS –  
ACCOUNTANCY 

HILLERBY & 
ASSOCIATES 

OTHER: LICENSING 
FEES 

$10,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract for legislative liaison for the Board of Accountancy to assist with dissemination of information pertaining to 
the board's regulation of Certified Public Accountants and to monitor any legislative activity that may affect the Board of 
Accountancy. 
Term of Contract: 09/01/2012 - 12/31/2013 Contract # 13706 

64. 
BDC 

LICENSING, BOARDS & 
COMMISSIONS –  
PSYCHOLOGICAL 
EXAMINERS 

COMPUTER 
ASSISTED 
TESTING 
SERVICE, INC 

FEE: LICENSING FEES $11,800   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract for the development of the State of Nevada State Exam for Psychologists. 
Term of Contract: Upon Approval - 06/30/2014 Contract # 13824 

65. 
BDC 

LICENSING, BOARDS & 
COMMISSIONS –  
MASSAGE THERAPY 

KATHLEEN 
LAXALT 

OTHER: LICENSING 
FEES 

$24,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is a new contract to provide legislative advice, counsel, monitoring, representation, and reporting to the Board of Massage 
Therapists throughout the 2013 Legislative Session. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2013 - 06/30/2013 Contract # 13866 
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MSA 
1. 

MSA VARIOUS STATE 
AGENCIES 

KELLY SERVICES OTHER: VARIOUS $3,000,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the fourth amendment to the original contract which provides temporary employment services as needed by state agencies.  
This amendment increases the maximum amount from $8,500,000 to $11,500,000 due to the continued need for these services.  
Additionally this amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to March 31, 2013 which will allow for the 
completion of the RFP process. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2009 - 03/31/2013 Contract # CONV7060 

MSA 
2. 

MSA VARIOUS STATE 
AGENCIES 

MANPOWER OTHER: VARIOUS $3,000,000   

Contract 
Description: 

This is the fourth amendment to the original contract which provides temporary employment services as needed by state agencies.  
This amendment increases the maximum amount from $8,500,000 to $11,500,000 due to the continued need for these services. 
Additionally, this amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to March 31, 2013 which will allow for the 
completion of the RFP process. 
Term of Contract: 01/01/2009 - 03/31/2013 Contract # CONV7061 

 
 

  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  
Brad Carson bcarson@dps.state.nv.us   
 
Notice of this meeting was posted on the following website: 
http://budget.nv.gov/Meetings  
 
We are pleased to make reasonable accommodations for members of the public who are disabled 
and would like to attend the meeting.  If special arrangements for the meeting are required, 
please notify the Department of Administration at least one working day before the meeting at 
(775) 684-0222 or you can fax your request to (775) 684-0260. 

mailto:bcarson@dps.state.nv.us
http://budget.nv.gov/Meetings
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DETAILED AGENDA 
November 13, 2012 

 
1. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
Comments: 
 

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

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

 

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

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

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

   

*4. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – STATE ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL  
  

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

 
A. 0300 – Department of Administration – Cooperative Agreements & 

Contracts 
 

B. 0500 – Department of Administration – Risk Management 
 

C. 1400 – Department of Administration – Motor Pool 
 

D. 1600 – Department of Administration –  Enterprise IT Services 
 

E. 2500 –  Department of Administration – Budget Division 
 

F. 2600 –  Department of Administration – Claims 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
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*5. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL TO ACCEPT A DONATION OF 
LAND ON BEHALF OF THE NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE  

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

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

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

*6. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – STATE VEHICLE PURCHASE 
 

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

AGENCY NAME # OF 
VEHICLES 

NOT TO 
EXCEED: 

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

  Total: 1 $31,216 
 
 

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

 
 

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

 
The issue before the Board is the denial of a Motion for Reconsideration filed by Mr. Shea.  Dental 
treatment was not addressed during a hearing with an Appeals Officer. The Appeals Officer issued 
an order inviting the parties to submit written arguments.  None were submitted, and a dismissal 
was rendered.  Mr. Shea did not appeal. What remains before the Board is the Appeals Officer’s 
denial of the Motion for Reconsideration due to his failure to timely appeal the previous denial of 
his dental care request. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  It is recommended that the Board uphold the denial of this 
claim. 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
 

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

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

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

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

 
 

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

 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
 
Motion By: Seconded By: Vote: 
Comments: 
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*11. BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

Comments: 
 
 

*12. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – ADJOURNMENT 
 

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

October 9, 2012 
 
The Board of Examiners met on Tuesday, October 9, 2012, in the Guinn Room on the second 
floor of the Capitol Building, 101 N. Carson St., Carson City, Nevada, at 10:00 a.m.  Present 
were: 
 
Members: 
Governor Brian Sandoval 
Attorney General Catherine Cortez Masto 
Secretary of State Ross Miller 
Clerk Jeff Mohlenkamp 
 
Others Present: 
Deborah Cunningham, Department of Education 
Pete Anderson, Nevada Division of Forestry 
Caleb Cage, Office of Veteran’s Services 
Kay Scherer, Department of Conservation and Natural Resources 
Keith Wells, Motor Pool Division 
Rudy Malfabon, Department of Transportation Las Vegas 
Erich Storm, Chapman Law Firm 
Cameron Vandenberg, Attorney General’s Office 
Nancy Bowman, Attorney General’s Office 
Betsy Aiello, Division of Healthcare Finance and Policy 
Louise Bush, Division of Welfare and Supportive Services 
Dave Prather, Nevada Department of Forestry 
Dave Stewart, Division of Welfare and Supportive Services 
Julia Teska, Department of Education 
Amber Howell, Department of Child and Family Services 
Patrick Sheehan, Enterprise Information Technology Services 
John Whaley, Department Health Care Finance Policy 
Lynn O’Mara, Department of Health and Human Services 
Bonnie Callahan, Department of Health and Human Services 
Cameron Vandenberg, Attorney General’s Office 
Kim Perondi, Purchasing Division 
Jim Lawrence, State Lands 
Steven Aldinger, Real Estate Division 
Renee Olson, Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation 
Leah Lamborn, Department Health Care Finance Policy 
Katie Armstrong, Attorney General’s Office 
Clark Leslie, Attorney General’s Office 
Doug Besselmen, Nevada Farm Bureau 
Cy Ryan, Las Vegas Sun 
Dennis Gallagher, Attorney General’s Office 
Steve McBride, Department of Child and Family Services 
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Brian Duffrin, Gaming Control Board 
Shawn Reid, Gaming Control Board 
Julie Kidd, Public Works Division 
Shannon Chambers, Business & Industry 
Tamara Nash, Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation 
David Schwartz, Las Vegas Sun 
Ed Vogel, Las Vegas Review Journal 
Teri Preston, Public Works Division 
Sandra Cherub, Associated Press 
Ryan High, Secretary of State 
Steve Fisher, Division of Welfare and Supportive Services 
Michael McMahon, Division of Welfare and Supportive Services 
Sean Whaley, Nevada News Bureau 
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1. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Good morning, everyone.  I call the Board of Examiners’ meeting to order.  Is the 
Attorney General in Las Vegas?  Oh, then, we’ll wait.  We’ll wait because she’s supposed to be 
here.  Can you hear us loud and clear in Las Vegas?  Was that a yes?  Can you hear us?  Good 
morning, Madam Attorney General, are you prepared to proceed? 
 
Attorney General:  I hear you, Governor.  Thank you very much. 
 
Governor:  You’re welcome.  We’ll move to the first item on the Agenda, which is public 
comment.  Is there any member of the public here in Carson City that would like to provide 
public comment to the Board?  We’ll move to Las Vegas.  Is there any member of the public 
who would like to provide public comment to the Board in Las Vegas? 
 
Attorney General:  There doesn’t appear to be, Governor. 
 

*2. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL OF THE SEPTEMBER 11, 2012 
BOARD OF EXAMINERS’ MEETING MINUTES 

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Attorney General Seconded By: Secretary of State Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  We’ll move on to Agenda Item No. 2, approval of the September 11, 
2012 Board of Examiner’s meeting minutes.  Have the members had an opportunity to review 
the minutes, and are there any changes? 
 
Attorney General:  I’ll move for approval. 
 
Secretary of State:  Second. 
 
Governor:  The Attorney General has made a motion for approval of the minutes of September 
11, 2012.  The Secretary of State has made a second.  Any questions or discussion on the 
motion?  All those in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes unanimously. 

 

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

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

Caughlin Fire 
 

Pursuant to NRS 353.2755, the Division of Emergency Management, City of Reno, Sierra Fire 
Protection District, Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District, and Washoe County are requesting 
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additional time to the original extension due to the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) requiring additional time to process the Federal Management Assistance Grant (FMAG) 
documentation submitted by the state.  Emergency Management respectfully requests an extension 
to the original request of November 18, 2012 to June 1, 2013. 
 

B. Department of Public Safety – Division of Emergency Management – 
Washoe Drive Fire 

 
Pursuant to NRS 353.2755, the Division of Emergency Management, Sierra Fire Protection 
District, Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District, and Washoe County are requesting 
additional time to the original extension due to the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) requiring additional time to process the Federal Management Assistance Grant (FMAG) 
documentation submitted by the state.  Emergency Management respectfully requests an 
extension to the original request of January 19, 2013 to August 1, 2013. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move on to Agenda Item No. 3, notification of intent to file for a grant or a 
loan from the disaster relief account which requires an extension to collect data.  Mr. 
Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board are two separate requests, if you would like to 
take them together.  The first is related to the Caughlin fire, and this is a request to extend the 
timeframe in which to complete the gathering of information and submit a full claim before the 
Board from November 18, 2012 to June 1 of 2013.  The second is related to the Washoe Drive 
fire, and this is a similar request to extend the time from January 19 of 2013 to August 1 of 2013.  
In both these cases, they’re waiting for some information from the federal government in order to 
fully complete their request and claim before the Board. 
 
Governor:  And this is simply to not penalize them because FEMA has not acted upon the 
information that was provided to it? 
 
Clerk:  Absolutely.  This would allow them to have some additional time.  It’s a valid claim that 
they can come back before the Board if, after they’ve considered all of the federal funding 
available and their own internal resources, they still have a claim that’s before the Board, then 
we’ll be considering it at that time. 
 
Governor:  Thank you very much.  I have not further questions.  Do other members of the Board 
have questions regarding this Agenda item?  Hearing none, the Chair will accept a motion for 
approval. 
 
Secretary of State:  I move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  Second the motion. 
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Governor:  The Secretary of State has made a motion to approve the extension of time to collect 
data as stated in Agenda Items 3A and B.  Attorney General has seconded the motion.  Any 
questions or discussion on the motion?  Hearing none, all in favor, please say aye.  Motion 
passes unanimously. 
 

*4. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – STATE ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL 
 

The State Administrative Manual (SAM) is being submitted to the Board of Examiners’ for 
approval of clarification in the following Chapter: 0300 – Department of Administration – 
Purchasing Division. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move on to Agenda Item No. 4, State Administrative Manual.  Mr. 
Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board is one amendment to Chapter 0323 of the State 
Administrative Manual.  And what this is asking -- what this is clarifying, you know, this has 
been kind of a difficult process.  This is current and former employees which we’ve seen quite a 
few times before the Board, but there’s still the confusion out there with regard to this two-step 
process that they first need to come before the Board to get approval of essentially the 
association of that relationship with the current or former employee, and then come back at a 
subsequent Agenda before the Board for approval of the contract itself.  This is just making it 
crystal clear, because there’s still a little confusion out there, but I also wanted to tell you that 
while we’re asking for this amendment now, we will be hoping to reverse this.  I do have a BDR 
that I’ve submitted to try and clean up this process so that it’s not this cumbersome two-step 
process on a going forward basis.  And if the legislature approves it, then we’ll be able to pull 
this back and have a more streamlined process. 
 
Governor:  I do have one question because we have a couple of these on our Agenda today, that 
there have been some cases where the employee is hired and performs the temporary service, and 
then after that’s completed, then it comes to the Board for approval. 
 
Clerk:  Yes.  And in fact we have two on the Board.  We’ve seen a couple of these others come 
through before where they’re essentially retroactive approval for something that’s an ongoing -- 
the ones you have -- the ones you have today are things that they’ve done the work and now 
they’re coming back and letting you know that they’ve done it.  There is some provisions within 
the bill, and now the statute, that provides for the Director or the head authority to go forward 
with an emergency to fill these positions on an emergency basis.  And I think this is what’s being 
relied upon by many of the parties.  And so there’s some confusion on that as well.  I mean, 
obviously the intention is for them to come before the Board, but there’s also that emergency 
provision that if they’re up against it, so, you know, where they need to get the work done, you 
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know, more quickly, some of them are availing themselves of that.  Whether its lack of planning 
or whether it’s just the emergency situation comes up, you know, it’s probably a case by case. 
 
Governor:  And what I’m seeing is that most of these have to do with budget preparation, and 
that there was one individual within a department that may have retired was on sick leave, and 
somebody needed -- they needed to get somebody who had done this previously.  And I guess 
going forward we need to make sure that there are more than just one person who has that 
knowledge in a particular department to perform that function so that we can avoid this in the 
future. 
 
Clerk:  You know, I would agree.  I think that one of the things we’re seeing and throughout the 
budgeting process is that there’s been such an amount of what I call turnover, and it’s basically 
people shuffling positions into other state government positions.  And so I think we’re seeing 
generally that the -- some agencies have really needed to reach out and get some prior experience 
to help with the budget building.  I think we’ve seen five or six occasions where it’s come 
forward where we’ve seen that.  So this is -- these are coming forward essentially after the fact, 
but we have seen that that’s a bit of a trend line, and I think it’s something that I’m looking at as 
trying to beef up the training next time around, because I think that’s something else we need to 
create a deeper bench. 
 
Governor:  No.  And thank you, you put it perfectly.  And, I know, I understand things happen, 
but I think we out to be sure that there’s more than, as I say, one person who’s capable of 
performing those duties  So again, building a deeper bench is a good way to put it.  All right.  I 
have no further questions regarding this Agenda item.  Board members, do you have any 
questions? 
 
Attorney General:  Governor, I do have a question for Jeff.  So essentially are we saying this is 
a two-month process?  One month to get an approval from the Board of Examiners, and if they 
approve it, the next month then they execute the contract?  Or could this be just one month, both 
of them be on the Board Agenda at the same time so that you get approval, and then once it’s 
approved, that contract is on that same Agenda? 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Madam Attorney General.  I’m assured through legal counsel that the way 
the bill is written and the way it’s in statute, that we actually have to have a two-step process.  
One month we get the approval of the -- essentially the association or the relationship with the 
former prior -- former current employee, and then have to come back in a subsequent Agenda for 
the approval of the contract.  That’s the legal guidance I’ve been given.  We looked at that pretty 
carefully many, many months back when I first started this job because I was concerned of the 
labor some process, but we’re still going under that guidance at this point in time, and that’s 
what the BDR is intended to is clean that up so that going forward it will be a one-step process as 
opposed to two different Agendas. 
 
Attorney General:  Okay.  Thank you. 
 
Governor:  If there are no further questions with regard to Agenda Item No. 4, Chair will accept 
a motion for approval for the clarification as described in Agenda Item No. 4. 
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Secretary of State:  Move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  I’ll second. 
 
Governor:  Secretary of State has made a motion for approval.  The Attorney General has 
seconded the motion.  Are there any questions or is there further discussion on the motion? 
Hearing none, all in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes unanimously. 
 

*5. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – AUTHORIZATION TO CONTRACT WITH A 
FORMER EMPLOYEE 

 
A. Department of Employment, Training & Rehabilitation 

 
Pursuant to Assembly Bill 240, Section 1, Subsection 2 – 3 of the 2011 Legislature, DETR 
requests authority to extend the contract with a former employee, through a temporary service, 
for continued assistance with the preparation of the department’s 2013-2015 biennial budget.  In 
addition, this former employee will provide training to ESD program staff for program level 
executive budget preparation and on-going monitoring of division budgets.  The term of 
assignment would be upon approval through January 18, 2013. 
 
 

B. Department of Health and Human Services – Director’s Office 
 

Pursuant to Assembly Bill 240, Section 1 of the 2011 Legislature, Capgemini Government 
Solutions, LLC requests authority to contract with a former state employee who will provide 
assistance in meeting the accelerated deadlines and deliverable associated with the 
implementation terms, conditions and requirements of Nevada’s ARRA Health Information 
Technology for Economic and Clinical Health (HITECH) State Health Information Exchange 
(HIE) Cooperative Agreement. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Agenda Item No. 5, authorization to contract with a former employee.  Mr. 
Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board, under Agenda Item 5A, the Department of 
Employment Training and Rehabilitation is requesting approval for a temporary service with a 
preparation of the department’s biennial budget.  Now, they’re looking at some work going 
through the Governor’s recommended phase of the budget.  They’re looking for this to go from 
approval of the contract through January 18 of 2013. 
 
Governor:  Will you also cover 5B as well? 
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Clerk:  So under 5B, this is an employee that went to work for Capgemini Government 
Solutions, LLC, so this basically since that employee went to work for a vendor, they’re 
requesting approval of that employee to essentially have that relationship. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Mohlenkamp.  I have no questions regarding this Agenda item.  
Board members, do you have any questions?  Hearing none, the Chair will accept a motion for 
approval. 
 
Attorney General:  Governor, I’m sorry, I do have a quick question.  Can you explain to me, 
with respect to Item No. B, in essence, if I read this correctly, and I may be wrong, but the 
Director’s office has a contract with an independent company, and that company wants to hire a 
former state employee, and they’re coming for us to say can we hire this state employee sooner 
rather than later.  In other words, there’s normally a year cooling-off period for this employee, 
but instead of requiring that year cooling-off period, that employee now is asking for a waiver so 
they can start working with this company and work on state contracts immediately; is that 
correct? 
 
Clerk:  Madam Attorney General, I’m not clear whether the person is already working or not.  
I’d have to look at my materials again whether the person has already gone to work for the 
company, or whether that’s something that they’re proposing to do on a going forth basis.  And I 
have someone coming to the table who can answer that question.  But as far as the cooling-off 
period, I’m not sure that that terminology exactly is not quite what’s in the statute, but it is two 
years, and this approval process is the period that if it’s within that two-year period, this approval 
process is what they have to go through. 
 
Governor:  Good morning, and if you’d please identify yourself for the record. 
 
Lynn O’Mara:  For the record, Lynn O’Mara, State Health IT Coordinator, Director’s Office, 
Department of Health and Human Services.  Currently Ms. Hansen is not working for 
Capgemini.  They would like to employ her to assist with the work they’re doing for us on the 
grant for the health information exchange.  It was our understanding from the process that we 
had to amend their original contract which did not include the language regarding hiring former 
employers.  That’s now been done.  And then we had to go through this process for them to first 
request that they could even have her working, because they would like her to work on this, but 
they have not had her working on this at all.  They have not hired her. 
 
Attorney General:  Okay.  And this is why I just need a distinction and clarification.  All of the 
other, if I remember correctly, types of approvals we received were for temporary employees to 
come in like (a) where they’re coming in for a short period of time, work for two or three months 
because they previously worked at the state and their experience was needed.  This is a little 
different, and that’s why I want to highlight this, because I am unclear as to (1) what our state 
policy is with respect to state employees, whether there is a cooling off period or not, and 
somehow does this -- what we’re doing here waiving that cooling off period for this employee to 
go to work for an independent company who just happens to have a contract with the state, and 
that employee would be working with the state.  If I look at these employment dates that they 
want to hire this individual to work on the state contract, it’s from July, 2005 to August, 2011.  
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And so that’s why I just need clarification on it, because this is a different type of relationship 
that we’re asking approval for, and I think this is the first time that it has come to the BOE in this 
type of relationship. 
 
Governor:  I recall a similar situation I believe it was with the Department of Transportation, 
and Director Martinovich who had some DOT employees that were working for a private entity 
and she was seeking permission for that.  Again, that’s my vague recollection. 
 
Clerk:  Governor, yes.  I believe you’re exactly right that we’ve seen some engineers, people of 
that nature, that have gone to work for a firm that’s doing work on behalf of the Department of 
Transportation as a vendor essentially.  And we’ve seen that come before the Board before. 
 
Attorney General:  No.  And I don’t question that.  I guess the point is, this is a different type of 
animal and if we are going to start waiving the cooling off period, if there is one, then are we 
requiring some sort of reason why we’re waiving it?  Is it mandatory that this expertise is 
necessary to be working on this contract?  Clearly, I do not want to hinder this independent 
company from hiring this state employee.  The question is whether the state employee should be 
able to work on a state contract, and that’s kind of what my question is here.  Listen, I don’t want 
to oppose anybody from getting an independent job and getting work.  That’s not what the goal 
is here, but this is a different type of animal.  I’m just asking questions with respect to do we 
have a separate policy on this, or does it even matter?  Do we not have a cooling off period?  Do 
we not have independent criteria that we even have to worry about? 
 
Clerk:  Once again, for the record, Jeff Mohlenkamp.  Some boards and commissions have 
specific cooling off periods that apply to certain parties.  I’m not certain whether this individual 
has any cooling off period beyond AB 240, which is what we’re looking at here.  So I can’t 
really answer that question for this specific employee. 
 
Attorney General:  Okay.  So why don’t I do this.  I’m going to vote to approve this, but what I 
would like is maybe just some follow up to the Board on the analysis of a cooling off period and 
does it apply to all state employee or not, and when that issue comes before us, is there a separate 
criteria you look at other than what we’ve been reviewing already, and maybe that’s how we 
handle this one. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  I think that’s a good suggestion, Madam Attorney General.  Any further 
questions with regard to Agenda Item 5A and B?  Hearing none, the Chair will accept a motion 
to approve the authorization to contract with a former employee as described in 5A and B. 
 
Secretary of State:  Move for approval 
 
Attorney General:  Second. 
 
Governor:  The Secretary of State has made a motion for approval.  The Attorney General has 
seconded the motion.  Any questions or discussion on the motion?  Hearing none, all in favor, 
please say aye.  Motion passes unanimously. 
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*6. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – REVIEW OF A CONTRACT WITH A 
FORMER EMPLOYEE 
 

A.      Public Utilities Commission of Nevada 
 

Pursuant to Assembly Bill 240, Section1, Subsection 3 of the 2011 Legislature, the Public Utilities 
Commission (PUC) hereby seeks a favorable Board of Examiner’s recommendation regarding the PUC’s 
determination to contract with a former state employee from July 2, 2012 to August 6, 2012, to assist the 
Public Utilities Commission (PUC) with their Agency Request budget preparation due to an unplanned 
fiscal staff vacancy and lack of personnel with state budgeting experience. 
 

B.      Governor’s Office of Economic Development 
 

Pursuant to Assembly Bill 240, Section1, Subsection 3 of the 2011 Legislature, the Governor’s 
Office of Economic Development (GOED) hereby seeks a favorable Board of Examiner’s 
recommendation regarding the GOED’s determination to use the emergency provision to use a 
temporary services contract from August 20, 2012, to August 31, 2012, to employ a former state 
employee to prepare the GOED’s Agency Request budget for the 2013-15 Biennium. 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Agenda Item No. 6, review of a contract with a former employee.  Mr. 
Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Okay.  So this is the first time we’ve agendaed this in particular because these were the 
two we were just mentioning, and then this are essentially not asking for any approvals because 
the contract has already come and gone.  In the first, it’s the Public Utilities Commission which 
employed a former state employee from July 2, 2012 through August 6 of 2012 related to budget 
assistance.  And in the second, it’s the Office of Economic Development which employed a 
former state employee from the period of August 20, 2012 through August 31.  So essentially 11 
or 12 days.  And this is once again to assist in the closure and completing their budget 
submission.  So both of these, there’s really no approval at this point, it’s just more of a review 
for the Board to identify whether they would have had any concerns with these particular 
associations.  They were both under the emergency applications within the statute. 
 
Governor:  So you’re saying that we don’t need to take any action on this?  I mean, it’s a self-
declared emergency, and I suppose they have -- do the agencies have the ability to do that? 
 
Katie Armstrong:  Thank you, Governor.  Per the statute, the agency does declare the 
emergency, and they can only employ the employee for less than four months.  Then they submit 
the contract and the reason for the emergency to the Board, and your role is to review it at this 
point and discuss it and let the agency know whether you would have approved it or not.  And 
that’s how the statute reads. 
 
Governor:  So we won’t take action on it.  My only comment is similar to what I said before, 
but I don’t want these to start going into a beg for forgiveness rather than ask for permission.  
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And both of these were budget items that -- and a former employee was brought in to solve.  One 
of them had to do with an unplanned staff vacancy, and as I said, since I wasn’t there obviously, 
I don’t know exactly what the facts were underlying this, but just in the future, I’m just hopeful 
again that there’s, as Mr. Mohlenkamp said, a deeper bench, so that we’re not having to do this.  
And it would be my preference that we have the ability to improve these up front, but, as I said, 
I’m not going to make that an absolute rule, obviously.  I don’t know if any of the other Board 
members have any comments. 
 
Secretary of State:  I just have a clarifying question.  If we don’t need to take action per this 
statute NRS 284.1729 which says that the Board of Examiners shall review the contract and 
notify the department whether the State Board of Examiners would have approved the contract if 
it had not been entered into pursuant to this subsection, what notification would we be sending to 
the agency absent any action being taken by this Board? 
 
Katie Armstrong:  I don’t think we’ve done that in the past, so if you want to send a 
notification, if the Board wants to do that, or you can approve -- you can approve this in the 
opening meeting or disapprove if you’d like, and that would be the notification to the agency. 
 
Secretary of State:  Are you reading the statute as optional as to whether or not we take action, 
and if so, how will we arrive at that interpretation? 
 
Katie Armstrong:  No, not necessarily reading it like that.  I think it would -- my advice would 
be to approve or disapprove at this meeting and that would be the notification today. 
 
Secretary of State:  Okay.  So it does require we take some action to notify them whether or not 
we would have approved this… 
 
Katie Armstrong:  Correct. 
 
Secretary of State:  …had it been entered into per the subsection. 
 
Katie Armstrong:  Correct.  That’s the way I read it. 
 
Governor:  Any further questions or comments?  Hearing none, the Chair will accept a motion. 
 
Secretary of State:  I will move to approve notification to the department that had this matter 
come to the Board of Examiners we would have approved the contract if it had not been entered 
into pursuant to the subsection for the items listed under Agenda Item 6A and B. 
 
Attorney General:  I’ll second the motion. 
 
Governor:  The Secretary of State has made a motion for approval.  The Attorney General has 
seconded the motion.  Any further questions or discussion on the motion?  All those in favor, 
please say aye.  Motion passes unanimously. 
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*7.  FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – REQUEST FOR GENERAL FUND 
ALLOCATION FROM THE INTERIM FINANCE COMMITTEE 
CONTINGENCY FUND 

 
A. Nevada System of Higher Education – Aid To Dependent Children –$14,000 

 
The Nevada System of Higher Education, on behalf of the Nevada Board of Regents, requests a 
$14,000 Interim Finance Committee Contingency Fund allocation pursuant to Assembly Bill 
476, Section 1 of the 2011 Legislature. 
 
 

B. Department of Education – Education State Programs – $19,800 
 
The Department of Education requests an allocation of $19,800 from the Interim Finance 
Committee Contingency Fund to cover the costs of travel for the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction to fulfill his statutory responsibilities. This request will allow for travel to the 2013 
Legislative Session and other legislative meetings and hearings, as well as, travel to State Board 
of Education meetings and visits to each school district. 
 
 

C. Department of Conservation and Natural Resources – Division of Forestry – 
$3,933,663 

 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources, Forestry 
Division is requesting an allocation of $3,933,663 from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund to 
cover the claims associated with firefighting expenditures that the state has incurred in its Forest 
Fire Suppression Account in addition to the amount the agency estimates will be the state’s 
liability for projected resources to the end of fiscal year 2013. 
 
 

D.  Commission on Veteran’s Services – Office of Veteran’s Services – $83,030 
 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, the Office of Veteran’s Services is requesting an allocation of $83,030 
from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund to fund the addition of two new Veterans Services 
Representative 1 positions. 
 

E. Department of Conservation and Natural Resources – Division of 
Conservation Districts – $28,265 

 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources, Conservation 
Districts Division is requesting an allocation of $28,265 from the Interim Finance Contingency 
Fund for three new Conservation Staff Specialist II positions.  These positions are being 
requested to implement one of the high priority recommendations from the Governor’s Greater 
Sage-Grouse Advisory Committee’s Strategic Plan, dated July 31, 2012.  The three positions will 
be split 25% General Fund and 75% other funds/federal receipts. 
 

F. Department of Conservation and Natural Resources – Director’s Office – 
$289,109 
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Pursuant to NRS 353.268, the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources, Director’s 
Office is requesting an allocation of $289,109 from the Interim Finance Contingency Fund to 
fund the creation of a state multi-disciplinary technical team -- the Sagebrush Ecosystem Team -- 
to coordinate and maximize Nevada’s efforts to avoid listing of the Greater Sage-Grouse.  This 
Sagebrush Ecosystem Team will be comprised of five staff members and will serve as the 
Nevada technical team with a full-time focus on Sage-Grouse and sagebrush ecosystems issues 
and initiatives.  This is one of the high priority recommendations from the Governor’s Greater 
Sage-Grouse Advisory Committee. 
 

G. Department of Administration – Board of Examiners – Statutory 
Contingency Account – $380,000 

 
Pursuant to NRS 353.268, the Department of Administration is requesting a $380,000 allocation 
from the IFC Contingency Fund to replenish the Reserve for Statutory Contingency Account. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Attorney General Seconded By: Secretary of State Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Agenda Item No. 7, request for general fund allocation from the IFC Contingency 
Fund.  Mr. Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  I think we have people here that are available to speak to Items 
B, C, D, E and F.  I can speak directly to G and very briefly on Item A which is starting with 
letter A was the system on higher education.  This is -- in statute there was authority for the 
system to come forward to the Board if they have inadequate reserves in their trust fund to pay 
for the schooling for the tuition of children of police officers, firefighters, ambulance drivers and 
attendants who have been killed in the line of duty.  They’re coming forth before the Board for 
seeking a Contingency Fund allocation of $14,000 as their analysis indicates that they will have 
inadequate reserves to meet all the needs. 
 
Governor:  Please proceed. 
 
Clerk:  Did you want to take these all at once or one at a time? 
 
Governor:  I think we’ll take them all at once. 
 
Clerk:  Okay.  So B is the Department of Education, and they’re seeking an allocation of 
$19,800.  This is related to travel costs for the superintendent, and this is to make up for really 
what is essentially inadequacy in their budget.  The superintendent lives in Las Vegas, and has 
frequent needs to travel to Carson City, especially with the upcoming legislative session.  And 
then also he’s required to get out to the school districts and to make a visit to 17 different school 
districts.  I believe someone from the Department of Education is here to provide additional 
testimony. 
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Governor:  Do any of the Board members have any questions with regard to this Agenda item, 
7B. 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Well, I don’t know if there are any questions, but if you want to provide any 
background. 
 
Deborah Cunningham:  Good morning, Governor Sandoval and members of the Board of 
Examiners.  I can give you a brief overview. 
 
Governor:  And if you’d just identify yourself for the record. 
 
Deborah Cunningham:  Yes.  I am Deborah Cunningham, Deputy Superintendent for 
Administrative and Fiscal Services at the Department of Education.  And I’m here to ask for 
$19,800 from the Interim Finance Committee Contingency Fund to cover, as the Director said, 
costs of travel associated with the Superintendent of Public Instruction and meeting his statutory 
responsibilities.  And by way of background, I would point out that this is the Superintendent’s 
first year, and the first year of the Governor’s oversight of education, and together they are 
taking the Education Department in a new direction to significantly improve Nevada’s education 
results for its children.  We are focusing on lowering the drop-out rate, increasing reading 
proficiency, and reducing the gap in student achievement, while increasing the productivity of 
the entire system. 
 
The kinds of meetings that require in-person attendance are meeting related to the legislative 
session, State Board meetings, district visits that are required by statute, and meetings concerning 
organizational changes in the department to improve its efficiency and effectiveness.  As the 
Director noted, the Superintendent’s home base is in Las Vegas at the department site there 
where 70 percent of the state’s students are located.  This is also where the dropout rate is 
highest, reading proficiency is the lowest, and the gap in student achievement is the greatest.  
While it’s important that the Superintendent give focused attention to improving student 
achievement and turning around some of our lowest performing schools, it’s also important that 
he spend time in Carson City and review educational programs and services around the state.  
The current budget for the Superintendent is $9,000.  The additional funds requested would 
support travel to visits to all districts as required by statute, and 25 trips to Carson City for Board 
meetings and meetings associated with the legislative process.  So that’s an overview of our 
request, and I would take any questions that you might have. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  That was very thorough.  Questions from Board members? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Has the Superintendent begun his visits to the respective districts throughout the 
state? 
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Deborah Cunningham:  He has.  We have visited nine districts and we’re hoping to conclude 
the other visits by the end of November and they have been very instructive, both in relationship 
building and understanding the diversity of education in the State of Nevada. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  Thank you very much, Ms. Cunningham.  We’ll move on to 7C, Mr. 
Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board is a request for an allocation from the IFC 
Contingency Fund for $3,933,663.  This is related to firefighting costs anticipated through the 
remainder of this fiscal year, and I believe representatives from the Division of Forestry are here. 
 
Governor:  I see Mr. Anderson. 
 
Pete Anderson:  Good morning, Governor.  Good morning, members of the Board.  Pete 
Anderson, State Forester and Fire Warden, Nevada Division of Forestry. 
 
Governor:  Will you provide us with just a little bit of background regarding the request? 
 
Pete Anderson:  Certainly.  I think as everyone knows we’ve had a very active wildfire season 
all through the winter, both of 2011 and 2012.  During August we experienced some extensive 
lightning activity that resulted in a week of 55 large fires.  To date we’ve burned about 666,000 
acres across the state.  Of that about 12 percent or 81,000 acres is non-federal lands, private, state 
and local government.  So the costs that we experienced over the course of this summer are 
reflected in this request, and our estimate is based on the rest of the fiscal year. 
 
Governor:  In your memorandum, it says to cover claims associated with firefighter 
expenditures.  Could you give me more specifics as to what those are? 
 
Pete Anderson:  Sure.  A portion of those claims, of course, when we respond to federal land 
are reimbursable.  But they generally include everything from the incident management team 
coming in respective to our proportion of the fire acres burned.  The costs of firefighters, 
conservation camp crews, aircraft, everything that goes into the activity of suppressing a 
wildfire, and those costs that are complied.  Costs are negotiated depending on the specifics of 
the fire, and then broken out based on responsibility. 
 
Governor:  So is this the net figure that the state’s responsible for, or is there still a possibility 
that we may be reimbursed for some of this? 
 
Pete Anderson:  There’s a lot of balls in the air, if you will, Governor, at this point in time.  
Certainly there could be more or additional wildfire activity as well.  But as we go through each 
of the fires, we will continue to update the Budget Director and yourself as far as what we’re 
experiencing for cost. 
 
Clerk:  And, Governor, I will point that sometimes these estimates, you know, they’re estimates, 
and, for example, last year I believe they returned a big portion of the money that was allocated.  
So there might be -- there’s the possibility of also return on that as well. 
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Governor:  No.  And that’s what we all hope for, and I’d also like to take this opportunity to 
compliment you, because I know this has been an extremely tough fire season.  I had the 
opportunity to tour, as you know, out in northeastern Nevada, and to see some of those crews in 
those remote places that were some of the most difficult terrain that there could possibly be, it 
just made me really proud of the job that you all do.  And, I mean, we look at these numbers and 
those things, and I’m not going to question a penny of it.  I just think it’s important for us to 
obviously be aware of where we are with regard to fire suppression cost.  But I think we are 
getting the absolute best bang for our dollar that we could ever ask for with the quality of 
services that you provide, so thank you. 
 
Pete Anderson:  Thank you, Governor.  Appreciate it. 
 
Governor:  Any further questions from Board members with regard to this Agenda item?  Thank 
you very much. 
 
Clerk:  Okay, Governor.  Moving on to Item D, the Commission of Veteran’s Services.  This is 
the request of two additional positions, Veteran’s Services Representative I positions.  These are 
the positions that provide direct services to link returning veterans with services they need from 
the federal government and the state services, and I believe the Director is available to provide 
comments. 
 
Governor:  Good morning, Mr. Cage. 
 
Caleb Cage:  Good morning, Governor, and good morning, members of the Board.  As Director 
Mohlenkamp pointed out, the Nevada Office of Veteran’s Services is requesting an allocation 
from the Contingency Fund in order to implement two additional Veteran’s Service officers in 
the state.  We’ve provided a memo through Director Mohlenkamp that goes over the 
background.  This goes back to an audit, an executive audit, that occurred in 2007 recommending 
that we implement additional Veteran’s Service officer services throughout the state.  Obviously 
we haven’t been able to do that through the last two budget cycles, and right now we are 
anticipating continued downsizing from the military which is going to bring more and more 
veterans to the state.  I’ve got far deeper details for any questions you or your Board may have, 
Governor. 
 
Governor:  If you would expand, Mr. Cage, because one of the issues that this is going to help 
resolve, there’s still a long way to go, is the wait time for the veterans and also the amount of 
benefits that would be available because we’d have these two positions. 
 
Caleb Cage:  Yes, Governor.  The additional benefits, now these are compensation pension 
benefits primarily.  We get a report from the federal government on their gross distribution of 
expenditures annually.  We’ve seen the GDXs it’s called.  We’ve seen the distribution of 
expenditures for Nevada grow increasingly in the State of Nevada over the last three years, the 
last three reports we’ve received from the federal government maintaining our current level of 
staff.  Excuse me.  We anticipate that each Veteran’s Service officer brings in $1.5 million of 
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compensation and pension benefits to local communities throughout the state, per Veteran’s 
Service officer brought into the local communities.  Not into our (inaudible) obviously. 
 
We currently have wait times of up to eight weeks in the Las Vegas office, and wait times of up 
to five weeks in the Reno office.  Currently in the Las Vegas -- or, excuse me, the Elko office, 
we are staffed sufficiently, and we are taking walk-ins as well as other scheduled appointments 
as necessary.  We are certain that this will be able to increase the amount of revenue in Veteran’s 
Services to individual veterans in the state.  And in order to show that, we’ve invested in a 
software program that will allow us to calculate the performance of each Veteran’s Service 
officer and have everybody achieve goals based on revenue return of the state. 
 
Governor:  My last question is, where will these two positions be housed? 
 
Caleb Cage:  Governor, the obvious location, we believe, and we’re open to discussion on it, but 
we believe the obvious location has got to be Las Vegas right now.  The just enormous 
population there and the fact that their population and their veteran populations match 
proportionately throughout the state just determines that for us. 
 
Governor:  And even more specifically, will that be at the new veteran’s hospital complex? 
 
Caleb Cage:  Yes, Governor.  At the new veteran’s hospital, Director Bright, the hospital 
director there, has allocated us space.  He’s provided extra space so that we can grow.  We asked 
him for additional space in case something like this were to happen in future budgets, and it 
currently, as of two weeks ago, our service officers are located at that hospital in Las Vegas, as 
well as at the nursing home, but these will go to the hospital. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  I have no further questions.  Board members, do you have any 
questions? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Cage. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Item E and F are both the Department of Conservation and 
Natural Resources.  And these are new requests coming before the Board related to Sage-Grouse.  
We have representatives here that can discuss this in detail, but the first item is requesting three 
positions related to that effort directly, and the second request under Item F is requesting the 
establishment of a multi-disciplinary team.  And both of these efforts are really geared towards 
taking a very proactive step forward.  And the reason they’re coming forward now is because of 
the time considerations are really -- need to move forward fast and I think we have 
representatives here to speak to it. 
 
I do want to mention before my comments are done here, that I am currently looking at options 
to fund this other than the Contingency Fund or to minimize the Contingency Fund impact.  I’m 
hopeful that my discussions over the next couple weeks will bear some fruit.  And if that’s the 
case then we will either reduce or even eliminate the Contingency Fund allocation request.  But 
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right now I think this really needs to come before the Board because if those conversations don’t 
bear fruit, then this really needs to get going.  So appreciate it. 
 
Governor:  Good morning. 
 
Kay Scherer:  Good morning.  For the record, I’m Kay Scherer, Deputy Director of the 
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources.  Thank you for allowing me to introduce 
these two IFC contingency requests, specifically Items 7E and F.  These requests are being 
brought forward by the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources to answer its 
assignment to expeditiously implement recent recommendations made by the Governor’s Greater 
Sage-Grouse Advisory Committee for my executive order on March 30 of this year.  Upon 
receipt of the Advisory Committee’s document, the Governor on August 24 asked DCNR to 
quickly act.  As we all know, should the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service make a finding that lists 
the Greater Sage-Grouse, the damage to Nevada’s economy would be substantial.  The state has 
been given an opportunity by the federal agencies to demonstrate it has the ability and 
mechanisms to conserve the species and preclude the need for listing, but that demonstration 
timeframe is short, and the state’s efforts must be evidenced by accomplishment. 
 
Three initial implementation recommendations were made by the committee.  These three 
recommended components will bring focus, transparency and coordination to the state’s efforts 
to protect and conserve both the Greater Sage-Grouse and its sagebrush ecosystem.  Two of these 
three components are the subject of the IFC contingency request before you, but first let me 
mention quickly the third, and that is the creation of a Governor-appointed Sagebrush Ecosystem 
Council to reflect the same cross section of representatives found on the short-term advisory 
committee.  Because the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has committed 40,000 to assist Nevada 
with implementing the council in FY13, the work program will not require IFC Contingency 
Funds, but it will be with these items on the October 25 IFC Agenda. 
 
Now, that brings me to the two items that are before you.  In addition to the council, the other 
two items are a multi-disciplinary technical team, as the Budget Director mentioned.  This is an 
interagency team that will work full-time on sagebrush ecosystem and Sage-Grouse issues, as 
well as 25 percent general funding for the addition of three regional specialists to strengthen on-
the-ground efforts throughout key areas of the state by way of increased direction and 
coordination from the state’s conservation districts program and its network of 28 established 
districts.  The sagebrush ecosystem team is modeled after the interagency Tahoe Environmental 
Improvement team that has achieved much success in coordinating Nevada’s efforts in the Tahoe 
Basin related to restoration, mitigation and habitat improvement. 
 
As the need for these positions were not identified during the building of the current state budget, 
DCNR is seeking IFC Contingency Funds to establish the technical team and the local area 
specialists because time is of the essence and these positions must be hired and make progress as 
quickly as possible.  This really is a situation where weeks and months matter.  As I mentioned 
earlier, the state must demonstrate accomplishments and coordination above and beyond what is 
currently being done.  Quite simply, failing to make such a demonstration would be to relinquish 
control over the issue without a fight.  Moving very quickly out of necessity, as well as the 
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economic wellbeing of Nevada is under threat, and I look forward to answering any questions 
you might have about these contingency requests. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Ms. Scherer.  My first question, you said that the state must demonstrate 
competence in this area.  Is this a stated or an assumed responsibility of the state in what will be 
the later contemplation or decision by Fish and Wildlife to determine whether the Sage-Grouse is 
going to be listed? 
 
Kay Scherer:  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has given a very strong indication that in 
order for the state to be chosen in lieu of listing as having a handle on conservation and 
protection of the bird, and a good handle on maintaining that sagebrush ecosystem which is very, 
very important, that without the ability to demonstrate that we have that coordinated effort, and 
that we’re bringing everything we have to bear, we will probably not prevail when they’re 
making that listing decision. 
 
Governor:  And within this memorandum that was prepared by Director Drozdoff, there’s a 
discussion on page two about a data call.  You said time is of the essence, and it absolutely is, 
but will you give us a better idea of what those timeframes are and the determination of whether 
the bird is going to be listed? 
 
Kay Scherer:  All right.  Thank you, Governor.  It’s probably important to understand that even 
with these IFC contingency requests, as we know, the goal that’s laid out in these documents is 
for the team to be in place by January 1 of 2013.  And also with one of the regional specialists to 
be in place at that time, followed by the two additional regional specialists on April 1.  That 
would allow us to have the full year of 2013, as well as a good portion of 2014 before that data 
call occurs late in 2014.  But in order to coordinate to be able to demonstrate landscape projects 
to show true progress, to set up a mitigation crediting bank to do all these things and show that 
they’re working, that will be what is necessary to show the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service that 
the state indeed has this under control. 
 
Our great concern is the loss of even months would not allow us to give, for example, a full year 
of demonstration of what the technical team is able to do and how we’re able to handle this from 
a policy level at the council level, put it in place with that interagency team, and then have that 
additional tier of the good work at the local level.  And we really believe, and I believe more 
importantly, your advisory committee recommended that this is the type of structure that we will 
be looked -- they will look to the state to have in place to demonstrate its commitment to 
handling this issue as a state. 
 
Governor:  And thank you.  And we’re not alone.  I mean, Utah, Wyoming, where do we stand 
in relation to other states with regard to the actions that we’re taking? 
 
Kay Scherer:  Thank you for that question.  No.  In fact, this is an issue that affects I think it’s 
up to 11 western states at this point in time, Nevada having some of the prime habitat.  I think 
what is interesting is each state faces this challenge, but each state faces it in a different fashion.  
For Nevada, in addition to the challenges of how do we handle the approvals of development and 
those kind of disturbances, which is a large factor as a threat in other states, it is much less of a 
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factor in Nevada.  The identified threats brought forward by your advisory committee are oil and 
fire.  In basic species, a variety of other threats including the need for a regulatory mechanism in 
relation to development.  But that is why it’s so important to have this interagency team that is 
able to really deal with how fire and invasives are impacting the important habitat areas on a 
landscape basis.  And it’s also why within DCNR we’re also looking at adjustments to our wild 
land fire protection program potentially in the ‘14, ‘15 budget.  It’s something we began working 
on years ago and hopefully that will dovetail very nicely at this time with the identified threat. 
 
Governor:  Thank you very much.  I have no further questions.  Board members, do you have 
any questions on this Agenda item? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Thank you very much, Ms. Scherer. 
 
Kay Scherer:  Thank you. 
 
Governor:  Item 7G. 
 
Clerk:  Okay, Governor.  The last item for the Contingency Fund Allocation Request is 
Department of Administration, and I’m going to speak directly to that.  That’s to replenish the 
statutory contingency account as you recall.  Last month we were here.  There was the approval 
of two different settlements, one with Washoe County and the other with Reno Development 
Authority.  And I mentioned to you that we would be coming back before the Board for a 
request, and this is that request.  We’ve done analysis of past expenditures, looked back a few 
years to determine how much money we think we’ll need in order to get through the remainder 
of this fiscal year, and the request before the Board is for $380,000 to be moved from the Interim 
Finance Contingency Fund to the Statutory Contingency Fund. 
 
Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Mohlenkamp.  Have we done any kind of analysis or are we settling 
more cases?  I mean, we have the fire issues.  Are there any outliers that we need to pay attention 
to in terms of what is costing more perhaps than we paid in the past? 
 
Clerk:  You know, there is a bit of volatility.  This year what is really unusual is those two 
settlements that we entered into, because there’s really not a lot of track record in those types of 
settlements having to come before the Board, not at least in the last few years that we looked at.  
Typically the major expenditures are for the public defender’s office.  And there’s some budget 
initiatives that we’re looking at to try and have those costs be a little bit more predictable.  There 
is some volatility in that.  Some years it’s a few hundred thousand dollars higher than other 
years, and so that volatility is there, but we’re -- you know, so we’re looking at some ability -- 
the other costs that typically come out of this are legal costs associated with the Attorney 
General’s office, with higher education and legal costs, things of that nature.  So most of the 
costs that come out of this typically are legal in nature.  They’re paying for attorney’s fees and 
things of that nature. 
 
Governor:  I have no further questions.  Board members, any further questions? 
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Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Before I take motion for Agenda Item 7, any questions on 7A through G?  Hearing 
none, the Chair will accept a motion for approval of the request for general fund allocations from 
the IFC Contingency Fund at described in 7A through G. 
 
Attorney General:  Move for approval. 
 
Secretary of State:  Second. 
 
Governor:  We have a motion by the Attorney General, second by the Secretary of State.  Any 
questions or discussion on the motion?  All those in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes 
unanimously. 
 

*8. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – STATE VEHICLE PURCHASE 
 

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

AGENCY NAME # OF 
VEHICLES 

NOT TO 
EXCEED: 

Department of Administration – Motor Pool 
Division 36 $851,185 
Department of Administration – Division of 
Enterprise IT Services 1 $33,203 
Peace Officers Standards and Training 1 $5,000 

  Total: 38 $889,388 
 

 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Attorney General Seconded By: Secretary of State Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We will move on to Agenda Item No. 8, state vehicle purchase. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board is a request for 38 vehicle purchases, 36 from 
the Motor Pool Division, one for EITS which is, you know, Enterprise IT Services, and the last 
for Peace Officers Standards and Training.  I’ll make note that the one for Information and 
Technology Services was pulled off the last Agenda and now it’s placed back on, so that’s one 
item I’ll mention to you.  And I think that Mr. Wells is here to talk to the Motor Pool purchases 
if there’s any questions. 
 
Governor:  I have questions.  Good morning, Mr. Wells. 
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Keith Wells:  Good morning, Governor.  For the record, Keith Wells, Motor Pool Division 
Administrator. 
 
Governor:  This is a large number of vehicles.  And I see some of these are in the 80,000 mile 
range, at least the comments are that some of them will be mileage replacement criteria.  What is 
the criteria for replacement for miles? 
 
Keith Wells:  The Motor Pool Division’s replacement criteria is 100,000 miles for sedans, 
125,000 miles for sport utilities, or they have to be eight years old.  Those vehicles that we’re 
requesting, we’re requesting to purchase those, get the authority now, but they won’t actually hit 
the ground until April, May, maybe even June, just because of the time it takes.  So they will 
have a lot more miles on them by then. 
 
Governor:  And that was my ultimate question, and you’ve anticipated that, is certainly we want 
to get the most use out of these vehicles that we can. 
 
Keith Wells:  Yes, Governor, we are.  In the past we would generally replace approximately ten 
percent of our fleet, and this is only five percent of our fleet, and this is the bare minimum just to 
keep.  I mean, it’s important to me that we deliver a quality product to our customers, because 
those vehicles are tools that state employees use to perform their jobs and they need to be 
reliable, and it needs to be a vehicle an employee is comfortable using. 
 
Governor:  And I’m not going to disagree with that, but you can have a vehicle with 90,000 
miles on it and it will run just fine. 
 
Keith Wells:  Absolutely.  Absolutely. 
 
Governor:  And look fine, and you guys take great care of those cars, right? 
 
Keith Wells:  Yes. 
 
Governor:  And then what is -- when you say high-operating costs, what does that mean? 
 
Keith Wells:  The operating costs listed on that spreadsheet is the maintenance cost per mile.  So 
vehicles that we -- we target vehicles that are exceeding the standard operating cost per month 
for their class.  I mean, pickup trucks or standard sedans or full-size sedans.  For example, 
there’s a low mileage vehicle in there, there’s a van with 50,000 miles, it’s a 2001.  It has two 
problems.  It’s 11 model years old, so it’s becoming worn, and it’s just getting beat up from the 
sun and wear and tear, and the parts are become obsolescent, and it’s got -- the operating costs on 
that vehicle is .21 cents a mile.  It should be about five cents a mile. 
 
Governor:  And I have no further questions.  Board members, any further questions with regard 
to this Agenda item? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
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Governor:  Thank you.  Hearing no further questions, the Chair will accept a motion for 
approval of the state vehicle purchase as described in Agenda Item No. 8. 
 
Attorney General:  Move for approval. 
 
Secretary of State:  Second. 
 
Governor:  There’s a motion by the Attorney General for approval, second by the Secretary of 
State.  All those in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes unanimously. 
 

*9. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – APPROVAL TO PAY A CASH SETTLEMENT 
 

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

 
A. Department of Transportation – Administration –  $5,905,000 

 
The Department requests settlement approval in the amount of $5,905,000 to resolve an eminent 
domain action that NDOT brought and an inverse condemnation and pre-condemnation damages 
counter-claim that the landowners brought pertaining to real property owned by Vegas Group, 
LLC and Coral Capital, LLC.  The sum of $4,720,000 was previously deposited with the Court 
and released to the property owners as a condition of NDOT acquiring occupancy of the subject 
property.  NDOT needs to acquire the entirety of the subject property in fee for the I-15 road 
improvement project known as Project NEON. 
 
Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Attorney General Seconded By: Governor Vote: 2-1 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move on to Agenda Item No. 9, approval to pay a cash settlement. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board is a request from the Department of 
Transportation, Administration Division for a settlement in the amount of $5,905,000 to resolve 
an eminent domain action that NDOT brought and an inverse condemnation and pre-
condemnation damages counter-claim that the landowners brought.  I believe we have the 
Director here and legal counsel available to answer any questions. 
 
Governor:  Good morning, Mr. Malfabon. 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  Good morning, Governor, Board members.  In this particular case we had the 
inverse condemnation claim, and we are acquiring this property for Project Neon.  It’s located 
north of Charleston Boulevard right next to the freeway onramp, I-15 interchange.  The reason 
that we’re asking for additional funds here to settle this case is we had an initial appraisal, and 
the other party provided some more recent comparable sales which justified NDOT increasing 
the amount of the appraisal, so we had a second appraisal done, saw that it was a lot closer to the 
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other party’s appraisal, and we negotiated a settlement which is before you today.  We believe 
that the sales of the property due to Zappos moving downtown, a lot of redevelopment in 
downtown Las Vegas, and the development of the Union Park area there on Grand Central 
Parkway where the Smith Center is are driving up some of the land sales in that area, so we felt 
that there was justification.  We didn’t want to go to court and have them prevail on establishing 
the taking as August of 2008 which they alleged is when the taking of the property occurred in 
the inverse condemnation claim, because property values were higher back then. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  My only observation was that the property almost doubled in value in a 
year.  Did we use the same appraiser for the second appraisal? 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  No.  We did not, Governor, and our process is that we do have two appraisals 
typically of the original appraisal and review appraiser, but in this case the more recent sales 
were taken into consideration in the second appraisal. 
 
Governor:  So is that first appraisal that far off or… 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  The first appraisal was in the amount that we had -- I believe it was around 
the 4.7 million deposited in the bank, and I think that that appraisal took place around May of the 
previous year.  So there was some in between the first and second appraisal by NDOT. 
 
Governor:  But this is a little unique.  I mean, I don’t think I’ve seen, at least in my experience, 
this big of a jump in value in that short of time, because ultimately we’re paying $10 million for 
this piece of property when we originally valued it at 4,720,000. 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  And in looking at the appraisals, we felt that the -- including the comparable 
sales that were more recent was allowable in the second appraisal. 
 
Governor:  And is there any possibility to receive reimbursement from the federal government 
for a portion of this? 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  Yes.  I looked into the programming of the federal funds for this project.  We 
have the ability to bill the federal government, Federal Highway Administration, 24 percent of 
the funds, but we also have a category we call Advance Construct that we use state funds for in 
the present term, and then we request reimbursement in later years.  So we have over $60 million 
in that category that we can use for this purpose, for reimbursement, but it wouldn’t come as 
immediate as this year, it would come in subsequent next year or the year after. 
 
Governor:  And the last question, Mr. Director, and I perhaps should have asked this at the 
Board of Transportation meeting yesterday, if you don’t have the number in front of you today, I 
can get it later, but do you know how much property or what percentage of property we have 
acquired for Project Neon and how much more we have to go? 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  I believe that we acquired 29 of about 52 parcels I believe is the number, but 
we’ll get that to the Transportation Board in a presentation next month, but we’re over halfway.  
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And most of the commercial properties where we have the biggest risk have been acquired or in 
negotiations right now. 
 
Governor:  And that’s where I’m going.  I mean, we likely had a budget for the acquisition of 
property.  Are we within that budget?  Are we exceeding that budget? 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  So far, according to the Project Manager, we’re within that budget.  We’ve 
expended $54 million acquiring the property for Project Neon, and his budget is in excess of that 
amount. 
 
Governor:  I have no further questions.  Board members, do you have any questions with regard 
to this Agenda item? 
 
Attorney General:  Governor, a couple things.  One, I agree with you.  That was my biggest 
concern was that change in value over just a year period when we all know that we haven’t seen 
that type of economic increase in any property value in the state because of the downturned 
economy.  How do we -- or maybe this is a question for Rudy.  Rudy, how do we verify our own 
appraisals?  I mean, do we have somebody that’s looking at them?  Do we look at comparable 
sales in that area?  I know the area you’re looking at is right there in that Government Center 
area if I’m not mistaken.  That’s where the Government Center is.  That’s where Government 
Center is, where the market is.  Are you saying that when you’re talking comparable sales again 
that we’re looking at that property, the property in that area has increased or doubled in one year, 
the value of it? 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  Exactly, Madam Attorney General.  Our process is to have the original 
appraisal and then a review appraiser do a second take on that.  And this actually was a third 
appraisal.  It was more recent that was done in order to reach this settlement.  And it is a factor of 
those properties have been from about the central part of Las Vegas down to this parcel that’s 
before you today.  So it’s all the comparable sales that were in that general area.  Obviously 
some in downtown Las Vegas are going to be a lot higher, and that’s supposed to be taken into 
consideration by the appraiser as he’s considering the location of this parcel with respect to those 
other comparable sales. 
 
Attorney General:  Am I right, because I wasn’t able to see the pink highlight, we’re talking 
about vacant land, or is there a property or building on? 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  This is vacant land. 
 
Attorney General:  So this is just vacant land that has increased in value by that much? 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  Yes. 
 
Attorney General:  Hum, okay.  Yeah.  I guess I do have concerns, but I don’t know any other 
way to independently verify that, Governor.  And I trust Rudy and his staff.  I’m just shocked. 
 



Board of Examiners Meeting 
October 9, 2012 – Minutes 

Page 26 
 

Governor:  And, Madam Attorney General, my question is that first appraisal that we received, 
and what the basis for that was, because again, this is an anomaly in terms of increase in value, 
and I’m sure everyone in the state would like to see their property values grow by that amount 
within a year.  And just perhaps at some point, Mr. Malfabon, if we could get a comparison of 
why the first appraisal was what it was, and then the second one that was a year later doubled in 
the amount, and if the appraisers used the same pieces of property for comparables and such.  I 
think that’s more of an academic exercise than anything else because as the Attorney General 
says, you know, they’ve got an appraiser that agrees with the appraisal that we have, that’s why 
we’re resolving this case.  But it would be interesting to me to see why there was such a 
discrepancy between our first two. 
 
Rudy Malfabon:  I can follow up on that, Governor. 
 
Attorney General:  And, Governor, there is the outside counsel for NDOT, the Chapman Law 
Firm is here, and is willing to make a comment on our discussion if that’s what you request. 
 
Governor:  Yes, please. 
 
Erich Storm:  Good morning.  My name is Erich Storm.  I work with the Chapman Law Firm.  
The appraiser who did the first appraisal used a valuation date of April of 2011, and that 
appraisal NDOT obtained for purposes of negotiation with the landowner.  An offer was made 
based upon that appraisal.  The landowners rejected the offer, and the matter was subsequently 
the subject of an eminent domain action.  Our office filed a complaint in eminent domain in early 
May of this year.  And in order to take legal occupancy of the property, we were required to get 
the new appraisal using the legal date of value litigation.  The date of value that the new 
appraisal used was May 8th of 2012, a little more than a year after the initial appraisal that 
NDOT had secured for negotiation purposes. 
 
What, according to the second appraisal, transpired in the intervening year was four new sales 
that occurred after the original appraisal was obtained.  These were from September right 
through May or April of 2012.  And the new appraisal found a square foot value of the subject 
property of 80 feet -- or pardon me, $80 a foot, and that is more obviously than a $38 per square 
foot figure that the original appraisal from 2011 indicated.  However, that was a sale that 
occurred in late spring, early summer 2012, literally down the street from the subject property, 
and that sold for $82.12 a square foot.  There were other sales likewise that were unavailable at 
the time of the initial appraisal.  Another one was for $116 a square foot.  The rest were below.  
One was 16, one was 43, one was almost 71 and one was almost 64. 
 
There have been some indications of significant market activity in the downtown area that’s been 
escalating, and it began apparently to pick up momentum in the year 2011 and into 2012.  That is 
the explanation that I can offer to the Board for the difference in values.  As time goes on, 
NDOT will be obtaining more appraisals from 2012, and again, perhaps a more accurate picture 
or maybe perhaps a more -- verification of the accuracy of the appraisal that we do have as time 
goes on.  But from what we can see, based upon our knowledge of the market area, and what is 
indicated in the two appraisal reports, the primary distinction between the two is simply the 
comparable sales that were available in 2012 that were not available to the appraiser in 2011. 
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Governor:  All right.  And thank you, that satisfies my question, and you don’t have to prepare a 
memo in that regard.  I guess I would say this, it’s bad news today, but it’s good news for Las 
Vegas and Clark County and that State of Nevada that these property values are going up in that 
area. 
 
Attorney General:  Just one quick question, Governor.  Was NDOT involved in any of those 
prior sales, comparable sales? 
 
Erich Storm:  No. 
 
Attorney General:  Okay. 
 
Erich Storm:  Not to my knowledge.  I don’t know. 
 
Attorney General:  Great.  Thank you. 
 
Erich Storm:  I do have one other comment not related to value, but in the event the Board 
determines to approve the proposed settlement, I would request that it be contingent upon 
NDOT’s resolving with one remaining interested party in this lawsuit, Century Link, and its 
interest in the case.  We would like the contingency to be that the approval of any settlement here 
today would be contingent upon Century Link’s resolving its claims to the satisfaction of the 
State of Nevada through its Department of Transportation, and in a manner that will not require 
the contribution of more settlement funds. 
 
Governor:  You might want to give that to the Attorney General when she makes her motion.  I 
said, you might want to give your notes to the Attorney General when she makes her motion so 
we can make sure that we have that correct. 
 
Attorney General:  And I think it’s just contingent on resolving the remaining issues. 
 
Erich Storm:  Yes.  There’s an entity with an easement that is suddenly getting a little bit 
unpredictable, and we don’t want to have an agreement to settle this matter today and then have 
to turn around and resolve that unresolved matter tomorrow. 
 
Governor:  And I appreciate your saying that, because we just had that issue yesterday before 
the Board of Transportation.  And that was going to be my next question is, if we approve this 
with the contingency that you’ve just stated, does that essentially resolve all the claims with 
regard to this piece of property? 
 
Erich Storm:  Yes, sir, it will. 
 
Governor:  Okay.  I have no further questions.  Board members, do you have any further 
questions with regard to Agenda Item No. 9?  Hearing none, the Chair will accept… 
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Clerk:  Governor, if I might.  I just want to make sure I’ve got clear for the record the name of 
the party that this is contingent upon.  Do we have that clear, just for the record, Century Link? 
 
Erich Storm:  Century Link, yes. 
 
Clerk:  Is it Company or is that’s just the name, that’s the full name?  Okay. 
 
Governor:  Is that Century Link has an easement on that piece of property? 
 
Erich Storm:  They (inaudible).  When the property was the subject of an original (inaudible), 
the developer granted numerous utility easements that were unused.  This easement only serves 
the subject property, so it essentially has no value to anybody.  There’s nothing on the easement 
and there never will be. 
 
Governor:  So resolving this claim at this amount will not have a precedential effect on the 
resolution of the claim with Century Link?  In other words, the fact that the value of this claim 
has doubled in a year, will that increase -- and we approve that, will that increase the value of 
Century Link’s easement? 
 
Erich Storm:  That’s possible, but what would ultimately happen is the worst case scenario 
would be that Century Link and the landowners would argue between themselves about what 
Century Link is entitled to recover from the settlement amount, and so the state should not be 
affected by Century Link’s decision.  That is what we are aiming for to make sure that happens. 
 
Governor:  All right.  Thank you.  If there are no… 
 
Clerk:  I’m sorry, Governor.  I just want to make sure I’m clear on the action of the Board.  Is it 
going to be approved contingent upon, but that the proceeds would not be spent until that other 
matter comes -- is that matter going to come before the Board?  I just want to make sure I’m 
clear on the action here. 
 
Governor:  And that’s a good question, Mr. Mohlenkamp, which prompts a question for 
counsel.  If we put a contingency on the resolution of this claim, does that mean that we can’t 
pay the property owner right now until you resolve the claim with Century Link? 
 
Erich Storm:  I had a little bit of a hard time quite understanding you, sir, I’m sorry. 
 
Governor:  And I’ll repeat that.  If we approve this cash settlement payment in the sum of 
$5,905,000, contingent upon your recommendation with regard to Century Link’s easement, will 
that delay the payment to the defendant in this case? 
 
Erich Storm:  It potentially could.  However, the landowner’s attorney is aware of what is 
happening, and I can say potentially, yes, my sense of things is that ultimately this will be 
resolved and probably fairly quickly in a manner favorable to our settlement terms and favorable 
to the landowner. 
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Governor:  But what I don’t want to happen is to blow up a settlement with the current 
landowner by a delay with regard to this contingency, and if we get six months down the road 
and we’ve had such an increase in value in a short amount of time, are they going to come back 
and say, well, we want to another appraisal because we think the property value’s gone up again. 
 
Erich Storm:  They will not, because by statute the property must be valued as of a specific 
time.  In this case, that’s May 9 of 2012. 
 
Governor:  So do have any… 
 
Erich Storm:  They can’t take advantage of perhaps an increase in value over time.  They must 
value the property as of May, 2012. 
 
Governor:  And so do you have a stipulation with the other party that a delay in payment will 
have no effect upon the resolution of this case? 
 
Erich Storm:  A delay in payment potentially could have an impact on the resolution of this 
case.  The landowner may take the position that the delay is unacceptable and they don’t want to 
go through with the settlement.  That is a possibility.  The reality of the situation in my opinion is 
that while possible, it is not likely. 
 
Governor:  Well, is it prudent for this Board to approve this settlement on a contingent basis, or 
should we wait until this claim of Century Link is resolved? 
 
Erich Storm:  I think that it is prudent to go ahead and approve the settlement today conditioned 
upon that one stipulation regarding Century Link.  It gives all the parties an incentive to work 
these matters out.  Century Link’s interest is miniscule, if not non-existent, and I don’t see that 
there is a downside to approving the settlement presently today with that contingency. 
 
Governor:  Board members, do you have any more questions with regard to this Agenda item? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  All right.  Then the Chair will accept a motion.  Mr. Mohlenkamp, do you have a 
question? 
 
Clerk:  Governor, I just want to make sure I’m clear for the action so that the department has 
clarity, is when we say contingent, does that mean they are to withhold execution of payment 
until that matter has been resolved, or are they free to move forward?  I’m not clear what 
contingent means in this case. 
 
Erich Storm:  There will be no funds deposited and no funds made available for settlement 
purposes until the matter with Century Link is resolved. 
 
Attorney General:  You will notify the state when that has happened? 
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Erich Storm:  I absolutely will notify the State of Nevada when that happens. 
 
Governor:  So what will happen, it just stays in our bank account, Mr. Mohlenkamp? 
 
Clerk:  No.  Thank you.  I just understand that.  I didn’t know this -- this concept is new to me 
today.  I wasn’t aware of it.  I don’t know if there’s going to be any kind of interest charges that 
are going to be accumulated, if it’s a delay of significance, and that will require this matter to 
come back before the Board.  I’m not clear on that aspect of it. 
 
Governor:  And that’s another great question, Mr. Mohlenkamp.  Is that going to keep the 
interest clock ticking, and will we have to… 
 
Erich Storm:  If we settle the case subject to that condition and we work things out with 
Century Link, there will be no added costs.  The settlement amount is all inclusive for fees, costs, 
any accrued interest. 
 
Governor:  This is a pretty complex issue that we’re getting concurrent with the time 
considering this cash settlement.  So you’re saying it’s possible then that it may -- this amount, 
this $5,905,000 won’t resolve the claim with the landowner? 
 
Erich Storm:  I’m saying that there is a possibility that a settlement agreement could be 
unwound if Century Link demands participation in the settlement funds and the landowner 
disagrees with that.  That is a possibility.  And then we’d be back to square one and back in 
litigation.  The odds of that happening, however, in my opinion, are remote. 
 
Governor:  And how long, in your estimation, will it take to resolve this Century Link claim? 
 
Erich Storm:  Pardon me? 
 
Governor:  How long do you estimate that it will take to resolve the Century Link claim? 
 
Erich Storm:  If they are willing to do what we have been asking which is simply to disclaim 
interest in the litigation because their easement has little to no value, I think that we will have an 
answer from them probably within a couple of days.  I actually gave their attorney yesterday a 
deadline of Wednesday to either agree to withdraw a claim for funds in this case, or simply file 
an answer to the lawsuit and make their claim at that time. 
 
Governor:  So if the attorney for Century Link says no, then that goes into litigation and it could 
be months, if not years, before that claim is resolved? 
 
Erich Storm:  It could be months, if not years, for that claim to be resolved.  The settlement 
potentially would unwind as far as accruing interest.  However, we could at that point deposit the 
additional sum based upon our appraised value -- new appraised value of the property, and 
prevent interest from accruing on that additional amount. 
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Governor:  What would be the harm if we were to delay action on this Agenda item until next 
month? 
 
Erich Storm:  The landowners have not conditioned settlement to this point upon an expeditious 
resolution and payment.  Their attorney, however, has suggested that they are looking to have 
this matter resolved in terms of a transfer of funds by approximately 30 days from now.  So 
whether that will factor in and cause the landowners to want to reopen negotiations, I cannot 
predict at this time. 
 
Governor:  But we aren’t going to be releasing the funds to them anyway until we know what’s 
going on with Century Link. 
 
Erich Storm:  That is correct.  We would not actually settle the case and provide the landowners 
with any funds until Century Link and its interests, if any, are resolved.  And again, the 
alternative is to litigate, and at that point simply make a deposit with the court to account for the 
increased value based upon our new appraisal.  And at that point Century Link will be an active 
litigant and can compete with the landowners for that money.  And we would at the same time be 
able to stop the accrual of interest upon that deposit. 
 
Governor:  Part of me is saying that it’s premature to resolve -- or to approve this cash 
settlement claim given the outstanding questions that you’ve brought up today.  I -- go ahead. 
 
Erich Storm:  I understand the concern.  I think that the potential problem that would give rise 
to your concern would be if we were to deposit the money or to make a transfer of funds at this 
time without having accounted for Century Link.  Hence any transfer of funds would be 
contingent upon resolving Century Link’s interest. 
 
Governor:  Well, that’s the point, is we’re really not approving anything at all, because it’s 
subject to your resolution of the claim of Century Link. 
 
Erich Storm:  I’m not certain how the Board reviews matters like that, whether that would 
constitute an approval or not.  I would think so once we resolve matters with Century Link and 
notify NDOT that matters are resolved satisfactorily, at that point the funds are then approved for 
release and we could then make the deposit or distribution according to our settlement 
agreement. 
 
Governor:  I guess my point being this.  If we approve $5,905,000 contingent upon resolution of 
the claim with Century Link, that could be 18 months from now.  That could be two days from 
now, as you say, but we don’t know that.  So we’re really not approving the settlement today 
because there’s a huge unknown that you’ve presented before us. 
 
Erich Storm:  It might be possible as well to put a time limit.  I don’t know if the Board can do 
that. 
 
Secretary of State:  Governor, I tend to agree with you, and I think the cleanest would be to just 
pass it for a month or another two months until they can come back to us with the resolution 



Board of Examiners Meeting 
October 9, 2012 – Minutes 

Page 32 
 

from Century Link.  Of course there is the risk that the landowner may back out of the deal and 
open new negotiations, but, you know, I share your concerns along with the Attorney General’s 
about the appraisal information, and can certainly benefit from an opportunity to review those in 
more depth.  And so, you know, in my opinion, the more prudent thing to do is to just wait until 
we can pass final approval on it. 
 
Governor:  Madam Attorney General, do you have any comments? 
 
Attorney General:  Governor, it was hard to hear the Secretary.  I’m not quite sure what his 
point was. 
 
Secretary of State:  That my preference would be to just pass it for a month or two or however 
long it takes the attorneys to work out the final resolution with Century Link, which would then 
give us an opportunity to review the concerns that you and the Governor had expressed with the 
difference in the appraisal values and review any substantive materials associated with those. 
 
Attorney General:  Thank you for repeating that.  Yeah.  I know that obviously we’ve got two 
options here.  The one option we would have today is if we were to approve it contingent on 
settling all these claims, is leverage, and that’s what I assume that the attorneys are looking for is 
that type of leverage to get the parties to agree to move forward because the money is there and 
available for them.  If we don’t move forward today, there really is that obstacle of still having to 
come back to the Board to get approval, and that is less of an incentive for the parties to really 
negotiate.  So I’m assuming that’s why you’re here today is to get that leverage. 
 
Erich Storm:  Yes, we do.  Mm-hmm. 
 
Attorney General:  So that’s really what -- that’s really the issue here, and the question would 
be whether approving this today is enough of a leverage and impetus to settle this matter moving 
forward for all of the parties.  If they don’t settle it, we’re back in the same boat we would be if 
we were not to approve it today, correct? 
 
Erich Storm:  That’s correct. 
 
Attorney General:  So I guess that’s the only issue that I look at here.  I understand the concerns 
with the appraisals, and absolutely if the Board does agree that we do want to take time to look at 
the issue with respect to the appraisals, I am more than willing to put this off to do so.  But if it’s 
an issue of just whether we should hold it contingent or not because there’s leverage here, I don’t 
think there is one way or the other for this Board to make the decision today or make it later, 
because either way it’s all going to depend on resolving this matter.  If it’s not resolved, this 
money’s not going anywhere. 
 
Governor:  I’m inclined to take action today to approve this with the contingency, but I’ll tell 
counsel this, that if you were aware of this, you’ve got to bring this to our attention sooner rather 
than at the time that we’re doing this.  Obviously, the Director wasn’t aware of this, and we need 
to be apprised of these things so that we can have more time to consider these types of decisions 
rather than essentially doing it on the fly.  And it makes me real uncomfortable not being familiar 
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with some of these issues that you’re talking about, and then putting it on us at the time that we 
have this on our Agenda.  But I do tend to agree with the Attorney General, there’s some strong 
considerations both ways, but at the end of the day, she makes a good point is that I don’t want to 
upset what I find is a resolution of this case that I’m not real happy with because of the change in 
appraisals, but I don’t want to expose the state even more.  And it feels like, and again, that’s 
why I don’t have enough time to think about this, but it feels like that if we don’t resolve this, it 
could open another door for this case to get reopened and for the state, as I said, to have more 
exposure.  So I’d rather put you in a litigation position to limit our exposure rather than to 
expand it, but I would strongly encourage you to get this Century Link portion of the claim 
resolved and get it done as soon as possible. 
 
Erich Storm:  Absolutely. 
 
Governor:  I have no other comments or questions. 
 
Secretary of State:  Governor, I maintain my original position that I think the more prudent 
course would be to pass it for another month, and so I’m going to vote no.  I just want to explain 
that the reason for doing that is that, you know, I certainly understand the concerns of blowing 
up a deal here that could eventually result in additional obligation from the state, but, you know, 
obviously the landowner would have to have concerns if we were to pass this that all three Board 
members have expressed reservations about the appraisal amount, and if we were going to go 
and look into this in depth, there is a chance that the Board members could find that the second 
appraisal was in some way deficient and that the state was paying more than we should.  And so 
in my opinion, the better approach would have been to wait for action until we had all the 
information in front of us, and so respectfully I vote no. 
 
Attorney General:  So, Governor, I do also have comments based on what the Secretary just 
said, and I agree, Governor, with what you said earlier.  Obviously it’s important for us to take 
the time having known a little bit more about this, we could have come up with some hopefully 
better thoughts on how to handle this and whether it should be before the Board at this point now 
or not with respect to the legal strategy.  But with that said, let me ask this.  If we were to hold 
this to take a look at the appraisals because we have concerns with what we see, which is a 
doubling of the amount.  We know, um, right now in one year the value increased about 
5,212,000 from the original 4,720,000.  So if we were to go back and look at those appraisals, I 
guess this is a question for Rudy and legal counsel, what is our first step?  I mean, is it that 
you’re going to come to the Board, go through the appraisal process with us, let us make a 
determination, or are we going to get an independent appraiser to come in and take a look at that, 
and then what does that do for this negotiation process?  I would ask the Board members what is 
it in particular you are seeking as part of this review? 
 
Governor:  Let me comment first before you answer the question.  I think if there’s a deficiency, 
it was in the first appraisal.  According to counsel, on the second appraisal these were four 
similar sales in a similar area, one of which was right down the street.  So it sounds like if we did 
another appraisal that they would use the same comps as were used the last time, and if there’s 
another subsequent sale that intervenes and shows another increase in the square footage price, 
that’s my concern here, is increasing the exposure of the state and hopefully locking in a land 
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value at this time, and not be looking at a new appraisal that could again require us to enter into 
new negotiations with the defendant in this matter.  From what I’ve heard, I have a little bit more 
confidence in that second appraisal than I do the first one, and that one seems to be the standard.  
And if I’m the defendant in this case, and I hear that the state is getting another appraiser out 
here, I’m going to want to start all over again, and that will put this case back at square one 
because it sounds like that property is going nowhere but up rather than down.  So with that said, 
counsel, I don’t know if you have a response to the Attorney General’s question. 
 
Erich Storm:  We could get a review appraisal or we could get a completely independent 
appraisal.  A review appraisal would simply be a qualified appraiser taking a look at the report 
that we do have and commenting on whether it meets appraisal standards, and would be reliable 
or not reliable.  Or we could get a completely new appraisal from a different person and see if 
that person comes up with similar numbers. 
 
Governor:  Would that review appraisal or the new appraisal be subject to discovery by the 
defendant in this case? 
 
Erich Storm:  No. 
 
Attorney General:  How would it impact the moving forward with this settlement, if at all? 
 
Erich Storm:  Well, that would depend upon where the numbers come out.  If they come out 
significantly less than the appraisal we have, then that would give more reason to decide against 
approval of the settlement.  Obviously if a review appraisal with a number on it, or a brand new 
appraisal came out with the same or higher value, then the likelihood I guess would be that the 
settlement in the amount we are now proposing would make sense.  The question is of time.  
These usually take about four to six weeks to obtain just for the Board’s determination. 
 
Governor:  What happens if it comes in higher than what we have now? 
 
Erich Storm:  Well, we would not have to disclose that to the other side.  It potentially could 
become a matter of public record, however, if it’s a topic of discussion at a Board meeting, that’s 
certain.  But as far as rules of discovery are concerned, we have the right to retain consultants to 
check facts for us and give us valuations and we are not obliged to turn them over unless we 
intend to call them to testify. 
 
Governor:  Do you have confidence in our current appraisal? 
 
Erich Storm:  I have personally used the appraiser who prepared the report with the 2012 
valuation date in several condemnation cases here in Las Vegas.  I know that other firms have 
used him as well.  I’ve always had confidence in him.  He always has struck me as being level-
headed and calls things as he sees them.  I don’t have the sense -- I have no reason to have the 
sense that he would attempt to low ball a figure simply because it’s favorable to one client or 
inflate a value because it would be favorable to another client.  I do trust them. 
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Governor:  So in your professional opinion, would it be your recommendation to get a review 
appraisal or a new appraisal? 
 
Erich Storm:  I don’t think that it would be necessary.  I do not. 
 
Governor:  And obviously, your settlement with the defendant in this case was subject to Board 
of Examiner approval.  If we were to delay this, would this harm your credibility with the 
defendant’s counsel property owner? 
 
Erich Storm:  The landowner’s attorney is aware and it’s in our settlement agreement, which we 
have not executed yet, that this is subject to the Board of Examiners’ approval, and counsel is 
also fully aware that if the Board decides to approve the settlement as proposed today that it will 
be contingent upon resolving satisfactorily any interest that Century Link has.  I don’t worry if I 
lose face with counsel under these circumstances.  Counsel understands the circumstances, and I 
am not concerned about that. 
 
Governor:  I have no further questions.  I will say this, and I understand the Secretary of State’s 
position.  I’m not sure where you are, Madam Attorney General.  This is kind of a 51/49 for me.  
So I -- the 51 being that I would approve this settlement subject to the contingency as described 
by counsel, but if it were the other members’ preference to continue this for another month, I’m 
fine with that as well. 
 
Attorney General:  So I just have one more question then again for the firm and the attorneys.  
If we were to delay this one month, tell us how this would impact your ability to still move 
forward? 
 
Erich Storm:  In all likelihood the landowner’s would accept a 30-day delay.  They’re looking 
at a $10.625 million settlement.  That’s difficult to turn down.  That’s the reality of the situation. 
 
Attorney General:  Okay. 
 
Ms. Miller:  Ms. Miller on behalf of the Attorney General’s office, and one comment that I 
wanted to make, with respect to these eminent domain actions, this was a direct action by the 
department.  We needed the property, we negotiated with the landowner and they refused the 
settlement, so we filed a direct action.  What we’re seeing is that a lot of these landowners’ 
attorneys are doing counter-claims for inverse condemnation seeking for a different date of 
appraisal because they want a different date of value at the height of the market.  That is a 
counter-claim in this action.  Although we believe it meritless, that is always a possibility. 
 
And the Governor asked about the date of value changing.  If we were to proceed in this case, we 
have to deal with this inverse condemnation claim.  We would likely file a summary judgment 
motion, or they would file a summary judgment motion and we will then -- the judge will 
determine did the department take some actions earlier than this time that constituted the taking, 
and if they did, then the date of value may be subject to that.  We don’t know until we litigate 
that, and that’s the counterclaim that is in this action, and this resolves all counterclaims and pre-
condemnation damages.  That’s something that I wanted to point out. 
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Attorney General:  And, Governor, you know, that’s a good point, and I think this is for the 
benefit of the Board of Examiners because I know sitting on the Department of Transportation 
we just approved yesterday a number of eminent domain actions, and we also know that we’ve 
heard the term that all of the owners sought legal counsel because I suspect they were going to 
look at their legal strategies and figure out how they would counterclaim for inverse 
condemnation, trying to look at the best benefit for their client.  So this isn’t something that you 
need -- if it is going to come back before us, and I think as a Board we have to decide at what 
point are we going to get into minutia of the legal strategy here and want to see that, at what 
point, based on our, rightfully so, our obligations to approve these contracts and want all of the 
information we need to make intelligent decisions, how do we find that balance?  And I think 
that’s what we discussing here. 
 
At the end of the day, to accommodate everyone, all the Board members, I hear what folks are 
saying, I guess my concern if we are to delay it just to go out to get an appraisal, I’m not so sure 
that it is going to change what we’re hearing, at least from the legal counsel.  However, if it does 
dramatically change and lowers the amount that we’re seeing here, we’re not going to move 
forward with the settlement amount, correct?  So is it a possibility we can approve this today, 
conditioned not only on resolving the claims, but going out for an independent review of the 
appraisal to see if it comes in lower than what it is, or is it just a waste of time to do that and just 
put this -- delay this for a month and do that independent review? 
 
Erich Storm:  I would go with the latter.  If the Board is inclined to get another appraisal, I 
would simply put the decision off until you have that information. 
 
Governor:  Madam Attorney, I would say this, as again, you know, I’ve got -- I’m not going to 
micromanage counsel.  He’s provided us with his professional opinion that the appraisal that we 
have now is sufficient, and he trusts in the judgment of the appraiser.  You know, I guess I’m 
still feeling a little bit of the burn from yesterday from the resolution of that case before -- the 
Falcon case before the Board of Transportation where we had a chance to resolve a case for 
much less than we did, and there was a decision to move forward on that portion of the claim and 
we ended up paying more than twice as much as we thought, and I’m -- given the Deputy 
Attorney General’s opinion, I just think -- and at least speaking for myself, I don’t want to 
increase or provide an opportunity for increased exposure to the state.  And if we go out and 
obtain another appraisal, or we wait another month, there’s a chance that this settlement could 
unravel and we’ll be back in a litigation mode, and we’ve got this counterclaim, as the Deputy 
Attorney General has described, that would go to litigation.  But there is a chance that it could 
increase the exposure of the state.  I just think, as I said, it’s close for me, but this is an 
opportunity to lock in a resolution based upon an appraisal that our legal counsel has confidence 
in. 
 
Attorney General:  Just one quick question then for counsel, because we’re only talking about 
five months then that we would be looking at the difference between the last appraisal and if we 
were to go out and get a new one.  So what we would really be looking at is if there were any 
different or newer sales since the last date, correct? 
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Erich Storm:  What we’d be doing is, we would be using the same valuation date of May 8, 
2012, because at least as far our direct eminent domain action is concerned, that is the date of 
value.  So a second appraisal would value the property again as of May 8, 2012. 
 
Attorney General:  Okay. 
 
Erich Storm:  There may be additional sales perhaps that a new appraisal would consider, but 
the date of value would not change. 
 
Attorney General:  Okay. 
 
Erich Storm:  So if there an increase or the increase in value between May 8, 2012, that would 
not affect the ultimate decision. 
 
Attorney General:  Yeah, Governor, you know, I agree.  There’s no doubt this is a concern for 
all of us, this appraisal, and I’m not sure if it’s the first appraisal that was off, or the second one, 
or the value of the property really has increased in that year period by that much.  But if we’re 
looking at the same appraisal date, May 8, for a new appraisal, and the only issue would be 
whether there would be, what, we would be looking at, is that… 
 
Erich Storm:  Well, it depends on what approach the appraiser wants to take in terms of 
deciding what the highest use of the property is.  With regard to the two appraisals we have in 
the present case, the appraisers saw the same highest and best use of the property which was until 
maybe things turn around a little bit more.  Their only real difference was the comparable sales 
that they used.  And whether a third appraiser would come in and come up with a different 
highest and best use and that would have a ripple effect on comparable sales, and which would 
be appropriate to that use, we couldn’t predict.  Assuming, however, that a new appraisal would 
consider the highest and best use of the property to be the same as the other two, then again, in 
all likelihood, the only difference would be what are the sales out there that this particular 
appraiser thinks are relevant. 
 
Attorney General:  Yeah.  Governor, you know, just based on what I’m hearing today, I agree 
with you.  This is a tough decision to have to make based on the issues before us, but I am also 
inclined to make a motion which I will do as to make a motion to approve this settlement 
contingent on resolving all of the remaining claims on this property with Century Link.  And I 
would make that motion for approval of the settlement in the amount of $5,905,000. 
 
Governor:  The Attorney General has made a motion to approve -- for approval of the cash -- to 
pay a cash settlement in the sum of $5,905,000 contingent upon favorable resolution of all other 
claims to the satisfaction to the State of Nevada.  Is there a second? 
 
Secretary of State:  No. 
 
Governor:  Then I’ll second the motion.  Any questions or discussion on the motion?  All those 
in favor, please say aye.  Opposed no? 
 



Board of Examiners Meeting 
October 9, 2012 – Minutes 

Page 38 
 

Secretary of State:  No. 
 
Governor:  Motion passes two to one.  Thank you. 

 
*10. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – TORT CLAIM 
 

A. Tawnya Meyer – TC 16325 
      Amount of Claim - $125,000.00 
 

Recommendation:  The report recommended that the claim be paid in the amount of 
$125,000.00. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move on to Agenda Item No. 10, tort claim. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  The claim before the Board is in the amount of $125,000 in the 
case of Tawnya Meyer, and I believe there’s representatives to speak to that if you have any 
questions. 
 
Cameron Vandenberg:  Good morning.  Cameron Vandenberg, Deputy Attorney General. 
 
Nancy Bowman:  Nancy Bowman, Tort Manager for the State. 
 
Governor:  Good morning.  We have the memo in front of us, and it is what it is, those are bad 
facts.  Obviously, I guess my question is, is have we implemented -- and this may be out of your 
jurisdiction, but have we implemented some of these, I guess, for the benefit of the management 
there, that something like this won’t happen again, implemented any training? 
 
Cameron Vandenberg:  As you know, Mr. Governor, the state has training available, and the 
division will ensure that all supervisors and human resource personnel have attended and 
completed that training, and we are still working on a settlement agreement with the United 
States to that effect. 
 
Governor:  And just given the figures that you have here, this is, at least from a dollar 
standpoint, a good resolution for the state that the initial claim was $374,714.94.  You had 
calculated a possible exposure of 190,000, and we’ve resolved the case for 125,000. 
 
Cameron Vandenberg:  That is correct.  That is the net back pay amount, not including any 
overtime or interest or attorneys’ fees or any of those figures. 
 
Governor:  Is this individual employed by the state now? 
 
Cameron Vandenberg:  She is not.  She’s employed by the Oregon Division of Forestry now. 
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Governor:  I have no further questions.  Board members, do you have any questions with regard 
to this Agenda item? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  The Chair will accept a motion for approval to pay a tort claim in the sum of 
$125,000. 
 
Secretary of State:  Move for approval. 
 
Governor:  Madam Attorney General, can you hear us? 
 
Attorney General:  Sorry, no, I did not hear.  Was there a motion? 
 
Governor:  There was. 
 
Attorney General:  I’ll second the motion. 
 
Governor:  The motion was for approval of the payment of a tort claim for $125,000. 
 
Attorney General:  Yes.  And I second the motion. 
 
Governor:  All right.  There’s a motion by the Secretary of State, second by the Attorney 
General for approval of the payment of the tort claim in the sum of $125,000.  All those in favor, 
please say aye.  Opposed no.  Motion passes unanimously. 

 
*11. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – LEASES 

 
 Twelve statewide leases were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We will move on to Agenda Item No. 11, leases.  Mr. Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Yeah.  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board are 12 leases for consideration.  I would 
point out Item No. 1, I believe in your earlier materials, had National Guard listed as a party to 
that lease, and that was inaccurate.  The Agenda as it was posted is accurate.  This is a lease with 
the Motor Pool Division and with the State Lands of the Department of Conservation and 
Natural Resources.  I do want to also point out that we have several of these leases are still 
showing savings over prior lease negotiations.  So we’re still seeing some of these savings come 
forward in our leasing, and I think we’re seeing some really positive impacts with our leasing 
group, and not doubling in the property that we were talking about.  We’re still getting some 
good deals out there, so I have no other comments. 
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Governor:  Thank you, Mr. Mohlenkamp.  And I’m not sure if those individuals are here, but 
those responsible for negotiating these leases should receive some recognition, because there are 
significant savings.  I didn’t do all the math in terms of adding all these up, but it’s several 
hundred thousand dollars, so that is a good thing for the state, and thank you for the hard work.  I 
have no questions with regard to the leases themselves.  Board members, do you have any 
questions? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  The Chair will accept a motion for approval for the leases as described in Agenda 
Item No. 11. 
 
Secretary of State:  Move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  Move for approval. 
 
Governor:  Motion by the Secretary of State, second by the Attorney General.  All those in 
favor, please say aye.  Motion passes unanimously. 
 

*12. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – CONTRACTS 
 
 Fifty – Seven independent contracts were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 
 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move on to Agenda Item No. 12, contracts.  Mr. Mohlenkamp. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board are 57 contracts for consideration.  I do want to 
point out a modification that I wanted to present to you at the table here on Item No. 5.  This was 
a late addition.  This is Arbitrage Compliance, and this is the Department of Administration.  
This should have been an amendment in the amount of $23,391 for a total of $33,390.  And the 
expiration date should be June 30, 2013.  What you see here is what was initially posted before 
the Board.  It was an error on our part, but I’m assured by legal counsel that this is an 
amendment I can make here at the table.  What this will do, just so you know, is extend through 
the remainder of this fiscal year our contract in order to get the arbitrage services done.  The 
Board approved -- or we approved through the Clerk of the Board a $9,999 contract to get 
started, but a lot of this work is front loaded in the first half of the fiscal year, and so we need to 
move forward with this to get the remaining work done so that we can finish the CAFR and 
move on with our financials. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  And the contract itself has all the correct dates and amounts. 
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Clerk:  Your backup materials have the correct information.  It was just the Agenda item was 
posted inaccurately and that correction will be consistent with your materials. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  And I only have a couple hold outs with regard to contracts, and those 
were Contracts 16 and 19.  And was Contract 55 still on the Agenda? 
 
Clerk:  It is.  Yes, Governor.  Number 55 is still on the Agenda. 
 
Governor:  Board members, do you have any other contracts that you would like to hold out for 
questions? 
 
Secretary of State:  I do not, Governor. 
 
Attorney General:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Then we’ll move on to Contract No. 16, which is Healthcare Finance and Policy 
with the University Of Nevada School Of Medicine. 
 
Betsy Aiello:  Good morning, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Good morning. 
 
Betsy Aiello:  My name is Betsy Aiello, and I’m the Deputy Administrator for the Division of 
Healthcare Finance and Policy, acting Administrator. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  And my question was not to the utility of the contract, it was simply 
given the large amount over time, I know this goes over several years, $41 million.  I was just 
curious exactly what the services that the state receives with regard to this contract from the 
University. 
 
Betsy Aiello:  Okay.  This actually is almost like two separate contracts in one, and so it’s a little 
confusing that way.  The first part of the contract is for the University School of Medicine for the 
medical services that they do provide, and it’s a supplemental payment.  So they get their 
medical payment through billing our claim system.  Then they send dollars to us.  We match 
federal dollars.  And they get paid back a supplemental payment and it’s -- the federal 
government allows it up to the Medicare enhanced rate from the Medicaid rate.  The idea is that 
the cost of training medical while you’re providing medical care and education costs more.  So 
the federal government’s matching their dollars to help cover that.  There’s a second part if you 
want to hear the contract. 
 
Governor:  Please. 
 
Betsy Aiello:  The second part of the contract is to Nevada Family Practice.  They provide 
targeted case management services to the state and some psychological services, mental health 
services, and they get a governmental rate from the state for those services that they bill through 
our claims payment system.  They’ve had that rate for many, many years.  The contract was 



Board of Examiners Meeting 
October 9, 2012 – Minutes 

Page 42 
 

written at first for them.  The federal government said to continue to allow them to get the 
government rate instead of the private rate we pay for targeted case management, they had to 
have a cost allocation plan.  So the first part when they were in the contract, it was just 
designating and approving based on federal government requirements their cost allocation plan.  
Amendment 4 right now, because they are a governmental entity, and they do do some different 
administrative activities for Medicaid, they do some outreach gathering of eligibility and 
enrollment data, they do do a little bit of utilization management and some additional referral 
that are not part of the targeted case management billing.  So this is adding the federal authority 
to draw down the federal funds to match what they pay in their cost allocation plan for those 
administrative activities they provide for Medicaid. 
 
Governor:  Thank you.  And one more question then.  If I’m a Nevadan, what service am I 
receiving, or who is a candidate for service as a result of this contract? 
 
Betsy Aiello:  Okay.  For the first section, you’d be going to the School of Medicine and 
receiving medical care, whether it’s primary care, you see your primary care physician up at the 
School of Medicine, internal medicine, they bill and treat you actually in their clinics for medical 
services.  And then we just pay the regular rate and then that’s where the supplemental contract 
is.  The second part is mental health services, both case management and treatment for mental 
health activities, the psychologists, all of those activities, and that’s what you get.  The 
administrative claim that’s being added now is that if you walk into their office and they don’t -- 
you don’t have Medicaid or don’t have anything, they will help you become eligible.  They’ll 
help you gather your stuff, submit it, they’ll do the mental health, they’ll send referrals to other 
people.  So once you’re Medicaid eligible, then they will provide some of the linkage and care 
for referrals. 
 
Governor:  And on part one I’ll call it, can any individual walk into the University Clinic, or is 
there a category that is eligible to go there, category of person? 
 
Betsy Aiello:  For the services they provide, if you have medical necessity.  If you’re on 
Medicaid and they’re doctors have an appointment, you can go in.  It’s not a specific -- you 
could choose them as your primary care provider or you could choose any other doctor that 
provides Medicaid primary care. 
 
Governor:  That satisfies all my questions, and I guess where I’m going is we get one page most 
of the time, and there’s kind of a broad description here, and I’m always curious as to what it 
really means on the ground and how we’re servicing the citizens of the state.  So it helps me 
mechanically how these services are used, and as I said, this is a large amount of money, and it 
helps me to understand exactly where that money is going.  Thank you very much.  Board 
members, do you have any questions with regard to Contract 16?  Thank you very much.  And 
Contract 19, Welfare and Support Services with North Woods. 
 
Louise Bush:  Good morning, Governor.  I’m Louise Bush.  I’m the Chief of the Child Support 
Enforcement Program with the Division of Welfare and Supportive Services.  And to my right is 
Dave Stewart.  He’s our Deputy Administrator for Information Systems within our division. 
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Governor:  And similarly on this one, just reading this very brief description, I have somewhat 
of an impression that we bought this computer system and then now we’re hiring somebody else 
to help us use it.  That’s not correct? 
 
Louise Bush:  That is not correct. 
 
Governor:  Okay.  Could you just then provide a basis for what this contract means? 
 
Louise Bush:  Yes.  Clark County sponsored a project to contract with North Woods, and this 
was done by an RFP, for a document imaging, handling and workflow application.  Therefore, 
Clark was the pilot of this project.  We implemented it statewide.  We had a short period of time 
to get it implemented in order to have match funding with our incentive dollars.  And Clark 
County is using the application to its fullest, but there are some enhancements that they believe 
they need to really make their business practices efficient.  However, we’re lacking on providing 
that type of service to the other offices within the state.  And, you know, they’re just basically 
using it as a document imaging application when there’s other applications that are involved in it, 
you know, to help them manage their tasks, their workflows and where the documents are stored.  
We also have an issue with the fact that this application is fully functional in many other states, 
but not using the storage system that we have, which is Filenet.  So we have some issues with 
our internal Filenet storage, and this is where Dave can help integrate some of his knowledge. 
 
But whenever we’re looking at how we can best serve our offices, number one, we need to 
analyze what it is that they are doing in their internal office versus what the application can do 
for them.  We also need to look at the configuration of the application to our Filenet system 
because North Woods believes that some of the issues that we’re having have to do with the 
Filenet configuration.  So again, that’s all of the analysis portion.  Then they were going to 
provide training to the field staff to show them how they can really maximize the use of the 
application within their office.  And then the third phase of the contract, and we just had it as a 
phase that we cannot move forward with without doing a contract amendment that would have to 
be approved, but yet we wanted the monies reserved because it was out of our incentive funds, 
and we know how much we’ve allocated for it.  So if there are no enhancements per se, we won’t 
be moving forward with that portion, the additional $248,000, but we will have the analysis, we 
will have the issues with the redesign or the configuration with the Filenet system addressed, and 
we will be providing the training to the field offices. 
 
Governor:  So North Woods is going to come in and help us better use the system than exists 
today. 
 
Louise Bush:  Right.  Because this is their application.  It’s a trademark application by them.  
You know, if we were to go with another vendor to do this, then we’re compromising the 
warranty on the application. 
 
Governor:  I mean, I understand that this is federal money, but it’s $445,000 over 270 days.  
That sounds like a lot of money, so we’re -- they’re going to be sending a lot of individuals out 
to do that training, and we’ll be taking full advantage of that? 
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Louise Bush:  We have tried to keep it to a minimum how many they’re sending out for us.  It’s 
up to them what they do, but even as far as doing the analysis of the offices, we’ve broken it 
down to them actually meeting in either three or four.  I know specifically three places, Clark 
County, Reno and in Elko.  But it is because we also looked at the county’s meeting in Fallon, 
and the reason that they needed to do this is because the business needs for each of these offices 
are different. 
 
Governor:  That’s all I have.  Thank you.  That was very helpful. 
 
Louise Bush:  You’re very welcome. 
 
Governor:  I have no further questions with regard to any of the contracts contained in Agenda 
Item No. 12.  Board members, do you have any further questions with regard to this Agenda 
item? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 
Governor:  Hearing none, the Chair will accept a motion for the approval of the contracts in 
Agenda Item No. 12, Contracts 1 through 57. 
 
Secretary of State:  Move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  Second the motion. 
 
Governor:  Secretary of State has made a motion for approval.  The Attorney General has 
seconded the motion.  All those in favor, please say aye.  Opposed no.  Motion passes 
unanimously. 

 
*13. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS 

 
 Three master service agreements were submitted to the Board for review and approval. 

 

Clerk’s Recommendation:  I recommend approval. 
 
Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We will move on to the next item on the Agenda which is Master Service 
Agreements, Agenda Item No. 13. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board are three separate agreements for consideration.  
The first with American Data Bank, the second Sterling Infosystems, and the third T-Mobile 
USA.  I don’t believe that any of the Board members have required any information on these. 
 
Governor:  I have no questions.  Board members, any questions on Agenda Item No. 13?  
Hearing none, Chair will accept a motion for approval. 
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Secretary of State:  Move for approval. 
 
Attorney General:  Second. 
 
Governor:  Secretary of State has made a motion for approval of the Master Service Agreements 
described in Agenda Item No. 13.  The Attorney General has seconded the motion.  All those in 
favor, please say aye.  Motion passes unanimously. 

 
 14. INFORMATION ITEM 

 
A. Department Of Transportation – Administration 

 
The Department recommends accepting a settlement payment in the amount of $218,308.20 from 
American Contractor’s Indemnity Company (ACIC), which is the issuing surety of the 
performance bond for the Minden Gateway Center, LLC project.  Minden Gateway failed to 
complete the work and filed bankruptcy.  The department issued a Notice of Default and 
Demand for Performance upon the surety, ACIC.  The department and the surety negotiated a 
settlement agreement with ACIC agreeing to pay the full amount of the bond. 
 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  Okay.  Then we have an information item, Agenda Item 14. 
 
Clerk:  Thank you, Governor.  Before the Board is just, as an information item, the intent to 
accept a settlement payment in the amount of $218,308.20 from a bonding company in 
settlement of an ongoing matter.  And I haven’t got into the details of this, but this looks like it 
settles our claim with regard to issues with the Department of Transportation. 
 
Governor:  This is money coming in. 
 
Clerk:  Yeah, we don’t see many of these. 
 
Governor:  Board members, do have any questions with regard to Agenda Item No. 14? 
 
Secretary of State:  No, Governor. 
 

*15. BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

Comments: 
 
Governor:  Okay.  Are there any Board member comments pursuant to Agenda Item 15?  Okay.  
Are there any members of the public here in Carson City that would like to provide public 
comment to the Board?  Is there anyone in Las Vegas that would like to provide public comment 
to the Board? 
 
Attorney General:  No. 
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*16. FOR POSSIBLE ACTION – ADJOURNMENT 
 

Motion By: Secretary of State Seconded By: Attorney General Vote: 3-0 
Comments: 
 
Governor:  We’ll move on to Agenda Item 16, adjournment.  Is there a motion for adjournment? 
 
Secretary of State:  So moved. 
 
Attorney General:  Second. 
 
Governor:  There’s a motion by the Secretary of State for adjournment, second by the Attorney 
General.  All those in favor, please say aye.  Motion passes unanimously.  This meeting is 
adjourned.  Thank you, ladies and gentlemen.  Thank you, members of the Board. 
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
JEFF MOHLENKAMP, CLERK 
 
APPROVED: 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
GOVERNOR BRIAN SANDOVAL, CHAIRMAN 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
ATTORNEY GENERAL CATHERINE CORTEZ MASTO 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
SECRETARY OF STATE ROSS MILLER 
 
 





























REQUEST FOR CHANGES TO THE STATE ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL (SAM) 

 

 

 

Agency Code: 080 

Department: Administration 

Division (if applicable): Budget  

Appointing authority: Jeff Mohlenkamp 

Agency contact (name, phone and e-mail): Jim Rodriguez, 684-0211, rodriguez@admin.nv.gov 

 

 

1. Reason/purpose for requested change:  

 To adapt to changes in technologies, provide added efficiency and improve work 

flow for expenditure transactions and contracts processing, and eliminate 

duplicate submissions. 

 

 

2. Existing and recommended language in SAM (blue bold italics is new language being 

proposed and red strikethrough is deleted language being proposed). 

 See attached document with proposed changes. 

 

 

3. Explain how the recommended change(s) will benefit agencies or create consistencies or 

efficiencies, etc. (provide examples if applicable): 

SAM 0220: 

 Enhance efficiencies and improved workflow by allowing authorization of 

expenditures without routing hardcopy documents. 

SAM 0504: 

 Enhance efficiencies and improved workflow by allowing authorization of 

expenditures without routing hardcopy documents. 

SAM 1414: 

 Eliminates an antiquated reference to SAM 0512. 

 Eliminates duplicate submittals. 

SAM 1626: 

 Clarifies that approval from the Enterprise Information Technology Services 

Division be obtain through the use of the Nevada Executive Budget System 

(NEBS), Contract Entry and Tracking System (CETS) Module. 

SAM 2517: 

 Clarifies that approval from a department director be obtained through the use of 

NEBS, Bill Draft Request Module. 

SAM 2616: 

 Supports approving authority via facsimile or scanned documentation. 

 Enhance efficiency and improve workflow by allowing authorization of 

expenditures without routing hardcopy documents. 

 

 



4. Will recommended change have a fiscal impact (if yes, explain): 

 May further an effort to eliminate late charges by routing invoices electronically 

to receive authorization to pay; reduction in delays. 

 

 

5. Proposed effective date: 

 Upon BOE approval 

 

 

 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS APPROVAL DATE:__________________________________ 

                    (for BOE use only) 
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0220 Filing Travel Claims  

All claims for travel reimbursement to an individual should be filed on a TE "Travel Expense 

Reimbursement Claim" form. All relevant areas of the TE form must be completed including the 

start and end times, destination, purpose of trip, and original signatures. The claimant should sign 

attesting to the accuracy of the claim. A supervisor, manager, or designee must sign the TE form 

approving the appropriateness of the travel. Travel claims should be submitted within one month 

of completion of travel unless prohibited by exceptional circumstance. An employee cannot sign 

as the authorizing signature any travel voucher made out in his own name unless he is the head 

of the agency. TE’s with must be retained by the travelers agency if electronic or facsimile 

copies are used for payment purposes pursuant to SAM 2616. 

0504 Insurance and Self-Insurance 

1.  Property Insurance - This program combines self-funding and commercial insurance to 

provide blanket coverage on all State-owned buildings and contents; the contents of leased 

buildings for all physical loss or damage except as specifically excluded by the commercial 

property insurance policy; and contractor’s and mobile equipment. Property losses are subject to 

a $1,500 per occurrence deductible. The Risk Manager may increase the deductible at a specific 

location, with due notice to the agency, if an agency fails to implement loss prevention 

recommendations made by the commercial insurer, in a timely manner, that would prevent or 

minimize a loss. A $100 deductible is applicable to the Governor's Mansion. Contractor’s and 

mobile equipment losses are subject to a $5,000 per occurrence deductible. Agencies must report 

all changes related to their properties, property values and locations to the Risk Management 

Division within 60 days of a move, completion of remodeling or construction projects, purchase 

of or a move to a new leased location. The State Public Works Board shall notify Risk 

Management of all new construction projects at the beginning of the project and when they are 

completed or substantially completed and occupied. Building Plans must be submitted by SPWB 

to the State’s Property insurer for review in regard to the fire protection system and earthquake 

protection, prior to initiation of the construction project. Agency Heads are responsible to submit 

building plans to Risk Management for review by the State’s property insurer when lease 

purchase construction projects are initiated. , Facility Audit Reports from SPWB Agencies are 

responsible to review assigned building contents values at all locations during the biennial 

budget preparation process and to report changes or requests for appraisals to Risk Management 

prior to September 1 of each even numbered year. Changes in properties covered or property 

values, except for new construction/purchases, that are not reported to the Risk Management 

Division within 60 days will not qualify for adjustments to agency budgeted costs for property 

insurance for the applicable budget cycle. 

When reporting property information the following must be included: 

 Budget account number; 

 Department/division name; 

 Building name, if applicable; 

 Occupancy type (office, warehouse, dwelling, etc.); 
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 Street address or mile marker; 

 City, zip code and contact phone number. 

New construction and remodeling projects not handled by the State Public Works Board must be 

reported to Risk Management by the affected agency including square footage of occupied space, 

upon completion of the project. 

Property Claims 

A.  Reporting Losses:  Agencies must immediately report all losses and take prompt action to 

protect the property from further damage or loss. In the event of a loss estimated to 

exceed $25,000, agencies must contact Risk Management within 48 hours. Risk 

Management will contact the State’s property insurer, who will dispatch a claims adjuster 

to the scene. Damaged property must be retained and all evidence related to the loss 

preserved until inspected by an adjuster. Property losses must be reported using the 

Property Loss/Damage Report form available at http://risk.state.nv.us under the property 

link; if the loss involves vandalism, theft, or other criminal activity, a copy of the police 

crime report must also be forwarded to Risk Management. Losses reported later than 90 

days from the date of loss may not be covered. Losses that result from mysterious 

disappearance (no signs of forced entry or losses found during inventory) or resulting 

from known risks that have not been corrected may not be covered. Contested claims 

compensability determinations can be referred to the Risk Manager for review. The 

decision of the Risk Manager will be final and binding. 

B.  Making Repairs: Agencies are responsible to affect the repair or replacement process by 

contacting the appropriate parties as soon as possible. These contacts might include 

Buildings & Grounds Division maintenance staff, State Purchasing Division, State Public 

Works Board, State Budget Office or outside contractors or vendors (following 

Purchasing and State Public Works Board requirements). Construction to repair or 

replace a major structural loss (in excess of $100,000) must be initiated within two years 

from the date of loss unless a written waiver is obtained from the Risk Manager. 

C. Paying for a Loss: Agencies are responsible for a $1,500 per occurrence deductible or an 

alternate deductible identified by the Risk Manager. Risk Management will pay the lesser 

amount of the repair or replacement, excluding any betterment and subject to the 

exclusions contained in the commercial excess property insurance policy. 

1. When an agency pays for the entire loss out of its budget, Risk Management will 

reimburse it, less the deductible, after receiving proof of repair/replacement and 

evidence that the invoices have been paid by the agency (e.g. copies of competitive 

bids, copies of paid invoices, Vouchers Payable and "3.0" Report, or canceled check). 

2. Risk Management can directly pay a repair/replacement vendor. In order to do this, it 

is necessary that Risk Management be forwarded a copy of related contracts or the 

original invoice and copies of all estimates, written documentation from the agency 

that the work has been completed in an acceptable fashion and the agency has paid 

Risk Management the appropriate deductible. However, it is the responsibility of the 

http://risk.state.nv.us/
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agency to complete all necessary paperwork required to affect the repair or 

replacement of the damaged or destroyed items. This would include any contracts, 

purchase requisitions, etc. Risk Management can be identified as the contracting 

agency if the contract is reviewed and approved by the Risk Manager. In the case of 

purchase requisitions, agencies should complete the form, except for the budget 

coding sections and the authorization signature and forward to Risk Management for 

completion. The form must be retained by the requesting agency if electronic or 

facsimile copies are used for payment purposes pursuant to SAM 2616. 

3. Repairs or replacement for significant structural property losses (exceeding $25,000) 

must be coordinated with the Risk Management Division and the State Public Works 

Board, unless a specific waiver is approved by the Risk Manager. 

D. Employee Personal Property Loss: State employees’ personal property kept or maintained 

on State property will be considered to be “at their own risk” and to be covered by their 

own personal insurance. 

2. Fine Arts/Exhibit Coverage - Coverage for Fine Arts/Museum exhibits are provided 

for under the State’s Commercial property and contents insurance policy and self funded 

program up to a sub-limit of $10 Million, subject to certain exclusions. In order for the 

Institution (agency) to obtain coverage for that specialized property, agencies should 

provide an inventory of items and loan agreement with agreed values (if applicable) for the 

covered exhibit(s).   

Claims filed under the commercial policy are subject to a policy deductible of 

$25,000.  Agencies are responsible for a $1,500 deductible per occurrence. All losses should be 

reported to Risk Management as soon as possible, but not more than 90 days from the date of the 

loss. Reports of losses received beyond 90 days from the date of loss will not be covered. 

Mysterious disappearance losses (no sign of forced entry) or losses discovered during inventory 

may not be covered. When a loss involves vandalism, theft, or other criminal activity, a copy of 

the police crime report must also be forwarded to Risk Management.  

For those pieces with a covered value greater than $25,000, the agency must keep the item until 

the outside insurance adjuster or other designated representative from Risk Management has had 

an opportunity to inspect it.  All items that are not able to be repaired become property of the 

insurance company or State Risk Management.  Items paid under the State's self-insured 

property program must be delivered to Risk Management and will be destroyed to prevent any 

future resale after full payment for the item is made to the Artist and/or Agency. 

3. Boiler and Machinery - Provides blanket coverage for damage to boilers, pressure 

vessels, etc. at State-owned locations. Agencies are responsible for a $10,000 deductible. All 

losses must be reported to Risk Management immediately (within 48 hours) and all damaged 

equipment must be kept until Risk Management or its designee has had an opportunity to inspect 

it. 

4. Computer Insurance - Coverage for computer loss exposures is provided for under the 

property and contents insurance policy. Agencies are responsible for a $2,500 deductible per 
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occurrence. All losses should be reported to Risk Management as soon as possible, but not more 

than 90 days from the date of the loss. Reports of losses received beyond 90 days from the date 

of loss will not be covered. Mysterious disappearance losses (no sign of forced entry) or losses 

discovered during inventory may not be covered. When a loss involves vandalism, theft, or other 

criminal activity, a copy of the police crime report must also be forwarded to Risk Management. 

If an agency experiences repeated or multiple losses due to inadequate security or protection of 

equipment, deductibles may be adjusted or claims denied with due notice. All damaged 

equipment must be kept until the insurance company adjuster has had an opportunity to inspect 

it. 

5.  Commercial Crime Insurance - A Public Employees’ Blanket Bond provides $6,000,000 

coverage, subject to a $250,000 agency deductible for loss caused by any fraudulent or dishonest 

act committed by an employee acting alone or with others. The policy covers all employees 

except: those required by statute to furnish an individual bond; and employees of the Nevada 

System of Higher Education. Coverage for specific employees is automatically terminated upon 

discovery of their involvement in any dishonest act during current or prior employment, or 

having been canceled under a prior bond. Potential claims must be reported to the Risk Manager 

as soon as possible so that reimbursement may be sought from the insurer. 

Claims Procedures: Due to the sensitivity of an alleged employee dishonesty claim, the Risk 

Manager must immediately be notified of any potential claim. The Risk Manager will coordinate 

with the Attorney General’s Office prior to filing a claim for losses with the insurance company. 

6.  Aircraft Liability and Hull Insurance - Provides liability coverage on owned and non-

owned aircraft, and physical damage coverage on fixed wing aircraft on scheduled craft, subject 

to various deductibles. 

7. Watercraft - Liability protection for all State-owned watercraft is provided through the 

Attorney General’s Office, as part of the self-funded tort claims liability program. There is no 

separate premium charge for this coverage. Liability claims relating to watercraft should be 

reported to the Attorney General’s Office. Watercraft, related trailers and equipment may be 

covered for physical damage, subject to a $1,500 per occurrence deductible. This physical 

damage hull coverage, which is self-funded through the Risk Management Division, is optional 

and must be elected by any agency desiring coverage. Agencies should contact Risk 

Management to place this coverage. 

8.  Workers' Compensation - Pays compensation, medical and other benefits for job related 

injuries and illnesses subject to the requirements of NRS 616 and 617. Please refer also to SAM 

Section 0524. 

9. Automobile Physical Damage - The State of Nevada self-funds its automobile physical 

damage exposures - there is no insurance company involved. As such, it is very important that 

agencies do as much as possible to minimize the cost of this program. The Risk Management 

Division will provide assistance and guidance, upon request, to agencies to help minimize costs 

and secure timely repairs to damaged vehicles. Outstanding claims will be reviewed every 30 to 

60 days and followed-up as necessary. Agencies are billed for this coverage at the beginning of 

http://leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-616A.html
http://leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-616A.html
http://leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-617.html
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the fiscal year and again (for any changes which may have occurred throughout the year) before 

the end of the fiscal year. 

A.  Which Vehicles are Covered? - Coverage for State-owned automobile physical 

damage (i.e. comprehensive and collision losses) is not required, but is offered as 

an option. Agencies must elect this coverage if they want their vehicles insured 

under this program. Certain vehicles, which are being commercially leased, on a 

long-term basis, may also be eligible for coverage under this program. Only 

vehicles for which this option has been elected will have their claims paid. 

Agencies not electing this coverage will be responsible for the entire amount of 

any loss to their vehicle. All State owned motor vehicles must be covered for 

automobile liability via the self-funded auto liability program, administered 

through the Attorney General's Office. 

B.  How to Add or Delete a Vehicle - Upon acquisition of a new vehicle, agencies 

have 31 calendar days during which time physical damage coverage will be 

automatically in force. Should a claim be filed on such a vehicle, the claim 

(subject to applicable deductibles) will be paid by Risk Management and 

premium for self-funded physical damage insurance will be assessed retroactively 

back to the date of acquisition. When agencies turn in vehicles to State 

Purchasing, insurance coverage will not be dropped until such time as the vehicle 

has been sold or until it has been reassigned to another State agency. Claims filed 

on newly acquired vehicles, which have not been added to the insured vehicle 

schedule after 31 days, will not be paid by Risk Management and will be returned 

to the agency for their handling. 

Agencies should send all changes (additions, deletions, coverage changes) for 

physical damage coverage and liability coverage to the Attorney General's Office, 

Tort Claim Unit (tel.: 775-684-1263). Premium is assessed based on the date of 

acquisition. Even though the Risk Management Division administers the self-

funded physical damage program, the Attorney General's Office maintains the 

master data base on the self-funded automobile fleet. Changes should be reported 

in writing and should include: 

1. Year of the vehicle 

2. Make of the vehicle 

3. Model of the vehicle 

4. Vehicle ID Number (VIN) 

5. License Plate Number 

6. Agency Name 

7. Agency Budget Account Number 

8. Type of change requested (e.g., add, delete, other changes) 

9. Effective date of the change 

10. Name and Telephone Number of Contact Person 
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 C.  Deductibles - Insured vehicles claims, other than Nevada Highway Patrol, are 

subject to a $300 deductible for collision and comprehensive losses. Insured 

vehicles with the Nevada Highway Patrol are subject to a $500 deductible, 

effective January 1, 2002. Deductibles will be waived or reimbursed if another 

party caused the damage and Risk Management recovers the total amount of the 

loss. Alternate deductibles may be established, with due notice, at the discretion 

of the Risk Manager to promote loss prevention. 

D. Exclusions - Claims will be denied if investigation reveals that the vehicle was 

not being used in the course and scope of employment or if the employee does not 

possess a current valid driver’s license or the employee was under the influence of 

alcohol, illegal drugs or prescription drugs with driving restrictions at the time of 

an accident, or the employee violates provisions within Nevada statutory or state 

administrative codes and the agency does not have or enforce adequate internal 

controls and procedures to prevent this type of activity. The Risk Manager will 

have the discretion to waive this exclusion if exceptional circumstances are 

presented. If a decision is made to cover the physical damage costs under these 

circumstances, the Risk Manager will seek reimbursement from the employee. 

E. Reporting Procedures - Agencies must report any physical damage to covered 

vehicles that exceeds deductible amounts to the Risk Management Office as soon 

as possible, but not later than 90 days from the date of damage. Reports must be 

made utilizing the Vehicle Accident Form (Form RSK-001-available on our 

website), filled out as completely as possible and accompanied by three repair 

estimates. It is the responsibility of the agency to secure and forward to the Risk 

Management Office all police reports that relate to a claim. Claims involving 

another party, which could possibly result in a claim against the State, must also 

be reported to the Tort Claims Administrator in the Attorney General's Office. 

F. Glass Repairs - If the damage is such that a repair, rather than replacement, will 

take care of the damaged glass, agencies are encouraged to make the repair. These 

repairs usually cost between $30 and $50 and are 100% reimbursable. Multiple 

estimates are not required for glass repairs and the usual $300 comprehensive 

deductible is waived. 

G. Glass Replacement - The State of Nevada has agreements with several preferred 

vendors in various regions across the State. These agreements are intended to 

provide the State with consistently competitive pricing and reduce the 

administrative burden on State agencies. Agencies utilizing these vendors will not 

be required to obtain competitive bids for automobile glass replacement. For 

information regarding the participating vendors and other details of this program, 

please contact Risk Management. Agencies unable or unwilling to utilize 

preferred glass replacement vendors must obtain three (3) estimates for vehicle 

glass replacement and have the glass replaced for the lowest available cost. 

Exceptions to this rule may be made on a case-by-case basis in rural areas where 

there are not three available vendors. Because of the nature of glass replacement 

claims, agencies may obtain telephone estimates for windshield and other vehicle 
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glass replacements. However, these estimates should still be documented for the 

file. Reimbursement of claims not utilizing contracted vendors must be made 

using a Windshield/Glass Loss Report Form RSK-001W, which also helps to 

document telephone estimates. These forms are available from Risk Management. 

H. Number of Bids Collision Damage - When a State vehicle has been damaged in a 

collision, it is the responsibility of the owner-agency to secure three (3) estimates 

for the repair of the vehicle, unless a waiver is received from the Risk Manager 

due to unique circumstances including but not limited to remote rural locations or 

specialty work. The repair must be made using the lowest responsible bid. 

Reimbursements will be made based on the low bid, when applicable and cannot 

include State of Nevada sales tax. Agencies doing their own repairs will be 

reimbursed for parts only, subject to the applicable deductible amount. In cases 

where contracts are required for repair work pursuant to State Purchasing 

guidelines and requirements, and the affected agency does not have sufficient 

funds to execute a contract for the repairs, Risk Management may advance the 

funds for the loss, less the appropriate deductible, to the agency. Any unused 

funds that were advanced to an agency must be returned to Risk Management as 

soon as possible. 

I. Another Party is Liable for the Damage - If the vehicle is insured by the State for 

loss against physical damage, Risk Management is available to assist agencies 

with recovering from the at-fault third party. When another party is responsible 

for the damage to a State vehicle, Risk Management will work with the involved 

agency and deal directly with the at-fault third party/his insurer for the repair of 

the damaged vehicle. In these situations the requirement to obtain three (3) 

estimates for repair of the vehicle may be waived. Risk Management would pay 

the loss and would then pursue recovery from the adverse party. If Risk 

Management makes full recovery from the adverse party, the agency would be 

reimbursed any deductible it may have paid. For claims that do not exceed the 

agency’s deductible, the agency will work directly with the third party/his insurer 

for the repair and/or recoveries of monies spent for the repairs to the damaged 

State vehicle. In cases where the damage is being taken care of directly by the 

other party’s insurer, without going through Risk Management, agencies must still 

provide an informational summary, including an accident report and repair costs, 

of the loss to Risk Management. 

J. Payment to Vendors/Reimbursements to Agencies –  

1. If the agency pays for the entire loss out of its budget, reimbursement of 

expenses will be made by Risk Management directly to the agency, less 

the deductible, after receiving proof of repair/replacement, copies of the 

three (3) estimates, and evidence that the invoices have been paid by the 

agency (e.g. copy of paid invoices, Vouchers Payable, and "3.0" Report, 

or canceled check). Agencies doing their own repairs will be reimbursed 

for parts only, subject to the usual deductibles. Reimbursements are 
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typically accomplished using a Journal Voucher (for those agencies in the 

State’s accounting system) or a Voucher Payable/Check (for those 

agencies outside of the State accounting system). 

2. Risk Management can directly pay the vendor. In order to do this, it is necessary 

that we have the original invoice, written statement from the agency that the 

work has been completed in an acceptable fashion, copies of the three (3) 

estimates, and the agency has paid Risk Management the appropriate deductible 

amount. Risk Management must have the deductible before they can pay the 

vendor. 

K. Total Loss Replacements - An insured vehicle will be deemed to be a total loss 

when the cost to repair it (according to the low estimate) is 80% or more of the 

Kelly Blue Book (mid range) actual cash value (ACV). When this is done, Risk 

Management will pay the agency the ACV and any related expenses (e.g., towing) 

that the agency has paid, less any salvage recovery and deductible amounts. 

Agencies are responsible for securing a minimum of three (3) reasonable salvage 

bids. Vehicles may be salvaged via the State Purchasing Division, as well as 

through commercial salvage operations. For assistance with this process, contact 

Risk Management. Agencies are responsible to use these recovered funds for 

authorized expenditures only. 

In the event a vehicle is “totaled”, the agency must notify Purchasing (to remove 

the vehicle from the State inventory) and the Attorney General's Office (to delete 

the vehicle from self-funded insurance coverage). Agencies may decide to keep a 

totaled vehicle (usually for parts). When they do this, the high salvage bid will 

still be deducted from the ACV amount. If a vehicle has been totaled, it may not 

be insured for physical damage coverage in the future. 

L. Towing - Towing charges related to an insured comprehensive or collision loss 

will be reimbursed, subject to the appropriate per claim deductible. Towing 

should be limited to getting the disabled vehicle to the repair shop or to the closest 

State facility where it can be stored until such time as a repair can be done or until 

the vehicle can be sold. 

M. Storage - Efforts should be made to minimize the cost of storage of a disabled 

vehicle in commercial storage areas. Reasonable storage costs (generally not to 

exceed 10 days) are a reimbursable expense. However, if the duration of storage 

is likely to be lengthy, the agency can request assistance from the Risk 

Management Division to move the vehicle to a State-owned property to minimize 

storage fees. The Risk Management Division will follow-up with agencies every 

30 to 60 days to determine the status of the repairs. If excessive storage fees are 

being accumulated the agency head will be contacted for appropriate action. 

N. Replacement Vehicles/Loss of Use - The State's self-funded automobile 

comprehensive and collision program does not provide for temporary replacement 

vehicles (i.e. rentals) while the damaged vehicle is being repaired or replaced. 
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O. Special Equipment - Equipment that is permanently attached to a vehicle is 

normally insured for physical damage as part of the vehicle, subject to the usual 

deductibles; examples of this would include such things as NHP light bars, 

external lights, fixed radios, etc. Other equipment that it is in the vehicle, but is 

not permanently affixed, is insured under the State's property insurance program 

(which is subject to a $1,500 deductible). Some examples of this type of 

equipment includes: State provided (issued) firearms; cellular phones and portable 

two-way radios; laptop computers, etc. Vehicle operators should do whatever is 

prudent to secure the contents of their vehicle to protect them from damage or 

theft. 

P. Personal Vehicles - When a personal vehicle is used on State business, and is 

involved in a collision, the employee will need to file a claim with their personal 

insurance carrier.  Risk Management does not insure personal vehicles or 

reimburse for any collision deductibles. 

Q. Rental Vehicles - Vehicles must be rented from companies with whom the 

Purchasing Division and State Motor Pool have negotiated overriding agreements. 

It is not necessary for the agency to purchase additional insurance when renting 

under those agreements as part of the negotiated contract rates, includes insurance 

coverage. As such, usage of the negotiated contracts is mandatory. Any agency 

renting outside those agreements will be responsible for their own insurance 

coverage and for any accident claims.   

R. Leased Vehicles - There may be situations where it is in the best interest of the 

State for agencies to lease vehicles. When the lease agreement requires that the 

State insure these vehicles, it is the responsibility of the agency leasing a vehicle 

to notify the Attorney General's Office of the requirement for insurance coverage 

on the vehicle. As with State-owned vehicles, agencies must elect physical 

damage coverage (liability is mandatory) in order to be covered for these types of 

losses. Unless this coverage has been requested by the agency, damage to leased 

vehicles will not be paid by Risk Management; all physical damage costs and 

related expenses will be the responsibility of the agency. 

9. Contractor’s and Mobile Equipment Insurance - Agencies may insure their contractor’s 

or mobile equipment (e.g., backhoes, graders, forklifts, dump trucks, and other large 

construction-type equipment). Only equipment that is scheduled on the commercial 

property insurance policy is covered for loss against physical damage or theft. Agencies 

should contact Risk Management if this coverage is desired. 

10. Excess Commercial General Liability Insurance - Agencies are sometimes required (often 

as a requirement of property or equipment lease agreements) to obtain commercial 

general liability insurance coverage. This coverage typically provides limits that are 

higher than those afforded under the self-funded liability program and permit the lessor to 

be named as additional insured (which cannot be done under the self-funded program). 

The excess commercial general liability insurance is handled via the Risk Management 

Division. Agencies should contact Risk Management if this coverage is required. 
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11. Certificates of Insurance - In many business transactions (special events, equipment 

financing, property leasing, etc.), the State is required to provide proof of liability or 

property insurance. Contact Risk Management with the following information: 

A. For liability insurance, the name and complete address of the party requiring the 

certificate, the purpose for the document, dates for which coverage is required, additional 

insured requirements, if any; 

B. For property insurance, the name and complete address of the party requiring the 

certificate, a description of the property to be insured, the complete physical address of 

where the property is located, the total dollar value of the property, loss payee 

requirements, if any. Risk Management will promptly arrange to have the evidence of 

insurance provided the requiring party. 

1414 Insurance and Accident Reporting 

 Accident  

Refers to any collision involving a State vehicle with a pedestrian(s), other vehicle(s) 

and/or other fixed or stationary object(s), whether or not any physical damage or bodily 

injury occurs. 

 Incident  

Refers to non-accident personal injury or physical damage; i.e., vandalism, window or 

body damage from flying objects, lost or stolen vehicle parts or accessories, vehicle body 

damage from tire snow chains, etc. 

All accidents or incidents involving a State vehicle must be reported within 48 hours to the 

Motor Pool Division and to the Torts Claims Manager of the Office of the Attorney General in 

Carson City. An accident report packet is located in the glove box. Agencies utilizing Motor 

Pool Division vehicles will be billed backed the insurance deductible for accidents when their 

employees are found to be at fault for initiating the accident. 

If you are involved in an accident, follow these procedures: 

1. Stop at once. 

2. Render aid to the injured. 

3. Notify police, give exact location and advise if there are injuries. 

4. Obtain name, address and vehicle license number of other party(s), and obtain names and 

addresses of all witnesses. 

5. Complete police and State accident reports. Do not sign or make a statement as to 

responsibility. 
6. As soon as possible notify your supervisor and request he notify Motor Pool (775-684-

1880) within 24 hours. (In the event of weekends or holidays, notify on the next working 

day.) 
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7. In the event there is bodily injury or substantial property damage the supervisor shall 

phone the Tort Claims Manager of the Office of the Attorney General as soon as possible 

and follow up with a written report. 

8. Within 24 hours of an accident submit one copy of State of Nevada Vehicle Accident 

Report (Form No. RSK-001) to Motor Pool and send or fax one copy to the Torts Claims 

Manager of the Office of the Attorney General, and one copy to Risk Management. 

Accident reports must include supervisor's signature. (SAM 0512) The RSK-001 form 

must be retained by the employee’s agency. 

Note: Nevada State law requires that the driver submit a report on Form Number SR-1 to the 

Department of Motor Vehicles and Public Safety within 10 days in the event that property 

damage exceeds $350 to any one person or for any personal injury or death. 

1626 Contracts for IT Services 

Prior to submitting a contract for IT services to the Board of Examiners for approval, agencies 

must submit the contract to EITS for review and approval. Agencies are encouraged to schedule 

that review prior to obtaining signatures on the contract documents, thus avoiding delays 

resulting from modifications to the documents. Contracts related to IT projects must adhere to 

section 1618 regarding TIRs and TWEs. Signatures are obtained electronically by utilizing the 

Nevada Executive Budget System, Contract Entry and Tracking System (CETS) Module. 

2517 Bill Draft Requests 

By law the Legislative Counsel is required to advise and assist state agencies and departments in 

the preparation of measures to be submitted to the Legislature. The Legislative Counsel is 

prohibited from preparing proposed legislation for any agency of the Executive Branch of the 

State Government for introduction at any regular session of the Legislature, unless the request is 

approved by the Governor or a designated member of his staff and transmitted to the Legislative 

Counsel on or before September 1 preceding the convening of the session (a request submitted 

on September 2 is late and must be approved by the Legislative Commission before it can be 

drafted). 

To provide a systematic review and correlation of requests within the framework of the strategic 

planning and budget process, all requests must be submitted through the Department of 

Administration. To allow adequate time for action, the Governor has directed that all requests be 

submitted to the Department of Administration by May 1 of every even-numbered year. Requests 

should be separated between Housekeeping, i.e., clarification or minor changes to existing 

statutes, or Substantive, i.e., all other requests, to help expedite the review process and facilitate 

the bill drafting. If you are not sure if your request is Housekeeping or Substantive, include it 

with your Substantive requests. 

After November 1 of every even numbered year, the Legislative Counsel is required to give full 

priority to the preparation of legislation requested by members of the Legislature. To avoid 

http://risk.state.nv.us/Accident%20Form%203.pdf
http://risk.state.nv.us/Accident%20Form%203.pdf
http://www.dmvnv.com/pdfforms/sr1.pdf
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losing priority, agencies must submit their requests in a timely manner. The Legislative Counsel 

will begin drafting proposed bills immediately in the order in which the requests are received. 

The Legislature has adopted strict limitations on the number of bills that can be requested during 

the interim. One of the limitations is upon the total number of requests that can be submitted on 

behalf of executive branch agencies. Such agencies must not submit more than 125 requests, 

excluding those bills submitted by constitutional officers and the Nevada System of Higher 

Education. Adherence to these limitations and the time lines for submission of proposals should 

result in virtually all executive branch requests being completed by the first day of session. 

Written Requests 

Requests for bill drafting should be made in writing. The Governor, or his designee, the Budget 

Director, will transmit a memorandum jointly with Legislative Counsel describing the Bill Draft 

Request process, and will include applicable instructions and the appropriate form. Copies of the 

joint memorandum are transmitted to the various division heads of each large department in 

addition to the executive director or head of that department. This device has been used in the 

past in an attempt to accelerate action by the executive agencies in requesting bills. The 

Governor directs that each request from a division or other agency within a department be 

submitted to the director of that department for approval and signature by using the State 

Executive Budget System, Bill Draft Request Module before submission to submit to the 

Department of Administration. Agencies can reproduce the forms in as many copies as 

necessary. Agencies must prepare an individual form Bill Draft Request for each bill requested. 

Please note that each bill must be limited to one subject, but may contain proposed revisions 

regarding more than one NRS section that relates to the single subject of the proposed bill. 

Introduction of Legislation 

All agency requests that are completed by the first day of session will be randomly divided 

between the Majority Leader of the Senate and the Speaker of the Assembly and delivered on 

that day. Measures that have not been completed by the first day of session will be randomly 

divided between those officers as soon as they are completed. The Majority Leader and the 

Speaker have 15 days in which to have the measure introduced. All agency requests must be 

introduced by a standing committee. If you receive a draft of a bill and wish to make changes, 

notify the Budget Division immediately (if the change is approved, the Budget Division will 

notify the Legislative Counsel as soon as possible); if you do not, the bill may be introduced 

before you can make the changes. 

Acquisition or Disposition of State Land 

All legislative measures involving the acquisition or disposition of state land and containing a 

legal description thereof must be accompanied by the certificate per NRS 218.255. 

2616 Supporting Documentation for Expenditures 

http://leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-218.html#NRS218Sec255
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1. The General Ledger Accounts to be used are defined on the Controller’s Office website 

as referred to in Chapter 2800 of SAM. 

2. Agencies (or the agency providing fiscal services for the agency) shall maintain original 

documentation justifying expenditures; e.g., purchase order, original invoices, receiving 

documents and other original evidence of the State’s obligation to pay. If an original 

invoice is not available, the documentation submitted should indicate it is to be used as an 

original invoice. When the only available documentation is the printout of a web page, an 

e-mail notification, or a facsimile, there should be documentation to indicate that it is to 

be used as an original invoice. An invoice must support payment of previous balances. 

Agencies shall make this documentation available as requested by Post Review 

employees. 

3. Each transaction must have support that is signed or initialed by the agency’s approving 

authority. Facsimile signatures or initials are not acceptable. Facsimile signatures or 

initials, or scanned signatures or initials are acceptable in lieu of original signatures 

for all documents indentified in subparagraph 2 above. 

4. Where State employees are reimbursed for expenditures made on behalf of the State, 

those employees should not approve their own vouchers unless they are the head of the 

agency. 





















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12850 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Strolin Consulting LLC

Agency Name: NUCLEAR PROJECTS OFFICE Contractor Name: Strolin Consulting LLC
Agency Code: 012 Address: 2559 Nye Drive
Appropriation Unit: 1005-11
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Minden, NV 89423

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Joseph Strolin 775-720-4938
Vendor No.: T29022105
NV Business ID: NV20091397942

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

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

X Highway Funds 100.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 2 years and 19 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: JCS3

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides services necessary to implement the agency's
mission in light of staff reductions and the continuing requirements of 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 US Department of Energy/NNSA/Nevada Site Office; and other services required for the
effective operations of the agency. This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to
December 31, 2013 and increases the maximum amount from $50,000 to $100,000.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $50,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $50,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $100,000.00

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

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
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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 Yucca Mountain licensing proceeding, while currently suspended,
has not been terminated. Therefore, providing for the continued services of Mr. Strolin is essential for the effective functioning
of the agency.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Even if funding were available to fill the Planning Division Administratror posititon (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 theses services in the timeframe required. This is especially true, given the uncertainties surrounding the
Yucca Mountain program.

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?
Board of Examiners approval of this contract pursuant to AB 240 on November 8, 2011.
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?

Yes
See the attached Authorization to Contract form for details.

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 was employed by this Agency from July 1, 2009 through January 17, 2011. This contract was terminated effective
January 19, 2011 when Mr. Strolin was appointed as Acting Executive Director by Governor Sandoval. He served in that
capacity from January 20, 2011 to September 19, 2011 when a permanent Executive Director was appointed.  The quality of
service for both activities was exceptional.

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:
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Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval slync1 10/08/2012 14:39:53 PM
Division Approval slync1 10/08/2012 14:39:57 PM
Department Approval slync1 10/16/2012 14:18:49 PM
Contract Manager Approval slync1 10/16/2012 14:18:53 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:16:46 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:16:50 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 10823 Amendment

Number:
3

Legal Entity
Name:

KANDT, JENNIFER M

Agency Name: ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE Contractor Name: KANDT, JENNIFER M
Agency Code: 030 Address: 1235 PATRICK AVE
Appropriation Unit: 1042-18
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89509

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: JENNIFER KANDT 775/232-1751
Vendor No.: T27011850
NV Business ID: NV20101200559

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2010-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

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

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

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 04/13/2010

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 3 years and 263 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Accounting Duties

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the third amendment to the original contract which provides accounting, reporting and coordination of the
Nevada VINE project to implement the Nevada VINE (statewide victims information and notification service.)  This
amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to December 30, 2013, revises the scope of work
to include accounting and reporting for the Justice Assistance and STOP (Services, Training, Officers, Prosecutors)
grants that support Nevada VINE, and increases the maximum amount of the contract from $94,000 to $137,364 due
to additional grant funding and maintenance.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $94,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $43,364.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $137,364.00

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

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Office of the Attorney General received funding from the federal JAG, STOP and SAVIN Grants to implement a
statewide automated victim notification system.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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There are no available State Employees  who can take on the extra responsibility associated with these grants.

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?
Pursuant to NAC 333.150, an accountant was needed for this contract to oversee the financial functions and reporting
requirements.  There are multiple funding streams and project budgets which include high federal match requirements and
extensive reporting requirements.
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:
This contractor is currently contracted with the Office of the Attorney General to provide administrative support to the
Domestic Violence Committee.  Services provided by this vendor 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:
Sole Proprietor

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

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

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dcallens 10/05/2012 17:12:41 PM
Division Approval clesli1 10/09/2012 09:34:41 AM
Department Approval chowle 10/09/2012 11:57:10 AM
Contract Manager Approval ngarci1 10/15/2012 12:28:25 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 10/18/2012 08:54:19 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/20/2012 09:22:43 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13838

Legal Entity
Name:

GIIssues, Inc.

Agency Name: ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE Contractor Name: GIIssues, Inc.
Agency Code: 030 Address: 16847 Colven Road
Appropriation Unit: 1348-15
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Granada Hills, CA 91344

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Ronald Koretz 8183602708
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20121541249

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2011-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Insurance Premium Trust Fund

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 05/01/2011

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
The retroactive request of this contract to May 1, 2011 is due to the urgency of defending a lawsuit.  Administrative
issues arose in finding the correct entity to contract with. The research was being done at the Olive View-UCLA
Medical Center; we tried to contract with them but found Dr. Koretz did not actually work for them. The contract is
now with Dr. Koretz, who was not originally set up as a business entity. Dr. Koretz has now established a nonprofit
entity to contract with.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2013
Contract term: 2 years and 61 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Expert Witness

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide an expert opinion regarding treatment and the medical conditions of confined
inmates who are diagnosed with Hepatitis-C and Hemochromatosis.  A lawsuit was filed against the State of Nevada
regarding the death of an inmate of the Department of Corrections.  Issues of the lawsuit involved the treatment
and/or lack of treatment of the above referenced medical conditions and the cause of death.  This expert has
conducted extensive research on these issues.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $35,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $400.00 per hour

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
A lawsuit filed against the State of Nevada required the expert services of this vendor. His expertise and research regarding
the scope of the lawsuit was used in the defense of the lawsuit.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
There are no employees in the Office of the Attorney General and/or the State of Nevada who have this expertise.

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

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Pursuant to NAC 333.150 2(b)(1), this vendor will provide expert witness services in the defense of a lawsuit against the
State of Nevada.  This vendor has the expertise and research background to understand the unique nature of the medical
diagnosis and incarcerated individuals.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

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

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

16. Not Applicable

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

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dcallens 10/03/2012 12:19:16 PM
Division Approval clesli1 10/04/2012 08:03:14 AM
Department Approval chowle 10/04/2012 09:01:55 AM
Contract Manager Approval ngarci1 10/08/2012 14:13:43 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 10/10/2012 14:38:44 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/13/2012 10:43:45 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
 

100 North Carson Street 
Carson City, Nevada 89701-4717 

 

 

CATHERINE CORTEZ MASTO 
Attorney General 

 

   KEITH G. MUNRO 
 Assistant Attorney General 

 
GREGORY M. SMITH 

Chief of Staff 
  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

DATE: October 2, 2012  
 
TO:  Cathy Gregg; Budget Analyst 
 
FROM: Nancy Bowman, Tort Claims Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Retroactive approval of contract for Dr. Ronald Koretz  
==========================================================================   

 
Back in April 2011, our office started contract discussions with Dr. Koretz.  We required his 
services as an expert witness in regards to the defense of a lawsuit.  Dr. Koretz’ expertise is in 
regards to internal medicine and he specializes in Hepatitis C.  Our case involved a NDOC inmate 
who passed away from what his heirs claimed was non-treatment to the Hepatitis C.  As is often 
the case on our contracts for expert witnesses, Dr. Koretz began work right away (in May 2011). 
 
Dr. Koretz’ research was being done at the Olive View-UCLA Medical Center.  He requested the 
compensation from his work be sent to Olive View-UCLA Medical Center to further research 
studies and not to him.  We initially thought he worked for Olive View Hospital and tried to do a 
contract with them.  This did not work.  Dr. Koretz didn’t want this counted as income so I then 
discussed my predicament with Kimberlee Tarter of State Purchasing.  There was no way around 
the contract situation and/or making the payment directly to Dr. Koretz.   
 
Dr. Koretz was then out of the country for a period of time.  He is now back in the country and has 
gone through the process of setting up a non-profit corporation.  He has completed approximately 
$30,000 in work for the State.   
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12498 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Park Dietz & Associates, Inc

Agency Name: ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE Contractor Name: Park Dietz & Associates, Inc
Agency Code: 030 Address: 2906 Lafayette Road, Ste 100
Appropriation Unit: 1348-15
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Newport Beach, CA 92663

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null949-723-2211
Vendor No.: T29024606
NV Business ID: NV20111401431

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

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % Insurance Premium Trust Fund

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/12/2011

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2014

Contract term: 2 years and 354 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Expert Witness

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract for an expert witness to provide forensic pathology expertise in
the defense of current and potential lawsuits against the State of Nevada.  Under the contract, the vendor reviews
documents, records, research, and reports in the area of forensic pathology and may be expected to appear for
depositions and at trial.  This amendment increases the maximum amount of the contract from $25,000 to $45,000
due to to additional work that was not anticipated.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $25,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $20,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $45,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Pending and/or possible complex lawsuit against the State of Nevada

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Our office doesn't have the staff or the expertise that is required

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

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Per NAC 333.150 2(b)1, expert witness, Park Dietz & Associates was chosen in preference to others due to their  experience
and knowledge in Forensic Pathology that will assist the office with pending and/or possible lawsuits.
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:
This contractor has contracted with the Attorney General's Office and has provided very satisfactory work.

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 chowle 10/03/2012 13:52:08 PM
Division Approval chowle 10/03/2012 13:52:13 PM
Department Approval chowle 10/09/2012 11:56:40 AM
Contract Manager Approval ngarci1 10/09/2012 12:28:16 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 10/10/2012 14:41:33 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/15/2012 16:16:43 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13862

Legal Entity
Name:

R&R PARTNERS INC

Agency Name: COLLEGE SAVINGS TRUST Contractor Name: R&R PARTNERS INC
Agency Code: 051 Address: R & R ADVERTISING/GOVNMT SVCS
Appropriation Unit: 1092-04 615 RIVERSIDE DR
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89503

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Mike Draper 775/323-1611
Vendor No.: PUR0002963B
NV Business ID: C2231974

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

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

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/13/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 11/12/2013
Contract term: 364 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Marketing

5. Purpose of contract:
The purpose of this contract is to enter into an agreement with a qualified vendor who will serve as a Marketing and
Advertising Consultant for the Nevada College Savings Plans program and the Nevada Prepaid Tuition program.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $24,999.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

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

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The State Treasurer's Office staff is seeking the services of a professional marketing firm to review and analyze current
marketing strategies, and to suggest new outreach efforts for the Nevada College Savings Plans program and the Nevada
Prepaid Tuition program.

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 vendor was selected by the college savings board based on the evaluation committee's recommendations and in-
person interviews with the finalists.
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 shanshew 10/12/2012 15:30:32 PM
Division Approval klangle1 10/12/2012 15:38:54 PM
Department Approval klangle1 10/12/2012 15:39:45 PM
Contract Manager Approval gwatts 10/16/2012 14:35:48 PM
Budget Analyst Approval dhumphre 10/16/2012 14:45:31 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:15:39 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13870

Legal Entity
Name:

CHICAGO EQUITY PARTNERS LLC

Agency Name: HIGHER EDUCATION TUITION Contractor Name: CHICAGO EQUITY PARTNERS LLC
Agency Code: 052 Address: 1801 N LASALLE STREET
Appropriation Unit: 1083-04 SUITE 3800
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip CHICAGO, IL 60601

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Linda Ruegsegger 312.629.5726
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20121610892

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

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

Agency Reference #: 052

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 10/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 364 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Income Investor

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide fixed income investing for the Higher Education Tuition Trust Fund in a prudent
manner to meet anticipated future tuition liabilities for the Prepaid Tuition contracts in accordance with NRS
Chapter 353B.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $240,000.00
Other basis for payment: Estimating $60,000 per year based on the following:  First $25M = 25 basis points (0.25%); next
$75M = 20 basis points (0.20%) and thereafter = 15 basis pointsd (0.15%).

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
This is a new contract to provide investment services for money in the trust fund which must be invested in a prudent manner
to meet anticipated future tuition liabilities for the Prepaid Tuition contracts in accordance with NRS Chapter 353B.

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 in longer-term securities which assist the portfolio in meeting its risk/return
expectations to match Nevada System of Higher Education (NSHE) tuition increases.

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?
The vendor chosen is able to mange the funds within the state regulatory requirements, has a proven track record, helps
ensure risk/return balance and has a competitive fee structure.
d. Last bid date: 09/01/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 11/01/2016

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:
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 shanshew 10/18/2012 13:08:39 PM
Division Approval klangle1 10/18/2012 13:12:59 PM
Department Approval klangle1 10/18/2012 13:13:03 PM
Contract Manager Approval shanshew 10/18/2012 13:15:49 PM
Budget Analyst Approval dhumphre 10/19/2012 09:00:27 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/24/2012 07:59:40 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13809

Legal Entity
Name:

INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY DBA
TRANE U.S. INC.

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY DBA
TRANE U.S. INC.

Agency Code: 082 Address: 5595 EQUITY AVE STE 100
Appropriation Unit: 1349-12
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89502

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/856-3343
Vendor No.: PUR0001609A
NV Business ID: NV19731002004

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

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Buildings & Grounds, building rent income
fee

Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 10/31/2016
Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Industrial Equipment

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing heating, ventilation, and air conditioning services to various state
buildings in the Northern Nevada area, to be used on an as needed basis and at the written request and approval of
a Buildings and Grounds designee.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $25,000.00
Other basis for payment: Labor Rates for Applied Centrifugal & Rotary Chillers: Straight Time $135.00 per hour, Overtime
$202.50 per hour, Holiday/Weekend $270.00 per hour; Labor Rates for Commercial Rooftops, Recip, Equipment, & Air
Handlers: Straight Time $119.00 per hour, Overtime $178.50 per hour, Holiday/Weekend $238.00 per hour; Parts & Materials
at cost plus markup: $1-$499 50% Markup, $500-$2,499 40% Markup, $2,500-$4,999 30% Markup; $5,000+ 30% Markup.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
State buildings require maintenance and service of the HVAC equipment to maintain first class operating condition.

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

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 is one of multiple HVAC contractors on file with Buildings and Grounds. Per SAM 0338.0 each contractor will be
contacted to submit bids for available jobs.
d. Last bid date: 09/01/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 08/01/2016

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:
2008-2012, Buildings and Grounds, Service 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 wsalisp1 09/24/2012 07:49:12 AM
Division Approval wsalisp1 09/24/2012 07:49:14 AM
Department Approval wsalisp1 09/24/2012 07:49:16 AM
Contract Manager Approval csweeney 09/26/2012 14:27:56 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/05/2012 17:02:18 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:07:17 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13854

Legal Entity
Name:

JOE BENIGNOS TREE SERVICE INC

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: JOE BENIGNOS TREE SERVICE INC
Agency Code: 082 Address: 1464 CARLSON DR
Appropriation Unit: 1349-12
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip GARDNERVILLE, NV 89410

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/265-9665
Vendor No.: T27008575
NV Business ID: NV20081585740

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

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

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 334 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Snow Removal

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide snow removal services for multiple state buildings and heavy equipment
operations as needed in Carson City, Nevada.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $37,500.00
Other basis for payment: See Schedule 1 in additional info tab

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
State offices require snow removal.

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

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

No

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
The contractor had the 2nd highest score from the Evaluation Committee from Request for Proposal 16625
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d. Last bid date: 09/01/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 03/01/2016

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:
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 tgalvan 10/09/2012 11:51:16 AM
Division Approval tgalvan 10/09/2012 11:51:18 AM
Department Approval tgalvan 10/09/2012 11:51:22 AM
Contract Manager Approval tgalvan 10/09/2012 11:51:24 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2012 18:10:31 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:18:36 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13827

Legal Entity
Name:

JOHNSON CONTROLS INC DBA

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: JOHNSON CONTROLS INC DBA
Agency Code: 082 Address: ENGINEERED EQUIPMENT & SYSTMS
Appropriation Unit: 1349-12 3645 W OQUENDO RD STE 400
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89118-3145

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Mary Movius 702/222-0415
Vendor No.: T10346500D
NV Business ID: NV19571000769

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

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Buildings & Grounds building rent income
fees

Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 10/31/2016
Contract term: 4 years

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing heating, ventilation, and air conditioning services on an as needed basis
for various state buildings in the Las Vegas area upon the written request and approval of a Buildings and Grounds
designee.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $100,000.00
Other basis for payment: Controls Resource $159.00 per hour, Overtime $238.50 per hour, Holiday $318.00 per hour; Chiller
Resource $148.00 per hour, Overtime $222.00 per hour, Holiday Rate $296.00 per hour; Mechanical Resource $130.00 per
hour, Overtime Rate $195.00 per hour, Holiday Rate $260.00 per hour. Materials will be provided at the current list price
minus 10%. Johnson Controls offers a discount of 10% on the above rates to customers during the term of a maintenance
contract.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Heating and air conditioning equipment must be serviced, maintained and repaired on a regular basis for employee and
visitor safety.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Lack of manpower and 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 is one of multiple contracts for plumbing services on file. Per SAM 0338.0, each contractor will be contacted to submit
bids for available jobs.
d. Last bid date: 09/01/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 09/01/2016

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:
2008-2012, Buildings and Grounds, Service 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 tgalvan 10/09/2012 11:23:37 AM
Division Approval tgalvan 10/09/2012 11:23:40 AM
Department Approval tgalvan 10/09/2012 11:23:44 AM
Contract Manager Approval tgalvan 10/09/2012 11:23:50 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2012 18:17:18 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:20:14 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13846

Legal Entity
Name:

QUAL ECON USA INC

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: QUAL ECON USA INC
Agency Code: 082 Address: 1015 TELEGRAPH ST STE C
Appropriation Unit: 1349-12
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89502-2227

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/358-3655
Vendor No.: T29026697
NV Business ID: NV19931101236

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

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Buildings and Grounds building rent income
fee

Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 334 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing janitorial services for the Department of Motor Vehicles, located at 555
Wright Way Carson City, Nevada which will serve as a back-up contract only to be utilized in the event the primary
contractor terminates and will only be activated at the written request and approval of a Buildings and Grounds
designee.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $107,250.00
Other basis for payment: See Schedule 1 in additional info tab

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
State offices must be kept clean.

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

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 had the 2nd highest score from the Evaluation Committee from Request for Proposal Number 26976.
d. Last bid date: 06/21/2012 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?
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 tgalvan 10/09/2012 12:02:51 PM
Division Approval tgalvan 10/09/2012 12:02:54 PM
Department Approval tgalvan 10/09/2012 12:06:48 PM
Contract Manager Approval tgalvan 10/09/2012 12:06:50 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2012 18:13:15 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:19:29 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 10236 Amendment

Number:
4

Legal Entity
Name:

SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC

Agency Name: BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS
DIVISION

Contractor Name: SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC

Agency Code: 082 Address: 6295 S PEARL ST 200
Appropriation Unit: 1349-12
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89120

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702-855-5300
Vendor No.: T81081810B
NV Business ID: NV19981356462

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2010-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Buildings & Grounds building rent income
fees

Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/12/2010

Anticipated BOE meeting date 10/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2013

Contract term: 3 years and 354 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Fire Systems

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the fourth amendment to the original contract, which provides the ongoing necessary labor to maintain the
fire protection systems and equipment as required by applicable local, state, and federal codes and regulations for
various state buildings located in Las Vegas, Nevada. This amendment increases the maximum amount from
$717,652.50 to $917,652.50 for extra services to meet mandatory testing requirements.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $315,769.50
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $401,883.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $200,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $917,652.50

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Fire system maintenance/certifications/inspections are required by Local, State and Federal regulations.

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

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?
Siemens was the only proposal received.
d. Last bid date: 09/25/2009 Anticipated re-bid date: 09/25/2013

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
2008-2012, Buildings and Grounds, Service 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 wsalisp1 09/24/2012 14:41:02 PM
Division Approval wsalisp1 09/24/2012 14:41:04 PM
Department Approval wsalisp1 09/24/2012 14:41:08 PM
Contract Manager Approval csweeney 10/04/2012 07:56:42 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/05/2012 16:58:52 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:06:06 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13851

Legal Entity
Name:

SIERRA CONTROL SYSTEMS INC

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: SIERRA CONTROL SYSTEMS INC
Agency Code: 082 Address: 940 MALLORY WAY STE 1
Appropriation Unit: 1366-04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip CARSON CITY, NV 89701

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/883-0443
Vendor No.: PUR0002695
NV Business ID: NV19721005584

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

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

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 334 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Communications

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing preventative maintenance services for the Marlette Supervising Controls
and Data Access System.  Services to include, but not limited to, computer licensing and software support;
preventative maintenance of radio transmitter units; and repair and part replacements. Sites include Virginia City
Water System, Stewart Water System, Lakeview Tank, Diversion Dam, Snow Valley Peak, McClellan Peak, Hobart
Reservoir, Summit Generator Site, Marlette Pump Site, and Lakeview Office master computers and radio transmitter
units.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $93,844.00
Other basis for payment: Computer Software Support at a cost of $5,560.00 for year one, $5,730.00 for year two, $5,910.00
for year three, $6,090.00 for year four; Preventative Maintenance at a cost of $5,390.00 for year one, $5,552.00 for year two,
$5,720.00 for year three, $5,892.00 for year four; $48,000.00 for extra services

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Marlette Water System requires monitoring and operation of water flow, water pressure, and water level in the tanks and
transmission of that information through computer systems via Radio Transmitter Units.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Sierra Control Systems is the authorized dealer for this system. Sole Source.

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: Sole Source Contract (As Approved by Chief of Purchasing)
        Approval #: 120901
        Approval Date: 09/06/2012
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Sole Source.
d. Last bid date: 10/01/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 10/01/2016

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:
2008-2012, Buildings and Grounds, Service 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 wsalisp1 10/09/2012 12:37:25 PM
Division Approval wsalisp1 10/09/2012 12:37:27 PM
Department Approval wsalisp1 10/09/2012 12:37:29 PM
Contract Manager Approval wsalisp1 10/09/2012 12:37:32 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/16/2012 14:43:13 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:12:59 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13828

Legal Entity
Name:

HERSHENOW & KLIPPENSTEIN

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: HERSHENOW & KLIPPENSTEIN
Agency Code: 082 Address: ARCHITECTS INC
Appropriation Unit: 1565-63 5485 RENO CORPORATE DR STE 100
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89511-2262

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/332-6640
Vendor No.: T80984709
NV Business ID: NV19941047730

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

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % X Bonds 100.00 % Proceeds from the Sale of Bonds
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

Agency Reference #: 50314

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2013
Contract term: 241 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide professional services for the Northern Nevada Correctional Center, Shower
Repairs; Proj. No. 07-M40(1) Contract #50314

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $27,200.00
Other basis for payment: Monthley Progress Payments on Services Provided

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
2007 CIP

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

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
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 the 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 dhinsz 09/24/2012 15:30:16 PM
Division Approval dhinsz 09/24/2012 15:30:21 PM
Department Approval dhinsz 09/24/2012 15:30:30 PM
Contract Manager Approval dhinsz 10/09/2012 16:03:01 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/12/2012 18:40:27 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:09:49 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending

Page 2 of 2Contract #: 13828 13



BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12991 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

CROOK, RAY DBA RPC ROOF
CONSULTING SERVICES

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: CROOK, RAY DBA RPC ROOF
CONSULTING SERVICES

Agency Code: 082 Address: 14370 MOUNT SNOW DR
Appropriation Unit: 1585-13
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89511-9185

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/853-7202
Vendor No.: T29013770
NV Business ID: NV20101198067

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2015
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % X Bonds 100.00 % proceeds from sale of bonds
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

Agency Reference #: 19255

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 02/14/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2015

Contract term: 3 years and 136 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides professional architectural/engineering services
for the Florence McClure Women's Correctional Center, Re-Roof Design Phase One; Project No. 11-S01; Contract
No. 19255. This amendment increases the maximum amount from $19,980 to $36,180 for inspection services
associated with for the roof replacement at the Florence McClure Correctional Center.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $19,980.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $16,200.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $36,180.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

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

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Professional  Services are provided by 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?
No If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

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

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

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

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dgrimm 10/09/2012 15:47:56 PM
Division Approval dgrimm 10/09/2012 15:47:59 PM
Department Approval dgrimm 10/09/2012 15:48:02 PM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 10/09/2012 16:04:11 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/12/2012 18:44:21 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:10:27 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13403 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

HERSHENOW & KLIPPENSTEIN

Agency Name: STATE PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION Contractor Name: HERSHENOW & KLIPPENSTEIN
Agency Code: 082 Address: ARCHITECTS INC
Appropriation Unit: 1585-21 5485 RENO CORPORATE DR STE 100
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89511-2262

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/332-6640
Vendor No.: T80984709
NV Business ID: NV19941047730

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2015
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

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

X Highway Funds 100.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: 30972

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 06/05/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2015

Contract term: 3 years and 25 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides professional architectural / engineering services
for the Department of Motor Vehicles Flood Door Design; Project No. 11-E05; Contract No. 30972. This amendment
increases the contract amount from $24,700 to $37,140 for civil engineering and related services for the flood water
protection improvements at the Carson City DMV office.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $24,700.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $12,440.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $37,140.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

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

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

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

No

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

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

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

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

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
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 10/10/2012 10:24:39 AM
Division Approval dgrimm 10/10/2012 10:24:44 AM
Department Approval dgrimm 10/10/2012 10:24:50 AM
Contract Manager Approval dgrimm 10/10/2012 10:34:39 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/12/2012 18:26:34 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:08:41 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13651

Legal Entity
Name:

Salvation Army, The

Agency Name: PURCHASING DIVISION Contractor Name: Salvation Army, The
Agency Code: 083 Address: PO BOX 91300
Appropriation Unit: 1362-20
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Henderson, NV 89009

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Major William Cobb 702-565-9578
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20101615199

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/13/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2015
Contract term: 2 years and 320 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Commodity food contr

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract where the contracted vendor will receive, store, and distribute USDA foods to low income
individuals according to State and Federal guidelines.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $19,800.00
Other basis for payment: Reimbursements for allowable program expenses as submitted on Claim for Reimbursement form.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
USDA food is available to the State under The Emergency Food Assistance Program and the State Agency is responsible for
this program.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The State Agency does not have the resources to complete this work.

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

No

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
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All vendors that submit the program application and meet the qualifications of the program are awarded. Applications are
excepted on a continual basis.
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:
Current with Food Distribution Program for several years.  The work performed 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:
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 kperondi 10/15/2012 16:19:55 PM
Division Approval kperondi 10/15/2012 16:19:57 PM
Department Approval kperondi 10/15/2012 16:20:00 PM
Contract Manager Approval mmatovin 10/15/2012 16:22:09 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 10/16/2012 15:14:51 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/17/2012 11:57:55 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13722

Legal Entity
Name:

Washoe County Senior Services

Agency Name: PURCHASING DIVISION Contractor Name: Washoe County Senior Services
Agency Code: 083 Address: 1155 East 9th Street
Appropriation Unit: 1362-20
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Reno, NV 89512

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Grady Tarbutton 775-328-2575
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: exempt

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/13/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 09/30/2015
Contract term: 2 years and 320 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: USDA Commodity Foods

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal agreement for the receipt, storage and distribution of USDA foods to low income individuals
in accordance with State and Federal guidelines.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $36,000.00
Other basis for payment: Reimbursements for allowable program expenses as submitted on Claim for Reimbursement form.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
USDA food is available to the State under The Emergency Food Assistance Program and the State Agency is responsible for
this program.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The State Agency does not have the resources to complete this work.

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

Yes

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
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All vendors that submit the program application and meet the qualifications of the program are awarded.  Applications are
accepted on a continual basis.
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:
Current with the Food Distribution Program for several years.  The work performed 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 kperondi 09/28/2012 15:11:19 PM
Division Approval kperondi 09/28/2012 15:11:21 PM
Department Approval kperondi 09/28/2012 15:11:23 PM
Contract Manager Approval mmatovin 10/01/2012 09:34:28 AM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 10/08/2012 14:48:16 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/13/2012 10:48:50 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13201 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

Hurt, Norton & Associates, Inc.

Agency Name: GOVERNORS OFFICE OF
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Contractor Name: Hurt, Norton & Associates, Inc.

Agency Code: 102 Address: 503 Capitol Court, NE
Appropriation Unit: 1526-23 Suite 200
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Washington, DC 20002

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Katharine C. Wood 202-543-9398
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20121159583

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

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

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 04/03/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 272 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Aerospace Study

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original contract, which is to provide research, analysis, advocacy, lobbying,
marketing and related services in support of preservation and expansion of Nevada's Aerospace and Defense
industry.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $75,000 to $115,000 due to the extension of the
term of the contract approved in the cotract's first amendment, which modified the agreement's termination date
from June 30, 2012, to December 31, 2012.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $75,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $40,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $115,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Chapter 231 of Nevada Revised Statute

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The agency does not have the expertise for these services.

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

No

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Upon thorough review and evaluation of the proposal, contractor clearly indicated an understanding of the deliverables.
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:
April, 2012 for GOED with satisfactory services.

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 mstenger 10/05/2012 13:39:06 PM
Division Approval mstenger 10/05/2012 13:39:10 PM
Department Approval mstenger 10/05/2012 13:39:14 PM
Contract Manager Approval mstenger 10/05/2012 13:39:17 PM
Budget Analyst Approval ekin4 10/17/2012 14:15:45 PM
BOE Agenda Approval jborrowm 10/20/2012 08:04:48 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12287 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

OCG CREATIVE INC

Agency Name: COMM ON ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Contractor Name: OCG CREATIVE INC

Agency Code: 102 Address: 510 E PLUMB LN STE A
Appropriation Unit: 1526-11
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89502-3565

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/324-1643
Vendor No.: T29021261
NV Business ID: NV19991194012

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

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

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/20/2011

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2014

Contract term: 2 years and 346 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Marketing

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original contract, which provides a portion of Nevada's required cash match
for the federal State Trade and Export Promotion (STEP) grant application through the U.S. Small Business
Administration.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $31,500.00 to $41,450.00 due to an increase
in the volume of marketing materials that will be produced by the vendor.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $24,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $7,500.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $9,950.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $41,450.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
This contract provides a portion of Nevada's required cash match for the federal State Trade and Export Promotion (STEP)
grant application through the U.S. Small Business Administration.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The agency does not have the expertise for the services.

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

No

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
OCG Creative, Inc., supplied a comprehensive proposal with assigned costs as well as a menu of activities for NCED to
select from to promote the grant program. OCG Creative has successfully supported the Captive Insurance program another
highly specific State of Nevada program. Therefore, NCED would recommend contracting with OCG Creative to promote the
STEP program.
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:
June, 2009 to current for Nevada Commission on Economic Development/Governor's Office of Economic Development with
satisfactory service.

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

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
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 mstenger 10/05/2012 11:47:30 AM
Division Approval mstenger 10/05/2012 11:47:37 AM
Department Approval mstenger 10/05/2012 11:47:52 AM
Contract Manager Approval mstenger 10/05/2012 11:47:58 AM
DoIT Approval bbohm 10/09/2012 14:08:10 PM
Budget Analyst Approval ekin4 10/17/2012 14:17:26 PM
BOE Agenda Approval jborrowm 10/20/2012 08:05:18 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13850

Legal Entity
Name:

CHARTER Fiberlink NV-CCVII, LLC

Agency Name: ENTERPRISE IT SERVICES Contractor Name: CHARTER Fiberlink NV-CCVII, LLC
Agency Code: 180 Address: 521 Northeast 136th Street
Appropriation Unit: 1386-26
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Vancouver, WA 98684

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Ed Morehouse 775-850-1239
Vendor No.: T81102176D
NV Business ID: NV20031193671

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2013-2018
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 % Maintenance and Repair Fees

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 12/01/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 11/30/2017
Contract term: 5 years

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Broadband for Fallon

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract for Fiber Ethernet Broadband services to the Fallon Nevada area for the next 5 years.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $100,190.00
Other basis for payment: One time cost for service turn-up, $33,470.00 plus $1,112.00 X 60 months, $66,720 = $100,190.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Bring the State of Nevada Fallon offices Broadband Fiber services to expedite working conditions for all concerned.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State agencies or employees cannot provide broadband services.

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

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Sole Source Contract (As Approved by Chief of Purchasing)
        Approval #: 120702
        Approval Date: 07/09/2012
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
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Charter was the only vendor that could provide the necessary services in the Fallon area.  Competitor used inferior multiple
T-1 lines at a much higher cost.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date: 08/01/2017

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 dbaughn 10/08/2012 07:30:58 AM
Division Approval capple 10/08/2012 07:40:06 AM
Department Approval capple 10/08/2012 07:40:09 AM
Contract Manager Approval bbohm 10/09/2012 12:19:16 PM
Budget Analyst Approval ekin4 10/15/2012 13:32:44 PM
BOE Agenda Approval jborrowm 10/17/2012 06:09:30 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13793

Legal Entity
Name:

ELKO TELEVISION DISTRICT

Agency Name: ENTERPRISE IT SERVICES Contractor Name: ELKO TELEVISION DISTRICT
Agency Code: 180 Address: PO BOX 456
Appropriation Unit: 1388-00
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip ELKO, NV 89803-0456

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/778-0561
Vendor No.: T80245490
NV Business ID: Not Applicable

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

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

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This contract will be retroactive back to October 1, 2012 due to the contractor returning the contract past the
approved agency deadline for meeting the October BOE deadline.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 273 days

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: Rack Space Rental

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new Interlocal Revenue contract that provides for rack space rental at Mary's Mountain in Eureka County
and Winemucca Mountain in Humboldt County with the Elko TV District.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $22,872.71
Other basis for payment: FY13, $4,574.54; FY14, $6,099.39; FY15, $6,099.39; FY16, $6,099.39

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
This is a revenue generating contract

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
This is a revenue generating contract

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

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
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Not Applicable for a revenue generating 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:
Currently under a revenue contract with EITS 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 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 dbaughn 09/21/2012 07:16:50 AM
Division Approval capple 09/24/2012 07:36:04 AM
Department Approval capple 09/24/2012 07:36:07 AM
Contract Manager Approval bbohm 09/24/2012 11:52:34 AM
Budget Analyst Approval ekin4 10/15/2012 13:22:10 PM
BOE Agenda Approval jborrowm 10/17/2012 06:49:18 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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September 7, 2012 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 

 
To:  Eric King, Budget Division 
 
From:  Ben Bohm 

EITS Communications Contract Manager 
 
Purpose: to request the BOE retroactively approve the attached Revenue 

Contract with Elko TV District 
 
The attached Revenue Contract has been submitted for the BOE’s approval.  Due to the 
contractor returning the contract to the agency past the agency deadline date for 
submission to the September BOE, we are asking for this contract to be retroactively 
approved to October 1, 2012 by the Board of Examiners.  
 
I appreciate your time and assistance.  Should you have questions please call me at (775) 
684-5859 or email to bnbohm@admin.nv.gov.  
 
 
Sincerely, Ben Bohm 

 

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION 

Brian Sandoval 
Governor 

Jeff Mohlenkamp 
Director 

David Gustafson 
Chief Information Officer 

STATE OF NEVADA 

Enterprise I.T. Services Division 
100 N. Stewart Street, Suite 100│Carson City, NV 89701 

Phone: (775) 684-5800   
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13771

Legal Entity
Name:

Federal Aviation Administration

Agency Name: ENTERPRISE IT SERVICES Contractor Name: Federal Aviation Administration
Agency Code: 180 Address: PO Box 92007
Appropriation Unit: 1388-00
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Los Angeles, CA 90009

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Clifford L. Farrior 310-725-7579
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: Not Applicable

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

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

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 12/01/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 10/2012

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

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

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: Rack Space Rental

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract that provides for rack space at Winnemucca Mountain in Humboldt County for the Federal
Aviation Administration.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $48,795.13
Other basis for payment: FY13, 7,115.96; FY14, $12,198.78; FY15, $12,198.78; FY16, $12,198.8; FY17, $5,082.83

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
This is a revenue generating contract

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
This is a revenue generating contract

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?
Not Applicable
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d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

c. Is the contractor employed by any of Nevada's political subdivisions or by any other government?
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 Revenue contracts with EITS 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 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 dbaughn 08/20/2012 16:00:39 PM
Division Approval capple 08/21/2012 08:11:46 AM
Department Approval capple 08/21/2012 08:11:49 AM
Contract Manager Approval bbohm 09/24/2012 09:47:29 AM
Budget Analyst Approval ekin4 10/01/2012 12:21:17 PM
BOE Agenda Approval jborrowm 10/01/2012 13:14:12 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13852

Legal Entity
Name:

Healthcare Services Group

Agency Name: OFFICE OF VETERAN'S SERVICES Contractor Name: Healthcare Services Group
Agency Code: 240 Address: 3220 Tillman Drive #300
Appropriation Unit: 2561-04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Bensalem, PA 19020

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Dan Hills 207-450-3829
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20021482015

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

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 50.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 50.00 % Private funding
Agency Reference #: RFP 3003

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 10/09/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 343 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide the Nevada State Veterans Home with housekeeping and laundry services.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $1,000,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

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

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

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

Yes

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Pursuant to RFP #3003 and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendor was the highest scoring proposer as
determined by an independently appointed evaluation committee.
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d. Last bid date: 08/27/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 08/26/2016

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

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

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

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

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

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval jpalme5 10/09/2012 09:03:56 AM
Division Approval jpalme5 10/09/2012 09:04:00 AM
Department Approval jpalme5 10/09/2012 09:04:06 AM
Contract Manager Approval mnobles 10/15/2012 08:18:48 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/15/2012 16:37:08 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:08:07 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13833

Legal Entity
Name:

Morrison Healthcare Services

Agency Name: OFFICE OF VETERAN'S SERVICES Contractor Name: Morrison Healthcare Services
Agency Code: 240 Address: 5801 Peachtree Dunwoody Road
Appropriation Unit: 2561-08
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Atlanta, GA 30342

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Gary Nelson 480-264-2802
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20011302439

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

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 50.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 50.00 % Private funding
Agency Reference #: RFP 1996

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 12/01/2016
Contract term: 4 years and 31 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide food services to the residents of the Nevada State Veterans Home.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $2,500,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

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

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

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

Yes

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Pursuant to RFP #1996 and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendor was the highest scoring proposer as
determined by an independently appointed evaluation committee.
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d. Last bid date: 08/03/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 08/02/2013

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
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 jpalme5 10/05/2012 10:37:00 AM
Division Approval jpalme5 10/05/2012 10:37:04 AM
Department Approval jpalme5 10/05/2012 10:37:07 AM
Contract Manager Approval mnobles 10/15/2012 08:17:51 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/15/2012 16:38:55 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:02:10 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13825

Legal Entity
Name:

REYMAN BROTHERS
CONSTRUCTION

Agency Name: HISTORIC PRESERVATION Contractor Name: REYMAN BROTHERS
CONSTRUCTION

Agency Code: 334 Address: INC
Appropriation Unit: 4205-14 151 S 18TH ST
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip SPARKS, NV 89431-5581

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/356-0150
Vendor No.: T80966566
NV Business ID: T80966566

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 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 11/2013

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

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

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Historic Marker Main

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide repair, repainting, and restoration of approximately 260 Nevada State Historic
Markers located throughout the state

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $180,000.00
Other basis for payment: Upon receipt of vendor invoice for each completed and State accepted deliverable.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
There is a need for repairing, repainting and restoring the State Historic Markers statewide.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State Historic Preservation Office employees do not have the appropriate training or equipment necessary to complete the
required work.

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

Yes

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
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Pursuant to RFP #2033, and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendor was the highest scoring proposer as
determined by an independently appointed evaluation committee.
d. Last bid date: 08/08/2012 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?
Yes If "Yes", specify when and for which agency and indicate if the quality of service provided to the identified

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
State Public Works Board - May 2009
State Historic Preservation Office - June 2007 - June 2011. Agency has been satisfied with 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)?
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 mwilli14 10/04/2012 07:51:32 AM
Division Approval mwilli14 10/04/2012 07:51:37 AM
Department Approval abrook1 10/04/2012 14:20:14 PM
Contract Manager Approval mwilli14 10/05/2012 09:49:41 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/16/2012 14:34:42 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:14:21 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13856

Legal Entity
Name:

THE CHILDREN'S CABINET, INC.

Agency Name: HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
DIRECTOR'S OFFICE

Contractor Name: THE CHILDREN'S CABINET, INC.

Agency Code: 400 Address: 1090 S. ROCK BLVD
Appropriation Unit: 3150-16
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89502-7116

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: KATHLEEN SANDOVAL 775-856-6200
Vendor No.: T80943883
NV Business ID: NV19851020784

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 12/01/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 05/31/2013
Contract term: 180 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Child Care Health

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide child care resources and referrals to local providers of child care health
consultation services including social emotional, mental health, and health best practices for child care health and
well-being. In addition, services will include development and facilitation of workgroups, assistance with statewide
planning efforts, and public awareness activities.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $15,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $3,000.00 per month
Other basis for payment: $3,000 per month for a maximum of five (5) months with a not-to-exceed contract amount of
$15,000.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Child Care Health Consultant Services are currently being provided in Clark and Washoe Counties by local Health Districts to
licensed child care centers and family child care homes. State coordination of referrals for Child Care Health Consultant
services is an integral part of making sure that parents and child care centers have information on healthy environments for
their children to be cared for in while parents/guardians must work or participate in approved training.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Lack of manpower. There is only one state employee in the Head Start State Collaboration and Early Childhood Systems
Office.

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 Children¿s Cabinet, Inc. is Nevada¿s Child Care Resource and Referral Agency, accredited by the National Association
for Child Care Resource and Referral. As such, they already have the infrastructure in place to provide referrals and
information about Child Care Health Consultant services.
d. Last bid date: 07/16/2012 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
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 Children¿s Cabinet, Inc. has multiple contracts with divisions and programs within DHHS. To the program's knowledge,
The Children¿s Cabinet, Inc. provides high quality services.

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 bvale1 10/08/2012 15:26:11 PM
Division Approval bvale1 10/08/2012 15:26:14 PM
Department Approval bvale1 10/08/2012 15:26:17 PM
Contract Manager Approval bvale1 10/09/2012 15:51:26 PM
Budget Analyst Approval nhovden 10/16/2012 16:53:43 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/16/2012 16:53:56 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 11182 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

PUBLIC PARTNERSHIPS, LLC

Agency Name: AGING SERVICES DIVISION Contractor Name: PUBLIC PARTNERSHIPS, LLC
Agency Code: 402 Address: 148 STATE ST FL 10
Appropriation Unit: 3266-16
Is budget authority
available?:

No City/State/Zip BOSTON, MA 02109-2510

If "No" please explain:  Pending aproval of work program
C25554 to add $400,000 authority to BA3266, Category
16.

Contact/Phone: Marc H. Fenton 617/426-2026

Vendor No.: T32000990
NV Business ID: NV20091423194

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2011-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

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

Agency Reference #: RFP #1854

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 08/01/2010

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

07/31/2013

Contract term: 3 years

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is an amendment to the original contract which provides in-home behavioral therapy. This amendment
increases the maximum contract amount from $1,800,000 to $2,886,063.00. The original contract amount reflected
the amount needed for the pilot project.  This increase reflects what is needed for the permanent program created in
the 2011 Legislative Session.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $1,800,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $1,086,063.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $2,886,063.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
In-home behavioral therapy is one of the services provided to clients of the Aging and Disabilty Services Autism Program.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
No state agencies or employees have the equipment or the experience to provide these services.
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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 contractor was selected as the best solution by the evaluation committee based on pre-determined evaluation criteria.
d. Last bid date: 03/04/2010 Anticipated re-bid date: 02/01/2013

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
This contractor is currently contracted with Mental Health Development Services. Services 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 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 lgoulart 10/04/2012 09:50:39 AM
Division Approval lgoulart 10/04/2012 09:51:21 AM
Department Approval bvale1 10/05/2012 15:02:12 PM
Contract Manager Approval vkemp 10/08/2012 08:13:51 AM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 10/17/2012 06:36:53 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/17/2012 13:33:53 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13839

Legal Entity
Name:

SOUTHERN NEVADA HEALTH

Agency Name: HEALTH DIVISION Contractor Name: SOUTHERN NEVADA HEALTH
Agency Code: 406 Address: DISTRICT
Appropriation Unit: 3222-17 PO BOX 3902
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89127

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/759-1649
Vendor No.: T27001231B
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: HD 12159

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2013
Contract term: 1 year and 60 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: Home Visiting Svcs

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal agreement to expand evidence-based home visiting services, to promote maternal, infant
and early childhood health, and safety, as well as the development of strong parent-child relationships.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $294,938.00
Other basis for payment: Payments invoiced monthly, based on visits conducted.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Federal Grant mandates the promotion of maternal, infant and early childhood health, and safety, as well as building upon
existing State infrastructure with regard to existing home visiting programs currently being conducted throughout the State.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Health Division does not have the resources to perform this function.

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?
Contracts are being awarded to all three bidding vendors, as they all meet the minimum federal home visitation criteria. The
Sunrise Children's Foundation, and UNR contracts were approved by the September BOE.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

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

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval valpers 10/09/2012 08:45:38 AM
Division Approval valpers 10/09/2012 08:45:42 AM
Department Approval bvale1 10/09/2012 14:43:42 PM
Contract Manager Approval cschmid2 10/09/2012 14:58:09 PM
Budget Analyst Approval bberry 10/12/2012 11:01:32 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/16/2012 16:04:49 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13796

Legal Entity
Name:

UNLV SCHOOL OF DENTAL MEDICINE

Agency Name: HEALTH DIVISION Contractor Name: UNLV SCHOOL OF DENTAL
MEDICINE

Agency Code: 406 Address: 1001 SHADOW LN MS 7410
Appropriation Unit: 3222-19
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89106-4124

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/774-2817
Vendor No.: D35000824
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: HD 13049

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 07/31/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 273 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: Dental Director

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal agreement to provide a part time dental professor to assist in overseeing the state's Oral
Health program.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $124,140.15
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $8,276.01 per Quarter

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Health Division requires a Doctor of Dentistry to assist the State's Oral Health Program as an advocate and as a liaison
between the State, community and various professional organizations to enhance oral healthcare within the state.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Oral Health Program does not have an individual that is a Doctor of Dentistry.

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
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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 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 mwillia9 09/28/2012 09:18:29 AM
Division Approval mwillia9 09/28/2012 09:18:35 AM
Department Approval bvale1 09/28/2012 09:22:02 AM
Contract Manager Approval cschmid2 09/28/2012 09:44:13 AM
Budget Analyst Approval bberry 09/28/2012 15:17:20 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/01/2012 18:59:55 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12087 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Anytime Plumbing Inc dba Abes
Plumbing Air Repair Fast

Agency Name: CHILD AND FAMILY SERVICES
DIVISION

Contractor Name: Anytime Plumbing Inc dba Abes
Plumbing Air Repair Fast

Agency Code: 409 Address: 4690 W. Post Road, Suite 130
Appropriation Unit: 3646-07
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89118-4345

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702.632.9300
Vendor No.: T80725910A
NV Business ID: NV19991205584

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2015
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

X General Funds 43.30 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 53.50 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 3.20 % Private Insurance

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2011

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 4 years

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides 'as needed' plumbing repair services for the
division's eleven buildings located at 6171 W. Charleston Blvd., Las Vegas. This amendment extends the
termination date from June 30, 2013 to June 30, 2015 and increases the maximum amount from $20,000 to $50,000
due to the need for ongoing repairs as the aging buildings have increased sewer line issues and pipes are
breaking/splitting in the various buildings.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $20,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $30,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $50,000.00

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 06/30/2015

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
For the health and safety of staff, residents and visitors. Due to the age of the buildings on this campus, it is important to
have a contract for repairs in place to avoid the possibility of having a building on campus without running water, flooding,
etc., which would negatively impact program services.

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

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

No

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Anytime Plumbing, Inc. had the lowest, most responsible proposal.
d. Last bid date: 03/01/2011 Anticipated re-bid date: 03/01/2015

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
FY12 - current; the Department of Health and Human Services, Division of Child and Family Services. 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:
Foreign Corporation

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

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

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

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval dkluever 09/04/2012 08:50:53 AM
Division Approval dkluever 09/04/2012 08:51:08 AM
Department Approval bvale1 09/26/2012 07:03:24 AM
Contract Manager Approval cphenix 09/26/2012 08:47:44 AM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 10/01/2012 10:16:48 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/01/2012 18:54:47 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13419 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

H&K Architects

Agency Name: ADJUTANT GENERAL & NATL
GUARD

Contractor Name: H&K Architects

Agency Code: 431 Address: 5485 RENO CORPORATE DR STE 100
Appropriation Unit: 3650-10
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89511-2262

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Max Hershenow 775/332-6640
Vendor No.: T80984709
NV Business ID: NV19941047730

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: 055-2012

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 06/05/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

09/12/2013

Contract term: 1 year and 99 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: C-12 Hangar Door

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original contract, which provides design documents and types A, B, and C
engineering services for the C-12 Hangar Door Remodel and Solar Wall Installation at the Washoe County Armory.
The type C engineering services assume 3 projects will be constructed concurrently under one contract.  This
amendment adds additional design scope and funding to the existing contract to increase the scope of vendor's
engineering services needed for the SolarWall System installation.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $69,100.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $7,500.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $4,500.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $81,100.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Addition of sub-consultant to narrow design and scope of the SolarWall System.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
State employees do not possess requisite skills and certifications to design documents and Type A, B, and C services.
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9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Per NAC 333.150 vendor has requisite skills and certifications to perform the professional design Type A, B, C.
d. Last bid date: 04/06/2012 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
This vendor has been used by the Office of the Military and has performed satisfactorily.

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

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
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 bhernan2 10/05/2012 12:12:28 PM
Division Approval jmcentee 10/09/2012 18:10:33 PM
Department Approval jmcentee 10/09/2012 18:10:35 PM
Contract Manager Approval jmcentee 10/10/2012 12:13:56 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jborrowm 10/15/2012 10:50:33 AM
BOE Agenda Approval jborrowm 10/15/2012 10:50:43 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13711

Legal Entity
Name:

VANGUARD Pest and Weed Control

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS Contractor Name: VANGUARD Pest and Weed Control
Agency Code: 440 Address: 283 N. 3rd St
Appropriation Unit: 3723-09
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Panaca, NV 89030

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775-962-1564
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20081347938

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

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

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 242 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide regular scheduled pest control services at Pioche Conservation Camp.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $11,700.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

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

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

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

No

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Vanguard local vendor and had the lowest bid.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:
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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 ssergent 08/16/2012 09:48:21 AM
Division Approval bfarris 09/06/2012 08:18:41 AM
Department Approval dreed 09/06/2012 09:51:24 AM
Contract Manager Approval mvarne1 09/20/2012 10:21:32 AM
Budget Analyst Approval cmurph3 09/24/2012 16:43:37 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 09/30/2012 08:05:52 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending

Page 2 of 2Contract #: 13711 32



BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13790

Legal Entity
Name:

CHURCHILL COUNTY SCHOOL DIST

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS Contractor Name: CHURCHILL COUNTY SCHOOL DIST
Agency Code: 440 Address: 1222 South Taylor
Appropriation Unit: 3727-35
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Carson City, NV 89406

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Kristina Moore 775/842-6139
Vendor No.: T40231700
NV Business ID: Not Applicable

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

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
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 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 11/12/2015
Contract term: 3 years and 11 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: Alfalfa hay Purchase

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal agreement to provide alfalfa hay to feed livestock at the Prison Ranch, provide the Churchill
Future Farmers of America/Equipment Training Program with a market for the hay that is produced through this
program, while providing training opportunities for both programs.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $275,000.00
Other basis for payment: Price determined by mutual agreement between parties after receiving quotes and input from hay
bokers in the area.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Prison Ranch buys large quantities of alfalfa hay each year from various suppliers to feed their livestock.  The Churchill
County School District's FFA program grows and harvests hay to support their FFA program.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Prison Ranch requires more hay than state facilities can produce.

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

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Exempt (Per statute)
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c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Nevada State Purchasing has deemed the FFA's hay surplus.
This Interlocal Agreement only supplements the hay needed during the year and benefits both parties.  This Interlocal
Agreement benefits both parties.  The Churchill County FFA needs a reliable buyer of their hay and the Prison Ranch needs
another source for obtaining hay.
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:
Prison Ranch FY 04 to current.  Contractor has provided satisfactory service.

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

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is not registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office because the legal entity is a:
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 ddastal 09/03/2012 17:25:16 PM
Division Approval ddastal 09/03/2012 17:25:19 PM
Department Approval ddastal 09/03/2012 17:25:23 PM
Contract Manager Approval ddastal 09/03/2012 17:25:27 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cmurph3 09/24/2012 16:33:26 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 09/30/2012 08:08:15 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13547

Legal Entity
Name:

Western Exterminator Company

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS Contractor Name: Western Exterminator Company
Agency Code: 440 Address: 2943 E. Alexander Rd.
Appropriation Unit: 3747-09
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip North Las Vegas, NV 89030

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Trent English 702.501.8998
Vendor No.: PUR0000491E
NV Business ID: NV19951057505

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

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

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 242 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide ongoing pest control services at Ely State Prison and Ely Conservation Camp.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $21,120.00
Other basis for payment: Upon completion of service and submission of invoice.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

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

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

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

No

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Overall they had the best proposal to best meet the needs of the Department.
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d. Last bid date: 05/04/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 05/04/2016

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
FY08-FY12; Department of Corrections. Services have been verified as satisfactory.

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

Not Applicable

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

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

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

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

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval ssergent 09/14/2012 08:22:35 AM
Division Approval bfarris 09/17/2012 13:55:47 PM
Department Approval bfarris 09/17/2012 13:55:53 PM
Contract Manager Approval jhardy 09/27/2012 08:37:58 AM
Budget Analyst Approval cmurph3 10/01/2012 07:48:33 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/02/2012 12:59:35 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 11651 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

MorphoTrust USA, Inc. dba MT USA, Inc.

Agency Name: DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY Contractor Name: INTEGRATED BIOMETRIC TECHNLGY
SVCS LLC DBA IBT

Agency Code: 650 Address: 1650 WABASH AVE STE D
Appropriation Unit: 4709-00
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip SPRINGFIELD, IL 62704

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Chris Brown 217-726-1480
Vendor No.: T27020650
NV Business ID: NV20121363420

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2011-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

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

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/09/2010

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

11/30/2012

Contract term: 3 years and 22 days

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: Technology Contract

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original revenue contract, which provides a coordinated submission of electronic
fingerprinting for non-law enforcement sites to the Department of Public Safety, Records and Technology Division.
Private and non-law enforcement agencies who provide fingerprinting services for criminal history background
checks submit electronic fingerprints through Morpho Trust, and Morpho Trust submits the fingerprints to the
Division.  This amendment assigns the contract to the new owner of the business; revises the fees collected to
comply with FBI requirements; extends the termination date from November 30, 2012 to November 30, 2013; and
increases the maximum amount from $2,000,000 to $8,000,000.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $2,000,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $6,000,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $8,000,000.00

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 11/30/2013

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
State statutes require fingerprint scanning to verify identification of individuals.  This contract continues the electronic
fingerprint scanning of fingerprints, in lieu of manual scanning of fingerprints, at a lower cost to user agencies and private
entities.
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8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
No State of Nevada agencies have the ability to complete this work.

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 #: 100307A
        Approval Date: 06/14/2012
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?

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

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
This contractor has been the current provider for this service since 2007 and the services are 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?
No b. If "No", please explain:

MorphoTrust USA Inc. purchased Integrated Biometric Technology Services.  Part of this amendment is an
assignment of the contract.

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 jdibasil 10/15/2012 14:29:45 PM
Division Approval jdibasil 10/15/2012 14:29:49 PM
Department Approval mteska 10/15/2012 14:40:52 PM
Contract Manager Approval jbauer 10/15/2012 15:54:09 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jstrandb 10/16/2012 08:03:48 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:00:21 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13822

Legal Entity
Name:

California Highway Patrol

Agency Name: DPS-HIGHWAY PATROL Contractor Name: California Highway Patrol
Agency Code: 651 Address: 3300 Reed Avenue
Appropriation Unit: 4713-13
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip West Sacramento, CA 95605

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null916-376-3505
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

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

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

X Highway Funds 100.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2013
Contract term: 1 year and 60 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: Vehicle builds

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new interlocal agreement to provide for installation of law enforcement equipment (lights, radios, push
bumpers, decals) in new fleet vehicles owned by the Department of Public Safety, Highway Patrol Division.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $35,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $500.00 per vehicle build
Other basis for payment: payment upon receipt of invoice

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The new NHP police fleet vehicles need to be equipped with the necessary law enforcement equipment (lights, radios, push
bumpers, decals) before they can be distributed to command offices statewide for use on the street.  The California Highway
Patrol can provide this service faster and cheaper than any agency or business in Nevada and they are in a unique position
right now to be able to provide this service to NHP.  By utilizing the California Highway Patrol to complete the build outs with
their established process, NHP will increase the speed at which NHP can deploy its newer fleet vehicles to replace the aging
vehicles that are becoming costly to maintain.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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There currently are no State of NV governmental agencies or private businesses with the necessary expertise to complete
the build out of NHP's police fleet vehicles as quickly and cost effective as the California Highway Patrol can provide the
services.

NHP has extensively researched agencies and private businesses with the expertise to provide these services.  NHP has
found that the California Highway Patrol can not only complete the vehicle build outs the quickest, but also their fee for the
services is considerably cheaper than any other agency or business.

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?
Governmental entity
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

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

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval shoh1 10/16/2012 11:45:22 AM
Division Approval shoh1 10/16/2012 11:45:24 AM
Department Approval mteska 10/17/2012 08:03:46 AM
Contract Manager Approval jbauer 10/17/2012 11:43:54 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jstrandb 10/18/2012 08:57:17 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:56:34 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13823 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Christine Thiel

Agency Name: CONSERVATION & NATURAL
RESOURCES

Contractor Name: Christine Thiel

Agency Code: 700 Address: 2801 Tamara Court
Appropriation Unit: 4203-13
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Minden, NV 89426

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Christine Thiel 775-267-3734
Vendor No.: T27018933
NV Business ID: NV2021355411

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2010-2017
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 100.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2010

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

02/28/2013

Contract term: 7 years and 60 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Thiel

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing services to advise the Director of the
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR) regarding issues relating to the state's Truckee River
Operating Agreement.  This amendment extends the termination date from February 28, 2013 to February 28, 2017
and increases the maximum amount from $63,000 to $150,112 due to the extension.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $63,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $87,112.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $150,112.00

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 02/28/2017

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The critical nature of the State of Nevada's participation and involvement in work to be accomplished.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Because of time constraints, staff constraints and experience constraints, State employees are unable to do 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: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
This contractor has the expertise in the duties to be performed and familiarity with the Truckee River Operating Agreement.
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:
DCNR currently has a contract with this contractor and the quality of 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:
Sole Proprietor

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

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

NA

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval abrook1 10/03/2012 13:29:34 PM
Division Approval abrook1 10/03/2012 13:29:41 PM
Department Approval abrook1 10/03/2012 13:29:46 PM
Contract Manager Approval abrook1 10/03/2012 13:29:50 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/17/2012 15:35:47 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:53:18 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13855 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

Hoffman Test Guinan & Collier

Agency Name: CONSERVATION & NATURAL
RESOURCES

Contractor Name: Hoffman Test Guinan & Collier

Agency Code: 700 Address: PO Box 187
Appropriation Unit: 4203-13
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Reno, NV 89504

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Jack Hoffman 775-322-4081
Vendor No.: T80078580A
NV Business ID: NV19761003117

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

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
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 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

02/28/2013

Contract term: 4 years and 120 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Hoffman

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides ongoing legal assistance to the department on
selected water rights/water litigation and with negotiations in ongoing cases.  This amendment extends the
termination date from February 28, 2013 to February 28, 2017 and increases the maximum amount from $75,000 to
$247,104 due to the extension.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $75,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $172,104.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $247,104.00

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 02/28/2017

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
the firm provides the Director with continuity in ongoing water litigation, which may last for years.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Department relies on the cumulative memory provided by the firm's association with the selected litigation.

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

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?

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:
From 1983 through 2010, the firm has been engaged under contract with the Attorney General's Office to provide service to
the Department of Conservation & Natural Resources.  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 abrook1 10/08/2012 10:22:07 AM
Division Approval abrook1 10/08/2012 10:22:11 AM
Department Approval abrook1 10/08/2012 10:22:15 AM
Contract Manager Approval abrook1 10/08/2012 10:22:18 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/17/2012 14:40:31 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:50:51 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: CONV5702 Amendment

Number:
4

Legal Entity
Name:

CLS AMERICA, INC

Agency Name: WILDLIFE DIVISION Contractor Name: CLS AMERICA, INC
Agency Code: 702 Address: 4300 Forbes Blvd, Suite 110
Appropriation Unit: 4457-28
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Lanham, MD 20706

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null3019254411
Vendor No.: T29008083
NV Business ID: N/A

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

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
X Federal Funds 25.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 75.00 % Heritage Fund and Wildlife Trust Fund
Agency Reference #: 09-30

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 09/08/2008

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 4 years and 296 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the fourth amendment to the original contract, which provides satellite animal tracking data transmission.
The data is sent from animal collars to the vendor via satellite. The data is critical for the department  and land
management agencies to make appropriate population and habitat management decisions. This amendment
increases the maximum amount from $94,880 to $110,880 because the department was able to deploy more collars
than we anticipated; and the battery life (hence the useful life) of the collars is exceeding expectations.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $24,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $70,880.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $16,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $110,880.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The data sent by animal collars to CLS America by satellite and accessed remotely by the Department will allow the
Department to better understand the migration routes and movement patterns of big game animals across the landscape.
This information is critical for this Department and land management agencies to make appropriate population and habitat
management decisions that will result in the long-term propagation and conservation of the species as affected by large-
scale projects such as mining, energy development, transportation corridors and urban expansion, all of which are potentially
detrimental to wildlife.
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8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Department has no control over or access to the use of satellites for tracking animal movements.

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?
Sole source waivers have been obtained from Purchasing on the original contract and prior amendments, but Purchasing no
longer opines on waiver requests for non-RFP contracts - the Departments do their own due diligence.  Sole source
treatment is appropriate because the Sirtrack collars worn by the animals being tracked communicate only with the Argos
satellite system, and CLS America has full control over that system.  Sirtrack was selected by Purchasing in 2007 via
competitive bidding for the manufacturing of several wildlife satellite transmitting collars.  All Sirtrack's collars are
programmed to communicate only with the ARGOS satellite system.  Therefore, we are compelled to contract with CLS
America for their services since they have sole control over that system.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
For the Department of Wildlife 2007-the present. Their service has been 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 NOT registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
Foreign Corporation
For NRS 80, CLS America is not doing business in Nevada.  It provides animal telemetry via satellite-GPS collars not
owned by CLS. The Department reads the telemetry data from CLS's website. CLS headquarters is in Maryland. It
has no employees or equipment in Nevada at any time. CLS communicates with NDOW by phone and email.  In
addition, it is conducting business in interstate commerce, which by statute (NRS 80.015(1)(m)) does not constitute
doing business in Nevada.

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.

For NRS 76, CLS America is not doing business in Nevada. It meets none of the criteria of NRS 76.100(6). It provides
animal telemetry via satellite-GPS collars not owned by CLS, placed on animals by another company. The
Department reads the telemetry data from CLS's website. CLS headquarters is in Maryland. It has no employees or
equipment in Nevada at any time. CLS communicates with the Department from out of State by phone and email.

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.
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For NRS 80, CLS America is not doing business in Nevada.  It provides animal telemetry via satellite-GPS collars not
owned by CLS. The Department reads the telemetry data from CLS's website. CLS headquarters is in Maryland. It
has no employees or equipment in Nevada at any time. CLS communicates with NDOW by phone and email.  In
addition, it is conducting business in interstate commerce, which by statute (NRS 80.015(1)(m)) does not constitute
doing business in Nevada.

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval mkrumena 10/01/2012 08:54:01 AM
Division Approval mkrumena 10/01/2012 08:54:04 AM
Department Approval mkrumena 10/01/2012 08:54:07 AM
Contract Manager Approval mkrumena 10/01/2012 08:54:11 AM
Budget Analyst Approval dhumphre 10/04/2012 10:59:00 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:06:18 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: CONV2008 Amendment

Number:
7

Legal Entity
Name:

System Consultants

Agency Name: WILDLIFE Contractor Name: System Consultants
Agency Code: 702 Address: 185 North Maine Street
Appropriation Unit: 4461-12
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Fallon, Nv 89406-2902

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null7754231345
Vendor No.: T80965873
NV Business ID: NV20101587444

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2004-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

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

Agency Reference #: 04-18

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 12/01/2003

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/01/2012

Contract term: 9 years and 244 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the seventh amendment to the original contract, which provides for administering and processing of
Application Hunts (tag applications and awards) and Return Cards for the Nevada Department of Wildlife (NDOW)
using the system created by this contractor and staff who work for this contractor.  This amendment extends the
termination date from December 1, 2012 to July 31, 2013 and increases the maximum amount from $8,694,201.75 to
$9,774,555.75 so that hunting tag application and return card processing can continue and NDOW can continue to
receive significant and vital revenues while the department finishes work on an RFP for this service for the period
beginning August 1, 2013.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $1,663,750.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $7,030,451.75
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $1,080,354.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $9,774,555.75

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 07/31/2013

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
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Game tag applications and return cards (information from hunters associated with tags) must be processed or such fees
cannot be collected, tags cannot be awarded, and return card information cannot be processed. NRS 502.175 mandates that
the Department of Wildlife contract with a private entity. In addition, legislation and/or Wildlife Commission action may result
in the need for program enhancements.  An RFP is being prepared for this service for a new contract to take effect August 1,
2013.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
NRS 502.175 mandates the Department contract with a private entity for the application hunt program administration and
system maintenance.

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?
Solicitation waiver 110910A.  Note that this contractor was the only vendor to submit a proposal in response to the last two
FRPs.
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:
System and manual processing for tag applications and return cards, and development of NDOW's separate system for
hunting and fishing licenses and other NDOW operating information.  Performance: 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:
Sole Proprietor

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

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

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval mkrumena 10/09/2012 08:11:39 AM
Division Approval mkrumena 10/09/2012 08:11:42 AM
Department Approval mkrumena 10/09/2012 08:11:45 AM
Contract Manager Approval mkrumena 10/09/2012 08:11:48 AM
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Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:03:32 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:03:36 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13831

Legal Entity
Name:

Pisces Molecular LLC

Agency Name: WILDLIFE Contractor Name: Pisces Molecular LLC
Agency Code: 702 Address: 1600 Range St
Appropriation Unit: 4465-17 Ste 201
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Boulder, Co 80301-2723

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null303-546-9033
Vendor No.: T27030933
NV Business ID: N/A

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

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 25.00 % License
X Federal Funds 75.00 % Bonds 0.00 %

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: 13-10

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 08/01/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This testing had been conducted by the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR). Preliminary BOR test results were positive
for quagga in certain bodies of water in Nevada. However, BOR has changed their testing methods. Therefore it is
important that follow-up testing be done using standard methods to verify the presence of quagga. The dangers
aquatic invasive species pose are well known, and testing had to continue uninterrupted.  Also, NDOW withdrew the
contract from the October BOE agenda for correction.

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2013
Contract term: 1 year and 152 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Quagga testing

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide laboratory testing of water samples from Nevada's lakes, streams and reservoirs
to detect and monitor aquatic invasive species, using Polymerase Chain Reaction assay. Aquatic invasive species
pose very significant threats to Nevada's water resources. The department will order tests under this contract on an
as needed basis.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $20,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $200.00 per sample

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Combating aquatic invasive species is one of NDOWs most important tasks. Water testing under this contract is essential to
that effort. The dangers posed by aquatic invasive species are well known. Quagga and zebra mussels filter water, straining
zooplankton and phytoplankton which form the base of the food chain in lakes and ponds, reducing sustenance for sport and
native fish species. Mussel waste products increase the occurrence of toxic blue-green algae blooms.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Employees of the State of Nevada do not have the required analytical instruments or training.
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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?
Lowest price per sample and extensive experience working with other western states by providing Polymerase Chain
Reaction assay for quagga & zebra mussels.
d. Last bid date: 07/31/2012 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is NOT registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
LLC
Under NRS Chapter 86 (which includes registration and annual filing by LLCs), Pisces Molecular, a foreign LLC,
does not transact business in Nevada. Receiving orders outside Nevada in response to advertising, accepting the
orders outside Nevada and filling them by shipping goods into Nevada does not constitute transacting business
here (NRS 86.5483). NDOW sends samples to Pisces by common carrier; Pisces emails back reports. Pisces has no
people, offices or property in Nevada.

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.

Pisces Molecular LLC is not subject to the business license requirements of NRS Chapter 76 because it does not
meet any of the criteria to be considered as doing business in Nevada set forth in NRS 76.100(6). Pisces is a foreign
LLC with no operations in Nevada. It has no lab, offices, people or operations in Nevada. NDOW sends water
samples to Pisces by common carrier, and Pisces emails back reports.

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.

Under NRS Chapter 86 (which includes registration and annual filing by LLCs), Pisces Molecular, a foreign LLC,
does not transact business in Nevada. Receiving orders outside Nevada in response to advertising, accepting the
orders outside Nevada and filling them by shipping goods into Nevada does not constitute transacting business
here (NRS 86.5483). NDOW sends samples to Pisces by common carrier; Pisces emails back reports. Pisces has no
people, offices or property in Nevada.

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
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Budget Account Approval mkrumena 10/01/2012 12:30:27 PM
Division Approval mkrumena 10/01/2012 12:30:30 PM
Department Approval mkrumena 10/01/2012 12:30:33 PM
Contract Manager Approval mkrumena 10/01/2012 12:30:36 PM
Budget Analyst Approval dhumphre 10/04/2012 11:03:24 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:08:01 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 11941 Amendment

Number:
2

Legal Entity
Name:

William Michael Urrutia

Agency Name: PARKS DIVISION Contractor Name: William Michael Urrutia
Agency Code: 704 Address: dba Urrutia Ranch, Mike Urruti
Appropriation Unit: 4162-00 PO Box 226
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Friant, CA 93626

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null559-281-6676
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20101836083

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2011-2014
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

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

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 04/12/2011

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 2 years and 264 days

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: Grazing of cattle

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the second amendment to the original revenue contract, which provides leased rights for continued grazing
of up to 1,400 Animal Units Months on 1570 acres of designated pasture known as the North Ghigial Ranch in Lyon
County.  This amendment extends the termination date from December 31, 2012 to December 31, 2013 and increases
the maximum amount from $56,350 to $84,525 due to the extended period.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $28,175.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $28,175.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $28,175.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $84,525.00

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

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Noxious weeds need to be removed from the property.  Grazing cattle on the property is an environmentally friendly means
of getting rid of the weeds.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
N/A

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?

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:
2009 - present - State Parks.  Quality of 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:
Sole Proprietor

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

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

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval sdecrona 10/09/2012 09:40:13 AM
Division Approval sdecrona 10/09/2012 09:40:18 AM
Department Approval sdecrona 10/09/2012 09:45:42 AM
Contract Manager Approval sdecrona 10/09/2012 11:18:27 AM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2012 18:05:52 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/17/2012 14:11:21 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13820

Legal Entity
Name:

RHITHRON ASSOCIATES INC

Agency Name: ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION Contractor Name: RHITHRON ASSOCIATES INC
Agency Code: 709 Address: 33 FORT MISSOULA RD
Appropriation Unit: 3193-06
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip MISSOULA, MT 59804-7203

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null406/721-1977
Vendor No.: T29016979
NV Business ID: NV20101274370

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: DEP 13-008

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 242 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Periphyton Samples

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide for the identification and enumeration of benthic macroinvertebrate and periphyton
samples to assess the ecological integrity of Nevada¿s rivers and streams.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $62,320.00
Other basis for payment: Billing will be submitted quarterly, based on work completed.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The federal Clean Water Act (section 106) and State regulations require Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to
periodically evaluate the health of Nevada¿s waters, and review associated water quality standards.  This contract is needed
in our near future efforts to evaluate physical and biological health the States waters and the review of the State surface
water quality.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Analytical work requires a laboratory, taxonomy expertise and turnaround time that is not available within the state.

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?
Contract is <$25,000.00 per year. Rhithron Associates, Inc., EcoAnalyst, Inc. and Watershed Assessment Associates, LLC
were the only entities to respond to the request for quote. Rhithron Associates, Inc. submitted the lowest price.
d. Last bid date: 03/19/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 01/18/2016

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:
2002 to Present, Nevada Division of Environmental Protection, 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:
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 randrews 09/21/2012 14:28:28 PM
Division Approval ksertic 10/02/2012 16:48:44 PM
Department Approval ksertic 10/02/2012 16:49:05 PM
Contract Manager Approval sneudaue 10/09/2012 13:58:12 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2012 18:35:28 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:26:23 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13821

Legal Entity
Name:

Watershed Assessment Associates, LLC

Agency Name: ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION Contractor Name: Watershed Assessment Associates,
LLC

Agency Code: 709 Address: 28 Yates Street
Appropriation Unit: 3193-06
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Schenectady, NY 12305

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Jl Kelly Nolan 518-346-0225
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20121502845

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: DEP 13-009

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2016
Contract term: 3 years and 242 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Macroninvertebrate

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide for the identification and enumeration of benthic macroinvertebrate and periphyton
samples to assess the ecological integrity of Nevada¿s rivers and streams.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $43,117.00
Other basis for payment: Billing will be submitted quarterly, based on work completed.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The federal Clean Water Act (section 106) and State regulations require Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to
periodically evaluate the health of Nevada¿s waters, and review associated water quality standards.  This contract is needed
in our near future efforts to evaluate physical and biological health the States waters and the review of the State surface
water quality.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Analytical work requires a laboratory, taxonomy expertise and turnaround time that is not available within the state.

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?
Contract is <$25,000.00 per year. EcoAnalyst, Inc. and Watershed Assessment Associates, LLC were the only entities to
respond to the request for quote. Watershed Assessment Associates, LLC submitted the lowest price.
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 randrews 09/21/2012 14:29:07 PM
Division Approval ksertic 10/02/2012 16:50:26 PM
Department Approval ksertic 10/02/2012 16:50:33 PM
Contract Manager Approval sneudaue 10/09/2012 13:59:31 PM
Budget Analyst Approval jrodrig9 10/13/2012 18:37:11 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:26:58 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 10906 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

KPS 3 INC

Agency Name: INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS DIV Contractor Name: KPS 3 INC
Agency Code: 742 Address: 65 REGENCY WAY
Appropriation Unit: 4685-15
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89509

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: MIKE MCDOWELL 775/686-7415
Vendor No.: PUR0004720
NV Business ID: NV19941094961

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/30/2009

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 3 years and 212 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Create a program

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which creates and implements a statewide multimedia
workplace safety and health educational and informational program and tracks the efforts and success of the plan.
This amendment revises the contract scope to add the Nevada Division of Insurance to the existing contract to
redesign the Nevada Division of Insurance websites (rates.doi.nv.gov and doi.nv.gov) by combining them into one
new website which will be hosted at doi.nv.gov.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $475,000 to
$530,550. The amendment amount for the Division of Insurance will not exceed $55,550.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $475,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $55,550.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $530,550.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Affordable Care Act requires Nevada to post health insurance rate change applications and to accept comment on those
applications, thereby effectively allowing consumers to participate in the process. Last year, the Nevada Division of Insurance
created the website, rates.doi.nv.gov, to do this. However, it is a separate website from the Division of Insurance¿s main site,
because of this and other technical limitations it has proven ineffective. The Division of Insurance needs to upgrade its rate
review website, and integrate it with its main site doi.nv.gov adding an education component. Doing this will also comply with
the ACA requirement that the Nevada Division of Insurance educate consumers about the rate review process and their
participation in it.
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8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The agency has neither FTE's nor the trained staff to do this work

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

Yes

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Quality of proposal.  Overall value of services to be received for the contract price.
d. Last bid date: 07/01/2009 Anticipated re-bid date: 04/10/2013

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:
Contractor has been working with the Division of Industrial Relations for 10+ years and services 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 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 dburn4 10/05/2012 11:36:15 AM
Division Approval dburn4 10/05/2012 11:36:19 AM
Department Approval dburn4 10/05/2012 11:36:26 AM
Contract Manager Approval pverma 10/05/2012 11:39:07 AM
DoIT Approval bbohm 10/09/2012 14:07:40 PM
Budget Analyst Approval sbarkdul 10/09/2012 15:05:20 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/16/2012 15:46:04 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13835

Legal Entity
Name:

702 Productions

Agency Name: REAL ESTATE DIVISION Contractor Name: 702 Productions
Agency Code: 748 Address: 7145 Regena Ave
Appropriation Unit: 3820-04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89130

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Robert Gatti 702-656-7509
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20041632371

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

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Per-unit fee from all homeowners'
associations supports office

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 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2013
Contract term: 241 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Videographer

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to hire a videographer to assist the common interest community ombudsman in recording a
series of educational videos to be posted on the internet for use by homeowner's association boards. The
videographer will provide all equipment and technological expertise; the ombudsman will provide content and take
full ownership of the finished product.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $23,550.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $7,850.00 per Installment
Other basis for payment: Payment broken into 3 equal installments based upon completion of milestones.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The office's stated mission is to assist homeowners' association residents in understanding their rights and responsibilities.
The services in this contract are required to help the office reach a greater audience than has been possible through current
means. The Internet is a powerful and cost effective tool to reach a large audience and the Ombudsman has very modest
offerings on its Web site. This contract will help the office expand its education programs online.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
While the material to be presented through this program is within the expertise of the office, the means of delivery is not. The
contractor will provide the technological expertise to help the Ombudsman bring its message online in an effective way.

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 winning bidder was the only one to complete the application process. The bidder was evaluated by a committee, which
determined that the vendor was qualified to perform the work specified in the request for qualifications.
d. Last bid date: 06/17/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 07/01/2013

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
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 vleigh 10/09/2012 12:43:32 PM
Division Approval vleigh 10/09/2012 12:43:35 PM
Department Approval vleigh 10/09/2012 12:43:39 PM
Contract Manager Approval vleigh 10/09/2012 12:43:42 PM
Budget Analyst Approval sbarkdul 10/10/2012 05:08:40 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/16/2012 15:12:54 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13811

Legal Entity
Name:

PSI Services LLC

Agency Name: REAL ESTATE DIVISION Contractor Name: PSI Services LLC
Agency Code: 748 Address: 2950 N Hollywood Way Ste 200
Appropriation Unit: 3823-10
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Burbank, CA 91505

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Tadas Dabsys 818-847-6180
Vendor No.: T81107436
NV Business ID: NV20061738290

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

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

Agency Reference #: RFP #1989

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2016
Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Professional Exam Sv

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide the development and administration of professional real estate license exams.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $1,320,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $55.00 per Examination
Other basis for payment: Contractor will collect and hand over to the state $100 per exam registration, and will invoice the
state $55 per exam registration on a monthly basis.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Statute requires the administration of an examination for licensure.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The volume of examinations administered, the number of different examinations, the availability of examinations, the
complexity and specialized knowledge of testing psychometrics, and the need for computer-based testing and banks of items
require a professional testing service to administer the examinations for Real Estate Division programs.

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 #1989, 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: 07/05/2012 Anticipated re-bid date: 07/05/2015

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?
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 vleigh 09/19/2012 14:24:36 PM
Division Approval vleigh 09/19/2012 14:26:26 PM
Department Approval dburn4 09/20/2012 08:33:42 AM
Contract Manager Approval vleigh 09/20/2012 10:53:20 AM
Budget Analyst Approval sbarkdul 09/25/2012 07:25:35 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/02/2012 08:59:13 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13556 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

BEASLEY BROADCASTING OF
NEVADA

Agency Name: DEPT OF MOTOR VEHICLES Contractor Name: BEASLEY BROADCASTING OF
NEVADA

Agency Code: 810 Address: LLC/KCYE-FM KKLZ-FM
Appropriation Unit: 4741-40 1455 E TROPICANA AVE STE 800
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89119-8326

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/730-0300
Vendor No.: PUR0001285
NV Business ID: NV19971018601

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Off-Highway Vehicles and Emissions
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 06/13/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 1 year and 17 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Media Contract

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides for the delivery of information to our DMV
customers that will assist them in the titling and registering of Off-Highway Vehciles (OHV) as required by NRS 490.
This amendment increases the maximum amount from $7,500 to $15,000 to include the advertising of the
department's Smoking Vehicle Hotline Campaign for the purpose of informing our customers how to report smoking
vehicles that are polluting the environment.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $7,500.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $7,500.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $15,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
NRS 490 was passed in the 2011 Legislative Session requiring the public to title and register off-highway vehicles.  The
Central Services Division's budget account  was funded to educate the public on the requirements and processes mandated
by NRS 490.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
There are no State employees to provide this service.
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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 contract is one of a number of contractors chosen that offered an advertising schedule with cost-effective audience
reach and message frequency.  This contractor is one piece in an annual public education campaign supported by other
contractors.  The Department is contracting with every response.
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:
Previously contracted with DMV during FY09 and FY10.  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:
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 csthil 09/13/2012 15:56:21 PM
Division Approval csthil 09/13/2012 15:56:24 PM
Department Approval dcook 09/14/2012 11:06:15 AM
Contract Manager Approval hazevedo 09/18/2012 13:59:50 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:39:11 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:39:15 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13581 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

CBS RADIO

Agency Name: DEPT OF MOTOR VEHICLES Contractor Name: CBS RADIO
Agency Code: 810 Address: KMXB
Appropriation Unit: 4741-40 6655 W SAHARA AVE STE D110
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89146

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/889-5100
Vendor No.: T29013042A
NV Business ID: NV19961105919

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Off-Highway Vehicles and Emissions
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 06/27/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 1 year and 3 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Media Contract

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides  for the delivery of information to our DMV
customers that will assist them in the titling and registering Off-Highway Vehicles (OHV) as required by NRS 490.
This amendment increases the maximum amount from $7,500 to $15,000 to include the advertising of the
department's Smoking Vehicle Hotline Campaign for the purpose of informing our customers how to report smoking
vehicles that are polluting the environment.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $7,500.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $7,500.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $15,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
In the 2011 Legislative Session both the Pollution Control Budget and the Off-Highway Vehicle Program were provided
funding for the purpose of educating the public on the DMV related information.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
There are no State employees to provide this service.

9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? Yes

Page 1 of 2Contract #: 13581 49



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 contract is one of a number of contractors chosen that offered an advertising schedule with cost-effective audience
reach and message frequency.  This contractor is one piece in an annual public education campaign supported by other
contractors.  The Department is contracting with every response.
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 contracted with DMV.  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:
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 akeillor 09/27/2012 13:21:28 PM
Division Approval akeillor 09/27/2012 13:21:31 PM
Department Approval dcook 09/27/2012 15:36:59 PM
Contract Manager Approval hazevedo 09/27/2012 16:19:38 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:41:56 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:42:00 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13587 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

LOTUS BROADCASTING
CORPORATION

Agency Name: DEPT OF MOTOR VEHICLES Contractor Name: LOTUS BROADCASTING
CORPORATION

Agency Code: 810 Address: KOMP, KXPT, KENO, KBAD, KWID
Appropriation Unit: 4741-40 8755 W FLAMINGO RD
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89147

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/876-1460
Vendor No.: PUR0004745
NV Business ID: NV19651000748

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Off-Highway Vehicles and Emissions
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 06/21/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 1 year and 9 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Media Contract

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides for the delivery of information to our DMV
customers that will assist them in the titling and registering Off-Highway Vehicles (OHV) as required by NRS 490.
This amendment increases the maximum amount from $7,500 to $15,015 to include the advertising of the
department's Smoking Vehicle Hotline Campaign for the purpose of informing our customers how to report smoking
vehicles that are polluting the environment.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $7,500.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $7,515.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $15,015.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
NRS 490 was passed in the 2011 Legislative Session requiring the public to title and register off-highway vehicles.  The
Central Services Division's budget account was funded to educate the public on the requirements and processes mandated
by NRS 490.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
There are no State employees to provide this service.
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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 contract is one of a number of contractors chosen that offered an advertising schedule with cost-effective audience
reach and message frequency.  This contractor is one piece in an annual public education campaign supported by other
contractors.  The Department is contracting with every response.
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:
Previously contracted with DMV in FY2010.  Service was satisfactory.

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

Not Applicable

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

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

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

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

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval csthil 09/14/2012 11:18:19 AM
Division Approval csthil 09/14/2012 11:18:22 AM
Department Approval dcook 09/14/2012 11:21:16 AM
Contract Manager Approval hazevedo 09/18/2012 14:00:26 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:40:12 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:40:17 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13694 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

LOTUS RADIO CORP DBA

Agency Name: DEPT OF MOTOR VEHICLES Contractor Name: LOTUS RADIO CORP DBA
Agency Code: 810 Address: KOZZ KDOT KUUB KPLY KHIT
Appropriation Unit: 4741-40 2900 SUTRO ST
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89512-1616

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null775/329-9261
Vendor No.: PUR0004823
NV Business ID: NV19671000464

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

General Funds 0.00 % X Fees 100.00 % Off-Highway Vehicles and Emissions
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/24/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 341 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Media Contract

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides for the delivery of information to our DMV
customers that will assist them in the titling and registering Off-Highway Vehicles (OHV) as required by NRS 490.
This amendment increases the maximum amount from $7,500 to $15,000 to include the advertising of the
department's Smoking Vehicle Hotline Campaign for the purpose of informing our customers how to report smoking
vehicles that are polluting the environment.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $7,500.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $7,500.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $15,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
NRS 490 was passed in the 2011 Legislative Session requiring the public to title and register off-highway vehicles.  The
Central Services Division's budget account was funded to educate the public on the requirements and processes mandated
by NRS 490.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
There are no State employees to provide this service.

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?
This contract is one of a number of contractors chosen that offered an advertising schedule with cost-effective audience
reach and message frequency.  This contractor is one piece in an annual public education campaign supported by other
contractors.  The Department is contracting with every response.
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:
Previously contracted with the DMV in FY10.  Service was satisfactory.

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

Not Applicable

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

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

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

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

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval csthil 09/13/2012 15:55:55 PM
Division Approval csthil 09/13/2012 15:55:59 PM
Department Approval dcook 09/14/2012 11:07:02 AM
Contract Manager Approval hazevedo 09/18/2012 14:00:11 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:31:04 AM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/18/2012 11:31:12 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13819

Legal Entity
Name:

JOURNAL BROADCAST GROUP DBA

Agency Name: DEPT OF MOTOR VEHICLES Contractor Name: JOURNAL BROADCAST GROUP DBA
Agency Code: 810 Address: KTNV TV 13
Appropriation Unit: 4744-18 3355 S VALLEY VIEW BLVD
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89102

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/257-8332
Vendor No.: T27015915
NV Business ID: NV19801004982

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

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

X Highway Funds 100.00 % 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 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2013
Contract term: 241 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Media Contract

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract for the purpose of delivering information to our DMV customers that will allow them options
other than standing in line.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $12,005.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Director's Office budget account was funded for the Public Education Campaign in the 2011 Legislative Session to
educate the public on DMV related information.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
There are no State employees to provide 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):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?

Page 1 of 2Contract #: 13819 52



This contract is one of a number of contractors chosen that offered an advertising schedule with cost-effective audience
reach and message frequency.  This contractor is one piece in an annual public education campaign supported by other
contractors.  The Department is contracting with every response.
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:
Previously contracted with DMV in FY08, FY09, FY10 and FY12.

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 csthil 09/13/2012 15:50:42 PM
Division Approval csthil 09/13/2012 15:50:45 PM
Department Approval dcook 09/14/2012 11:07:50 AM
Contract Manager Approval hazevedo 09/18/2012 14:00:39 PM
Budget Analyst Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:04:56 PM
BOE Agenda Approval cwatson 10/16/2012 14:05:00 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: CONV5816 Amendment

Number:
35

Legal Entity
Name:

Fleet & Industrial Supply Cent

Agency Name: REHABILITATION DIVISION Contractor Name: Fleet & Industrial Supply Cent
Agency Code: 901 Address: er
Appropriation Unit: 3253-00 800 Seal Beach Blvd, Bld 239
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Seal Beach, CA 90740

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Cecilia Clouse 5626267365
Vendor No.: INT000000
NV Business ID: Government Entity

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

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

Agency Reference #: 1300-09-BEN

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 10/01/2008

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
This amendment is the result of a settlement claim brought by the Contractor for equitable adjustments.  This
settlement has been agreed upon and signed by the Navy on September 28, 2012.  Amendments to this revenue
contract are effective upon endorsement by the Navy contracting officer.  Therefore, submission of contract
amendments for approval by the Board of Examiners will continuously necessitate retroactive amendments.

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

03/31/2013

Contract term: 4 years and 182 days

4. Type of contract: Revenue Contract
Contract description: Food Preparation & Serving Equipment

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the thirty-fifth amendment to the original contract, which provides full food service at the Naval Air Station in
Fallon, Nevada.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $2,457,966.47 to $3,344,616.47 in order to
settle claims brought by the contractor for equitable adjustments under the contract.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $836,400.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $2,457,966.47
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $50,250.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $3,344,616.47

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
NRS 426.640 and the Randolph Sheppard Act gives priority rights for the operations of vending services in public locations to
operators licensed through Business Enterprises of Nevada.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
Per NRS 426.715, agency staff or the State employees cannot legally provide concession services on a commission basis.

Page 1 of 2Contract #: CONV5816 53



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

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Revenue Contract per NRS 277.080 through 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 Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation, Rehabilitation Division, Bureau of Services to the Blind and
Visually Impaired/Business Enterprises of Nevada has been providing food services to the Fleet and Industrial Supply Center
at the Fallon Naval Air Station since October 2002.

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

Not Applicable

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

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 10/16/2012 13:01:42 PM
Division Approval tnash 10/16/2012 14:27:15 PM
Department Approval tnash 10/16/2012 14:27:19 PM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 10/17/2012 14:02:56 PM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 10/18/2012 07:38:33 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/20/2012 09:25:04 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13534 Amendment

Number:
1

Legal Entity
Name:

COMMUNITY SERVICES AGENCY OF

Agency Name: EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DIVISION Contractor Name: COMMUNITY SERVICES AGENCY OF
Agency Code: 902 Address: WASHOE COUNTY/CACFP
Appropriation Unit: 4770-12 PO BOX 10167
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip RENO, NV 89510

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Cloyd Phillips 702/786-6023
Vendor No.: T11677300
NV Business ID: 88-0095799

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

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

Agency Reference #: FY13-CEP-CSA

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/13/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 352 days

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: Jobs for Graduates

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the first amendment to the original contract, which provides training to improve the outcomes of public
education, improve work opportunities, and increase college enrollment and completion rates for high-risk youth
populations.  This amendment increases the maximum contract amount from $450,000 to $598,749 based on
adjusted salary, management, travel, and indirect costs.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $450,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $0.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $148,749.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $598,749.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State has committed to providing training for high-risk youth to improve outcomes for public education and improve work
opportunities.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Jobs for America's Graduates model requires that the state contract with a qualified non-profit organization to administer
this program in the state of Nevada.
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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?
Purchasing granted exemption of a formal solicitation per NRS 333.300(3).  Quality of proposal; scored the highest of the
three vendors that were solicited and submitted proposals.
d. Last bid date: Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

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

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

16. Not Applicable

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

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 10/04/2012 09:24:39 AM
Division Approval tnash 10/04/2012 09:37:50 AM
Department Approval tnash 10/19/2012 11:33:27 AM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 10/19/2012 11:33:30 AM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 10/25/2012 10:48:24 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/25/2012 13:15:12 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12260 Amendment

Number:
3

Legal Entity
Name:

WORKFORCE CONNECTIONS

Agency Name: EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DIVISION Contractor Name: WORKFORCE CONNECTIONS
Agency Code: 902 Address: 7251 W LAKE MEAD BLVD STE 200
Appropriation Unit: 4770-11
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89128-8365

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/638-8750
Vendor No.: T81079028
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: PY11-A-02

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2011

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: WIA Adult Allocation

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the third amendment to the original interlocal agreement, which provides ongoing employment and training
services to adults in southern Nevada.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $6,230,641 to
$7,230,641 to transfer funds from the Dislocated Workers Program to the Adult Workers Program.  This transfer is
allowable pursuant to State Compliance Policy 3.8 and the Code of Federal Regulations 667.140(b) and 661.358.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $5,182,567.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $1,048,074.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $1,000,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $7,230,641.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Workforce Investment Act (WIA) of 1998

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Governor's Workforce Investment Board designated the Local Workforce Investment Boards to facilitate the required
employment and training services in compliance with the Workforce Investment Act of 1998.

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?
Governor's Designated Agency - Interlocal contract
CFR Part 652 et al
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:
Workforce Connections has been under contract with the Department of Employment, Training and Rehabilitation since 2000
and has performed satisfactorily.

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

Not Applicable

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

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 09/05/2012 11:25:07 AM
Division Approval rolso1 09/05/2012 11:47:13 AM
Department Approval tnash 09/05/2012 15:22:33 PM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 09/18/2012 12:27:48 PM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 10/24/2012 08:09:05 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/25/2012 13:12:20 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 12261 Amendment

Number:
3

Legal Entity
Name:

WORKFORCE CONNECTIONS

Agency Name: EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DIVISION Contractor Name: WORKFORCE CONNECTIONS
Agency Code: 902 Address: 7251 W LAKE MEAD BLVD STE 200
Appropriation Unit: 4770-11
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89128-8365

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null702/638-8750
Vendor No.: T81079028
NV Business ID: Governmental Entity

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2012-2013
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %
Agency Reference #: PY11-DW-02

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 07/01/2011

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

06/30/2013

Contract term: 2 years

4. Type of contract: Interlocal Agreement
Contract description: WIA-DW Allocation

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the third amendment to the original interlocal agreement, which provides ongoing employment and training
services to dislocated workers in southern Nevada.  This amendment decreases the maximum amount from
$6,209,227 to $5,209,227 to transfer funds from the Dislocated Workers Program to the Adult Workers Program.
This transfer is allowable pursuant to State Compliance Policy 3.8 and Code of Federal Regulations 667.140 (b) and
661.358.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $5,943,200.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $266,027.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: -$1,000,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $5,209,227.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Workforce Investment Act (WIA) of 1998

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Governor's Workforce Investment Board designated the Local Workforce Investment Boards to facilitate the required
employment and training services in compliance with WIA.
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9. Were quotes or proposals solicited? No
Was the solicitation (RFP) done by the Purchasing
Division?

No

a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Exempt (Per statute)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Governor's designated Agency - Interlocal contract
CFR Part 652 et al
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:
Workforce Connections has been under contract with the Department of Employment, Training, and Rehabilitation since
2000 and has performed satisfactorily.

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

Not Applicable

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

15. Not Applicable

16. Not Applicable

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 09/05/2012 11:26:08 AM
Division Approval rolso1 09/05/2012 11:48:36 AM
Department Approval tnash 09/05/2012 15:24:07 PM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 09/18/2012 12:29:16 PM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 10/24/2012 08:07:03 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/25/2012 13:11:17 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 11512 Amendment

Number:
4

Legal Entity
Name:

PRESTON BASS INTERPRETING

Agency Name: EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DIVISION Contractor Name: PRESTON BASS INTERPRETING
Agency Code: 902 Address: SERVICES LLC
Appropriation Unit: All Appropriations PO BOX 370162
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip LAS VEGAS, NV 89137-0162

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: CAROLINE PRESTON BASS 702/228-
5181

Vendor No.: T27008077
NV Business ID: NV20041135569

To what State Fiscal Year(s) will the contract be charged? 2011-2015
What is the source of funds that will be used to pay the contractor? Indicate the percentage of each funding source if
the contractor will be paid by multiple funding sources.

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % All DETR Budget Accounts

Agency Reference #: 1584-12-DETR

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 09/03/2010

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

08/31/2014

Contract term: 3 years and 363 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Interpreter

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the fourth amendment to the original contract which provides for American Sign Language interpreting
services for the clients, employees, board members, or council members who are deaf or hearing impaired or
unable to understand the spoken language during meetings, conferences, or hearings. This amendment increases
the contract amount from, $29,000 to $44,000 due to increased need for services.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $8,500.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $20,500.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $15,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $44,000.00

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Interpreting services are necessary to meet the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
DETR staff is not qualified to provide these services.

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

No

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

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Vendor Pool
d. Last bid date: 07/01/2010 Anticipated re-bid date: 05/01/2014

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Preston Bass Interpreting is currently under contract and providing satisfactory service to the Department of  Employment,
Training and Rehabilitation.

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

Not Applicable

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

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

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

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

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval tmyler 09/27/2012 13:35:14 PM
Division Approval tnash 09/27/2012 13:42:44 PM
Department Approval tnash 09/27/2012 13:42:47 PM
Contract Manager Approval tnash 09/27/2012 13:44:11 PM
Budget Analyst Approval knielsen 09/28/2012 18:38:36 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/02/2012 12:58:33 PM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13817

Legal Entity
Name:

Cost Containment Strategies, Inc.

Agency Name: VICTIMS OF CRIME Contractor Name: Cost Containment Strategies, Inc.
Agency Code: 931 Address: 7150 Pollock Drive Ste 104
Appropriation Unit: 4895-04
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89119

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Bary Siskind 949-933-9336
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV19921037032

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

General Funds 0.00 % Fees 0.00 %
Federal Funds 0.00 % Bonds 0.00 %
Highway Funds 0.00 % X Other funding 100.00 % court & inmate wage assessments,

restitution, bail bond forfeitures, etc.
Agency Reference #: RFP #1993

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 12/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2016
Contract term: 4 years

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Med Review & Claims

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide medical billing review and claims management services for individuals who are
victims of violent crimes.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $5,000,000.00
Other basis for payment: $95,000 per month.  Additional costs of 3% per annum cost of living adjustment.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Victims of Crime Program (VOCP) is authorized by NRS 217.010 to provide assistance with medical expenses to
individuals who are victims of violent crime within the State of Nevada.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The agency does not have the expertise or the resources 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):

b. Soliciation Waiver: Not Applicable
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c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Pursuant to RFP #1993, and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendor was the highest scoring proposer as
determined by an independantly appointed evaluation commitee.
d. Last bid date: 07/01/2012 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?
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:
Current vendor.

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 jdagdaga 09/10/2012 11:06:46 AM
Division Approval bnix0 09/25/2012 12:02:23 PM
Department Approval jdagdaga 09/25/2012 13:06:31 PM
Contract Manager Approval rsalazar 09/25/2012 13:40:57 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 10/08/2012 15:08:47 PM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 10/16/2012 15:55:53 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13847

Legal Entity
Name:

CSG Government Solutions

Agency Name: SILVER STATE HEALTH
INSURANCE EXCHANGE

Contractor Name: CSG Government Solutions

Agency Code: 960 Address: 180 North Stetson Avenue
Appropriation Unit: 1400-70 Suite 870
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Chicago, IL 60601

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Tim Lenning 312-423-2111
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20121606936

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/13/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2014
Contract term: 2 years and 48 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: CSG

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide consulting and actuarial services directly related to Health Care Reform.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $500,000.00
Other basis for payment: Contract will be utilized on an as-needed basis and work will be authorized under this contract
through a Work Order process.  Before the start of any billable activity, the Exchange will assign a work order with a
description of the work to be performed and an agreed upon a ¿Not to Exceed¿ cost for same, based upon the contracted
hourly rates.  Work Order numbers must be included with each invoice for tracking purposes.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
In March 2010, the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act of 2010 (the PPACA) was enacted by Congress and signed
into law by the President of the United States.  This Health Care Reform (HCR) law mandates the creation of Health Benefit
Exchanges that allow consumers to access and evaluate plans from commercial insurers and to apply for health subsidy
programs (e.g., Medicaid, the Children's Health Insurance Program (CHIP), and subsidized commercial health insurance)
that best meet their needs through an online marketplace.  The contract is contingent upon mandates, requirements and
funds of the PPACA, which may change, discontinue, or revoke at any time.

Experts in the area of HCR will provide services including to but not limited to:
Peer review; Analysis of essential health benefits; qualified health plans and insurance markets; research and refine data on
exchange utilization; review of federal statutes and guidance thereof; review of activities in other states; actuarial analysis;
and other consulting services as requested.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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There are no state employees that have this level of knowledge.

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?
Pursuant to RFQ#1999, and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendors (the Silver State Health Insurance Exchange
has selected the three (3) highest vendors) were the highest scoring proposers as determined by an independently appointed
evaluation committee.
d. Last bid date: 08/09/2012 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
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 sderouss 10/08/2012 12:45:44 PM
Division Approval sderouss 10/08/2012 12:45:48 PM
Department Approval sderouss 10/08/2012 12:45:51 PM
Contract Manager Approval ascott 10/08/2012 13:31:54 PM
Budget Analyst Approval nhovden 10/17/2012 13:17:30 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/17/2012 13:17:36 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13849

Legal Entity
Name:

Milliman, Inc

Agency Name: SILVER STATE HEALTH
INSURANCE EXCHANGE

Contractor Name: Milliman, Inc

Agency Code: 960 Address: 1301 Fifth Avenue
Appropriation Unit: 1400-70 Suite 3800
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Seattle, WA 98101-2605

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Timothy Barclay 206-504-5603
Vendor No.: PUR0005194
NV Business ID: NV20011420475

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/13/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2014
Contract term: 2 years and 48 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Milliman

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide consulting and actuarial services directly related to Health Care Reform.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $500,000.00
Other basis for payment: Contract will be utilized on an as-needed basis and work will be authorized under this contract
through a Work Order process.  Before the start of any billable activity, the Exchange will assign a work order with a
description of the work to be performed and an agreed upon a Not to Exceed cost for same, based upon the contracted
hourly rates.  Work Order numbers must be included with each invoice for tracking purposes.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
In March 2010, the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act of 2010 (the PPACA) was enacted by Congress and signed
into law by the President of the United States.  This Health Care Reform (HCR) law mandates the creation of Health Benefit
Exchanges that allow consumers to access and evaluate plans from commercial insurers and to apply for health subsidy
programs (e.g., Medicaid, the Children's Health Insurance Program (CHIP), and subsidized commercial health insurance)
that best meet their needs through an online marketplace.  The contract is contingent upon mandates, requirements and
funds of the PPACA, which may change, discontinue, or revoke at any time.

Experts in the area of HCR will provide services including to but not limited to:
Peer review; Analysis of essential health benefits; qualified health plans and insurance markets; research and refine data on
exchange utilization; review of federal statutes and guidance thereof; review of activities in other states; actuarial analysis;
and other consulting services as requested.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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There are no state employees that have this level of knowledge.

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?
Pursuant to RFQ#1999, and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendors (the Silver State Health Insurance Exchange
has selected the three (3) highest vendors) were the highest scoring proposers as determined by an independently appointed
evaluation committee.
d. Last bid date: 08/09/2012 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
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 worked for Purchasing and the Division of Health Care Financing and Policy over the past several years,
all with satisfactory performance.

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 sderouss 10/08/2012 12:46:20 PM
Division Approval sderouss 10/08/2012 12:46:23 PM
Department Approval sderouss 10/08/2012 12:46:25 PM
Contract Manager Approval ascott 10/08/2012 13:31:15 PM
Budget Analyst Approval nhovden 10/17/2012 13:15:11 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/17/2012 13:15:17 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending

Page 2 of 2Contract #: 13849 60



BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13848

Legal Entity
Name:

Public Consulting Group

Agency Name: SILVER STATE HEALTH
INSURANCE EXCHANGE

Contractor Name: Public Consulting Group

Agency Code: 960 Address: 148 State Strret 10th Floor
Appropriation Unit: 1400-70
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Boston, MA 02109

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Djana Qaja 617-717-1331
Vendor No.: T32000898
NV Business ID: NV20021466314

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

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

Highway Funds 0.00 % Other funding 0.00 %

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 11/13/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2014
Contract term: 2 years and 48 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: PCG

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide consulting and actuarial services directly related to Health Care Reform.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $500,000.00
Other basis for payment: Contract will be utilized on an as-needed basis and work will be authorized under this contract
through a Work Order process.  Before the start of any billable activity, the Exchange will assign a work order with a
description of the work to be performed and an agreed upon a Not to Exceed cost for same, based upon the contracted
hourly rates.  Work Order numbers must be included with each invoice for tracking purposes.

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
In March 2010, the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act of 2010 (the PPACA) was enacted by Congress and signed
into law by the President of the United States.  This Health Care Reform (HCR) law mandates the creation of Health Benefit
Exchanges that allow consumers to access and evaluate plans from commercial insurers and to apply for health subsidy
programs (e.g., Medicaid, the Children's Health Insurance Program (CHIP), and subsidized commercial health insurance)
that best meet their needs through an online marketplace.  The contract is contingent upon mandates, requirements and
funds of the PPACA, which may change, discontinue, or revoke at any time.

Experts in the area of HCR will provide services including to but not limited to:
Peer review; Analysis of essential health benefits; qualified health plans and insurance markets; research and refine data on
exchange utilization; review of federal statutes and guidance thereof; review of activities in other states; actuarial analysis;
and other consulting services as requested.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
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There are no state employees that have this level of knowledge.

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?
Pursuant to RFQ#1999, and in accordance with NRS 333, the selected vendors (the Silver State Health Insurance Exchange
has selected the three (3) highest vendors) were the highest scoring proposers as determined by an independently appointed
evaluation committee.
d. Last bid date: 08/09/2012 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
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 worked for various divisions of Health and Human Services over the past several years, and for the Silver
State Health Insurance Exchange, all with satisfactory performance.

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 sderouss 10/08/2012 12:46:51 PM
Division Approval sderouss 10/08/2012 12:46:53 PM
Department Approval sderouss 10/08/2012 12:46:56 PM
Contract Manager Approval ascott 10/08/2012 13:31:38 PM
Budget Analyst Approval nhovden 10/17/2012 13:16:04 PM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/17/2012 13:16:08 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13704

Legal Entity
Name:

ALLISON MACKENZIE PAVLAKIS

Agency Name: LICENSING BOARDS &
COMMISSIONS

Contractor Name: ALLISON MACKENZIE PAVLAKIS

Agency Code: BDC Address: WRIGHT & FAGAN LTD
Appropriation Unit: B001 - All Categories 402 N DIVISION ST
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip CARSON CITY, NV 89703-4168

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Karen Peterson 775/687-0202
Vendor No.: T27028870
NV Business ID: NV19781001597

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

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

Agency Reference #: B060

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 09/01/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
Administrative coordination to obtain required signatures, deputy attorney general review and signature, and
updated insurance documentation was needed and could not be completed prior to the deadline date for the
September/October BOE meetings.

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2015
Contract term: 2 years and 302 days

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

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract for legal services required by the board including representation in law suits, disciplinary
actions, administrative hearings, legislative assistance and in providing specific legal advice.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $281,250.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $250.00 per Hour

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
Necessary engagemnt of Independent Contractor for purpose of accomplishing work of the Board under authority of NRS
284.173.  NRS 628.090 authorizes hiring of legal counsel.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
No legal expertise within agency and legal services to be provided regarding a specific knowledge of area and a need for
continuity of services.

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

No
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a. List the names of vendors that were solicited to submit proposals (include at least three):
Not Applicable
b. Soliciation Waiver: Professional Service (As defined in NAC 333.150)
c. Why was this contractor chosen in preference to other?
Firm has been providing Board's legal services for over 35 years and possesses the necessary expertise resulting in a
continuity of services and reduction of cost.
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:
Nevada State Board of Accountancy 1978 to present

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 vwind1 09/28/2012 11:37:32 AM
Division Approval vwind1 09/28/2012 11:37:35 AM
Department Approval vwind1 09/28/2012 11:37:55 AM
Contract Manager Approval vwind1 09/28/2012 11:38:01 AM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 10/08/2012 11:37:32 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/16/2012 16:52:16 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13706

Legal Entity
Name:

Hillerby & Associates

Agency Name: LICENSING BOARDS &
COMMISSIONS

Contractor Name: Hillerby & Associates

Agency Code: BDC Address: 4747 Caughlin Pkwy #9
Appropriation Unit: B001 - All Categories
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Reno, NV 89519

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Mike Hillerby 7753327660
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV19981221232

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

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

Agency Reference #: B060

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 09/01/2012

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

Retroactive? Yes
If "Yes", please explain
Administrative coordination to obtain required signatures, deputy attorney general review and signature, and
updated insurance documentation was needed and could not be completed prior to the deadline date for the
September/October BOE meetings.

3. Termination Date: 12/31/2013
Contract term: 1 year and 121 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Lobbyist

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract for legislative liaison for the Board of Accountancy to assist with dissemination of
information pertaining to the board's regulation of Certified Public Accountants and to monitor any legislative
activitity that may affect the Board of Accountancy.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $10,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $10,000.00 per Year

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Board of Accountancy will require a legislative liaison for the 2012 session.  During the session monitoring of any bills
that affect the regulation of Certified Public Accountants.  The issues during the session require special skills, expertise, and
knowledge of an experienced legislative liaison to assure optimal results for the Board and the citizens it serves.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Board will be available to provide testimony during the session to address any issues that may arise from legislative bill
drafts.  However assistance in planning and disseminating information to the legislative members that will be hearing the bills
that may affect the Board would still be needed.  The Board operates with a staff of two and does not have the availability,
expertise, or knowledge that can be uniquely performed by the Contractor.
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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?
Hillerby & Associates has unique knowledge, experience and a long history in representing a variety of Nevada State Boards.
Mr. Hillerby has also represented the professional membership organization and has a vast knowledge of the regulation of
Certified Public Accountants.
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:
Mr. Hillerby has and continues to serve as the legislative liaison for various other regulatory boards and commissions
including the Board of Pharmacy and under previous contract with the Nevada State Board of Accountancy.

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 vwind1 10/09/2012 11:49:01 AM
Division Approval vwind1 10/09/2012 11:49:10 AM
Department Approval vwind1 10/09/2012 11:49:13 AM
Contract Manager Approval vwind1 10/09/2012 11:49:22 AM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 10/12/2012 11:16:44 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/16/2012 13:04:18 PM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13824

Legal Entity
Name:

Computer Assisted Testing Service, INC

Agency Name: LICENSING BOARDS &
COMMISSIONS

Contractor Name: Computer Assisted Testing Service,
INC

Agency Code: BDC Address: 777 Mariners Island Boulevard
Appropriation Unit: B025 - All Categories Suite 200
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip San Mateo, CA 94404

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Arlette Novelli 650-692-9307
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20121519882

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

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

Agency Reference #: B025

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2014
Contract term: 1 year and 241 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Exam Developer

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract for the development of the State of Nevada State Exam for Psychologists.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $11,800.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $0.00 per billing statement

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
There is a need to maintain the high expectations of Nevada Psychologists. To do this we must develop tests that uphold
these high standards

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
There is specialized training that is necessary to make each exam fair and well weighted.

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?
They were the vendor that met the requirements and could fulfill the needs of the Board within our expected budget.
d. Last bid date: 06/11/2012 Anticipated re-bid date:

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

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

agency has been verified as satisfactory:
Not Applicable

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

Not Applicable

14. The contractor is registered with the Nevada Secretary of State's Office as a:
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 mealldre 09/19/2012 12:01:58 PM
Division Approval mealldre 09/19/2012 12:02:04 PM
Department Approval mealldre 09/19/2012 12:02:08 PM
Contract Manager Approval mealldre 09/19/2012 12:02:12 PM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 10/12/2012 10:03:28 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/18/2012 11:11:54 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: 13866

Legal Entity
Name:

Kathleen Laxalt

Agency Name: LICENSING BOARDS &
COMMISSIONS

Contractor Name: Kathleen Laxalt

Agency Code: BDC Address: PO Box 19058
Appropriation Unit: B036 - All Categories
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Reno, NV 89511

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: null7757621864
Vendor No.:
NV Business ID: NV20101366023

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

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

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

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

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Termination Date: 06/30/2013
Contract term: 179 days

4. Type of contract: Contract
Contract description: Lobbyist

5. Purpose of contract:
This is a new contract to provide legislative advice, counsel, monitoring, representation, and reporting to the Board
of Massage Therapists throughout the 2013 Legislative Session.

6. NEW CONTRACT
The maximum amount of the contract for the term of the contract is:   $24,000.00
Payment for services will be made at the rate of $4,000.00 per Month

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The Board of Massage Therapists anticipates that there will be bills related to the regulation and practice of massage therapy
and will, therefore, require a full-time lobbyist to monitor, report to, advise regarding, and represent the Board before the
Legislature.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The Board of Massage Therapists is a small state agency (fewer than 10 employees) and has not person on staff with the
knowledge, expertise, and skills necessary to optimally represent the Board before the Legislature.

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?
Ms. Laxalt has extensive history with the Legislature representing the state's occupational licensing boards, so she is familiar
with occupational licensing laws and regulations and how best to present those issues to the legislature, so her expertise,
knowledge, skills, and cost to the Board were deemed the best.
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:
Nevada State Board of Veterinary Medical Examiner
Nevada State Liquefied Petroleum Gas Board

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

Not Applicable

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

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

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

17. Not Applicable

18. Agency Field Contract Monitor:

19. Contract Status:
Contract Approvals:

Approval Level User Signature Date
Budget Account Approval eobrien 10/16/2012 06:54:08 AM
Division Approval eobrien 10/16/2012 06:54:11 AM
Department Approval eobrien 10/16/2012 06:54:13 AM
Contract Manager Approval eobrien 10/16/2012 06:54:16 AM
Budget Analyst Approval eobrien 10/16/2012 06:54:25 AM
BOE Agenda Approval nhovden 10/16/2012 08:23:17 AM
BOE Final Approval Pending
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: CONV7060 Amendment

Number:
4

Legal Entity
Name:

Kelly Services

Agency Name: MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS Contractor Name: Kelly Services
Agency Code: MSA Address: 2900 S Rancho Dr. #203
Appropriation Unit: 9999 - All Categories
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Las Vegas, NV 89102

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Eli Rodriquez 7022536246
Vendor No.: T80936868
NV Business ID: NV19611001188

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

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

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2009

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 4 years and 89 days

4. Type of contract: MSA
Contract description: Professional Services

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the fourth amendment to the original contract which provides temporary employment services as needed by
state agencies.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $8,500,000.00 to $11,500,000.00 due to the
continued need for these services.  Additionally this amendment extends the termination date from December 31,
2012 to March 31, 2013 which will allow for the completion of the RFP process.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $3,000,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $5,500,000.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $3,000,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $11,500,000.00

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 03/31/2013

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State is contracting with a temporary employment company so the State is not in a position of being held to be the
employer.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The State does not provide emporary employee services.

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?
Upon thorough review and evaluation of proposals, this vendor was one of the two (2) highest scoring proposals for a
statewide solution by the evaluation committee.
d. Last bid date: 03/01/2004 Anticipated re-bid date: 09/19/2012

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
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 has been providing these services to the State since 2004.

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 sberry 09/18/2012 15:53:09 PM
Division Approval sberry 09/18/2012 15:53:12 PM
Department Approval ktarter 09/18/2012 16:00:26 PM
Contract Manager Approval sberry 09/18/2012 16:01:14 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 09/28/2012 10:01:36 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 09/30/2012 08:03:25 AM
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BOE For Board Use Only

Date: 11/13/2012

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

I.   DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT
1. Contract Number: CONV7061 Amendment

Number:
4

Legal Entity
Name:

Manpower

Agency Name: MASTER SERVICE AGREEMENTS Contractor Name: Manpower
Agency Code: MSA Address: 1745 Vassar Street
Appropriation Unit: 9999 - All Categories
Is budget authority
available?:

Yes City/State/Zip Reno, NV 89502

If "No" please explain:  Not Applicable Contact/Phone: Pat Harrigan 7753286020
Vendor No.: T81026942
NV Business ID: NV19971039389

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

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

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

Examiner's approval?
No or   b. other effective date 01/01/2009

Anticipated BOE meeting date 11/2012

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

3. Previously Approved
Termination Date:

12/31/2012

Contract term: 4 years and 89 days

4. Type of contract: MSA
Contract description: Professional Services

5. Purpose of contract:
This is the fourth amendment to the original contract which provides temporary employment services as needed by
state agencies.  This amendment increases the maximum amount from $8,500,000.00 to $11,500,000.00 due to the
continued need for these services. Additionally this amendment extends the termination date from December 31,
2012 to March 31, 2013 which will allow for the completion of the RFP process.

6. CONTRACT AMENDMENT
1. The maximum amount of the original contract: $3,000,000.00
2. Total amount of any previous contract amendments: $5,500,000.00
3. Amount of current contract amendment: $3,000,000.00
4. New maximum contract amount: $11,500,000.00

and/or the termination date of the original contract has changed to: 03/31/2013

II.   JUSTIFICATION

7. What conditions require that this work be done?
The State is contracting with a temporary employment company so the State is not in a position of being held as the
employer.

8. Explain why State employees in your agency or other State agencies are not able to do this work:
The State does not provide temporary employee services.

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?
Upon thorough review and evaluation of proposals, this vendor was one of the two (2) highest scoring proposals for a
statewide solution by the evaluation committee.
d. Last bid date: 03/01/2004 Anticipated re-bid date: 09/19/2012

10. Does the contract contain any IT components? No

III.   OTHER INFORMATION

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

No

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

No

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

Not Applicable

12. Has the contractor ever been engaged under contract by any State agency?
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 has been providing these services to the State since 2004.

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 sberry 09/18/2012 15:52:09 PM
Division Approval sberry 09/18/2012 15:52:12 PM
Department Approval ktarter 09/18/2012 15:59:55 PM
Contract Manager Approval sberry 09/18/2012 16:01:32 PM
Budget Analyst Approval csawaya 09/28/2012 10:01:07 AM
BOE Agenda Approval sbrown 09/30/2012 08:04:24 AM
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