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AGENDA 

CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
MARCH 9 ,  1989 

ACTION ITEMS: 

ACTION TO WAIVE THE TIMELINESS REQUIREMENT FOR A MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER UNDER ROBERT I S RULES OF ORDER  TO ALLOW A MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER THE LAKE AT LAS VEGAS VARIANCE 

POSSIBLE 'ACTION TO CONSIDER A MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE LAKE AT 
U S  VEGAS VARIANCE REQUEST 

POSSIBLE ACTION TO RECONSIDER THE VARIANCE REQUEST FOR THE LAKE AT 
US VEGAS 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
a. Regular  meeting o f  February 9, 1989 

ACTION TO SELECT A CONSULTING  FIRM TO PREPARE THE DESIGN MANUAL AND 
AUTHORIZE STAFF TO NEGOTIATE A CONTRACT 

ACTION TO AUTHORIZE STAFF TO NEGOTIATE AN AGREEMENT WITH THE 
LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT TO COOPERATIVELY FUND A STUDY 
OF GROUNDWATER RECHARGE I N  DETENTION BASINS 

AUTHORIZE STAFF TO SOLICIT PROPOSALS  FOR ENGINEERING SERVICES 
TO PREPARE A MASTER PLAN UPDATE OF THE BRIDGE CANYON WATERSHED 
I N  LAUGHLIN, NEVADA 

ACTION TO APPROVE SUPPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENTS: 
a) Supplemental I n te r l oca l  Agreement f o r   t h e  Western Tr lbutary of 

the La,  Vegas  Wash between Craig Ranch Golf Course  and Craig 
Road (Upper Mendenhall Channel ) 

b) Supplemental I n te r l oca l  Agreement for the Western Tr ibutary of 
the Las Vegas  Wash between Craig Road and Alexander Road 
(Southern Nevada Indust r ia l  Channel) 

c) Supplemental In ter loca l  Agreement for Warm Springs  Bridge and 
Stephanie Street  Structure  (Plttman Wash Channel) 

ACTION TO APPROVE AWARD OF BIDS: 
a) Western Trlbutary o f  the Las Vegas  Wash Between Craig Ranch 

b) Western Trlbutary o f  the Las Vegas  Wash between Craig Road  and 

c )  Meadows Detention  Basin, Phase I 1  and I11 (CLVVS) 

G o l f  Course  and Cralg Road (Upper Mendenhall  Channel) 

Alexander Road (Southern Nevada Indus t r i a l  Channel) 

STATUS REPORT REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MASTER PLAN 



AGENDA 

CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
MARCH 9,  1989 

11) ACTION TO APPROVE THE STUDENT INTERNSHIP PROGRAM \ 

12) ACTION TO AUTHORIZE A CONTRACT MODIFICATION FOR THE MASTER PLAN EIS 

13) CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT AND ACTION TO APPROVE 

._ 

FLOOD AWARENESS WEEK ACTIVITIES 

14) PROJECT STATUS REPORTS 
a) Projects managed by   the   D is t r i c t  - February 14,  1989 
b) City o f  Las Vegas - February 10,  1989 
c) City of North Las Vegas - February 14, 1989 
d) Corps o f  Engineers - February 1, 1989 

a) Fund Balance Reports 
b)  Monthly Expend1 ture  Report 
c) P r o j e c t  Expense Sumnary 
d) Revenue Report 

15) FINANCIAL REPORTS 
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CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL  DISTRICT 
301 E. Clark Avenue,  Suite 300 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
(702) 455-3139 

VIRGINIA  MX-VALENTINE, P.E. 
General  Manager 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Board of   Directors,   Regional   Flood  Control   Distr ict  

FROM: V i rg in ia  Bax-Valentine, P.E. , General  ManagerKhief  Engineer 

SUBJECT: Meeting o f  March 9, 1989 

DATE: March 2, 1989 

ACTION ITEMS: 

1) 

.* 

2) 

3) 

ACTION TO WAIVE THE TIMELINESS REQUIREMENT FOR A MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER UNDER ROBERT'S RULES OF ORDER TO ALLOW A MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER THE LAKE AT LAS VEGAS VARIANCE: 
I n  November o f  1988, the Board  adopted po l i c i es  and procedures 
which  require  that the Board  use Robert's  Rules o f  Order f o r  
t he   o f f i c i a l   t r ansac t i on   o f  business. The D is t r i c t   A t to rney 's  
o f f i c e   i s   o f   t h e   o p i n i o n   t h a t  a motion t o  reconsider,  under 
Robert's  Rules o f  Order,  must  be made w i th in  a reasonable t i m e  
fo l lowing  the  act ion  to  be reconsidered.  Since a considerable 
amount o f   t ime has elapsed  since  the  variance was denied, the 
DAIS o f f i c e  recomnends tha t   the  Board waive the  t imeliness 
requirement  under  Robert's  Rules o f  Order t o  al low a motion 
t o  reconsider  the Lake a t  Las Vegas Variance  request. 

POSSIBLE ACTION TO CONSIDER A MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE LAKE AT 
LAS VEGAS VARIANCE REQUEST: 
The variance  requested f o r   t h e  Lake a t  Las Vegas by the City 
o f  Henderson was denied  by  the Board a t   i t s  January 12, 1989 
meeting.  According t o  Robert's  Rules o f  Order the  motion t o  
reconsider must be made by a member  who previously  voted  with 
the majority. Action on t h i s  item does not   const i tu te   act ion 
on the  variance  request,  but i t  i s  necessary t o  comply w i t h  
the  procedural  requirements to   a l low  reconsiderat ion  o f   the 
variance  request. No act ion may be taken on t h i s  item unless 
Item 1 passes. I f  the  motion t o  reconsider  the  variance  fai ls, 
then no act ion may be taken on Item 3. 

POSSIBLE ACTION TO RECONSIDER THE  VARIANCE REQUEST FOR THE LAKE 
AT LAS VEGAS : 
Favorable  action on I t e m  2 o f   t h i s  agenda al lows  the Board t o  
reconsider  the  variance  request a t   t h i s  meeting, however the 
Board i s  not  required  to  take any a c t i o n   a t   t h i s  time. The 
Board may ho ld   t h i s  i t e m  unt i l   the  next   regular  meeting, set  a 
special meeting, or proceed with act ion on the item dur ing   th is  
meeting. 

Board Members 
Bruce L. W b u r y ,  Chairman, Clark  County Chris  Chiistensen, vice-chairman, City of Boulder  City 

Carlton  Lawrence, Secretary, City of Henderson Paul j. Christensen,  Clark  County Theron  Gaynes,  City of North Las W g a s  
Craig  Pulsipher,  City of Mesquite Ron  Lurie,  City of Las U?gas Bob Nolen,  City of Las w a s  

T 
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Board o f   D i r e c t o r s  
March 2,  1989 
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The variance  requested fo r   t he  Lake a t  Las Vegas by  the City 
o f  Henderson was denied  by  the  Board a t   i t s  January 12, 1989 
meeting. A l i s t   o f   poss ib le   var iance  cond i t ions ,   inc lud ing  
execution o f  several agreements, was developed for con- 
s i d e r a t i o n   a t   t h a t  meeting. The condi t ions and  agreements 
have  been included i n  the backup mater ia l   for   your  reconsid- 
eration.  Since  that t ime, no new informat ion or rev is ions 
to   the  condi t ions have been submitted. 

4) APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 
Staf f   requests  approval   of   the  minutes  for   the  regular ly sched- 
uled  meeting o f  February 9, 1989. 

5) ACTION TO SELECT A CONSULTING  FIRM TO PREPARE THE DESIGN 
MANUAL AND AUTHORIZE STAFF  TO NEGOTIATE A CONTRACT: 
The D is t r i c t   rece ived  Statements o f   Q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  from elev- 
en  consulting  engineering  f irms. The proposals were eval- 
uated by a Selection  Comnittee made up of   representat ives  o f  
the City o f  Las Vegas , City of  North Las Vegas, City o f  
Henderson, Clark County,  and D i s t r i c t   s t a f f .  

A l i s t   o f   t h e  f i r m s  which  submitted  proposals i s  included i n  
the backup material. The four  top-ranked f i m s  i n  alphabet ical  
order are: 
Boy1 e Engineers 
Montgomery Engineers 
Simons  and Li/Wallace  Engineers 
URC/The Mark  Group 

S t a f f  recomnends tha t   the  Board se lect  one o f  the  top-ranked 
f i n s  and authorize  the  Chief  Engineer  to  negotiate a contract  
w i  th  the  selected f i  nn. 

6) ACTION TO AUTHORIZE STAFF  TO  NEGOTIATE AN AGREEMENT WITH  THE 
LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT TO COOPERATIVELY  FUND A STUDY 
OF GROUNDWATER RECHARGE I N  DETENTION  BASINS: 
S t a f f  has received  several   inquir ies  regarding  the  potent ia l  
f o r  groundwater  recharge in   f lood  cont ro l   detent ion  bas ins.  
While i t  appears tha t  groundwater  recharge w i t h   r u n o f f   i s  
technical ly  feasible,  no studies have  been performed l o c a l l y  
t o  evaluate  the economic feas ib i l i t y   o f   us ing   de ten t ion   bas ins  
f o r  recharge. 

The Las Vegas Val ley Water D i s t r i c t  (LVVWD) has extensive 
technical  experience and e x p e r t i s e   i n  groundwater  recharge and 
also stands t o   b e n e f i t   d i r e c t l y  from  recharge  projects.  Both 
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the  funding and management o f  any such study  should be a 
cooperative e f f o r t  between t h e   D i s t r i c t  and the LVVWD. 

A t  t h e   l a s t  meeting, s t a f f  requested  authorization  to nego- 
t i a t e  an agreement w i th   t he  LVVWD to  cooperat ively  fund an 
economic and engineering  study  of groundwater  recharge  using 
stormwater i n   de ten t l on  basins. The Board wi thheld  act ion on 
t h i s  item and requested that   the  s ta f f   research  the  issue and 
repor t  on t h e   f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  recharging  with  stormwater a t  
t h i s  meeting. 

S t a f f  has contacted  severa l   f lood  cont ro l   d is t r ic ts   in   the 
southwest and found tha t  no o ther   f lood   con t ro l   d is t r i c ts   a re  
using  stormwater  runoff f o r  recharge. I n  a study  conducted i n  
Albuquerque, New Mexico, the  conclusion  indicated  that  such 
recharge was not  presently  economically  feasible. The f lood  
cont ro l   d is t r i c ts   con tac ted   genera l l y   fe l t   tha t   recharge  w i th  
stormwater was not  feasible and c i ted   the   fo l low ing  reasons: 

1. H i g h   c o s t   o f   i n f i l t r a t i o n   w e l l s  and storage  capacity 

2. Low volume of   runof f   ava i lab le,  and the  unre l iab le and 

3. Water qua l i t y  problems w i th   runo f f  from urban  areas and 

compared t o  low  cost  of  water, 

unpredictable  nature  of   runoff ,  

po ten t ia l  groundwater  contamination. 

Based  on th is   in format lon and the comnents made by the LVVWD 
General Wanager a t   t h e   l a s t  Board  Meeting, s t a f f  recomnends 
tha t   the  Board t a b l e   t h i s  item Indef in i te ly .  The Board may 
want t o  reconsider  th is  i tem a t  a future  date if the LVVWD 
indicates an i n t e r e s t   i n   p u r s u i n g   t h e   f e a s i b i l i t y  study. 

7) AUTHORIZE STAFF TO SOLICIT PROPOSALS  FOR ENGINEERING SERVICES 
TO  PREPARE A MASTER PLAN UPDATE OF THE BRIDGE  CANYON WATERSHED 
I N  LAUGHLIN, NEVADA: 
NRS 543.596 requ i res   t ha t   t he   D is t r i c t ' s  Master  Plan be 
updated  every f i v e  (5) years,   taking  into  considerat ion any 
new information  which i s   r e l e v a n t   t o   t h e  Plan. Work will soon 
be  completed  under a D is t r i c t   con t rac t   f o r   t he   p repara t i on   o f  
a f lood   con t ro l   fac i l i t i es   p lan   fo r   H iko   Spr ings  Wash and 
Unnamed  Wash i n  Laughlin. It is   an t i c ipa ted   t ha t   t he   repo r t  
prepared  under th i s   con t rac t  will be s u i t a b l e   f o r   i n c l u s i o n   i n  
a master  plan update. The preparat ion  o f  an update f o r  the 
Bridge Canyon drainage  basin  would  then  complete  the  update 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-543.html
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f o r  the  Laughlin  area f o r  the  current  5-year  period. A pre- 
l iminary scope o f  work for t h i s  update i s  included i n  the 
backup f o r  your  review. 

S t a f f  recomnends that   the Board authorize  the General Manager 
t o  s o l i c i t  proposals fo r   t he  master  plan  update o f  Laughlin. 

8) ACTION TO APPROVE SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENTS: 
a) SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR THE WESTERN TRIB- 

UTARY OF THE LAS VEGAS WASH BETWEEN CRAIG RANCH COURSE 
AND CRAIG ROAD (UPPER MENDENHALL): 
The City of  North Las will be opening bids on the  construc- 
t i on   o f   t he  Western Tr ibutary   o f   the Las Vegas  Wash between 
Craig Ranch G o l f  Course  and Craig Road. This  reach o f  the 
Channel i s  also known as the Upper Mendenhall Channel  and 
i s   p a r t  o f  Northern Las Vegas Val ley Faci 1 i ty No. 1 
(NLVVl). This channel jo ins   the  channel I d e n t i f i e d  under 
agenda Item 8.b. a t  Craig Road. 

The b i d  opening I s  se t   f o r  March 3, 1989.  The resu l t s   o f  
the   b id  opening were not avai lable i n  t lme t o   I n c l u d e   i n  
your backup.  The resul ts  will be reported a t   t h e  meeting. 
Suff ic ient   funding may be avai lab le  for   the  pro ject  under 
the  ex is t ing  In ter loca l  Agreements,  however the  exact pro- 
j ec t   cos t  will not be known un t i l   a f te r   t he   b ids   a re  
opened. A speclal  technical  comnittee  meeting will be held 
on  March 9, 1989, before  the Board  meeting t o  consider 
act ion on t h l s  item. 

A Supplemental I n te r l oca l  Agreement to   prov ide  addi t lonal  
funding, I f  needed, fo r   the   p ro jec t   i s   inc luded  in   the  
backup. The d o l l a r  amounts I n  the Agreement have been l e f t  
blank and will be f i l l e d  I n  af te r   the   b ids  are opened.  The 
s t a f f  and Technical  Advisory  Comnittee  recomnendations will 
be given a t   t h e  meeting. 

b) SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR THE WESTERN TRIBUTARY 
OF THE LAS VEGAS WASH BETWEEN CRAIG ROAD AND ALEXANDER ROAD 
(SOUTHERN  NEVADA INDUSTRIAL  CHANNEL) : 
The City o f  North Las Vegas will be opening bids on the 
construction  of  the Western Tr ibutary o f  the Las Vegas  Wash 
between Craig Road and Alexander Road. This  reach of   the 
channel i s  also known as the  Southern Nevada Indus t r i a l  
Channel  and i s  pa r t  o f  Northern Las Vegas Val ley Faci 1 i t y  
No.1 (NLVVl). This channel jo ins  the channel i d e n t i f i e d  
under agenda I tem 8.a. a t  Craig Road. 

A Supplemental I n te r l oca l  Agreement t o  provide  addit ional 
funding, i f  needed f o r  the  project, I s  included i n  the 
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backup.  The d o l l a r  amounts i n  the Agreement have been l e f t  
blank and will be f i l l e d  i n  af ter   b ids  are opened.  The s t a f f  
and Technical  Advisory  Comnittee  recomnendations will be given 
a t   t h e  meeting. 

The b i d  opening i s  se t  f o r  March 3, 1989. The resu l ts   o f   the  
b i d  opening were not avai lable i n  t ime t o   I n c l u d e   i n  your 
backup.  The resul ts  w i  11  be reported a t   t h e  meeting. 
Suff ic ient   funding may be avai lab le  for   the  pro ject  under the 
ex is t ing  In ter loca l  Agreements,  however the  exact  project  cost 
w f l l n o t  be  known unt i l   a f te r   the   b ids   a re  opened. A special 
technical  comnittee  meeting will be held on March 9, 1989, 
before  the Board meeting t o  consider  action on t h i s  item. 

c) SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR WARM SPRINGS BRIDGE 
AND STEPHANIE STREET STRUCTURE (PITTHAN WASH CHANNEL) : 
The City o f  Henderson  has an ex is t ing   In te r loca l  Agreement 
f o r  $916,000 for   the  const ruct ion  o f   the Warm Springs 
Bridge and the  Stephanie S t r e e t  Structure on Pittman Wash. 
The. City i s  requesting an addi t ional  $165,400 based upon 
the  engineers  cost  estimate and the need for  construct ion 
o f  channel  improvements associated  with  the  bridges. 

The Supplemental Interlocal  Agrement i s  included I n  the 
backup for   your  review. S t a f f  tecomnends approval o f   the 
Agreement . 

9) ACTION TO APPROVE AWARD OF BIDS: 
a) WESTERN TRIBUTARY OF THE LAS VEGAS WASH BETWEEN CRAIG RANCH 

GOLF COURSE AND CRAIG ROAD (UPPER MENDENHALL  CHANNEL) : 
North Las Vegas will be receiv ing  bids  for   the  construc- 
t i o n   o f   t h e  Western Tr ibutary   o f   the Las Vegas  Wash be- 
tween Craig Ranch G o l f  Course and Craig Road before  the 
Technical  Comnittee meets. The resul ts  o f  t he   b id  opening 
w i  11 be presented at  the  Special  Technical  Advisory 
Comnittee  meeting  set f o r  March 9, 1989.  The s t a f f  recom- 
mendation will be given a t  the meeting. 

b) WESTERN TRIBUTARY OF THE LAS VEGAS WASH BETWEEN CRAIG ROAD 
AND ALEXANDER ROAD (SOUTHERN NEVADA INDUSTRIAL  CHANNEL): 
North Cas  Vegas will be receiving  bids  for  the  construction 
of   the Western Tr ibutary  of   the Las Vegas  Wash between 
Craig Road and Alexander Road before  the  Technical  Advisory 
Comnittee meets. The resu l ts   o f   the   b id  opening will be 
presented at  the  Special  Technical  Advisory C m i t t e e  
meeting  set f o r  March 9, 1989.  The s t a f f  recomnendation will 
be given  at  the meeting. 
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c) MEADOWS DETENTION BASIN, PHASE I 1  AND I11 (CLVV6) : 
The City o f  Las Vegas has opened b ids on the  construct ion 
o f  Phases 11 and I11 o f  the Meadows Detention Basin. This 
p r o j e c t   i s   p a r t   o f   C e n t r a l  Las Vegas V a l l e y   F a c i l i t y  No. 6 
(CLVV6) a s   i d e n t i f i e d   i n   t h e   D i s t r i c t ' s  Master  Plan. 
D i s t r i c t  funds, i n  the amount o f  $226,893.09, will be u t i -  
l i z e d   f o r   t h a t   p o r t i o n   o f   t h e   p r o j e c t   t h a t  will be 
constructed  through  the  Alta  Drive/Valley View Boulevard 

. -  in tersect ion.  

The remaining  port ions  of   the  project  will be funded by 
interest   earnings on the  Clark County Flood  Control 
Bonds. Included i n  your backup i s  the  B id  Abst ract .   Staf f  
recomnends approval o f   t he  award o f   b i d   t o  Las Vegas 
Paving, wi th   the low b i d  o f  $2,649,592. 

10) STATUS REPORT REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MASTER PLAN: 
Comnissioner Woodbury requested t h a t   s t a f f  and t h e   D i s t r i c t ' s  
advisory comni ttees  develop a p lan  to   shor ten  the implemen- 
ta t ion  t ime  requi red so t ha t  more projects  are  constructed 
over a shorter  t ime  period. The Citizens  Advisory  Comnittee 
and Technical  Advisory  Comnittee have held meetings w i t h   s t a f f  
t o  discuss ways t o  speed up the  implementation  process. The 
Chairmen from both  comnittees will present   the i r  recomnen- 
dations a t  the meeting. A memorandum sumnarizing t h e i r  recom- 
mendations i s  included i n  the backup. 

S t a f f  recomnends tha t   t he  Board direct   the  Technical   Advisory 
Comnittee and s t a f f   t o  implement the recomnendation dur ing  the 
update o f   t h e  10-year program. 

The establishment o f  a student  internship program will provide 
qua l i t y   c le r ica l   and/or   techn ica l   ass is tance  to   the   s ta f f  o f  
t h e   D i s t r i c t  and provide a Nevada s tuden t   w i th   j ob   t ra in ing   i n  
a professional environment. A UNLV engineering  student i s  
cu r ren t l y   work ing   f o r   t he   D is t r i c t  on a part-time  temporary 
basis  performing a va r ie t y   o f   du t i es  i n  the  of f ice.   Included 
i n  your backup i s  the  Student  Internship Program guidelines. 
Provisions were made f o r   t h i s  program i n  the FY 88/89 budget, 
and were proposed i n  the FY 89/90 budget. 

11) ACTION TO APPROVE THE STUDENT INTERNSHIP PROGRAM: 

S t a f f  recomnends the  approval o f  the  Student  Internship 
Program. 

12) ACTION TO APPROVE A CONTRACT MODIFICATION FOR  THE MASTER 
PLAN EIS: 
Dames and Moore, the  consultant  preparing  the  Flood  Control 
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Master  Plan EIS. h las reauest .ed contract  adjustments t o ta l   i ng  
$10,018 f o r  work not  included under the  exist ing  contract .  
This work includes: 1) United  States  Fish and Wi ld l i fe   Serv ice  
(USFWS) coordination, and 2) Section 106 consultation. 

The USFWS has requested a d e t a i l e d   b r i e f i n g  by t h e   D i s t r i c t   t o  
desc r ibe   t he   p ro jec t   t o   t he i r   s ta f f ,  answer questions and e l i -  
c i t   t h e i r  concerns. Also  expected t o  be  discussed i s  whether 
F ish and Wi ld l i fe   Coord inat ion  Act   s tud ies  or  any Section 7 
consultation  procedures  are  required  for  the EIS. Dames and 
Moore estimates  that  the  cost  of  preparing  the  necessary 
materials, making the  presentation, and having a b i o l o g i s t  
v i s i t   r e p r e s e n t a t i v e   f a c i l i t i e s   w i t h  USFWS s t a f f  will not 
exceed $4,018. 

Also,  the E I S  should s ta te   t ha t   t he   D is t r i c t   i n tends   t o  comply 
wi th  Sect ion 106 of   the  Nat ional   His tor ic   Preservat ion A c t  and 
describe how compliance will be  achieved. The preferred 
a l te rna t i ve  appears t o  be en te r ing   i n to  a Programatic 
Agreement w i th   t he  Nevada State  His tor ic   Preservat ion O f f  i c e  
(SHPO) which  would de ta i l   the   types   o f   ac t ions   requ i red   fo r  
D i s t r i c t   p r o j e c t s   t o  be i n  compliance. Dames & Moore e s t i -  
mates tha t   the   cos t   o f   p repar ing  a presentat ion  for  SHPO and 
a s s i s t i n g   t h e   D i s t r i c t  i n  t h i s   i n i t i a l   c o n s u l t a t i o n  will be 
approximately $6,000. 

Consul ta t ion  for  compliance wi th   Sect ion 7 and Section 106 i s  
outside o f  the  requirements o f   the   Nat iona l  Environmental 
Pol icy   Act  (NEPA), however, such  compliance i s  mandatory, 
under  other  Federal  regulat ions,  before  construction  of 
r e g i o n a l   f a c i l i t i e s  can comnence. These issues-can be ade- 
quately addressed i n  the EIS. 

The contract amendment f o r  $10,018 i s  Included i n  the backup 
for your review. S t a f f  recomnends tha t   t he  Board  approval o f  
the  amendment and authorize  the Chairman t o  sign. 

13) CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT AND ACTION TO APPROVE FLOOD 
AWARENESS WEEK ACTIVITIES: 
Ann Zorn will present a repor t  on the  Cit izens  Advisory 
Comnittee a c t i v i t i e s   a t   t h e  meeting, including  the proposed 
Flood Awareness Week programs. 

i 

S t a f f  recomnends approval o f   the  program. 
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14) PROJECT STATUS REPORTS: 
The fol lowing  monthly  Project  Status  reports  are  Included  In  the 
backup f o r  your  revlew: 

a) Projects managed by   the   D is t r i c t  - February 14, 1989 
b) Clty o f  Las Vegas - February 10, 1989 
c) C l  t y  of  North Las Vegas - February 14, 1989 
d)  Corps o f  Engineers  --February 1, 1989 

15) FINANCIAL REPORTS: 
The following  monthly  f inanclal  reports  are  Included f o r  your 
revlew: 

a)  Monthly  Expenditure  Report (286) 
b) Fund Balance Reports (286 & 443) 
c)  Project Expense  Sumnary  Fund (443) 
d) Sales Tax  Revenue Report 

&Vl;glnia  Bax-Valentine, P.E. 
General  Manager/Chlef Engineer 



MINUTES 
CLARK  COUNTY  REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 

February 9, 1989 

i 

MEETING  NOTICES: 

CALL  TO ORDER: 

EMBERS  PRESENT: 

STAT F : - 

EMBERS ABSENT: 

INTERESTED 

APPROVAL OF 

Publ ic   Not ices  o f   th is   meet ing were  posted  February 3, 198s.. by 
Mr. A.J. Myles o f  the  Clark County  Regional Flood Contra; 
D i s t r i c t   i n   t h e   f o l l o w i n g   l o c a t i o n s :  Nor th  Las  Vegas C i t y  ! a l l ,  
Las Vegas City H a l l ,  Clark County Br idger   Bui ld ing,   an l  t h e  
Regional   F lood  Contro l   D is t r ic t   Of f ices.  

The meeting was c a l l e d   t o   o r d e r   a t  8:55 a.m. by Chairman Bruce 
Woodbury i n   t h e  City o f  Las Vegas Counci 1 Chambers w i t h  the 
fo l l ow ing  members present: 

Bruce Woodbury, Chairman, Clark County 
Ron Lur ie,  City o f  Las Vegas 
Paul  Christensen,  Clark  County 
Bob Nolen, City o f  Las Vegas 
Theron Goynes, City o f   Nor th  Las Vegas 
Carl ton Lawrence, City o f  Henderson 
Chris  Christensen, City of   Boulder 
Craig  Pulsipher, City o f  Mesquite 

Virginia  Bax-Valentine, P.E., General  ManagerKhief  Engineer 
Gale  Fraser,  Assistant  General Manager 
E l l en   Ke l l e r ,   Ass i s tan t   t o   t he  General Manager 
Melvin R. Whipple,  Deputy D i s t r i c t   A t t o r n e y  

.. . None 

Pat  Pine,  Las Vegas Va l ley  Water D i s t r i c t  

Upon a motion  by Mr. C. Christensen,  the  minutes o f   t h e   r e g u l a r l y  
scheduled  meeting o f  January 12, 1989 were unanimously approved. 

Ms. Bax-Valent ine  s ta ted  that   s ta f f  has received numerous i nqu i -  
r i e s   r e g a r d i n g   . t h e   p o t e n t i a l   f o r  groundwater  discharge i n  f lood 
control   detent ion  basins.  She s t a t e d   t h a t   t h i s   i t e m  was placed 
on t he  agenda f o r   t h e  Board t o   a u t h o r i z e   s t a f f   t o   n e g o t i a t e   w i t h  
the  Las Vegas Va l ley  Water D i s t r i c t  (LVVUD) to   coopera t i ve l y  fund 
a study t o  address the  energy f e a s i b i l i t y  and the  economics of 
groundwater  recharge f o r  stormrater. 

Ms. Bax-Valentine  stated  that it i s  impor tan t   t o  have the LVVwD's 
Involvement because of   the i r   extens ive  technica l   exper ience and 
e x p e r t i s e   i n  groundwater  recharge. 

I n  response t o  Mr. Lur ie,  Ms. Bax-Valent ine  repl ied  that   the  re-  
charge  study  would  cost  approximately $40,000. The District 
would  comnit t o  $20,000 and the  LVVUD would  match t h a t  amount. 
Chainnan Woodbury questioned  whether it i s   r e a l i s t i c   t o  spend 
t h i s  amount o f  money on a recharge  s tudy  a t   th is  t ime.  Ms. 
Bax-Valentine  stated  that with the  cost   o f   water  as such, i t  nay 
not  be economic a t   t h i s  time.  Studies have been done i n  other 
areas where i t  was determined  not t o  be economically  feasible; 
however, i t  may  become f e a s i b l e   i n   t h e   f u t u r e  when water becones 
scarce. 

Discussion was he ld  on the  economic f e a s i b i l i t y  and benef i ts o f  
cooperat ively  funding a recharge  study. Mr. Woodbury stated :ha: 
t h i s   i s s u e  was brought up numerous t imes  dur ing  the campaign for 
approval o f   the   fund ing  source f o r   t h e   D i s t r i c t .  

I n  response t o  Mr. Lur ie,  Ms. Bax-Valentine  explained  that  there 
i s  not a great  deal  of  information  regarding  recharge  avai lable, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y   i n   a r i d   r e g i o n s  such  as the  Las Vegas Valley. One 
o f   t he  purposes o f   t he   s tudy   i s   t o   p rov ide   i n fo rma t ion   rega rd ing  
the  economics o f  recharge. 

! 



Minutes 
Clark County Regional   F lood  Contro l   D is t r ic t  

Page 2 
Meeting o f  February 9. 1989 

. .  

Y: 

... 

ACTION  TO 
-HE 

DGET 

-IT: 

.ADJOURNMENT: 

Mr. P a t  Pine,  Las Vegas Val ley Water D i s t r i c t ,  approached :he 
Board. Chairman Woodbury asked i f  the LVVWD has a great  deal of 
i n t e r e s t   i n   u s i n g  stormwater f o r  groundwater  recharge. Mr. Pine 
r e p l i e d   t h a t   t h e  LVVWO has received numerous inqu i r ies   regard ing  
recharge  us ing   f lood   con t ro l   fac i l i t i es .  The  LVVWD's prel iminary 
opinion,  without  the  study, i s   t h a t   i t s   n o t   l i k e l y   t o  be economic 
under the  present   s i tuat ion,  and they have some concerns  regard- 
ing  water   qual i ty .  He s t a t e d   t h a t  he i s   n o t  opposed t o   t h e  
study, bu t  it i s  not   h igh on the  LVVWD's l i s t  o f  possible 
research  al ternat ives  regarding  water management. Discussion 
followed. 

Mr. L u r i e  made the  motion t o   h o l d   t h i s   i t e m   u n t i l   t h e   n e x t  
meeting i n  o rde r   f o r   add i t i ona l   i n fo rma t ion   t o  be submitted t o  
the  Board. 

Vote: 8 ayes, 0 nays 
Motion  Carried. 

Ms. Bax-Valentine  stated  that  the proposed FY 89-90 budget was 
included i n   t h e  backup mater ia l .  She expla ined  that   the 
D i s t r i c t   i s   r e q u i r e d  b y   s t a t u t e   t o  update  the  Master  Plan a t  
l e a s t  onee every f i v e  years. The proposed  budget includes  fund- 
i n g   f o r  Master  Pl'an  updates o f  several areas. Revenues are  ex- 
pected t o  be approximately $19,000,000. Approximately 
$18,000,000 will comprise the  budget f o r   t h e   C a p f t a l  Improvement 
Program. 

Mr. L u r i e  made the  motion t o  approve the  budget. 

Vote: 8 ayes, 0 nays 
Motion  Carried. 

Ms. Bax-Valentine  stated  that  the  monthly  status  reports were 
included i n   t h e  backup mater ia l .  

No ac t lon  was taken on t h i s  item. 

Ms. Bax-Valentine  reported  that  the  monthly  expenditure  report 
and fund  balance  reports were included i n   t h e  backup fo r  review. 
A l i s t   o f   p r o j e c t s  funded t o  date was included  along  with  a  pro- 
j e c t  expense sumnary. A sumnary r e p o r t   o f  revenues c o l l e c t e d   t o  
date was a l so   i nc luded   fo r  review. 

Mr. Lur ie  made the  motion t o  approve the  f inanc ia l   repor ts .  

Vote: 8 ayes, 0 nays 
Motion  Carried. 

The meeting  adjourned a t  9:08 a.m. 

Reslect fu l  l y  submi t ted3 

Genbd l  Manager/Chief  Engineer 

ATTEST: , 1989 

-, Chairman 



REGIONAL FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK  COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

I Subject: 1 
W~IVER OF THE TIMELINESS REQUIREMENT FOR A MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
UNDER ROBERT'S RULES OF ORDER TO ALLOW A MOTION TO  RECONSIDER 

, THE LAKE AT LAS VEGAS VARIANCE REQUEST 
Pet i t ioner  

BOULDER CITY COUNCILMAN CHRIS CHRISTENSEN 

Recmendation: 
THAT  THE BOARD WAIVE THE TIMELINESS REQUIREMENT FOR A MOTION TO  RECONSIDER 
UNDER ROBERT'S RULES OF ORDER  TO  ALLOW A MOTION TO  RECONSIDER THE LAKE 
AT LAS VEGAS VARIANCE REQUEST 

Fiscal  Impact: 

NONE 

Background: 

This item has been placed on the agenda along  with item 2 t o  meet .the procedural 
requirements  necessary t o  reconsider  the Lake a t  Las Vegas variance  request. 
The D i s t r i c t   A t t o r n e y ' s   o f f i c e   i s   w r i t i n g   a  formal opinion  regarding  the  proce- 
dural  requirements for the  reconsideration,  which will be d i s t r i b u t e d   t o  you 
under  separate cover. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

'CHRIS CHRISTENSEN 
Board Member 

Date:  Date: 



REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

Subject: 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE LAKE AT LAS VEGAS VARIANCE REQUEST 

Pet i t ioner:  
BOULDER CITY COUNCILMAN CHRIS CHRISTENSEN 

-Recotmendation: . 

THAT  THE BOARD APPROVE THE MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE LAKE AT LAS VEGAS 
VARIANCE REQUEST 

Fiscal  Impact: 

NONE 

Background: 

This item has been placed on the agenda along  with item 1 t o  meet the  procedural 
requirements  necessary t o  reconsider  the Lake a t  Las Vegas variance  request. 
The D i s t r i c t   A t t o r n e y ' s   o f f i c e   i s   w r i t i n g  a  formal  opinion  regarding  the  proce- 
dural  requirements for the  reconsideration,  which will be d i s t r i b u t e d   t o  you 
under  separate cover. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

'CHRIS CHRISTENSEN 
Board Member 

D A ENDA 
ITEM # 2 
Date: 
3-09-89 



REGIONAL FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK  COUNTY , 

AGENDA ITEM 

Subject : 

Pet i t ioner :  

RECONSIDERATION OF THE VARIANCE FOR THE LAKE AT LAS VEGAS 

BOULDER CITY COUNCILMAN CHRIS CHRISTENSEN 

Recomnenda t i on : . 
THAT THE BOARD  GRANT  THE VARIANCE 

F i sca l  Impact: 

NONE 

Background: 

The condit ions and  agreements discussed a t   t h e  January 12, 1989 meeting  are 
attached  for  your  reconsideration. No new submittals have  been received. 
Act ion on the  variance  request f i r s t  appeared on the December 1988 Board agenda. 
Act ion was delayed u n t i l   t h e  January  meeting at   the  request  o f  the  developer t o  
a l l ow  them t lme   to  respond to  Harta  Engineer's  review o f  the  project.  During 
the  December meeting,  the  Board d i rec ted  Harza t o  review  the subsequent  submit- 
t a l s   p r i o r   t o   t h e  January  meeting. Harza has b i l l e d   t h e   D l s t r i c t  $92,700 f o r  
t h e i r  review. The developers  have  agreed t o  pay $75,000 o f  t h a t  amount.  The 
Board may want t o  consider  requesting reimbursement o f  the  addi t ional  $17,700 
review  costs from the  developer  as a condi t ion o f  the  variance. 

Respectfully  submitted, 
T.C.  AGENDA FCD  AGENDA 
ITEM # ITEM # 3 
Date:  Date: 

~~ 

3-09-89 
t H R I S  CHRISTENSEN 
Board Member 



CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL  DISTRICT 
301 E. Clark Avcnuc,  Suite 300 

La5 Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 455-3139 

MEMORANDUM 

TO : BOARD OF DIRECTORS, CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 
v 

FROM: VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTIN& P.E., GENERAL MANAGERKHIEF ENGINEER 

SUBJECT: LAKE AT U S  VEGAS - HARZA ENGINEERING CONTRACT 

DATE: FEBRUARY- 24, 1989 

Harza  Engineering has requested addit ional compensation fo r   t he  expanded  scope 
of  services  performed on the 'Lake a t  Las Vegas' pro ject  review.  Presented 
herewith i s  a sumnary of  the background on the Harza contract,  addi  tionai  ser- 
v ices performed, and s t a f f ' s  recomnendation t o  resolve  th is issue, 

The Board made a f ind ing  a t  i t s  September 9, 1988 meeting t h a t   t h e   D i s t r i c t ' s  
Master  Plan need not be amended to  include  the "Lake a t  Las Vegas' project. The 
Board  determined a t   t h i s  meeting tha t  a por t ion  o f   the 'Lake a t  Las Vegas' pro- 
j e c t   i s  a  floodway o f   t h e   D i s t r i c t  and therefore a  variance from the Uniform 
Regulat ions  for  the Control  of  Drainage will be  required. 

The Board, a t   I t s  October 13, 1988 meeting,  selected  the  consult ing  f i rm  of 
Harza  Engineering t o  review  the 'Lake a t  Las Vegas' project,  authorized  the 
Chief  Engineer  to  negotlate a contract  for  engineering  services with Harza 
Engineering,  and  authorized  the  Chief  Engineer t o  .negotiate a contract   wi th  the 
owner o f   t h e  "Lake a t  Las .Vega$' p r o j e c t   f o r  reimbursement of  the  review  costs. 
The above author izat ion came i n   l i g h t   o f   t h e  need t o  conduct  a review i n  a very 
shor t   per iod   o f  t ime  and the  unique  nature o f  the p ro jec t ,   S ta f f   a t   t h i s  t i m e  
had not  received.  the  appl icat ion  for  the  variance. However, it was apparent 
that upon the  receipt  .of' the.appl icat ion . f o r  the  ;variance  .the D i s t r i c t  would :. 
have t o  respond within .60 days per  the  Uniform  .Regulations for the  Control '   of  
Drainage. . .  

The City o f  Henderson submitted  a  variance  application on October 14, 1988. The 
submittal o f  the  appl icat ion on th is   date  requi red  that  the Board  respond by 
December 14, 1988, per the Uniform Regulations for the  Control o f  Drainage. 
S t a f f  had  requested  that due to   the   na ture   o f   th is   p ro jec t  more time be given  to 
conduct  a  review, The developer and the City o f  Henderson were not amenable t o  
s t a f f ' s  request, 

The Board, a t  i t s  November 10, 1988 meeting,  approved agreements w i t h  the Lake 
a t  Las Vegas Jo in t  Venture (LLVJV) and Harza Engineering. The Agreement between 
the D i s t r i c t  and the LLVJV contained  provisions f o r  $67,700 t o  be deposited w i t h  
the D i s t r i c t  f o r  the c o s t  of the Harza Engineering review. LLVJV also agreed t o  
fund  addit ional  costs, up t o  and including a to ta l   cost   for   the rev iew of 
$75,000. The  Agreement  between t h e   D i s t r i c t  and Harza Engineering was for a 
maximum amount o f  $67,700 and included a Scope o f  Work wi th  a  schedule i n d i -  
cat ing a f inal   presentat ion t o  the Board a t  the December meeting. 

Board Members 

Bruce L. Wmdbury,  Chairman,  Clark  County Chris Christensen,  Vice-Chairman,  City d Boulder City 
Cadton hvrence, Secretary. City of Henderson Paul J. Christensen,  Clark  County Them Coynes,  City of Noah Las *gas 

Craig Pulsipher, City of Mesquite Ron h i e ,  City of Las m a s  Bob Nolen, City of Las kgas 



CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 

Memorandum 
February 24, 1989 
Page 2 

Harza's d ra f t   repor t  on the r e v i e w  of  the 'Lake a t  Las  Vegas" pro ject  was 
received on  December 2, 1988, and distr ibuted  imnediately  thereafter t o  members 
of  the  Cit izens  Advisory Comnittee, Technical  Advisory  Comnittee, and the Board. 
The draft  report  noted  several  deficiencies i n  the proposed design. 

A t  the December  8,  1988 Board  meeting,  a representative  of Harza Engineering was 
present t o  report ,on  the  resul ts  of   their   review  of   the 'Lake a t  Las Vegas" pro- 
ject .  The City o f  Henderson  and the LLVJV approached the Board and requested 
tha t   the  Board continue  the  hearing on the  variance  request u n t i l   t h e  January 
12,  1989 regular meeting. Reasons given  to  support  the  request  for a con- 
tinuance were t o   a f f o r d  the City o f  Henderson and the LLVJV an opportunity t o  
review  the Harza report and address  any possible concerns  contained within  the 
report, The Board  also  requested t h a t  the variance  request be reconsidered by 
the  Technical and Cit izens  Advisory  Cmittees, and that  Harza Engineering 
review  the  condit ions  of  the  variance  prior  to  the January 12,  1989 meeting. 
The  LLVJV verbal ly  agreed a t  the  meeting  that any additional  costs  associated 
w i t h  Harza  Engineering  conducting  further  review  would be borne  by  the LLVJV. 
S t a f f   f u l l y  expected  that  the work covered  under  the  contract  with Harza 
Engineering  would be  completed by the December meeting.  Since the  request f o r  a . 
continuance was made a t  the meeting,  a contract   modi f icat ion  wl th  Harza 
Engineering was not  anticipated and could  not  be  acted upon by  the Board p r i o r  
to  the  February meeting.  Furthermore, there  could not be, a t   t h i s  t ime, a good 
understanding of what fur ther work would be required  by Harza Engineering 
because the work required would  be contingent upon the subsequent submittals  by 
the LLVJV. 

The month fol lowing  the December 8 ,  1988 meeting  required  considerable t i m e  o f  
s t a f f  and  Harza  Engineering based  upon the numerous submittal by the LLVJV. 

A l i s t ing   o f   the   submi t ta ls   tha t   requ i red   fu r ther   rev iew  i s   as   fo l lows:  
1'. 12/09/88 - monitoringlmaintenance  cost  estimate 
2. 12/12/88 - bypass intake w e i r  
3, 12/12/88 - dam and fuse plug embankment slopes 
4. 12/14/88 - geologic  explorations 
5. 12/15/88 - water  quality 
6. 12/15/88 - inflow  design  flood 
7. 12/16/88 - operation and maintenance manual 
8. 12/16/88 - design  details 
9. 12/19/88 - routing and fuse  plug  configuration 
10. 12/20/88 - design . & t a i l s  (energy dissipator)  
11. 12/20/88 - design-details  (battery. t o  wal ls)  
12. 12/20/88 - design d e t a i l s  (aux i l iary   sp i l lway)  
13. 12/20/88 - design d e t a i l s  (service  spi l lway) 
14. 12/23/88 - operation and maintenance manual 
15. 12/23/88 - inf low design f l ood  
16. 12/29/88 - response t o  telephone  conference c a l l  
17. 12/30/88 - fuse  plug 
18. 12/30/88 - construction  contract change orders 
19. 01/04/89 - f i n a l  comnents  on the technical eview 



CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 

Memorandum 
February 24, 1989 
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The previously l i s t e d  submittals  required  additional rev iew by s t a f f  and Harza 
Engineering. I n  the month fol lowing the December 8 ,  1988 meeting,  various 
meeting were held by Harza Engineering and s t a f f   w i t h  LLVJV and the  Technical 
and Citizens  Advisory Comnittees.  Harza also  attended  the January  Board 
meeting. The work performed by Harza, as l i s t e d  above,  was beyond the scope o f  
work contained  within Harza's  contract. 

The D is t r i c t   rece l l ed  a' proposed contract amendment f o r  expanded  scope o f  ser- 
vices from Harza on January 30, 1989. The proposed amendment indicates an 
increase i n  compensation by $25,000 from $67,700 t o  $92,700.  The  LLVJV has 
agreed,  based upon the agreement w i th   the   D is t r i c t ,   to . fund a to ta l   cos t   o f  up 
t o  $75,000, Therefore, a t   t h i s  time, the amount not covered  by  the LLVJV f o r  
the Harza review i s  $17,700  ($92,700 - $75,000 = $17,700). 

Mr. Walt Anderson, Harza's  project manager,  was out  of  the  country on another 
project  through February 20, 1989. S t a f f  has withheld any act ion on the  pro- 
posed contract amendment unt i l   d iscussions with Mr. Anderson  can take  place. 

S t a f f  recomnends that  the  fo l lowing  act ions be  pursued i n  order t o   j u s t l y  com- 
pensate  Harza  Engineering for   the work  performed i n  reviewing  the 'Lake a t  Las 
Vegas. project: 
1. S t a f f  will conduct  conversations with Harza  Engineering i n  an attempt t o  

2. Staf f  will ask that  the LLVJV pay the  di f ference between Harza's 
negotiate  the $97,700 downward. 

Contract and the amount negotiated  for  the  addit ional work d i r e c t l y   t o  
Harza  Engineers. The proposed contract amendment would  then  not need t o  be 
presented t o   t h e  Board fo r   the i r   ac t ion .  Payment for the  addit ional 

\ 
.~ . contract work should be a condi t ion  of   the  var iance i f  approved, 

. .  . 
S t a f f  will keep you abreast of the  progress made I n  resolving  the Harza 
Engineering fees, 



CONDITIONS 

reanent by the Clty o f  Henderson t o  own, malntaln, and operate the dam. 
lbmltted: No submlttal to  date 
m t t e d :  Wo subnlttal t o  date 
treed t o  submlt: The developer, Its successors or aSSlgnetS wlll own, 
,Intaln, and operate  the dam. Thls  language will be provlded In a 
Intract between as  yet undeslgnated partles. I t  i s  understood that I f  
le Developer, i ts  successors or asslgneq do not perfom the malntenance 
Id operation requlred, then the Clty of Henderson wlll Intervene. Staff 
:camends that  the  contract.  stlpulate  that Henderson wlll be ultlmtely 
sponslble 

Agreement by the Clty o f  Henderson t o  grant t o  the  Dlstrlct and Its  entl- 
t les   the t l g h t  t o  increase or decrease f lood flws and sedlment l n t o  t h e  
Lake. 
Submltted: The  Developer agrees that  the  Dlstrlct has the rlght t o  
increase or decrease flood flows and  sediment ln to  the Lake In accordance 
w l t h  the Dlstrlct's Master  Plan  and I t s  amencbnents and wlll pennlt the 
Dlstrlct t o  do so. (Attached  Aqreanent, No.1) 
Uot tubmltted: The Clty o f  Henderson granting to the  District and its 
entlties this tlaht. 
A w e &  t o  sutnntti 
t ha t  the Olstrlct, 
City o f  North Las 

The Developer, i t s  successors, or asslgnees  agree 
Clark County, Clty of  Henderson, City o f  Las  Vegas, 

Vegas,  and other  future  entltlts  establlshed w l t h i n  the 
hydrographlc area of the  project have the t i g h t  t o  increase or decrease 
stornwater flows, flood flows, tedlmcnt, and treated wastewater dlscharges 
l n t o  the Lake. 

Agreanent by the Clty o f  Henderson to  design the brldge over the lnlet 
works t o  pass a 100-year event and to  aceomadate the #Q)(p event and the 
bridges over the tplllways to  handle the spll lway deslgn capaclty. 

Suknjtted: The  Developer agrees t o  design the bridge  near the lnlet  works 
t o  pass a 100-year event and t o  not lopede the M QnP event. (Attached 
Agreanent, 110.2) As required by the U.S. Am(y Corps o f  Engineers, the 
Ocvcloper agrees to design the bridges over the spillways to  handle the . 
splllway deslgn capaclty. (Attached  Agreanent, No. 3) 
Not tutnnltted: Agreanent by Clty of Henderson to  enforce thls condltlon. : 
Xqreed t o  subarlt: The developer, i t s  successors or asslgnees will 
enforce t h i s  condttfon. 

._ . .. 

Agreement by the Clty of Henderson t o  not  request constructlon, repalr. 
opcratlon, and mlntenance funds from the Reglonal Flood Control Olrtrlct 
for the lake, dam, splllways,  bridges, and appurtenant facll l t les.  
Submltted: No submlttal t o  date 
hot submitted: No suhnlttal t o  date 

reed t o  submit: Uothlng. The Developer and t h e  Clty agree that slnce 
:-ound not  be a flood  control facll I ty  and cannot be 
lncluded In the  Dlstrlct's Master Plan, the  project, by state  statute does 
not and wlll not qualify to r  t x l t t l n g  or future fundlng by the  Dlstrlct. 
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Ag reane 
rrcnts t 
Sutnnl t t rn 
Not Sub 
Xmii 

E 
neys wl 
followl 

a. 
b. 

It by the Clty  of Henderson t o  #et  any state and federal  requlre- 
Ir stomwater  discharge  permits a t  the Lake. 
Id: The Developer agrees t o  meet s ta te  and federal requlrcment for 
h r  dlscharge  penults a t  the Lake. (Attached Agreement No. 4) - tI tted: Agrement by the Clty of Henderson t o  ensure t h a t  thls con- 
s met. In the agreanent tubnltted  the word 'any8  has  been mlt ted 
leveloper. 
LO tubmlt: Language statfng  that  the Developer, i t s  successors  or 
-sure corrpllance w l t h  thls condition. Also, the  attor- 
1 resolve the word .anym. In place o f  the word .any8 the 
lg words or phrases may be substituted. 
rppl I cab1 e 
:urrent or future 

Agreement by the Clty o f  Henderson t o  meet any current or future  require- 
ments o f  any appllcable dam safety  tequlatlons. 
Submitted: -The' Developer agrees t o  comply w l t h  appl lcable dam safety 
regulations. 
(Ahached Agreement, No. 5) 
Not Submltted: Agreement by the Clty o f  Henderson t o  m e t  this conditlon. 
Future  requlranents were anltted from the language subml tted. 
Aqreed t o  submlt: Language statlng  that the Developer, Its successor or 
assignees wlll ensure thls condltlon. Also, the  attorney's wlll resolve 
the anlsslon o f  the word .future8. In i ts  place,  the following words or 
phrases m y  be substituted: 

a. any 
b. applicable 
c. current or future 

Agnanent by the Clty o f  Henderson t o  address the  lapact of  the Lake pro- 
j ec t  on the clnrulatlvc cnvltomnt tapacts addressed I n  the Master  Plan 
€IS. 
Submi tted: Wothlng 
8 o t t t e d :  Conditlon A.7 
&reed t o  sutnnlt: Hothlng. The BLM found that the project was not  a not 
t o  be a flood control facil i ty and therefore did aot n q u l n  waluation In 
the Dlstrlct's Lnvlronmcntal Impact Statement (EIS). fhls condltlon would 
have been necessary I f  the project had been ln  the Dtstrict's Master  Plan., 

Approval  and acceptance by the City o f  Henderson o f  conditions Al-7 not 
wlthstandlng  the  varlance  condltlon, prlor t o  grantlng  a  varlance trom the 
Unlfonn Regulatlons. 
Subml tted: See other condl tlons 
m t t e d :  See other  condltlons 
Aqtecd t o  tubmlt: Nothlng. Thlt condltlon w u l d  have applied If the pro- 
j ec t  was found t o  be a flood control facll l ty and had been Included In t h e  
Master  Plan. d 
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Qreparatlon o f  a  dam  break analysis and  Inundation maps UpStfcUn and 
darnsteam o f  the dam. 
Submitted: m D a m  Break  Analysls o f  the Lake  at  Las  Vegas PrOjtCt,' Tlpton 
and Kalmbach, Inc. Stpternber, 1988. 
Mot subnltted:  Subml  tted materials were carplete 
Agreed  to be submltttd: Resolve  issues identlfied  in the Hart& Report. 

Ocdlcation o f  easanents to the  City of Henderson for inundatlon  and  sedi- 
ment deposltlon  wlthln  the inundation area. 
Submi tted: No submtttal to date 
kot  suhi tted: No submlttal to  date 
Agreed  to submlt: Preparation and  execution o f  approprlate  easements 
prior to Issuance o f  and  grantlng o f  construction penlts by the  Clty of 
Henderson (Attorney's are st111  detennlning who should  be  a  party to the 
easements. 

Acqulsltion by the  Developer o f  any  easements or additional  rights-of-way 
requlred as a  result o f  backwater from the dam. 
Suknltted: .Englneerlng Report in Support o f  Flood  Control Variance for 
h k e  at  La$ Vegas Project,. James W. Montgomery,  Consul  tlng  Englneers, 

Not Suknltted:  Eascmcnt or rights-of-way  requlred. 
fnG, October 19888 

The  Developer 1s preparing an  agreement wlth Clark 

a, Fund  Clark County's purchase o f  the upstream  iapactcd levels for 

b. Clark  County will grant an inundatlon  earancnt to  the Developer 
e. The Developer vi11 provlde  malntenance o f  the land wlthln  the inun- 

The Ci ty of Henderson wlll not issue  any pemlts for the works at  the 
head o f  the reservoir  until  rlght o f  occqmncy )ras been resolved. 

Oevclopncnt o f  Flood Hazard Boundary  Maps for the development surrounding 
t h e  Lake, Base Flood  Elevations (BFE's) and -Federal  Mtergency  Managemcnt 
Agency (FEMA) approval of these aapt. 
Submitted: oEngineering  Report ln Support of  Flood  Control Variance for 
b e  Lake at Las Vegas Project,. J a m s  M, Uontgonwry, Consulting Englneers, 
Inc.. October. 19888 

incluslon into  a  Wetland park. 

dation area. 

Hot submltted:  Federal mrgency Managanent  Agency (FMA) approval of .. 
these IWDS. 
Aqreed to sutnnlt: Resolve issues identlfled  in Harza report. Obtaln 
condltlonal letter o f  )cap Revlsion (LLOUR) andlor  letter of bellef from 
FEMA wlthln  six months. 

Agrement by the Clty o f  Henderson  that  the  Clty wlll not a1 low  any 
changes  to  the stage, storage and dlscharge  characteristlcs  at  the Lake 
project o r  oodlfy the capaclty of  the lnlet wlthout the written permission 
o f  the Dlstrlct, 
Sub1 tttd: No submittal to date 
hot  suhhted: No submlttal t o  date 
Aqrecd  to be submitted: Language  that  the Developer, Its  successors or 
asslgnees wlll  address thls condltlon. 
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8.6. Oevelopnent of  regulatory elevatlon requlranents above  the BFE's for deve- 
lopment surrounding the Lake. 
Submitted:  OEngineerlng Report In Support of Flood Control  Varlance for 
Lake at Las Vegas Project,o James M. Montgomery, Consultlng Englnecrs, 
he., October, 1988 
Not subml tted:  Sutxnl ttals were carplcte 
breed to submlt: Resolve Issues Idtntlflcd In the Hami Report 

8.7. A draft operatlon and ualntcnance manual acceptable to  the Dlrtrlct for 
the dam Includlng the opcratlng levels, lapacts o f  various n-year floods 
on pond level,  lapact o f  sedlmnt dcposltlon In lake and Inlet works, 
assessment o f  Impact on frequency o f  splllway flows assunlng fallurt or 
blockage o f  Inlet works. 
Submitted:  Draft operatlon and malnttnanct manual, flpton and Kalrnbach, 

Not submi ttcd: Submittal was complete 
k e e d  to submit: Resolve Issues ldentlfled ln the H a n a  Report Include 
all opcratlon and malntenance Items In one manual. Thls wlll requlre the 
lncluslon, as a mlnlmun, the water  quallty plan and water  mnltorlng 
program. The  water quallty plan and  water monltorlng program must  be 
approved by the Clark County 208 Water Quallty Board and other approprlate 
agenclts. 

r 

New Condl tlon: 

Resolve all Issues andlot design crlterla brought forth In Harza Englnecrs 
report cntltlcd ofechnlcal Review o f  the Lake at Las Vcgat ProJect.. The rcso- 
lutlon o f  these Issues shall be to the Dlstrlct and Harza Englnecrs satlsfactlon. 



SUBMITTED BY APPLICANT  AT JANUARY 12th MEETING 

VARIANCE CONDITIONS 

LAKE AT LAS VEGAS 

January 12, 1989 

1. Execut ion  o f   the AGREEMENT "Attachment 1" between the City o f  Henderson and 
t h e  Lake a t  Las Vegas J o i n t  Venture. 

2. The AGREEMENT. labeled "Attachment 1" must not be changed wi thout   the writ- 
t e n  consent o f  t h e   D i s t r i c t  . 

3. Execution o f   t h e  EASEMENT "Attachment 2" as required as  a cond i t i on   o f   t he  
Clark County 208 Amendment as presented  today  with  the  exception of 
paragraph 5 ,  deal ing  wi th   r ight -of -ent ry  and reimbursement o f  funds,  which 
paragraph can be modified  but  which must be f i n a l i z e d  and approved  by the 
Board o f  County  Commissioners inc lud ing a l ega l   desc r ip t i on   i den t i f y i ng  
those  areas f o r  which the easement i s  granted  below  the  elevation  of 1,418 
MSL. 

4. Execution o f   t h e  HOLD  HARMLESS AGREEMENT "Attachment 3" which  addresses the 
q u a l i t y  of the  water i n  the  lake. 

5. Implement a l l   t h e  recommendations made i n   t h e  HARZA Report  dated  January 5 ,  
1989. 

6. Acquisi t ion  by  the  developer  of  any lands  or  easements fo r   p roper ty  which 
floods as a resu l t s  of the  backwaters o f   t h e  darn or bypass  under f lood con- 
d i t i o n s  and execut ion  of  easements for and such lands i n  f a v o r   o f   t h e  
D i s t r i c t  and a f fec ted   en t i t ies .  

7. All the  requirements  of  these  Condit ions must  be s a t i s f i e d   p r i o r   t o   t h e  
issuance o f  any bu i l d ing  or grading  permits. 



AGREEMENT 
THIS AGREEMENT, entered thia 7 day of January, 1989, by 

and between t h e  City of Henderson, Nevada  (1tHenderson9') , and the 
Lake at Las Vega6 Joint Venture  (MDcvoloper"). 

WITNESSETH: 

WEREAS, the D8VOlOpOr propoac6 to develop a real ostate 

project ("Proj,ect") on approximately 2243 acrea within the city 

limits of Hendermon which Project will include a dam  and bypams 

system ("Dam  and  Bypass System") creating a recreational lake 

("Laken) # hotel complexes, commercial and residential dwelopmenta, 

golf courses, and  ancillary facilities roquired for an integrated. 

community; and 

# 

WHEREAS, the Clark County Regional Flood Control Diotrict 

("District") requires the Developer to obtain a variance ( the 

Variancen) fromNthc Uniform Regulations f o r  the Control of 

Drainage ( nR8g~lations8t) 

System and Lake; and 

WHEREAS, Henderron I 

in order t o  construct the Dam and Bypams 

having approvad the  Project, desires t o  - 
enter into thirr Agreement with tho  DOV~~OPCT for.& pupoae of 

Satisfying various conditions required by the District, an intended 

third-party benet iciary of this Agroament, as a prerequisite for 
the approval of the Variance. 

HOW, THEREFORE, IN CONSIDERATION of the mutual promise8 and 

agreement6 contained herein, t h e  parties hereto agree aa follows: 

1. Hendar8on and the Developer, its succeeeors and assigns 

agree that the District, Clark County, Henderson, the City of La8 

Vegas, the City of North La8 Vogas, and other future entitioe 

established within t h e  hydrographic aroa of the Project, have the 



right to increase or-decrease wastewater discharges which meet the 

discharger's N . P . D . E . S .  permit, stormwater  flow^, flood flows and 

sediment into the  Lake. 

2.  The Developer, its auccaaaors and assigns agree to own, 

maintain and operate the dam and the  Lake in accordance with the 

Conditions, Covenants and Re6triction8 as reviewed and  approved by 

Hender6on. Henderson agteos to enforce t h e  Conditione, Covenants 

and Restrictions should intervantion become necessary. Xandaraon 

and the  Developer, its aucccssors and a68ign6 agree t o  obtain the  

approval of any local, state or federal agtncy having jursldiction 

prior to implementation of any modifications or amendments t o  the 

Conditions, Covenants and Restrictions directly relating t o  the 

. maintenance and operation of the dam and the Lake. 
" 

3 .  The Developer agrees t o  design the bridge noar the inlet 

works t o  pars a one hundred-year storm want and to not impede the 

runof2 from the o?re-halZ PMP (Probable Maximum Pracipitation) 

event 

4 .  The Doveloper agrees t o  design t h m  bridges ovar the 

spillways to handle t h e  6pillWaf design capacity as approved by 

the Btatc Engineer. 

5 .  The Developer, its muccessors and assigns agree t o  meet 

mtormwattr discharge prrmita at the Lake. 

6. Henderson and the Developer, its aucccs6ore and assign+ 

will not requart construction, repair, operation and maintenance 

funds from the District for the Lake, dam, spillways, bridgee and 

appurtenant facilities insomuch aa the Project doe8 not qualify for 

Diatrict funding. 



7 .  The Developer, its succeeeors and assigns agree to meet 

any applicable current or future dam  uafety  regulatione. 

8. Henderson and the Developor agroe that  after the  

completion of the Dam and Bypass Syetom, tho Doveloper shall submit 

t o  Henderson record drawings certified by the I)evelop.r18 mgineer. 

9. Tho Developer agrees to propare an operation and 

maintenance manual relativo to tho Dam and Bypars Syetem, a wator 

quality monitoring program  and a water quality plan  and to mubmit 

the same to Henderson for Hondrnrson'm approval after completion of 

t h e  Dam and Bypass System. Henderson agreea that it  will  not 

unroaronably withhold such approval. 

10. The Developer agroes to dedicate an raoement to 

Henderoon, upon the District's granting of the Variance, for 

inundation and scdimentdepocition within the inundation area prior 

to the i s u a n c e  by Hendarmon of any construction or building 

prmit.. Henderson will then dedicata much rasoment to the 

District, Clark County, the  City of Las Vagas and the  city of North 

of Baue Flood Elavationu for the Lake and Flood Hazard Boundary 

Maps for the development surrounding the Lake and to assist the 

Devolopat i n  obtaining a Conditional Letter of Map Revision ( C M m )  

from the Foderal Emergency Management Agency ( F m )  for any 

revision of maid  maps. Henderson and the  Dwolopor agree to 

immediately seek 8uch CulMR and to make a rearnonablo attempt to 

Secure uuch CLOMR within s i x  (e )  month6 of tho Districto# granting 

of t h e  Variance. 



\ 

12. The Developer agrees to c o n s t r u c t  the Dam and Bypass 

System according to the plans submitted t o  the D h t r i C t  and 

reviewed and modiricd as a result of the independent review 

conducted by Harta Engineering. Henderson and the Developer 

acknowlodge that  t h e  District is not rosponsible for review or 

approval of much conctruction nor for enmuring compliance with such 

plans Henderson and the  Developer agree that any iuoues 

identified by fiarta Engineering in their review of the Project, but 

remaining unresolved at tho tima of the granting of the Variance, 

will be resolvod to the ratisfaction of Henderson and the State 

Englnaer . 
13. The Developer agrees to abide by the  hold-hamless 

Agreement attached hereto an Exhibit "-. R 

14. Henderson agrees to establish a sinking fund to be used 

to fund costs for stormwater treatment in the event that t h e  

Federal Environmental Protection Agency dotorminru that more 

stringent stormwater treatment crtandardm are required Solely as a 

result of the creation of the Lake at  La6 V-as. Thia .inking fund 

Will be creatod by the divereion of a percentage of the tax 

YevenUeS gonorated molely by the Lake at Las Vogas Project as 

heroin drucribed. The percontaga of tax  ravenure diverted will be 

in an amount sufficiant t o  genarate Twenty Hillfon  Dollars 

( $ 2 0 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 )  which is the amount that Hendarnon agrees to 

contribute to the  coots for rtormwater treatmont am horefnabove 

described. The mfnking  fund w i l l  be maintained for a period of 

fifteen ycare conunencing in 1989. A t  the end of the fifteen y.ars 

herein identified, the City of'xandercon W i l l  be allowed to u t i l i z e  

the fund proceeds. 



15 .  The Developer agrees to contribute Two Million Dollars 

($2,000,000), in a manner t o  be agreed upon by the part i e s ,  in 

consideration of Handeraon's agreeing to the ratablishment of the 

fund ae herein deacribed. 

XN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undereignod parties have executed thie 

Agreement i n  manner and form auf ficient to  bind them a s  of the date 

f i r a t  written above. 

LAKE AT U S  VEGAS JOINT VENTURE THE CITY OF HENDERSON, NEVADA 

TransNeva Limited Partnership By: 
Managing Caneral  Partner 

Ttan8Neva Corporation 
Managing Canaral  Partner ATTEST : 

I ta:  

By: 

Ita: 
1tr: 

Approvrd : 

\ 

5 -  



. .  
. ,  . 

. .  
THIS 

. .  
1989, by 

r e f e r r e d  

r e f e r r e d  

EASEMENT . .  
AGREEMENT .made t h i a  day of 

I . .  

and,between Lake a t  Las Vegas Jo in t   Venture   (here inaf te r  

to as .Grantor.),  the  County of Clark ( h e r e i n a f t e r  

t o  as oGranteem)r and the C i t y  of Henderson. The Clark 

County S a n i t a t i o n  Dis t r ic t , the  C l a r k  County  Regional Flood 

Control '  District, t h e   C i t y  of Las Vegas and the  C i t y  of North Las 

Vegas are Th i rd  P a t t y   B e n e f i c i a r i e s   t o  this' Easement  Agreement. 

. WBEREAS,.Grantor 16 the fee owner of certain r e a l   e s t a t e  

. 8ituated i n  the City.of Ronder8011, County of Cla rk ,   S t a t e  of 

pkada ,  which real. e a t a t e  ' ia  l e g a l l y  described on E x h i b i t  'A" 

a t tached 'here to   and .   incorpora ted   hero in  by r e fe rence   (he re ina f t e r  

r e f e r r e d  t o  as the   mProper tym a a'nd . . . .  

. .  . .  

. .  . .  

.. . '. . .  , .  . . .  
* .WBEREAS,,:a portion of ,&e 'Property is located and serves  as 

the   p rar ,en t   na tura ' l  flow of the   taa  vegao trash and a l l  of t he  

wash  and rtream' t r ibu tar ies   inc luding   nu isance   water  and 

wastewater d ischarges   ; f rom' the   Ci ty   o f  Las Vegas San i t a t ion   P l an t  
. .  

'. 
a . . .  . . : . . . '  . 

i and:. the:Clark  County  Sanitation Di,strict, P lan t  which  e n t e r  t h e  
. .  

. . .  , .  . , .  ' 

L a s  Vegas Wash; .and 
I ;. 

1 '  

. .  . .. 
. .  .~ . 

. .WHEREAS, : : the   ,Grantor   -des i res   to ' cons t ruc t  a dam and thereSy 
.- \ ' . . . .: ' 

. .  . .  
create a '1,ake. i n  a locat ion  which 'wil i '  'a l ter  the   na tura l  flow 

of the e x i s t i n g   I k . V e g a s  Wash and its t r i b u t a r i e s ;  and 
. .  . . .  

. WREREG, ; the   Grantor   ' fu r ther .  -desires , t o  construct  an a r t i f   i c a l  . .  
mqchanism to ,  t r a n a p o r t  . the nuisance?  wastewater,   natural  and 

.flood . .  water; flow of the. La ., Vegaa.Wash'  under the dam and lake 

which   the ,Grantor   .des i rea :  to arect:.in t h e   n a t u r a l  washbed;  and 

. .. 

. , .. . .. . . . .  . 

. .  
. . .  

. : .  . .  . . .  
WRe&h,':'per;the' .. . . .. Grantor's .. .request, .. . .  . , t h e  : Clark County 208 

Water: Qua l i ty  .Management P lan  was .. .mended . . t o  allow for   construc-  

t i o n  of a Dam and  Lake,  'hwever.; ' a s  a ' c o n d i t i o n  of the Amendment 

'*.' . 



. .  
. : I  : . , . .  , . . . . .  . . .  *: ... ~ . .  

present and  'fUtUr.6  flows of' the Las  Vegas Wash and a l l  of t h e  
. . .  

wash  and s t ream t r ibu ta r i e s  including"f1ood water,  n u i s a n c e  wEter 

and .wastewater discharges.  
. I  . 

' NOW, ,THEREPORE,' i n  cons ide ta t ion  of the foregoing, and other  

.good  and  .valuable   considerat ion,   the   receipt  of  which is hereby 

acknowledged,  the  parties  . 'agree as follows: 

. .  
. .  . . .  . . . . .  

. . .  . .  
- -:-.le' ' .Grantor   hereby  grants   and.   conveys  to   the County of . . 

.. , 

. . .  . .  , ,' . ' .  . '  . . .  . .  

Cl'ark (Grantee)   . the   Ci ty   of   Benderron;  the  C l a z k  County 

S a n i t a t i o n  Pistrict, the C l a r k  Coqnty  Regional Flood Control 

. .  

. . . .  '.? .: . . . . . . .  . .  _.. . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . . .  

. . . .  . . .  Diotrfct;:the(  City'.of :La8 Vega8'an.d .+d 'Ci ty  of North La8 Vegas ,  ..< ... 3 ...... < a * -  .< 8.. . . . .  . . . . .  . . .  I ... . . . .  .. - . ', . ,. ,. . 
. .  

. .  ... 
. a..*~-=~stua".fsment.. of  and  over the kasement premises for 

. I  

. . . .  
I. . ... i . . . . .  - - .  . 

. drainape 6nd qbedime.ntat1on  deposit""p&poses including b u t  not 
. .  .i .. . . . .  

. .  . .  . . p  '. . .  
l imited  . .$o: :a l l .of .   . t l&.natural 'and:   f lood water drainage,  nuisance 

. wate t" '~nh:was , tewater   d i scharge   f rom the Ci ty  of t a s  Vegas  and the 
. . .  I . . . . .  

1 

'i' 
. .  

. : ::,.., ...... >: .> ... :.. . . . . . .  ..... 
Clark.County:Sariitation'Dirtrict.ihat .;could occur i n  a maximum 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  : . . . . .  . . . .  
inundat ion. . includlng all o b j e c t s  which  could  be c a r r i e d  by 

n a t u r a l  Lnd .floodwater' flow ouch ,as by'way  of example and not 

l lmitation;: .rocke,:  rediprent-,,  vatstewaterr  plants, garbage or any 

, .  _. . 

. . .  

3 . .  . .  . . .  ; .  . ,V.# .. '.'. ....... : . :.._. ,,:'., t . . . .  , , : *.* I.' ~ . 

. .  . . .  . . . .  . . . . .  . . . .  . . .  . :. .. . I _  . . , x<: ,,,?, . ; . .  : 

. . . .  ..:. . . . . .  . . . .  ~. ,I... ". : . .  
o t h e r  object' capable :ofi being 'rPoved .or: , . tranaported by a water 

flow, . .  ' in ,  along  and  upon. . . .  t h e  earement ..... premires. 
. . . . . . . . . .  ..... ,... . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . .  . .  . .  I. . . . .  

, .  ... . . .  
':.' 2.." The eareprent]' premirpr r h a l i  . . . . . . . .  c o n a i r t '  of a l l   r e a l   p r o p e r t y  

i .  . ._ . . . . . . .  
l ega l ly   de rc r$beh  Xn, Exh ib i t  .A. under:a ,bare   e levat ion  of  

1418"feet .above v a n  ' t e a l  'level. ..' ,. 

. .  
. . . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . '  . .  . .  . . ;  

... 

. , . ,3.  :~,'The'Grantor.,Shall.ihaSntaini.8nd, . . . .  . .  k.eep . i n  good r e p a i r   a l l  of 

t h e  eanement,', 'premises  including, but n o t  limited t o  any a r t i f i c a l  
. . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  

.. . . . ' I ,  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
water .flow mechanism; .'bypass .pipelines: . . .  or channe l ,   i n s t a l l ed   t o  

i 
. _  * . .  . . . . .  . . . .  . . . .  1. - . . . ,.. ' . . -9 . . . . .  

t r a n e p o r t  . .  . .  i the . . f lows.   descr ibed . .  in Paragraph 1. Furthermore,  the 

Grantor   shal l   .maintain  , the .ent i re   darement   premises  i n  a manner 

not ,  to  i n t e r f d r  or impede  any.  and all .nuisance, wastewater, 

' n a t u r a l  or floodwater  f lows which i a y ' t r a n s v e r s e  t h e  property 

toge ther   wi th   the   ob jec ts   descr ibed  i n  Paragraph 1. 

. . . .  Li. .:. . a .  . 
;. * . . .  8 

. .  . ' .  I , 

. .  
-2- '  . 
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4 .  ' Should  t h e  Grantor f a i l  i n  its o b l i g a t i o n   t o  m a i n t a i n  t h e  

e,asement premises or any a r t i k i ca l  water flow mechanism, bypass  

p i p e l i n e  or a r t i f i c a l   c h a n n e l ,   t h e  C i t y  of Henderson will 
I .  

immediately take action to maintain  or  repair   the  easement  preni-  

ses or t h e   a r t i f i c a l  water flow mechanism, bypass  pipeline or 

a r . t i f ica1   dhannel   and   In   th i s   regard   the   Ci ty  of Henderson s h a l l  
. .  

have the r i g h t  to enter and remain on t h e  easement premises t o  

take any  .act ion  necessary or to construct any s t r u c t u r e s  which 

would f u l f i l l  ' the Gran to r ' s   ob l iga t ion   t o   keep  the easement pre- 

mises open .to the . f lows  descr ibed  in   Paragraph 1. 

. '  

. . . . . .  
5 .  Without  assuming  any  maintenance  obligation,  the  Grantee, 

. the   Clark   County   Sani ta t ion  District and the  Clark C o u n t y  

Regional  Flood.Contro1' . . .  : , , District, ' s h a l l  have the r i g h t  t o   e n t e r  

and  remain. on , the easement<  premises  to  take any emergency act ion 

. . .  ~ n e c e s s , a ~ . o r .  . . '.. to' Construct any Structures needed i n  an emergency 

. to ' insure . ' . that  - . . . . .  t he   f l ows  . _  . . . . . . . . . . . .  'described  in, 'Paragraph 1 a r e  unimpeded, 

I p  the''  event  :.!that:jthe.*Grantee8 . . . .  t h e  C l a r k  County S a n i t a t i o n  

. . . .  Dietrict, ,or" : the Cla.rk':County  Flood . .  C,ontrol District enter the 

p rope r ty  to take uuch 'em6rgency  act ion  necessary  or   to   construct  
.. '. . - . , *. . : 
any .structure6 needed i n .  an'  emergqncy, to insure   that   the   f lows 

deacribed  in. .Paragtaph:l . ,are unim&ed,': t h e  C i t y  of Henderson  and 

t h e  . .  Gran to r -   ; ha l l "  be ' jo int ly   and. ' inde&ndent ly   l iable  and respon- 

. . . . .  . .  . .  

. I. . , ' I  ' _  , . . .  

. .  

. . a .  

. .  a *  . . . . . . . . . . .  

. .  

. : . _, .. . .  . . .  . ,., . . . . . . . .  . I  

.I, ..) . , , : : .'. . .  

. ' .: . . .  . , . .  
. 6 i b h  for. a l i  d a m g e e '  incurred and ' a i i  .costs of   entry,  main- 

. tenmce-and conqtnict ion.  - '  ' , . ., _ .  

. .'.?. .,. ., . .., . .  ' .  ' ' 
. .   . .  

, . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . .  :. . . :I ' ., * : 

, ''i.;: . ./ . Further;.. .without . .  . .  'msuming  any  'maintenance  obligation,  the 
. . .  . .  

. Grantee,' . .  &.Clark County . . .  S a n i t a t i o n  Dhtr ic t ,  or the  Clark . .,, . . : .. . . . . . .  . . . . .  
county  Regional  ,Plood"Control District s h a l l  i n  a non-emergency 

. .  
. .  

premis'es to take any  action' .necessary,  or to   cons t ruc t  any strr;c- 

tures to  insure tha t   ' t he   f l ows   desc r ibed  i n  Paragraph 1 a re  

unimpeded. However, p r i o r  to exerc is ing   the  r i g h t  i n  a non- 

-3- 
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? 

. -  

emergency   s i t ua t ion ,  t h e  Grantee ,  t h e  Clark  County S a n i t a t i o n  

District, o r  t h e  C l a r k  County  Regional Flood Control D i s t r i c t  
. .  

s h a l l   p r o v i d e   t h e   G r a n t o r   a n d   t h e   C i t y  of Henderson w i t h  n ine ty  

( 9 0 )  d a y s   a d v a n c e   n o t i c e .   I n   t h e   e v e n t   t h a t   t h e   G r a n t o r  or the  

C i t y  of Renderson   provide   'no t ice  t o  the   Grantee ,   and   subsequent ly  

begin  and complete s u c h   a c t i o n  or cons t ruc t ion   necessa ry  as 

d e f i n e d  by the Gran tee   w i th in   180   days   un le s s   ex t ended  by 

Gran tee ,   t hen  t h e  Grantee ,  . t h e  C l a r k  C o u n t y   S a i i t a t i o n   D i s t r i c t  

and the Clark .County   Regional  Flood Con t ro l  District s h a l l  n o t  

exercise t h e i r   r i g h t  t o  e n t e r   t h e   p r e m i s e s .   I n   t h e   e v e n t   t h e s e  
. .  

c 

time periods are n o t  met, t h e  Gran tee l  t h e  C l a r k  C o u n t y  

. S a n i t a t i o n  District, or the  Clark  County  Flood  Control  District 

may elect  t o  e n t e r  t h e  p r o p e r t y  to take any   ac t ion  necessary or 

t o  , c o n s t r i c t   a n y   s t r u c t u r e s  t o  i n s u r e   t h a t  t h e  f lows desc r ibed  

in .   Pa rag raph .1  are unimpeded. I n   s u c h  .an e v e n t ,  t h e  c i ty  of 

Hender son   and   t he   Gran to r   8ha l l . be   j o in t ly   and   i ndependen t ly  

liable a n d   t o s p o n d i b l e   . f o r  'all d a k g e r   i n c u r r e d   a n d   a l l   c o s t s  of 

en t ry ,   ma in tenance   and   cons t ruc t ion .  For purposes  of this sec- 

. . .  

. . . . .  

. .  

: . t ion ,   ' - an   emetgency   sha l l   be   def ined  as a n y   p a r t i a l   o b s t r u c t i o n  or 

blockage of the p i p e l i n e ,   ' b y p a s s  or i n t a k e   f a c i l i t y l  or dangerous 

c o n d i t i o n   r e g a r d i n g   t h e  dam. A non-emergency . .  s h a l l  be d e f i n e d   a s  

a increase i n  the f lows  described i n   P a r a g r a p h  1, which caGse t h e  

pipesl bypass  or i n t a k e   f a c i l i t y  to  be unable  t o  perform the i r  

r e q u i r e d , o r   a p p r o v e d   f u n c t i o n  or a mandate or r e g u l a t i o n   f r o m  a 

State or F e d e r a l  Agency r e q u i r i n g ,   i n c r e a s e d   p o l l u t i o n   t r e a t m e n t  

of;ewage or s tormwater  which can  be a a t i s f i e d  by i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  

c a p a c i t y   o f   t h e   b y p a s s   s y s t e m   w i t h i n   t h e  time f r a m e   s p e c i f i e d   t o  

c u r e  a non-emergency . 

. .  

. 6. G r a n t o r   s h a l l   h a v e   t h e   r i g h t  t o  erect improvements, 

b u i l d i n g s   a n d   s t r u c . t u r e s   i n c l u d i n g  a dam and a l ake  w i t h i n  t he  

easement premises, however ,   Grantee,   the   Clark  County  Sani ta t ion 



. .  . . . _  

.- 

t h e   C i t y  of Las  Vegas  and  the  Ci ty   of   North Las Vegas s h a l l   n o t  

b e   l i a b l e   f o r   a n y  damage t o  the  improvements, b u i l d i n g s  or strG;C- 

tures which may occur d u r i n g   t h e  use of this easement from the 

flows or o b j e c t s   d e s c r i b e d   i n   P a r a g r a p h  1. 

I .  A l l  r i g h t s r  t i t l e  a n d   p r i v i l e g e s   h e r e f n   g r a n t e d ,  

i n c l u d i n g  a l l  b e n e f i f s   a n d   b u r d e n s ,   s h a l l   r u n   w i t h  t h e  land  and 

s h a l l  be  binding  updn  and  inure t o  t h e   b e n e f i t   o f  t h e  p a r t i e s  

h e r e t o r   t h e i r   r e s p e c t i v e   h e i r s ,  executorsI admi 'n i s t ra tors ,  suc- 

cessors, a s s i g n s   a n d   l e g a l   r d p r e r e n t a t i v e s .  

I N  WITNESS WHEREOF, t h e   p a r t i e s   h e r e t o   h a v e   c a u s e d  t h i s  

Agreement to  'be executed  as of the .day a n d   y e a r   f i r s t   h e r e i n a b o v e  

w r i t t e n .  

COUNTY OF CLARK 

ATTEST : 

BY t 
CHAIRUANI Board of County  Commissioners 

LORETTA BOWMANr  County C l e  rk 
CITY OF HENDERSON 

. BY 
MAYOR 

ATTEST: . 

CITY CLERK 

AT LAS VEGAS JOINT VENTURE 
. .. . .  

BY 
GENERAL HAWAGER 

. .  

STATE OF NEVADA ) . . : . . : .  

COUNTY OF CLARK. ) . 

. .  
. .  . .  

.. 6 * )881 

appeared   before  me, ' a  N o t a r y   P u b l i c  i n  and for said  County and 

S t a t e  I known t o  me t o  be the  General  



Manager of LAKE AT U S  VEpiS JOINT VENTURE, that   exec l ; ted   the  

. foregoing  instrument ,   and who acknowledged to me t h a t  he d i d  so 

freely and v o l u n t a r i l y  and for t h e  uses and purposes t h e r e i n  men- 

t i o n e d .  . 

WITNESS mfhand  and of f ic ia l  seal. 

NOTARY PUBLIC i n  and for s a i d  
County  8nd  .Stat'@ . 

. . . . . .  . . . .  

-. . .  
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A G R E E M E N T  

Lake  at Las Vegas Joint  Venture  ("LLVJV"), in consideration 
of  and,  contingent upon, the  Clark  County Regional  Flood 
Control District  granting LLVJV a variance from Section 
10,02O(b)(3) and  Section 10.020(b)(4) of the Uniform 
Regulations for the Control  of  Drainage relative to  the Lake 
at  Las Vegas  Project  (the "Projectn), hereby  agrees as 
follows: 

1, 

2, 

> 

3, - 

4, 

by: 

by: 

by: 

LLVJV :shall have no claim of any  kind or nature  against 
Clark County, the Clark  County Sanitation District, the 
Clark County  Regional  Flood  Control  District,  the City 
of Henderson, the City  of Las Vegas, Boulder City and 
the City of  North  Las  Vegas (herein individually  and 
collectively referred to  as  the  "Named  Entities") 
arising  out of or resulting from debris,  waste water 
discharge  or  storm  water  entering  the  lake to be 
constructed on the Project  (the "Lake"). 

LLVJV  agrees  to pay  and  shall  indemnify  and  hold 
harmless  the  Named Entities against  all  costs  and 
expenses of cleaning up the  Lake  as a result of 
discharges  described in Paragraph 1 above into the Lake. 

LLVJV shall  execute  in  recordable form and  shall deliver 
to the Named  Entities for recording an easement in  the 
form of  Exhibit A attached  hereto. 

This Agreement  shall be binding upon the successors and 
assigns of UVJV, 

Dated: January 1989. 

Lake  at Las Vegas  Joint  Venture 

TransNeva  Limited  Partnership 
its Managing  General  Partner 

TransNeva  Corporation 
its Managing  General  Partner 

Gregory G. Kreizenbeck 
Chief  Executive  Officer 



REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL  DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

' Subject: 
CONSULTANT  SELECTION FOR A HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA AND DRAINAGE DESIGN MANUAL 

Yet1 t loner: I VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E., GENERAL MANAGERKHIEF ENGINEER 

Recmendation: 
SELECT A CONSULTING FIRM AND AUTHORIZE THE CHIEF ENGINEER TO 
NEGOTIATE A CONTRACT 

Fiscal  Impact: 

$150,000 (estimated) 

Background: 

The development and adoption o f  a Hydrologic and Drainage  Design Manual i s  
necessary to   p rov ide   un i fo rm i t y   i n  drainage  planning and design w i th in   the  
D i s t r i c t ,   t o  improve the urban enviroment, and to   prov ide a sound bas is   for   the 
expenditure of   future  pr ivate,   publ ic,  and regional monies. 

The development o f  hydro log i c   c r i t e r i a   i s  an integral   step i n  resolving  the para- 
meters  required i n  generating  discharge  values for Flood  Insurance purposes. 
Without  the  hydrologic  criteria  being  thoroughly  analyzed and appropriate  para- 
meters  generated, s t a f f  expects that  the  issue  of  adopting  discharge  values  for 
Flood  Insurance purposes may never be resolved. The pr iva te  and public  engi- 
neers have recognized  the need t o  adopt  discharge  values f o r  Flood  Insurance 
purposes that are consistent and tha t  have no regard t o  corporate  l imits. The 
development o f   t he  manual w i  11 resolve  th is issue. 

The manual will be used by  govermental  designers and reviewers, and consulting 
engineers. A d r a f t  scope o f  work fo r   t he  manual i s  attached for   your  review. 

D A ENDA 
ITEM # 5 

Date: Date: 
3-09-89 

TKITM2-2 



I tern 

February 14, 1989 
Revised - March 2, 1989 
Page 2 

Technical  Advisory Comni t t e e  

The D i s t r i c t  earmarked $150,000 i n   t h e  FY 88-89 budget f o r   t h e  development of 
t h i s  manual. E a r l i e r  i n  t h i s   f i s c a l   y e a r  a Consulting  Engineers  Council (CEC) 
Subcomnittee  approached s t a f f  and o f fe red   the i r   serv ices  i n  developing  the 
manual a t  no  charge. CEC has presented  var ious  draf ts   to   s ta f f  and these  draf ts 
have  been reviewed  by s t a f f  and the  Floodplain Management Comnittee. CEC has 
generated a useable  work ing  draf t   o f   the manual.  However, c l a r i f i c a t i o n   o f   t h e  
l o c a l  and regional  hydrologic  parameters has  been requested and t h e   c l a r i f i c a -  
t i o n   o f   t h i s  complex issue can only  be resolved  by  employing  expertise i n  the 
f ields  of  cl imatology,  meterology,  hydrology and engineering, 

S t a f f  has received  eleven  Statements o f   Q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  from consul t ing f i r m s  t o  
prepare  the  Design Manual. An a lphabe t i ca l   l i s t i ng   o f   t he   f i rms   submi t t i ng   p ro -  
posals i s  at tached  for   your review. The proposals were evaluated  by a Selection 
Comnittee made up o f   representa t ives   o f   the  City o f  Las Vegas, City o f   Nor th  Las 
Vegas, City o f  Henderson, Clark County  and D i s t r i c t   s t a f f .  A short  l i s t   o f  the 
top-ranked  f i rms  are  l is ted  a lphabet ical ly below: 

1) Boyle  Engineering  Corporation 
2) James M. Montgomery Consulting  Engineers,  Inc. 
3) Simons, L i  and Associates  Inc./Wallace  Engineers 
4) WRC Engineering Inc./The Mark Group 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

S ta f f  recomnends tha t   t he  Board se lect  one of   the  top-ranked  f i rms and authorize 
the  Chief  Engineer  to  negotiate a contract   wi th  the  selected  f i rm. 

Respectful ly  submitted, 

\ .  General  ManagerKhief  Engineer 

TITM2-2-2 

ITEM # 2 ITEM # 5 
Date: Date: 

3-09-89 



HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA AND DRAINAGE DESIGN MANUAL 

CONSULTANT SELECTION 

Statements o f  Qual i f icat ions were received from eleven  consulting f i r m s .  They 
are l i s t e d  below alphabetically, 

Boyle  Engineering  Corporation 
CHZM Hill 
Church Engineering,  Inc, 
CRS Consul ting/McLaughlin Water Engineers, Inc. 
Dames & Moore 
James M. Montgomery Consulting Engineers, Inc. 
The Kei th Companies 
Simons, L i  and Associates,  Inc. 
Wi 1 lamson  and  Schmid 
Willdan  Associates 
WRC Engineering,  Inc. 

The four  top ranked firms  along  with  their  subconsultants  are  alphabetically 
1 i sted  bel ow. 

TOP RANKED FIRMS 

Boyle Engineering  Corporation 

SUBCONSULTANTS 

None 

James M. Montgomery Consulting Engineers,  Inc. Dr. James Cardle, UNLV 
Dr. Evangelos Yfantis, UNLV 
John James, UNR 
Dr. Richard French, D R I  

Simons, L i  & Associates,  Inc. G.C. Wallace, Inc. 

WRC Engineering,  Inc. The Mark  Group 
Dr. Richard Heggen, UNM 
Loren Crow, Meteorologist 



i SCOPE OF WORK 

"Hydrologic Cr i t e r i a  and Drainage  Design Manual" 

\ 

1. Goals 
A. To develop  conslstant  uniform  crl tcr ia  for  the development of 

ra in fa l l - runo f f  models i n  Clark County and to  provlde  speci f ic  and 
de ta i l ed   c r i t e r i a   f o r  design of   f lood  cont ro l  and drainage f a c i l i t i e s .  

6. To reduce the  ef for t   required t o  prepare and revlew f lood studies and 
designs  by  simplifying  the methodologies and procedures and by provi- 
d ing example problems and solutions. 

C. To prodde  the  necessary information  required t o  prepare or rev iew a 
drainage  design  wlthln  a  single docunent t h a t   i s  complete, organized, 
eas i l y  referenced, and consistant  within  Clark County. 

0. To provide  a  hydrologic  modellng and design c r i t e r l a  t o  assist  engi- 
neers and designers I n  solv ing  exist lng  f lood problems and preventing 
fu ture drainage  problans within  the  goals and objectives of the l o c a l  
comnunities and the  Dis t r ic t .  

XI. General 
A. Research by visitatlon  andlor  questionnaires  with each governmental 

e n t l t y   i n   C l a r k  County. 

Bo Research by v i s i t a t i o n  and/or  questionnaires  with  private  engineers 
des ign lng  f lood  cont ro l   fac i l i t les  f o r  pr ivate and publ ic   c l ients  
wi th in  Clark County. 

C. The development o f  the manual will be directed by a  technical  review 
comni ttee  establlshed for t h i s  purpose. 

D. Information  hearings will be held  during  the development of   the 
manual. 

E. A workshop f o r  users o f  the manual will be given  af ter   the manual 
i s  adopted by  the  Distr ict.  

111. Hydro log ic   Cr l tcr ta  

A. Background 
Nunerous consultants have developed andlor  rev1  wed  hydrologlc parame- 
t e r s  developed  over  recent time. Local  engineers  feel t h a t   r a i n f a l l  
data, so i l   l oss  rates, and the  discharge and  volume values  these pa- 
rameters produce ls excessive, especial ly  for  smaller watersheds. 

B. Research and review  hydrologic  data  collected by the  United  States 
Geological Survey, Corps o f  Engineers, Nevada Div is ion of Water 
Resources, and National Weather Servlce. 

C. Revlew previous  studies and reports which include  analyses  of  hydrolo- 
g l c  data and use of   hydro log lc   cr i ter ia .  

D. Develop hydrologic modeling  parameters that  are  approprlate for 
watersheds o f  various  sizes. Conduct t es t  runs t o  ver i fy   s imi lar  
resu l t s   f o r  recamended methods  and parameters. 



REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

Subject: 

Pet i t ioner:  

FEASIBILITY STUDY OF THE USE OF DETENTION BASINS AS GROUNDWATER RECHARGE 
SITES 

VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E., GENERAL MANAGER/CHIEF ENGINEER 

Recomnendation: 
THAT THE BOARD INDEFINITELY  TABLE THIS ITEM 

I * I 

Fiscal  Impact: 

NONE 

Background: 

It has been suggested that   detent ion  bas ins  ident i f ied  in   the Master  Plan  could 
be designed t o  serve as s i t e s   f o r  groundwater recharge  using  stormwater  runoff. 
While such a scheme  may be possible from an engineering  point  of view, questions 
regarding  the economics o f  recharge, the  potent ia l   for  groundwater pol lut ion,  
the  legal  ownership o f  storm  runoff, and others remain largely  unanswered. It 
may be benef ic ia l   a t   the   ear ly  stages  of  implementing the  Master  Plan to  deter-  
mine i f  the use o f  f lood  control  basins  for groundwater recharge i s   p r a c t i c a l .  

The  LaS  Vegas Valley Water D i s t r i c t  can provide more experience and expertise 
than  the  Dis t r ic t  i n  areas re la ted   to  groundwater, and should be included i n  any 
undertaking  to determine  the  potential  for recharge. Given their   expert ise,  i t  
M Y  a lso be appropriate  that  the Water D i s t r i c t   a l s o  manage the  contract f o r  
such a  study. Discussions wi th   o ther   f lood  cont ro l   d is t r ic ts  indicate tha t   t h i s  
p rac t ice   In   p robab ly   no t   feas ib le   a t   th is  time. The LVVWD i s  not   opt imist ic 
about  recharge p o s s i b i l i t i e s  and does not  perceive  that  they will benefit  from 
such a study. 

A study o f  groundwater  recharge  using  stormwater was prepared f o r  Albuguerque, 
New Mexico. The abs t rac t   o f   th is  study i s  attached for   your  review. This i s  
the only   s tudy  o f   i ts   k ind  that   the  s ta f f  was ab le   to  locate.  Estimates  pre- 
pared by s t a f f   o f   t h e  volume of   runof f  generated  by  storms have been attached 
for  your  information. 

Respectful ly submitted, 

& $€QLF-,.a- IRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E. 

ITEM X 6 

3-09-89 
Date: Date: 

vu General  ManagerlChief  Engineer 

DISC4zBDITM3-3 



SUMMARY OF ALBUQUERQUE,  NEW MEXICO  GROUNDWATER  RECHARGE  STUDY 

I n   t h e   e a r l y  1970's the Albuquerque Planning Department adopted  a p o l i c y   i n  
favor  of  on-site  detention  storage and stormwater i n f i l t r a t i on .   Th i s   po l i cy  was 
adopted  by the Albuquerque Metropolitan  Flood  Control  Authority. A subsequent 
study  determined  "that t h i s   po l i cy  statement was w e l l  intended  but  generally  not 
feasible." 

The study  investigated  the use o f  spreading  basins,  recharge p i t s  and recharge 
wells. I n  analyzing a l l  the  factors  involved,  the  study concluded that  
i n f i l t r a t i o n   o f  stormwater was not  a  sui table  a l ternat ive f o r  stormwater 
drainage.  Included i n  the l i s t  o f  problems associated  wi th  th is  a l ternat ive 
were environmental problems (pol 1 uted sediments, d issol  ved chemical s ,  pest i  - 
cided, and bacter io logical   pol lutants),   insect  control ,  unappealing  aesthetics, 
and safety  considerations. 

Technically,  the  study determined t h a t   t h e   i n f i l t r a t i o n  methods investigated 
were unpredictable i n  terms o f  performance. Economically,  the  cost o f  an 
i n f i l t r a t i o n  system was estimated t o  be signi f icant ly  h igher  than an open- 
channel drainage system. The study  concluded that  groundwater  recharge w i th  
stomwater  runoff was not an acceptable method. 

DISC5:RECHARGE 



Red Rock Detention  Basin 
Drainage area: 53 square  miles 
Storage  capacity:  1700 Aft 
CN: 90 
Depth  area  reduction  factor: .70 

point  ppt 1.58" 2.05" 2.77" 
reduced ppt 1.11' 1.44" 1.94' 
excess ppt 0.40" 0.60" 1.03" 
direct  runoff 1130 Aft 1700 Aft 2911 Aft 

10-year  25-year  100-year 

.- 1.8M cu  yde 2.7M cu  yds 4.7M cu  yds 

AnQel  Park 
Drainage area: 24 square  miles 
Storage  Capacity: 1400 Aft 
CN: 88 
Depth-area  reduction  factor: .76 

point  ppt 1.58" 2.05" 2.77" 
reduced ppt 1.20" 1.56" 2.11" 
excess  ppt 0.40" 0.60" 1.00" 
direct  runoff 512 Aft 768 Aft 1280  Aft 

10-year  25-year  100-year 

. 83M cu  yds 1.2H cu  yds 2.21 cu  yds 

Drainage area: 200 square  miles 

Depth-area  reduction  factor: -605 

point ppt I. 58" 2.05" 2.77" 
reduced ppt 0.96. 1.24" 1.68" 
excess ppt 0.15" 0.30" 0.58" 
direct  runoff 1600 Aft 3200 Aft 6187 Aft 

CN: a5 

10-year  25-year  100-year 

2.6H cu  yds S.2M cu  yde 10.0M cu  yds 



REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

I M~STER PLAN UPDATE FOR LAUGHLIN, NEVADA 

t Pet i t ioner:  
VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E. GENERAL  MANAGER/CHIEF ENGINEER 

Recomnendation: . 
THAT THE BOARD AUTHORIZE THE GENERAL MANAGER TO SOLICIT PROPOSALS  FOR I THE PREPARATION OF A MASTER PLAN UNDATE FOR LAUGHLIN, NEVADA 

~ ~ ~~ ~~~ 

F isca l  Impact: 

$100,000 - Flood  Control Fund  286 

Background: 

NRS  543.596 requi res  that   the  Dis t r ic t 's  Master  Plan be updated  every f i v e  (5) 
years,  taking  into  consideration any new information which i s  re levant   to   the 
Plan. 

95,000 - Remaining from AB 494 appropr ia t ion  o f   For t  Mohave Funds 

The Flood  Control  Facil it ies  Plan  for  Hiko  Springs Wash and Unnamed  Wash i n  
Laughlin wlll soon be completed. It i s  anticipated  that  the  report  prepared 
under that   contract  will be incorporated  into a  Master  Plan update. The pre- 
pa ra t i on   o f  a  Master  Plan update for   Br idge Canyon Wash would  then  complete  the 
updates for   the  Laughl in  area  for  the current 5-year  period. A prel iminary 
scope o f  work f o r   t h i s  update I s  Included  for  your revlew. 

Respectful ly submitted, 

Y O '  General  ManagerlChief  -Engineer 

ITEM # 7 
Date:  Date: 
2-23-89  3-09-89 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-543.html


TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Technical  Advisory  Comnittee i s  concerned tha t  updates t o  the Mas te r  Plan 
might  not   provide more d e t a i l  on f looding problems and recomnended solut ions 
than  a l ready  ex is ts   in   the Master Plan. With t h i s  i n  mind, Mr. Manning has 
requested  that i f  t h i s  update i s  authorized, i t  present an analys is   a t   the  pre-  
l iminary  engineering  design  level of deta i l .  He has further  requested  that  the 
study  address and attempt t o  resolve  the  f lood  hazard  issues  arising from 
FEW'S proposed mapping of   the  Br idge Canyon and Hiko  Springs  fans. 

STAFF RECOMMENDAT IONS 

S t a f f  concurs w i t h  Mr. Manning's requests and will ensure t h a t  members o f   h i s  
s ta f f   a re   a f fo rded  the ,oppor tun i ty   to  be a c t i v e l y   i n v o l v e d   i n   t h i s  study. 
W i t h i n   t h e   l i m i t s  o f  the  funds budgeted f o r   t h i s  study, we are  comnitted t o  
having  the  most  useful  report produced  as f s  possible. 

It has been suggested tha t   the  Master  Plan  update of   Laughl in  include Area 3. 
However, inasmuch  as there does not appear t o  be su f f i c ien t   water   ava i lab le  t o  
a l l ow   tha t   a rea   t o  develop, i t s   i n c l u s i o n   i n   t h e  update  would not be appropriate 
a t  t h i s  time. 



PRELIMINARY BRIDGE CANYON WASH MASTER PLAN UPDATE 
SCOPE OF WORK 

\ 

A. Rcconnai stance: 

(1) Collect ewisting  topography,  developnent  flood  studles  and  other at80 
(2) Collect tlght-of-way  and  land  ownership infomation. 

(3) COOfUinate with State,  County 8nd Federal rgencies to develop out- 

(4) Revleu Master Plan  alternatives and recamended plan, 
(5) Revleu Hiko Springs  Uash  and  Unnamed  Wash  faclllties  Plan 

fal l  alternatives 

B o  Hydraul 1 c Analysi s: 

(1) Verify Master  Plan  hydrology;  evaluate  hydrologic parameters. 
(2) Deternine lnpact o f  flows frm Brldge  Canyon  on Hiko Springs Wash. 
(3) Based on 8.2 rbove, vcrlfy constructabllity o f  Bridge  Canyon 

(4) Recancnd  mdlflcations to Hlko Springs  Facilities  Plan to accomo- 
Detention Basin(s) 8nd dttemlnc best  site, 

datt flows from Bridge  Canyon i f  appropriate. 

(5) Recamcnd approximatt sire,  depth,  storage, 8nd conflguratlon of 
basin($), and  appurtenant  structures (levels,  cut-off  channels, 
outlet.  tpilluay, etc.). 

(6) Deternine approxilaate outflow hydrogrrph 8nd 100-year  peak  flow for 
post-detentlon ftous: 
(a) 8elw basin. 

(b) A t  rrth camblning sub-bmln for post-devtlopmcnt  conditions 
frola the detention  brsin to the Colorado  River (sub-basins 
ulll k dellmted based on post-developncnt drainage 
gltt8mS). 

hydrrur I C  structuns. 
(7) Identlfy #e need for Sedlatnt basin, energy dissiprters or other 

c. Prepare RtCamMnd8tiOnS and Reports: 

(1) Describe uork twpleted under Tasks 1.A 8nd 1.6 

(2) Ikted on L B O .  recaunend  channel rligmwnt 8nd right-of-way requite- 
m t s ,  provide rpap and legal descriptions or ttcomncndcd facllitles. 

DISW:FAC-PUWZ 



CLARK COUNTY 
REGIONAL FLOOD  CONTROL D I S T R I C T  

AGENDA ITEM 

I Subject : THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL INTERWCAL AGREEMENT  FOR TEE CON- 
STRUCTION  OF A FLOOD  CONTROL  CHANNEL OBI TEE WESTERN TRIBUTARY OF 
THE LA6 VEGA8 WASH BETWEEN CRAIG RANCH GOLF COURSE AND CRAIG ROAD 

~~ ~ ~ ~~~~~ ~ I 
Petitioner: 

GARY W. HOLLER, P . E .  
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 

Recommendation: 

I T  IS  RECOMMENDED THAT THE SUBJECT  THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL 
AGREEMENT BE APPROVED. 

Fiscal  Impact: 
TEE EXISTING SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WILL  BE 
INCREASED BY $ 0 

Background: 

By Interlocal  Agreement  dated  March 1, 1988, the Clark  County 
Regional  Flood  Control  District  agreed to fund the construction of 
the Western  Tributary  of the Las Vegas  Wash  between  Craig  Ranch 
Golf  Course  and  Craig  Road. The District  is to provide $595,350 
under the Interlocal  Agreement  which is to be  matched  with $643,200 
from an EDA  grant. 

By letter  dated  March 8, 1988 the Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  notified  North Las Vegas  of  its  intention to use Corps of 
Engineers  rainfall/runoff  data  rather  than the data  that  had  been 
generated locally.  This  FEMA  decision  had the effect  of  increasing 
the flows in the subject  project. 

(Continued on Page 2) 

T . C .  AGENDA 

Date 3-09-89 Date 2-23-89 
ITEM # 8 a ITEM # Sa 
CCRFCD AGENDA 



Third Supplemental Interlocal Agreement 
Flood  Control  Channel - Las Vegas Wash 
Craig Road  and Alexander Road 
Page 2 

Subsequently, the Interlocal Agreement was modified to allow for 
redesign of  the Western Tributary to accommodate the anticipated 
increased flows. The amount of funding provided by the Interlocal 
Agreement was 'not  increased. 

A Second Supplemental Interlocal Agreement provided the necessary 
engineering and construction funds for the increased channel size. 
The funds were obtained by reducing the scope of the Las Vegas Wash 
(@@A@@ Channel) project (NLW-6) by an amount equivalent to the total 
increased cost. The original  amount of $1 ,000 ,000  was increased 
by $247,560 to $1 ,247 ,560 .  

Bids have been received  and the low bidder has exceeded the amount 
budgeted by $ . It is therefore recommended that the 
previous interlocal agreements be modified to provide this amount 
plus contingencies. 

. -  

ccfcd3rd.sni 
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THIRD EUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into as of the 

day of , 1988 by and between the Clark County 

Regional Flood Control District hereinafter referred to a s  

"DISTRICT", the County of Clark hereinafter referred to as 

"COUNTY", the City Of Las Vegas, a mUniCipal corporation, the City 

of Henderson, a municipal corporation, and the City of North Las 

Vegas, a municipal corporation hereinafter referred to as  CITY*^. 

W I T N E S S E T H  

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 543 of the Nevada Revised 

Statutes a project for the construction of a flood control channel 

on  the Western Tributary of the- Las Vegas Wash between Craig Ranch 

Golf Course and Craig Road, located totally within the CITY has 

been approved by the DISTRICT; and, 

WHEREAS, pursuant thereto, an INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT was 

entered into during March 1988 between the Clark County Regional 

Flood Control District, the County of Clark and the City of North 

Las Vegas; and, 

WHEREAS, a SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT was entered 
into during month of May, 1988 between the Clark County Regional 

Flood Control District, the County of Clark, the City of Las Vegas 

and the City of North Las Vegas; and, 

WHEREAS a SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT was entered into 

during month of June, 1988 between the Clark County Regional Flood 

Control District, the County of Clark, the City of Las Vegas and 

the City of N o r t h  Las Vegas; and, 

WHEREAS, it is desired to supplement the aforementioned 

SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT to provide additional 

funds for construction. 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and  the 

terms contained herein, the Clark County Regional Flood Control 

District agrees to modify the SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL 

AGREEMENT as follows: 

Page 1 of 4 
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.... 

1. SECTION 11 - PROJECT  COSTS is  deleted in its  entirety and t he  

following is inserted  in  lieu  thereof: 

1. 

2 .  

3. 

4. 

Cost of construction of the herein  described projec t  

as funded  by this INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT shall not 

exceed $ including  change  orders and 

supplemental  agreements. 

Engineering  design and right  of way acquisition 

shall not to exceed  $39,000. Funds not  used for 

this purpose  may  be  applied to construction cost  as 

long as the total  amount  covered by this INTERLOCAL 

AGREEMENT does not  exceed S 
Contract  supervision  and  administration, field 

staking,  construction  inspection and testing  to 

insure  compliance w i t h  contract  documents of a cost 

not to exceed $80,000 or  eight  percent (8%)  of the 

actual  cost  of  construction,  whichever is  less. 

Funds not  used for this purpose  may  be  applied  to 

construction  cost as long as the total  amount 

covered by this INTERLQCAL AGREEMENT does not  exceed 

$ 

No funds  provided by this INTERLQCAL AGREEMENT shall 

be used for construction until after July 1,  1988. 

If it becomes  necessary to increase  any of the amounts 

specified  above, a written  request with justification 

will be  Eubmitted to  the DISTRICT. If approved, a 

Supplemental  agreement  will  be executed. In any  event, 

however, the maximum amount to be  funded  by the DISTRICT 

by this INTERLOCAL A G R E E "  shall  not  exceed the sum  of 

$ 

2. The City of Henderson  in  signing this THIRD  SUPPLEMENTAL 

INTERLQCAL AGREEMENT, is also  ratifying  and  confirming  the 

provisions of the 1NTERIX)CAL AGREEMENT of  March 1988, the 

SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT of May 1988 and the SECOND 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT dated June 1988. 

Page 2 of 4 



3. The remainder of the original INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT, the 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT and the  SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT shall remain unchanged. 

***************************************************************** 
CLARK COUNTY 

Date of Commission Action: 

BY : 
BRUCE WOODBURY 
Chairman 

ATTEST: 

LORETTA BOWMAN 
County Clerk 

***************************************************************** 
CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS 

Date of Council Action: 

BY : 
JAMES K. SEASTRAND 
Mayor 

ATTEST: 

ESTHER V. BORDEN 
City Clerk 

***************************************************************** 
CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

Date of Commission Action: 

BY : 
RON LURIE 
Mayor 

ATTEST : 

Kathleen M. Tighe 
City Clerk 

***************************************************************** 
CITY OF HENDERSON 

Date of Commission Action: .._ . --.. .L.L.L."" _A_..& -. ...- 
BY : 

LORNA KESTERSON 
Mayor 

ATTEST : 

Dorothy Vondenbrink 
City Clerk 

Page 3 of 4 



****t*****************t*********t*********************************~**** 

CLARK  COUNTY REGIONAL FLDOD 

CONTROL DISTRICT 

Date of District Action: 

BY : 
BRUCE WOODBURY 
Chairman 

ATTEST: 

KELVIN R. WHIPPLE 
Deputy District Attorney 

... 

3SUPAGR.UMC 

.. . . .  
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CLARK COUNTY 
REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL  DISTRICT 

AGENDA ITEM 

I Subject: THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT  FOR TEE CON- 
STRUCTION  OF A FLOOD  CONTROL CBANNEL ON TEE WESTERN TRIBUTARY OF 
THE LAS VEGA8 WASH BETWEEN CRAIG ROAD AND ALEXANDER ROAD 

Petitioner: 
GARY W. HOLLER, P . E .  
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 

Recommendation: I 
I T  IS RECOMMENDED THAT TEE BUBJECT  THIRD BUPPLEKENTAL INTERLOCAL 
AGREEMENT BE APPROVED. 

Fiscal  Impact: 
TEE  EXISTING SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WILL BE 
INCREASED BY $ . 

Background: 

By Interlocal  Agreement  dated  December 1, 1987, the Clark  County 
Regional  Flood  Control  District  agreed to fund the  construction of 
the Western  Tributary  of  the Las Vegas  Wash  between  Craig  Road  and 
Alexander Road. The District  is to provide $1,000,000 under the 
Interlocal Agreement. 

By letter dated  March  8,  1988 the Federal  'Emergency  Management 
Agency  notified  North Las Vegas  of  its  intention to use  Corps  of 
Engineers rainfall/moff data  rather  than the data  that  had  been 
generated  locally,  This FEMA decision  had the effect  of  increasing 
the flows in  the subject  project, 

(Continued on Page 2) 

T.C. AGENDA 
ITEM # 8 b  ITEM #5b 
CCRFCD AGENDA 

Date 2-23-89 Date 3-09-89 



Second Supplemental Interlocal Agreement 
Flood  Control  Channel - Las Vegas  Wash 
Craig Ranch Golf Course  and  Craig  Road 
Page 2 

Subsequently, the Interlocal  Agreement was modified to allow for 
redesign of the Western  Tributary to accommodate the anticipated 
increased flows. The amount  of  funding  provided by the Interlocal 
Agreement was not increased. 

A Second Supplemental  Interlocal  Agreement  provided the necessary 
engineering and  construction  funds for the increased channel size. 
The funds were obtained  by  reducing the scope of the Las Vegas Wash 
(#'An Channel) project (NLW-6) by an  amount  equivalent to the total 
increased cost. The original  amount of $595,300 was increased by 
$256,000 to $851,300. 

Bids have been received  and the low  bidder has exceeded the amount 
budgeted by $ . It is therefore recommended that 
previous interlocal  agreements be modified to provide this amount 
plus contingencies. 

CCFCD3RD . UMC 
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THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into as of the 

day of , 1988 by and between the Clark County 

Regional Flood Control District hereinafter referred to as 

"DISTRICT", the County of Clark hereinafter referred to as 

"COUNTY", the City of Las Vegas, a municipal corporation, the City 

of Henderson, a municipal corporation, and the City of North Las 

Vegas, a municipal corporation hereinafter referred to as 81CIT~f1. 

W I T N E S S E T H  

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 543 of the Nevada Revised 

Statutes a project for the construction of a of a flood control 

channel on  the Western Tributary of the Las Vegas Wash between 

Craig Road and Alexander Road, located totally within the CITY has 

been approved by the DISTRICT; and, 

WHEREAS, pursuant thereto, an INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT was 

entered into during December 1987 between the Clark County Regional 

Flood Control District, the County of Clark and the City of North 

- . -  ._ Las Vegas; and, 

WHEREAS, a SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT was entered 

into during month of May, 1988 between the Clark County Regional 

Flood Control District, the County of Clark, the City of Las Vegas 

and the City of  North La6 Vegas; and, 

WHEREAS, a SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL  AGREEMENT was entered into 

during month of June, 1988 between the Clark County Regional Flood 

Control District, the County of Clark, the City of Las Vegas, and 

the City of North Las Vegas; and, 

WHEREAS, it is desired to supplement the aforementioned 

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERXDCAL AGREEMENT to provide additional 

funds for construction. 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and the 

terms contained herein, the Clark County Regional Flood Control 

District agrees to modify the  SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL 

AGREEMENT as follows: 

.... . .. , j  

Page 1 of 4 
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1. SECTION I1 - PROJECT COST6 is deleted in its entirety and the 

! 

following  is 

1. 

2 .  

3. 

4. 

inserted  in lieu  thereof: 

Cost of construction of the herein  described  project 

as funded  by this INTERLOCAL  AGREEMENT shall not 

exceed $ including  change  orders and 

supplemental agreements. 

Engineering  design  not to exceed $26,000. Funds not 

used for this purpose may be applied to construction 

cost as long as the total  amount  covered by this 

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT does not  exceed $ 

Contract  supervision  and  administration, field 

staking,  construction  inspection and testing to 

insure  compliance  with  contract  documents of a cost 

not to exceed $80,000 or eight  percent (8%) of  the 

actual  cost  of  construction,  whichever is  less. 

F’unds not  used  for this purpose  may  be  applied  to 

construction  cost as long as the total  amount 

covered by this INTERLOCAL  AGREEMENT does not  exceed 

$ 

No funds provided by this INTERLOCAL  AGREEMENT  shall 

be  used for construction  until  after  July 1, 1988. 

If it becomes necessary to increase  any  of the amounts 

specified  above, a written  request  with  justification 

will be submitted to the DISTRICT. If approved, a 

supplemental  agreement  will be executed. In any  event, 

however, the maximum  amount to be funded  by the DISTRICT 

by this 1NTERIX)CAL AGREEMENT  shall  not  exceed the sum  of 

$ - 0  

2. The City  of Henderson in 8igning this THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL 

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT, is also  ratifying  and  confirming  the 

provisions of the INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT  of  December  1987,  the 

SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT Of May 1988 and the SECOND 

SUPPLEMENTAL INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT  dated June 1988. 

Page 2 of 4 
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3. The remainder of the original INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT, t h e  

SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT, and the SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT shall remain unchanged. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
CLARK COUNTY 

Date of Commission Action: 

BY: 
BRUCE WOODBURY 
Chairman 

ATTEST : 

LORETTA BOWMAN 
County Clerk 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
CITY OF NORTH U S  VEGAS 

Date of Council Action: 

BY : 
JAMES K. SEASTRAND 

ATTEST : 
Mayor 

ESTHER V. BORDEN 
City Clerk 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

Date of Council Action: 

BY : 
RON W R I E  
Mayor 

ATTEST: 

Kathleen H. Tighe 
City Clerk 

***************************************************************** 
CITY OF HENDERSON 

Date of Commission Action: 

BY : 
LORNA KESTERSON 
Mayor 

ATTEST : 

Dorothy Vondenbrink 
City Clerk 

Page 3 of 4 



. .  
. .  

. . .  . .  . .  
. .  
. .  . .  . . . .  , 

. . .  . .  

. .  

. .  . 

. .. ... .... 

. .  .... . ... 

. . . . . . . . . .. . . .  .. 

CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL FLOOD 

CONTROL DISTRICT 

Date of District Action: 

BY : 
BRUCE WOODBURY 
Chairman 

ATTEST : 

MELVIN R. WHIPPLE 
Deputy  District  Attorney 

3SUPAGR.SNI 
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REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

Subjects 
SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL'AGREEMENT  FOR WARM SPRINGS  BRIDGE AND STEPHANIE 
STREET STRUC~RE - PITTMAN WASH CHANNEL 

Petitioner: 
MARK CALHOUN, PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR 

4 . 
f 

Recommendation: 

THAT THE CLARK COUNTY  REGIONAL F'LOOD CONTROL  DISTRICT  APPROVE  THE 
SUPPLEMENTAL  INTERLOCAL  AGREEMENT . .  

b 

Piscal Impact: 

The existing  Interlocal  Agreement will be  increased by $165,400. 

Back&und: 

- T h i s  Agreement is to increase  the  amount of funding  for  the  Stephanie  Street 
structure and the Warm  Springs  Road  Bridge across the Pittman  Wash Channel. 

-This increase results from  the  need  for construction of  channel  improvements 
associated with the Stephanie  Street  Structure  and an increase in the  cost 
estimate from the design  engineers for both  bridges. 

The Interlocal 
Agreement will 

. .  . 

breement was for $916,000. The Supplemental  Interlocal 
be for  $1,081,400, or an increase of  $165,400. 

Respectfully submitted, . 

CALHOUN 
Public Works Director 

. .  . . . . . . . i.-* '. - 

T .C AGENDA FCD AGENDA 
ITEM# 8 c 

Date : Date f 
2-23-89 3-09-89 
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12 

13 
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20 

21 

22 

23 
24 

25 

26 

2i 

28 

2E 

3c 

31 

32 

"ENDKENT TO INTmLOCAL AGREEMENT 

MIS AMENDMENT TO INT- AGREEMENT ( the "Amendment" herein) ,  m3ric. :Jnd 

entered  into this day  of b r c h ,  1989, by and between the CLARK C0iJ:i;"Y 

REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT, a f lood  control   d is t r ic t   duly  created,  

organized  and u i e t i n g  under  and by v i r tue  of  Chapter  543 of the Nevada 

Bcvhd Statutes   (hereinaf ter   referred  to  as the  "District"),  and the C i t y  of 

Xeuderron, a upic ipdl   corpora t ion   here inaf te r   re fe r red   to  as "City".  

W I T N E S S E T H  

WHWEAS, the  District and the  City  have  heretofore, on the 21st day of 

June,  1988,  entered  into that ce r t a in   In t e r loca l  Agreement (the "Agreement" 

herein)  pursuant  to which the District agreed to   f inance,  and the C i t y  agreed 

to  design  and  construct two bridges  associated with the P i t t n a n  Wash Channel. 

The basic improvements ahall consist  of flood  water  facillties  including a 

bridge  across  Stephanie  Street (A2-09-17,2612), a bridge  across Warn Springs 

Road (A2-09-31,2608), channel st ructures  and channel access and other 

appurtenances as may be necesearp to  control  floodwaters; and 

WfIElWs, the f inal  design  for  the project   has  been completed,  the Clty 

der i r e s  t o  proceed with the construction  of the improvements included i n  the 

Agreement, and the Mat r i c t   dea i ru ,   t o   f i nance  auch  construction in accordance 

with the terms and c o d i t i o n s  that are here inaf te r   se t   for th ;  and 

WHEREAS, the Agreement provides f o r  a to ta l   cons t ruc t ion   cos t  of the 

Stephanie  Street structure t o  be not In excess of $558,000; and 

WMeRBISS, the  cost  estimate for   the  construct ion of t h i s   s t r u c t u r e  is 

$691,500; and 

WHEREAS, the Agreement provides  for a to ta l   cons t ruc t ion   cos t  of tils Zzr.: 

Springs Road Bridge t o  be not in excess of  $358,000; and 
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I 

3 $389,000; and 

4 -S, the Agreement provides  that a supplemental agreement will be 

5 
are needed, upon approval of a wri t ten  request   to   the  Distr ic t  from the C i t y ;  6 

executed, i f  funds in excess  of  those  specified  in  Section XI of the ,igrcsae:l; 

8 
funding has been provided to   the District; g 

-s, a writ ten  request dong with  just i f icatfoa  for  a n  increase in 

10 

11 

14 

13 

12 

contained  herein, the partice  agree as follows: 

specified below: 15 

NOW, TIIWEPORE, f o r  and in   coneiderat ion of the  premises and the  teras  

1. Section I1 of the Agreement is hereby amended t o  read as follows: 

SECTION 11 - PROJECT COSTS 

The DISTRICT agrees t o  fund  project  cost8  within  the limits 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

1. Construction costs of the Stephanie  Street  structure 

shall not  exceed $691,500. 

2. Corntruetion  costa of the Warm Springs  Bridge sha l l   no t  

exceed $389,000. 

The conetruct ion  cost   for  WE project shall be as follows: 

Cone t rue  t ion 

Stephanie  Street  Structure $691 , 500 

W a r m  Springs  Bridge $389,000 

If it kcoOUr mCeSMry t o  increase m y  of  the amounts specified above, D , 

written  request with j u s t i f i ca t ion  w l l l  be  submitted  to  the  District. I f  

approved, a supplemental  agreement will be executed. I n  a n y  event,  howevcr, ' 

the maximum amount t o  be funded by the District by t h i s   I n t e r l o c s l  A y r c a x n t  

sha l l   no t  exceed  the sum of $1,081,400. 

Page 2 of 3 

I 



._ 

_ *  

.. . 
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2 

3 
4 

5 

6 

7 

a 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

... ..i 

2. Except as t h e  -e is  hereinabove expressly amended, the Agreenen:, ~ 

md each of the proviaions thereof, ahall remain in f u l l   f o r c e  and e f f ec t .  I 

IN WITNESS VHEREOP, the par t ies   here to  have  caused t h i s  Amendnent t o  be 

rxecuted by their   duly  authorized  representatives  the day and year f i r s t  abovc a 

rri t ten.  

t * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

i 
CLARKCOUNTY , 

)ate of Commission Action: 
I 

BY: 
BRUCE WOODBURY -i 

LTTEST: 

DREITA BOWMAN, County Clerk 

t * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

CITY OF HENDFRSON 

)ate of  Council Action: 

BY: i 
LORNA KESTERSON, Mayor 

ETEST: 1 
l * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * l  

CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT I I 
)ate of M a t r i c t  Action: 

BY: 
BRUCE WOODBURY, Chairman i 

I 

UTEST : 
j 

rIRGINIA BAX-VALEEFTINE 
;enera1 Manager, CCRFCD 

LPPROVED AS TO FORM: 

4€LVIN WHIPPLE 
kputy District Attorney 
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CLARK  COUNTY 
REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL  DISTRICT 

AGENDA  ITEM 

I Subject: AWARD OF BID TO CONSTRUCT A FLOOD CONTROL CHANNEL ON THE 
WESTERN TRIBUTARY OF THE LA6 VEGAS WASH BETWEEN CRAIG RANCH GOLF 
COURSE  AND CRAIG ROAD 

r ~~~~~~ ~ 

Petitioner: 
~~ ~ ~~~~~ ~ 

GARY W. HOLLER, P.E. 
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 

Recommendation: 

THE RECOMMENDED AWARD WILL BE PROVIDED AT  THE FEBRUARY 23 , 1989 
CCRFCD TECHNICAL COMMITTEE  MEETING 

b 

Fiscal  Impact: 
BID TABULATIONS WILL BE PROVIDED AT  THE CCRFCD TECHNICAL COMMITTEE 
MEETING 

Background : 

The subject  flood  control  channel  is  funded  by  a $643,200 EDA  grant 
and $851,350 from  the  CCRFCD, A supplemental  interlocal  agreement 
has  been  included  in  the  February 23, 1989 CCRFCD  Technical 
Committee  agenda  in  the  event  that  the  bids  exceed  these  amounts. 

Bids  for  this  concrete  lined  channel  will  be  opened  on March 3, 1989. . -  .- : .' i 

CCFCDAWD,MEN 



CLARK  COUNTY 
REGIONAL FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 

AGENDA  ITEM 

~~~~~~~ ~ ~ 

Subject: 
~ ~~~~~~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ ~  ~~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~ 

AWARD OF BID TO CONSTRUCT A FLOOD CONTROL CHANNEL ON THE 
WESTERN TRIBUTARY OF THE LAS VEGAS WASH BETWEEN CRAIG ROAD AND 
ALEXANDER ROAD 

~~ 

Petitioner: 
GARY W. HOLLER, P.E. 
DIIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 

. 
Recommendation: 

THE RECOMMENDED AWARD WILL BE PROVIDED AT THE FEBRUARY 23, 1989 
CCRFCD TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 

b 

Fiscal Im act: 
BID TAbATIONS WILL BE PROVIDED AT THE CCRFCD TECHNICAL COMMITTEE 
MEETING, 

Background: 

The subject flood control channel is funded  by the CCRFCD. 
$1,247,560 has been  assigned to  the construction of this channel 
by interlocal agreements. . A supplemental interlocal agreement has 
been included  in the February 23, 1989 CCRFCD Technical Committee 
agenda in the event  that the bids exceed the budgeted  amount. 

Bids for  this concrete lined channel will be opened on March 3, 1989. 
-.A* - - -  

CCFCDAWD. SNI 

9 

T . C .  AGENDA 

Date 3-09-89 Date 2-23-89 
ITEM # 9b ITEM /6b 
CCRFCD AGENDA 



AGENDA ITEM 

Subject: 

MEADOWS DETENTION  BASIN - PHASE I 1  & I11 

Petitioner: 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

I Recommendation: 

Award’of b i d   t o  Las Vegas Paving i n  the amount o f  $2,649,592.00 

.Fiscal Impact: 

Clark County Bond Issue -- $ 2,422,698.91 
CCRFCD -- $ 226,893.09 

Backgroupd: 

Meadows Detention Basin-Phase I1  & I11 i s  the  col lect ion system fo r   t he  
Meadows Detention  Basin Phase I. That por t ion  o f   the  co l lect ion system 
i n  the  Alta  Drive/Valley View.Blvd. intersection will be funded by - CCRFCD. .I 

- _  

Respectfully ,%bmitted /.d/ *’ . . ”  

Date : Date : 
2-23-89 ’ 

3-9-89 I 

.. 
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QTY, 

N/A 

L.S. 

L.S. 

313 LF 

L.S. 

482 LF 

DESCRIPTION 

REVISED BID SCHEDULE 
* PkSE 2 AND PHASE 3 

BASE BID ITEHS 
Constructfon Conflicts and 
Additional Work-Phase 2 I 3 
tbbiliration-Phase 2 8 3 

Construction Surveyhg 

SUBTOTAL ITEHS 1 'THRU 3: 

BID SCMEDULE 
PHASE 2 

844nch RCP from Sta. 14+ 25 t o  
14 + 63, complete and i n  place 
for the unit  price of: 

Fulton W 8 S Drop Inlets 8 man- 
hole a t  Sta. 14 + 62.95.  complete 
and i n  place for  the lunp sum 
amount of: 

78' RCP, Sta. 14 + 63 to  14 + 
93.32 a Sta. 14 + 93.32 to  19 
+ 45, complete  and i n  place for 
the unit  price of: 

f 

1 

p, . .  

124 Y. Brooks Ave. 
R.L.V. NV 89030 

u. P. 

306.00 

315.00 

3 & AWARD REC': MMENDATION 
T R E R N K R T ~ I I I N  WELLS CARGO, IMC. 

7770 W. Spring Mtn. 
Las Veqas. NV 83117 

I U.P. 

~~ 

TOTAL 

100,000.00 
279,950.00 

35,000.00 

414,950.00 

11,628.00 

50,400.00 

151,830.00 

- .. - 

310.00 

300.00 

TOTAL 

100,000.00 

50,000.00 

9,905.00 

159,905.00 

11,780.00 

40,000.00 

141,600.00 

-. 

PAGE #1 A 
WESTERN UTI 1 I TY CONTR . 
800 S. Main 
me%sanL 
' U.P. 

370.00 

320.00 

!2EQ!u@2 
TOTAL 

100,000.00 
375,000.00 

20,000.00 

495,000.00 

14,060.00 

30,000.00 

154,240.00 



BID ABSTRACT 

89. ltl! 
QTV. 

c*s* 

L.S. 

186 LF 

L.S. 

L.S. 

54 LF 

DESCRIPTION 

Precast 70. RCP knd, Sta. 
14 + 93.32 c q l e k  rnd I n  place 
for the 1 1  sta amount of: 

Rrecast 78' RCP tee t d t h  Type A 
manhole Sta. 19 + 32 and Precast 
t ranr l t lon,  78. RCP to 6' x 5' 
RCB. Sta. 19 + 45. complete and 
In  place f o r  the 1- sun amount 
of: 

6' x 5' RCB; Str. 19 + 45 to  
21 + 30.70, colrplate and In place 
for the unl t anaunt of: 

PmCrSt 6' X 5' Rc8 bend, Sta. 
20 + 76.60, carplete rnd In 
place f o r  the 1- SCA amoult of: 

Junctlon box structure a t  Sta. 
21 + 30.70 coaplcte and i n  place 
fo r  the lunp sm amount of: 

Precast 6' x 3' RCB culvert 
across  Fulton  Place  connectlng 
to the junctlon Mx s t r u c t u r e   a t  
Sta. 21 + 30.70, carglete and i n  
place f o r  the unlt anaunt of: 

& AWARD 

U.P. - 

328.00 

I 

305.00 

RECOMMENDATIO~ 

I 

PAGE #2 

TAO CONTRACTORS 

U.P. 

390.00 

350.00 
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BID ABSTRACf & AWARD  RECOMMENDATION 
I 010 TlTlEt MEADOWS  DETENTION  BASIN  PHASES 2 1 3 

BID 
ITEM 
E - 
2-4 

2-5 

2- 6 

2-7 

2-8 

2-9 

89 . 17 1' - 
QTY. 

L.S. 

L.S. 

186  LF 

L.S. 

L.S. 

54  LF 

U1 
DESCRIPTION 

Precast 7U" RCP bend, Sta. 
14'+ 93.32 complete and In  place 
for the lump sum amount of: 

Precast 78" RCP tee w i t h  Type A 
manhole Sta. 19 + 32 and Precast 
transit ion,  71" RCP' t o  6' x 5'  
RCB, Sta. 19 + 45, complete and 
In place Por the lump sum amount 
of:  

6' x 5' RCB; Sta. 19 + 45 t o  
21 + 30.70, complete and i n  place 
for the u n l t  amount of: 

Precast 6' x 5' RCB bend, Sta. 
20 + 76.60, conplete and I n  
place for the lunp sum amount of: 

Junctlon box structure a t  Sta. 
21 + 30.70 complete and In  place 
for the lump sun amount of: 

Precast 6' R 3' RCB culvert 
across Ful ton  Place  connecting 
t o  the junction box structure a t  
Sta. 21 + 30.70, complete and In 
place for the uni t  amount of: 

~~ ~~~ 

FREHNER CONSTRUCTION 

-~ u. P. 

308.00 

271.00 

TOTAL 

3,360.00 

6,400.00 

57,288.00 

3,150.Oa 

25,725.00 

14,634.06 

I" fELLS CARGO 

1 

U.P. 

400.00 

600.00 

TOTAL 

4,000.0( 

10,000.0~ 

74,400.0( 

4,000.0( 

27,500.0( 

32,400.0( 

PAGE # Z A  

ESTERN UTILITY CONTR. 

U.P. 

290.00 

260.00 

TOTAL 

7,000.00 

10,000.00 

53,940.00 

6,000.00 

20,000.00 

I4,040.00 



810 
ITEM 
E - 
2-4 

2-5 

2-6 

2-7 

2-8 

2-9 

89.171 
QTY. 

L.S. 

L.S. 

186 LF 

L.S. 

L.S. 

54 LF 

01 
DESCRIPTION 

Precast 78' RCP bend, Sta. 
14. + 93.32 complete and i n  place 
f o r  the lump sun amount of: 

Precast 78' RCP tee  wlth Type A 
manhole Sta. I9 + 32 and Precast 
transitfon, 78" RCP' t o  6' x 5 '  
RCB, Sta. 19 + 45, complete and 
i n  place fir the lunp sum amount 
of: 

6'  x 5' RCB; Sta. 19 + 45 t o  
21 + 30.70, complete and i n  place 
for the unft amount of: 

Precast 6' ,x 5' RC8 bcnd, Sta. 
20 + 76.C0, complete and i n  
place for the lump sun amount of: 

Junctlon box structure a t  Sta. 
21 + 30.70 complete and in place 
for   the lump sum amount of: 

Precast 6' x 3' RCB culvert  
across  Ful ton Place  connecting 
t o  the  junction box structure a t  
Sta. 21 + 30.70, complete and i n  
place f o r  the  unft  amount of: 

'RIAD WESTERN CONSTR. T 
U.P. 

550.00 

. ,  
f 

500.00 

~~~ 

TOTAL 

5,000.01 

9,500.01 

102,300.0( 

6,500.0( 

19,000.0( 

27,000.0( 

L 

. 
U.P. 

I 

TOTAL U.P. T O T A l  
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I 

I 

BID ABSTRACT' & AWARL RECOMMENDATION 
BID TlTLEl 

810 
ITEM 
- - 
2-10 

2-1 1 

2-12 

2-13 

2-14 

2-15 

2-16 

2-17 

89.1715.( - 
QTY. 

L.S. 

2 Ea. 

65 LF 

147 Ea. 

17 LF 

115 LF 

102 LF 

1363 LF 

Transition fm  6' x 3' RCB 
culver t   to   *ex is t ing 8' x 4' 
concrete masonry box culvert 
complete and i n  place  for  the lump 
sun amount of: 

Type 'A" drop  .inlets, complete 
and i n  place fo r   the   un i t  amount 
of: I 

1U' RCP, cawplete and i n  place 
f o r  the unit amount of: 

24' RCP, colnplete and i n  place fo r  
the unlt amount of: 

30' RCP, complete and i n  place 
fo r   the   un i t  amount of: 

36" RCP, complete and i n  place 
f o r  the  uni t  amount of: 

42' RCP, complete and i n  place 
f o r  the unit amount of: 

10' x 6' RCB, Sta. 21 + 30.70 t o  
34 + 94.18, complete and i n  place 
for   the  un i t   pr ice of: 

FREHNER  CONSTRUCTION 

UiP. 

2,520.00 

34.00 

62.00 

90.00 

119.00 

' 121.00 

430.00 

TOTAL 

9,450.00 

5,040.00 

2,210.00 

9,114.00 

1,530.00 

13,685.00 

12,342.00 

586,090.00 

YELLS CARGO 

U.P. 

7,000.00 

80.00 

80.00 

90.00 

95.00 

100.00 

475.00 

TOTAL 

20,000.00 

. 14,000.00 

5,200.00 

11,760.00 

1,530.00 

10,925.00 

10,200.00 

647,425.00 

PAGE # 3 A  

ESTERN UTILITY CONTR. 

U.P. 

5,500: 00 

150.00 

130.00 

270.00 

*300.00 

230.00 

418.00 

~~ 

TOTAL 

12,000.00 

11,000.00 

9,750.00 

19,110.00 

,4,590.00 

34,500.00 

23,460.00 

569,734.00 



I 
b . 

BID 
ITEM 
- - 
2-10 

2-11 

2-12 

2-13 

2-  14 

2-15 

2-16 

2-  17 

89.1715.( - 
QTY. 

L.S. 

2 Ea. 

65 LF 

147 ea. 

17 LF 

115 LF 

102 LF 

1363 LF 

DESCRIPTION 

Transition froa 6' x 3' RCB 
c lnve r t   t o   ex i s t i ng  8' x 4' 
concrete masonry box culvert 
complete and i n  place f o r  the lump 
sum amount of: 

Type 'A" drop Inlets, complete 
and i n  place for the unit amount 
of: e 

1U' RCP, cauptcte and fn  place 
f o r  the u n i t  amount of: 

24' RCP, complete and i n  place for 
the unit amount of: 

30. RCP, complete and i n  place 
f o r  the unit amount of: 

36" RCP, complete and i n  place 
f o r  the unit amount of: 

42" RCP, complete and i n  place 
for the unit amount of:  

10' x 6' RCB, Sta. 21 + 30.70 t o  
34 + 94.18. complete and i n  place 
f o r  the unit pr ice of: 

7' & AWARI I RECOMMENDATION 
TRIAD 

u. P. 

3,900.00 

115.00 

200.00 

112.00 

160.00 

. 300.00 

530.00 

10,000.0 

7,800.0 

7,475.0 

2,940.0 

1,904.0 

18,400.0 

30,600.0 

722,390.0 

WESTERN  CONSTR. . 
TOTAL U.P. TOfAL 

PAGE # 3 a  

_i 
U.P. TOTAL 



b 4 

I 

I 

BID ABSTRAC3 & AWARD k 
BID TITLE: 

89.1715 x 
1. s. 

690 LF 

L.S. 

L.S. 

280 LF 

DESCRlfTlON 
Concrete l i n e d  channel, S h .  

Two concrete lfned channel tnn-  
sl t lon sectlons a d  12' x 6' 
RC6 bridge, Sta. 37 + 50 to 39 
+ 10. c w l e t e  and In place for  
the 1- s u  amount of: 

Concrete l h e d  chamnl, sta. 39 + 
40 to 46 + 30.33. -let@ and I n  
ptace for the unit amount of: 

Concrete llmd cham1 transltlon 
sta.46 + 30.33 to 46 + 50.33, 
c a p l e k  and In place for  the 
1- s u  amount of: 

Concrete llned channel transltlon 
sectlon between Sta. 49 + 30 and 
49 + 50, conpletc and I n  place 
for  the 1- s u  amunt of: 

10' x 6' RCB. Sta. 16 + 50.33 
to 49 + 30, c r l e t e  and I n  place 
f o r  the  unlt amount of: 

LAS YEGAS PAV IN(; 

u. P. 

314.00 

250.00 

333.00 

TOlAL 

95,142.00 

127,300.00 

172,500.00 

7,(100.00 

6,100.00 

93,240.00 

IM IENDATIOH 

I !AX IllGGS COIIST. 

u. P. 

200.00 

200.01) 

4GO. 00 

TOTAL 

60,600.00 

59,700.00 

1m ,1100.00 

4,OUO.OO 

4 ,OC)O.00 

128 ,LIlO. 00 

PAGE #I 4 
I 
I .  

TAB  CONTRACTORS 
I 

U.P. 

370.00 

270.00 

550.00 

- 
TOTAL 

i 
112,110.M) I 



* 

n 

I 

v 
BID TITLE: 

2-19 

2-20 

2-21 

2-22 

2-23 

L.S. 

690 LF 

10s. 

L.S. 

2GO LF 

BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATlON c I1 ' 

DESCRIPTION 
Concrete l ined channel,  Sta. 
34 + 47.26,to  37 + 50, complete 
and i n  place for the unit pr ice  
of: 

Two concrete. l ined  channel tran- 
s i t i o n  sections and 12' x 6 '  
RCB brf dge, Sta. 37 + 50 t o  39 
+ 40, complete and i n  place for 
the lump SM amount of:  

Concrete l ined  channel , Sta. 39 + 
40 t o  46 + 30.33, complete and i n  
place for the unit amount of:  

Concrete 1 ined channel t rans i t ion 
Sta.46 + 30.33 t o  46 + 50.33, 
complete and i n  place fo r  the 
lump sum amount of: 

Concrete l ined channel t rans i t ion 
section between Sta. 49 + 30  and 
49 + 50, complete and i n  place 
f o r  the lump SUA amount of: 

10' x 6' RCB, Str. 46 + 50.33 
t o  49 + 30, colnplete and i n  place 
f o r  the unit amount of: 

FREHNER CONSTRUCTION 

u. P. 

350.00 

340.00 

695.00 

TOTAL 

106,050.0(1 

112,200.0a 

234,600.00 

7,000.00 

7,000.00 

194,600.00 

T 
MLLS CARGO 

U.P. 

350.00 

325.00 

600.00 

TOTAL 

106,050.0t 

250,000. OC 

224,250. oa 

15,000.00 

15,000.00 

168,000.00 

PAGE # 4 a  

ESTERN UTILITY CONST. 

U.P. 

380.00 

370.00 

520.00 

TOTAL 

115,140.00 

60,000.00 

255,300.00 

12,000.00 

12,000.00 

145,600.00 



I 

a 

PAGE #I 48 
I .  d 

BID ABS~RAC~ & AWARI.. RECOMMENDATION 
I 

R I A 0  WESTERN  CONSTR 110 TITLE: I 
89.1715 Blb 

ITEM 
- - 
2- 1u 

2-19 

2-20 

2-21 

2-22 

2-23 

TOTAL U.P. TOTAL U.P. TOTAL 

81,810.01 

203,000.0l 

186,300.01 

11,000.0~ 

12,000.0~ 

280,000.0 

U.P. 

270. OC 

270. OC 

1,000.0~ 

DESCRIPTION 
Concrete l ined  channel , Sta. 3 

C 

D 

0 

0 

0 

I 

34 + 47.26,to 37 + 50, complete 
and i n  place for the  uni t   pr ice 
of: 

Two concrete l ined  channel tran- 
sit ion  sections and 12' x 6 '  
RCB brldge, Sta. 37 + 50 t o  39 
+ 40, complete and In  place for 
the lunp SM amount of: 

Concrete l lned  channel , Sta. 39 + 
40 t o  46 + 30.33, complete and i n  
place for the unit amount of: 

Concrete llmd channel t rans i t ion 

complete and In  place for the 
lump sum amount of: 

Concrete l lned  channel t rans i t ion 
section between Sta. 49 + 30 and 
49 + 50, complete and i n  place 
for the  lunp sun amount of: 

10' 11 6' RCB, Sta. 46 + 50.33 
t o  49 + 30, complete and In  place 
for the unlt amount of: 

Sta.46 + 30.33 t o  46 + 50.33, 

L.S. 

690 

L.S. 

LF 

L.S. 

280 LF 



BID 
ITEM 

2-24 

1_ - 

2-25 

I 

I : 2-26 

I 

1 

! 

1 
2-27 

i 

3 2-28 

! 

; 2-29 
I 

- 
I 

89.1715 - 
QTY. 

2 Ea, 

1 Ea. 

1,s. 

1s 

1s. 

1 Ea. 

t1 
DESCRIPTION 

Dm I n l e t s  along Valley Vtw Blvc 
c o q l e t e  and In  place f o r  the unll 
anount of: 

Drop t n l e t  rlmg Alk Drtve, 
c r l e t e  and I n  place for the mil 
anaurrt of: 

Remove exis t ing Manhole approxi- 
mately 44' =st o f  sta. 34 + 27, 
remove approxlmatety 330' of  12- 
Inch  smt tary  sewer, i n s t a l l  new 
deeper Manhole and i n s t a l l  ap- 
prox i ra te ly  330' of 18-tnch san- 
itary sewer, caplcte and i n  placc 
the 1 1  s u  amount of: 

I n s t a l l  60 LF of 39-inch RCP 
sleeve beneath RCB r t  Sta. 33 + 
82 + for  the lump s u  amount of: 

Tra f f i c  tignaltrrtion a t  the 
Intersectton o f  Valley View Blvd. 
and A l ta  Drtve collplote and In 
place f o r  the lmp sta amount of: 

Replace na t l  8 shtner utth Type I 
Monument a cover i n  northeast 
quadrant In  Valley V l e w  Blvd. - 
A l ta  Drtve tntersection, complete 

I' 8t AWARD RI 

US VECAS PAVLHG 

OMMENDATION 

U.P. ; 

10,500.00 

7,850.00 

for 

500. oa 

TOTAL 

21,OCN).OO 

7,fl50.00 

.1 

43,500.00 

11,100.00 

111,000.0u 

500.00 

tv\X R l  CGS OOMST. 

TOTAL 

30,0(10.00 

11,500.M) 

48,000.00 

8,3l)O. 00 

16.1 14.50 

r 
U.P. 

14,000.00 

3,000.QO 

400. ou 

TOTAL 

21; ,wo. 00 

9,lNO.OO 

65,000.00 

16,000.00 

42,000.00 

400.00 



BID ABSTR 
BID TITLE: 

El0 0 89.1715.01 
r 

ITEM 

! ..> 

DESCRIPTION 

Drop inlets  along  Val ley View Blvc 
complete and i n  place f o r  the un i l  
amount of: 

Drop I n l e t  along A l t a  Drive, 
complete and i n  place f o r  the unil 
amount of: 

Remove exi6t ing Manhole appmxi- 
nately 14' west o f  Sta. 34 + 27, 
remove approximately 330' o f  12- 
inch  sanitary sewer, i n s t a l l  new 
deeper Manhole  and i n s t a l l  ap- 
proximately 330' o f  lll-inch san- 
itary sewer, complete and i n  place 
the lmp sm amount of: 

I n s t a l l  60 LF o f  *inch RCP 
sleeve beneath RCB a t  Sta. 33 + 
82 + fo r   the  lump SUR amount of: 

Traf f ic   s ignal izat ion a t  the 
intersection o f  Valley View Blvd. 
and A l t a  Drive  conplete and i n  
place f o r  the lump sum amount of: 

Replace nai l  8 shiner  uf th Type I 
Wonunent 1 cover i n  northeast 
quadrant i n  Valley View Blvd. - 
A1 ta  Drive  intersection. c m l e t e  

I. 

I. 

I 

! f  

- 
FREM(ER CONSTRUCTION 

3 & AWARD REC: 4MENDATlON h 
U.P. 

15,750.04 

'or 

400. OC 

: TOTAL 

31,500.01 

12,075.01 

50,400.0I 

8,715.04 

17.000.0( 

400. Of 

UELLS CARGO bSTERN  UTILITY CONTR. 

U.P. 

18,000.00 

1,000.00 

7 TOTAL 

36,000.0 17,000.0( 1 
12,M)o.oc 

50,000. 01 

15,000.01 

42,000.M 

1,000.0~ 500. OI 

TOTAL 

34,000.00 

11,000.00 

85,000.00 

22,000.00 

44,000.00 

500.00 



I ,n 

010 
ITEM 
E - 
2-24 

2-25 

2-26 

2-27 

2-20 

2-29 

89.1715 
QTY. 

2 Ea. 

1 Ea. 

I. s. 

LS 

L.S. 

1 Ea. 

1 '  
DESCRIPTION 

Drop i n l e t s  along  Valley View Blvd 
complete and i n  place for the u n i t  
amount of: 

Drop I n l e t  along  Alta  Drive, 
complete and i n  place for the  uni t  
amount of: 

Remove cxtet ing Nanhole approxi- 
mately 14' west o f  Sta. 34 + 27, 

inch  rani tary sewcr, I n s t a l l  new 
deeper hnho le  and i n s t a l l  ap- 
pmxtmatcly 336' of  I l k inch  san- 
i t a r y  sewer, c q l e t e  and i n  place 
the llnp sum amount of: 

I n s t r l l  60 LF o f  *inch RCP 
sleeve beneath RCB a t  Sta. 33 + 
82 + for the lump SUR) amount of: 

t r r f f i c   s igna l i za t i on   a t   t he  
i n k n e c t l o n  o f  Valley View Blvd. 
and A l t a  Drive  canplete and i n  
place for the lump sum amount of: 

Replace n a i l  8 shiner with Type I 
Ebnunent 6 cover i n  northeast 
quadrant i n  Valley View Blvd. - 
A1 t a  Drive  intersection, camplete 

reM)Ve 8pproXimt@1y 330' O f  12- 

& 
rRIAD WESTERN  CONSTR. 

u. P. 

16,700.0( 

10,000.0( 

'or 

1,100.0( 

TOTAL 

33,400.01 

10,000.0~ 

102,000.0( 

10,900.0( 

20,000.0( 

1,100 ,O( 

. 
u. P. TOTAL 

PACE # 5n 

U.P. TOTAL 



b . 

2-3 

2-31 

3-1 

3-2 

300 CY 

L.S. 

L.S. 

86 CF 

TRACT & AWA 

Dl 
DESCRIPTION 

and i n  place for the unit amount 
of: 

OvcFcxcavation I back f i l l   w i th  
Type 11 aggregate, complete and 
i n  place for the u n i t  amount of: 

Sawcutting, surveyhg, pavement 
rem~~val and penanent removal and 
pemnent  replacemmt i n  the  in- 
terscetion  of  Valley View Blvd. 
and A l t a  Drive and for specifi- 
cations up the  streets  caplete a 
tn place for the tup sull amount 
of: 

SUBTOTAL PHASE 2: 

BID SCMboLE 
PHASE 3 

Charleston Blvd. N and S drop 
tn le ts  (3 structures total). and 
t h m  60' x 38' HE-RCP, cap le te  
and i n  place for the lurp SUI 
anaunt of: 

8' x 5' RCB, Station 1 + 05.12 
t o  1 + 91.51 caq le te  and i n  
place for the unit price of: 

u\S VEGAS PAVIflG 

u. P. 

25.01 

490. oa 

TOTAL 

7 , 500. oa 

39 , 700.00 

,461,271.OC~ 

27 '5,300.00 

42,140.00 

IIAX IIIGGS CONST. 

TOTAL 

9 * OUO . 00 

45,0(r0.00 

,487,218.50 

300 , OO0. 00 

33,626.00 

PAGE # I; 

TAB COIITRACTORS 

U.P. 

20.01 

390.01 

TOTAL 

G .ooo. 00 

50,000.00 

.,917,000.00 

31 1,000.00 

33,54(1.00 



,.--' I 

1 
1 

1 . . I  . 
BID ABSTW 

110 TITLE: 

E 
ITEM - 

.2-30 

2-3 1 

3- 1 

3-2 

810 89.1715 
QTY. 

i 

300 CY 

10s. 

L.S. 

86 LF 

'1 
DESCRIPTION 

and i n  place for the  uni t  amount 
Of.: 

Over-excavation 8 back f i l l   w i th  
Type I f  aggregate,  complete and 
i n  place for   the unit amount of:  

Sawcutting,  surveying, pavement 
removal and  permanent  removal  and 
pennanent replacement i n  the  in- 
terscetion o f  Valley View Blvd. 
and A1 t a  Drive and for speci fi- 
cations up the streets complete an 
i n  place for  the lump sun amount 
of: 

SUBTOTAL PHASE 2: 

BID SCHEDULE 
PHASE 3 

Charleston Blvd. N and S drop 
i n l e t s  (3  structures  total  ) , and 
three 60" x 38" HE-RCP, complete 
and i n  place for the lump sum 
amount of: 

8' x 5' RCB, Station 1 * 05.12 
t o  1 + 91.51 complete and i n  
place for the unit price of: 

3' & AWAIti 1 RECOMMENDATION 

FREHNER  CONSTRUCTION 

u. P. 

35.00 

410.00 

TOTAL 

10,500.00 

36,900.00 

.,792,816.00 

325,050.00 

35,260.00 

UELLS CARGO 

U.P. 

50.00 

500.00 

TOTAL 

15,000.0( 

35,075. M: 

? ,054,095.0( 

335,000.0( 

43,000.0( 

PAGE # 6A 

€STERN UTILITY CONTR , 

U.P. 

76.00 

450.00 

~~ 

TOTAL 

22,800.00 

10,000.00 

,822,764.00 

330,000.00 

38,700.00 



,,- 

I 

,n 

- bib 
ITEM - 

.2-30 

2-31 

3-1 

3-2 

r BID ABSTRACT & AWAI; RECOMMENDATlON 
BID TITLE; 

89.1715 
QTY. 

300 CY 

L.S. 

L. s. 

86 LF 

DESCRIPTION 

and i n  place for the  uni t  amount 
of': e 

Over-excavatfon I b a c k f i l l  with 
Type I1 aggregate,  complete and 
fn place for the unit  amount of :  

Sawcutting.  suweyfng, pavement 
removal  and pemanent removal  and 
pennanent replacement i n  the in- 
terscetion o f  Valley View Blvd. 
and Al ta Drive and for speci f i -  
cations up the  streets complete ar 
i n  place for  the lump sum amount 
of: 

SUBTOTAL PMSE 2: 

BID SCHEDULE 
PWSE 3 

Charleston Blvd. W and S drop 
fn le ts  ( 3  structures  total), and 
three 60" x 38" HE-RCP, complete 
and i n  place for the lump sum 
amount of:  

8' x 5' RCB, Station 1 + 05.12 
t o  1 + 91.51 complete and I n  
place for the  uni t   pr ice of: 

rRIAD WESTEHIJ 'CONSTR, 

U.P. 
~~ 

24. OC 

500. OC 

TOTAL 

7,200.01 

46,280.01 

2,328,939.0( 

340,000.01 

43,000.01 

D 

3 

3 

3 

3 

- 

U.P. TOTAL 

T 
U.P. TOTAL 



' ,  n 
1 4 

I 

BID ABSTRAO & AWARD Rf OMMENOATION 
BID TlTlEr 

89.1715 
QTY. 

L.S. 

1233 LF 

L.S. 

'L.S. 

L.S. 

L.S. 

DESCRIPTION 

Precast  reinforced  concrete 
t rans i t ion froa 8' x 5' RCB t o  
84. RCP, Sta. 1+91.51, complete 
and i n  place f o r  the lmp sua 
amount of: 

04' RCP, Station 1 + 91.51 t o  
14 + 25, caaplete a d  i n  place 
fo r   the  mi t price  of:  

Precast 84" RCP tee with Type "A" 
manhole Sta t lon  6 + 69, collplete 
and i n  place f o r  the  luap sm 
amount of: 

Precast 84. tee with Type 'A' 
manhole Station 11 + 00, complete 
and I n  place f o r  the lunp sun 
amount of: 

T ra f f l c   r l gna l i r r t l on  rt Inter- 
sect ion  of  Hinson S t r e e t  and 
Charleston Blvd., corplete rnd 
I n  place f o r  the trap sun amount 
of: 

Furnish and I n s t a l l  flre Hydrant a 
northwest  comer o f  the Charleston 
Btvd. and Hlnson Street  inter-  
section,  carplete and i n  place 

U.P. 

357.00 

i 

the 

TOTAL 

4,000.00 

440,101.0 

4,UOO.OO 

4,1100.00 

25,900.00 

10,000.00 

MA% RICCS COIIST. 

u. P. 

313.00 

TOTAL 

6.625.00 

393,327.00 

3,350.00 

3,350.00 

23,550.00 

3,000.00 

PAGE # 7 

TAB COtlTMCfORS 

U.P. 

410.00 



810 ABSTR, 
I BID TITLE: 

89.1715 
QTY. 

L.S. 

1233 LF 

1,s. 

L.S. 

1. s. 

L. s. 

I '  

Precast p in fo rced concrete 
t rans i t lon frw 8' x 5' RCB t o  
84" RCP, Sta. 1+91.51, complete 
and i n  place for  the  lunp sum 
amount of: 

DESCRIPTION 

81' RCP, Station 1 + 91.51 t o  
14 + 25, complete and i n  place 
for   the unlt pr lce of:. 

Precast 84" RCP tee with Type "A" 
manhole Station 6 + 69, complete 
and i n  place  for.  the  lunp sum 
amount of: 

Precast 84' tee with Type "A" 
manhole Station 11 + 00, complete 
and i n  place for  the  lunp sum 
amount of: 

Traf f ic   s ignal izat ion  a t   in ter -  
section o f  Hinson Street and 
Charleston Blvd., complete and 
f n  place f o r  the  lunp sun amount 
of: 

Furnish and i n s t a l l   F i r e  Hydrant o 
northwest  corner o f  the  Charleston 
Blvd. and Hinson Street  inter-  
settjon, complete and i n  place 

4c 

T FREHNER COMSTRUCTION 

T & AWARD RECt MMENDATION PAGE # 7~ 

7 
U.P. 

334.0 

the 

TOTAL 

7,000.t 

411,822.t 

3,500.C 

3,500.a 

24,800. (I 

3,150.0 

E L L S  CARGO F S T E R N  UTILITY CONTR. 

u. P. 

310.00 

j TOTAL 

. 10,006. 

382,230.0 1 
5,000.00 

5,000.00 

44,770.00 

10,000,0~ 

395. O! 

TOTAL 

10,000.00 

487,035.00 

8,000.00 

8,000.00 

40,000.00 

6,000.00 

. 



I 
I '  

BID ABSTW 
BID TITLE: 

Ill0 
ITEM 
- - 
3-3 

3-4 

3-5 

3-6 

3-7 

3-8 

- 

89.1715 
QTY. 

1. s. 

1233 LF 

L.S. 

L.S. 

L.S. 

L.S. 

DESCRIPTION 

Precast  relnforced  concrete 
t r insi t fon f t m  8' x 5' RCB t o  
84" RCP,' Sta. 1+91.51, complete 
and i n  place for  the lump sum 
amount of: 

84' RCP, Station 1 + 91.51 t o  . 
14 + 25, complete and In place 
f o r  the un4t price of: 

Precast 84" RCP tee with  Type "A" 
manhold Station 6 + 69, complete 
and f n  place for. the lump sum 
amaunt of: 

Precast 84" tee wfth Type "A" 
manhole Station 11 + 00, complete 
and i n  place  for the lump sum 
anrount of: 

Traff ic   s lgnal t ra t ion  a t  Inter- 
section  of Hlnson Street  and 
Charleston Blvd., complete and 
In place  for the lunp sun amount 
of: 

Furnlrh and Install F i r e  Hydrant o 
northwest comer  of the Charleston 
Blvd. and  Hinson Street  Inter- 
section, complete and i n  place 

TRIAD WESTERN CONSTR. 

u. P. 

430.01 

the 

TOTAL 

4,200.0 

530,190.0 

5,800.01 

5,800.01 

28,000.0( 

7,700.01 

U.P. TOTAL 

PAGE # 7 8 

U.P. TOTAL 



89.17lC - 
QTY. 

1.s. 

US VEGAS PAVIHG 

BID ABStRACT t AWARD RE! 
! BID TITLE: 

a: 
II 

I 

. -  

DESCRIPTION 
for  the lunp SUD amount of: 

Relocate 2-fnch natural gas line 
Hinson S t m e t  - fnn Charleston 
Blvd. to Sta, 6 + 75 +/-. cot i  
plete and In place for the lump 
s u  amount of: 

SUBTOTAL PHASE 3: 

TOTAL BID: 

smcammm 
REIIYFORCIIIG S E E 1  
TRAFFIC COllTROL 
ELECTRICAL 
ENGINEERING 
UXDERGROUCID 8 PIPE 
FENCING 
uyw RESEED 
CONCRETE 
A.C. PAVIllG 

BID ABStRACT t AWARD RE! 
BID TITLE: 

a: 
II 

I 

M 

TOTAL 

19,200.M) 

826,321.00 

1,649.592.00 

IENOATlON 

U.P. 

SlEEL EN 
IIICIIUAY 
STETSO11 
C.D.S. E 
c L s cu 
T l l t  TIBE 

TOTAL 

13,100.00 

'1 
779,928.00 

,C71,646.50 

[HEERS 
.NTALS 
.ECTHIC 
;INEERING 
'ANY 
r1 co. 

I 
' I  

I 
I 

9 

PACE # 1) i 
I 

i 
TAB CONTRACTORS 

U.P. 

iEDILLO L 
LAS VEGAS 
JELLS CAR 

TOTAL 1 

I 

I 
I 

!,999.200.00 
I 

t 

IDSCAPE 
:OIJCRETE I 

1 I 



I I. .a , ,  I 

* BID ABSTRACT' & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 
E10 TITLEI 

.O. 

I. 

i 

1 
DESCRIPTION 

f o r  the lump sun amount of: 

Rilocrte 2:inch natural gas l i n e  
Hinson Street  - from Charleston 
Blvd. to Sta. 6 + 75 +/-, corn- 
plete and i n  place for the lump 
sum amount of: 

SUBTOTAL PHASE 3: 

TOTAL BID: 

SUBCOWTRACTORS 
TRAFFIC 
ELECTRICAL 
UNDERGROUND 
REINFORCING 
CONCRETE 
TRAFFIC SIGNALS 

FREHWER CONSTRUCTION 

U.P. 

HIGWAY 
STETSOW 

STEEL EN 
c a s c a  

TOTAL 

13,755.0( 

827,837. Of 

1,035,603.0C 

ITALS 
KTRIC 
INY 
IEERS 

d 

YELLS. CARGO 

U.P. 

ZEUART & 
IMERICAN ~ 

TOTAL 

15,000.01 

850,000.01 

3,064,000.01 

llNDELL 
ECTRf C 

PAGE # 8~ 

'ESTERN UTILITY CONTR. 

U.P. 

NONE 

TOTAL 

15,000.00 

942,735.00 

1,260,499.00 , 



0 BID ABSTRACI' & AWARD RECOM 
BID TITLE, 

I. - 

3-9 

QTY. 

- 

DESCRIPTION 
for  the lump sm amount of: 

Relocate 2:inch natural   gas  l ine 
Hinson S t r e e t  - from Charleston 
Blvd. to Sta. 6 + 75 +/-, com- 
p l e t e  and i n   p l a c e  f o r  the lump 
sum amount of: 

SUBTOTAL PMSE 3: 

TOTAL BID: 

S I I S ~ C T O R S  
4V I NG : 
UFFIC CONTROL: . 
LCTRICAL: 
EINFORCING: 

TRIAD WESTERN  CONSTR . 
U.P. 

,AS VEGAS 
lOUTHWEST 
lTETSON 
'TEEL ENGl 

TOTAL 

11,000 

975,690.0( 

3,622,629.0( 

\VING 
IADWAY, INC , 

:ERING 

Ik IENDATION 

U.P. TOTAL 

PAGE # OR 

U.P. TOTAL 



BID ABS'lRCI 
DETENTIOH BASIN mP\SES 2 6 3 

\ 

BID t 89.171! 
.I 

QTY. 

01 
DESCRIPTION 

SUBCONTRACTOR'S CON'T 

NImITY COlCfRACTORS 
IANDSCAPING 
CONCRETE 

TRAFFIC COlltRoC 
SIGNALS TRAFFIC LOOOS 
AC PAVING 

U S  VEGAS PAVING 

U.P. TOTAL 

INDSCAPE 
CONST. 

;ow 

I4AX HlGCS COHST. 

u. P. 

flOflE 

TOTAL 

PAGE # 9 

TAB COllfRnCTORS 

U.P. 

SEDILCO 1 
h 1 E CON 
KLIIIE'S C 
C & E CON 
R 8 R CON 

M ELECT 
ACE PAVIN 

~~ 

TOTAL 

YDSCAPE 
IETE. 
.(CRETE, 
IETE, 
iETE 

I C  



_.. . 

I . 
4 , , .*. . _  . 

BID ABVRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 
BID TITLE: MEADOWS DETENTION BASIN PHASES 2 8 3 i I 89.1715 

QTY. 

1.0 
II 

L 

RIffORXTY CONTRACTORS 
ELECTRICAL 

tRAFF1C COllTRoL 
REIWFORCIWG STEEL 
TRAFFIC C r n O L  
UNDERGROUND P I PE 
TRUCUING 

I' FREHNER CONSTRUCTION 

u. P. 

DESERT CI 
STETSOW I 
INTERSTA1 
ALCO  STEt 
AHALGAMC\1 
MITOFF 8 

TOTAL 

rRUCT1 ON 
ECTRIC 
ENTERPRISE: 

1 SAFETY 
INS 

UELLS, CARGO 

U.P. 

NONE 

TOTAL 

e 

PAGE # Q A  

YESTERN UTILITY CONTR. 

u. P. 

WESLEY TI 

TOTAL 

CKING 



r 
I' . 

:ONCRETE: 

T R I A D  WESTERN  CONSTR, 

u. P. 

NOT  AVAIL ,  

TOTAL 

ILE 

u. P. TOTAL 

PAGE # g  8 

U.P. TOTAL 



REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

1 Subject: 1 I STATUS REPORT REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MASTER PLAN I 
I Pe t i t i one r :  i I VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E., GENERAL MANAGERKHIEF ENGINEER 
. - - . - . - . . - . 

Recomnendatlon: . 

NONE 

Fiscal  Impact: 

NONE 

Background: 

C m l s s l o n e r  Woodbury  has requested tha t   s ta f f  and the  Dlstr lct 's  advisory com- 
mlttees develop a plan t o  shorten  the  Implementation t lme requlred so that  more 
projects  are  constructed over a shorter  tlme  perlod. A t  I t s  December 29, 1988 
meeting, the  Technical  Advisory Comnittee members agreed that  the  Floodplain 
Uanagers Comnlttee  should meet t o  formulate recomnendatlons t o  speed  up the 
lmplementatlon process. A Subcomnlttee o f  the  Cltlzens  Advlsory Comnlttee has 
also been meetlng t o  dlscuss t h i s  Issue. The Comnlttees'  progress wlll be 
reported a t   t h e  meetlng. 

Respectfully submltted, 

IRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E. 
General  HanagerlChlef  Engineer 

ITEM X 10 
Date:  Date: 

3-09-89 



CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL  FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 
301 E. Clark Avenue, Suite 300 

Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
(702) 455-3139 

VIRGINIA  MXVALENTINE, P.E. 
General Manager 

TO: CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

FROM: SUBCOMMITTEE ON IMPLEMENTING MASTER PLAN PROJECTS 

SUBJECT: SUBCOMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

DATE FEBRUARY 22, 1989 
REVISED, FEBRUARY 28,  1989 

+ Back round: A t  t he   d i rec t i on   o f   t he  Board, the  Cit izens  Advisory  Comnittee 
formed a u b c m i t t e e   o f  Ann Zorn,  Les  MacFarlane, M.J. Harvey, and Don Bigger 
to  study  the  delay  in  implement ing  Master  Plan  projects.  The Subcomnittee met  
on February 10, 1989, t o  discuss  possible causes o f  delays i n  implementing  pro- 
j e c t s  and to   f o rmu la te   poss ib le   so lu t i ons   f o r  recomnendations t o   t h e  Board. 

Probable Causes o f  Delays: The Subcomnittee  discussed a t   l e n g t h   t h e   f i n d i n g s   o f  
the F loodp la in  Management Comnittee and also  discussed  the  perceived causes o f  
p r o j e c t  delays. The Subcomnittee i d e n t i f i e d   t h e   f o l l o w i n g  causes o f  delays: 

1. Not enough money ava i lab le  
2. Pro jec t   requ i red   acqu is i t i on   o f  BLM land and could  not  be constructed 

u n t i l  the  EIS i s  completed 
3. Changes i n  h y d r o l o g i c   c r i t e r i a  
4. l i m e  requ i red   t o   ob ta in   app rova l   o f   i n te r l oca l  agreements by a l l  requi red 

e n t i   t i e s  
5. C o o r d i n a t i o n   w i t h   a l l  impacted e n t i t i e s   i s   t i m e  consuming 
6. The program i s  new, the e n t i t i e s   a r e   s t i l l   g e t t i n g  up t o  speed and  have 

not  developed a backlog o f   p r o j e c t s  

Poss ib le   so lu t ions  and  Subcomnittee Recomnendations: The Subcomnittee  discussed 
i n   d e t a i l   r e v i s i o n s   t o   t h e   p r e s e n t   p r i o r i t i z a t i o n  system  which  might  shorten  the 
t i m e   r e q u i r e d   t o  implement p ro jec ts  and also  d iscussed  var ious  incent ives and 
motivation  techniques. The Subcomnittee o f fe rs   t he   f o l l ow ing  recomnendations t o  
the Board: 

1. P r i o r i t i z e  each cons t ruc t ion   p ro jec t  on the  ten-year  plan and assign each 

2. I den t i f y   t he   des ign   p ro jec ts   ava i l ab le   du r ing  each f i s c a l   y e a r   f o r  

3. Fund cons t ruc t ion   p ro jec ts  as  funds become ava i lab le  on  a f i r s t  come 

a number according t o  p r i o r i t y .  

fund ing   a t   the   beg inn ing   o f  each f i s c a l  year. 

f i r s t  funded  basis. I n  the  event  that   not  enough funds  are  avai lable t o  
cover a l l  requests  the  lowest numbered p ro jec t  would be  funded. No 

Board Members 
6 ~ c e  L W b u r y ,  Chairman,  Clark  County Chris  Christensen, Vicechairman,  City of Boulder city 

Cadton h e n c e ,  Secretary, City of Henderson Paul J. Christensen,  Clark  County Theron  Caynes,  City of North Las &gas 
Craig Pulsipher,  City of Mesquite Ron  Lurie, City of Las &gas Bob Nolen,  City of bs &gas 

- 



CLARK COUNTY  REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL  DISTRICT 

Recomnendation 
March 3, 1989 
Page 2 

e n t i t y  would  be  allowed t o  advance fur ther   than 2 years   i n to   t he  10-year 
cons t ruc t ion  program  be fore   the   D is t r i c t  began reserv ing   funds   fo r   en t i -  
t i es   wh ich  were behind  schedule. 

4. While  each o f  t h e   e n t i t i e s   p e r c e i v e   t h a t   l a c k   o f   s u f f i c i e n t   f u n d i n g   i s  
a v a i l a b l e ,   t h e   D i s t r i c t  has  never  denied  funding t o  any pro jec t .  The 
Subcomnittee recomnends t h a t  any e n t i t i e s  which  perceive  a  lack  of  
available  funds  request  a  supplemental  interlocal agreement  as soon as 
fund ing   l im i ta t i ons   a re   i den t i f i ed .  

An example o f   d i f f e r e n t   f u n d i n g   s c e n a r i o s   i s   a t t a c h e d   t o   i l l u s t r a t e  how the  pro- 
posed  recomnendations  would  work i f  adopted. 



EXAMPLE PRIORITY LIST 

YEAR NAME OF PROJECT - 
1 1. Gowan Road 

2. *A" Channel 
3. Georgia Channel 
4. Upper  Flamingo  Detention  Basin 
5. Pittman Wash 
6. Las Vegas Wash 
7. Upper  Flamingo  Detention  Basin 
8. Pittman Wash Phase I 
9. Town  Wash Detention  Basin 

YEAR 

ENTITY 

CLV 
NLV 
Boulder 
cc 
Henderson 
NLV 
cc 
Henderson 
Mesquite 

2 
10. Rawhide Channel cc 
11. Western Tr ibutary  NLV 
12. Gowan  Road  CLV 
13. *An Channel NLV 
14. Georgia Avenue Boulder 
15. Meadows Detention  Basin CLV 
16. Pittman Wash, Phase I 1  Henderson 

YEAR 

3 17. Sahara Oakey Detentlon  Basin 
18. 1-15 Co l lec t i on  System 
19. Van Buskirk Channel 
20. Duck Creek Channel 
21. Sahara Oakey Detention  Basin 
22. 1-15 Co l lec t i on  System 
23. Town  Wash Det. Basin, Phase I 1  
24. Duck Creek Channel 

CLV 
CLV 
cc 
cc 
CLV 
CLV 
Werqul t e  
cc 

PHASE 

Design 
Design 
Design 
Design 
Design 
Design 
Construction 
Construction 
DesignKonst. 

Design 
Design 
Design 
Construction 
Construction 
Construction 
Construction 

Design 
Design 
Design 
Design 
Construction 
Construction 
Construction 
Construction 

DISC4:PRIORITY 



REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

Subject: 
STUDENT INTERNSHIP PROGRAM 

Peti t ioner: 
VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E., GENERAL MANAGERICHIEF ENGINEER 

Recomnendation:. 
THAT THE BOARD APPROVE THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A STUDENT INTERNSHIP PROGRAM 

Fiscal  Impact: 

Provisions were made f o r   t h i s  program i n  the FY 88/89 budget,  and was proposed 
i n  the FY 89/90 budget. 

Background: 

The establlshment o f  a student Internship program will provide  qual i ty   c ler ica l  
and/or  technical  assistance to   t he   s ta f f   o f   t he   D is t r i c t  and provide a Nevada 
student  with job t ra ln ing i n  a professional environment. A UNLV engineering 
student i s  current ly working fo r   t he   D is t r i c t  on a part  t ime temporary basis 
performing a var iety  of   dut ies  in  the  of f ice.   Included  in  your backup i s  the 
Student Internshlp Program quidellnes.  Provisions were made f o r   t h i s  program i n  
the FY 88/89 budget,  and  were proposed i n  the FY 89/90 budget. 

S t a f f  recomnends the approval o f  the Student Internshlp Program. 

Respectful l y  submitted, 

ITEM # 8 ITEM # 11 
Date: 
2-23-89  3-09-89 

IRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E. 
General ManagerfChief Engineer 



CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 

STUDENT  INTERNSHIP PROGRAM 

Puroose 

To speci fy   the  gu ide l ines  for  a supervised  student  internship program. Said program 
will 1) p r o v i d e   q u a l i t y   c l e r i c a l  or technica l   ass is tance  to   the  s ta f f   o f   the  Clark  
County  Regional   Flood  Control   Distr ict  and 2) provide a Nevada student   wi th   per t inent  
j o b   t r a i n i n g   i n  a c iv i l   engineer ing  environment.  

Scope o f  Work 

The s tudent   in te rn  must  be able  to   per form a v a r i e t y   o f   d u t i e s   w i t h i n   t h e   o f f i c e  and 
on f i e l d  assignments. Examples o f  such d u t i e s   a r e   i n  two categories. 

Student  Intern  (Engineerins): 

D r a f t  i ng 
Research 
F i  1 i n g  
Data  Impact 
F i e l d  Reviews 

Student  Intern  (Cler ical) :  

TYPi ng 
F i  1 i n g  
S o r t i  ng 
Compi 1 i ng 

F i e l d   I n v e s t i g a t i o n  
Hydrology and Hydraul i c  
Computations 
Other  Duties  as  Assigned 

Dupl i c a t  i ng 
Runner 
Other  Duties  as  Assigned 

Q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  

Student  Intern  (Engineerinq): 

The student  must be e n r o l l e d   i n  a col lege  level   course  of   study comparable t o  the 
t y p e   o f  work  assignments  and  environment t h a t  he/she w i  11 encounter. It i s  pre- 
ferable  that   the  s tudent  have a t   l e a s t   j u n i o r   s t a t u s .  Each student  should be able 
t o  demonstrate a basic  understandfng of t h e   p r i n c i p l e s l a c t i v i t l e s   i n v o l v e d   i n   t h e  
engineering  work o f  t h e   D i s t r i c t .  

Student   In tern  (Cler ica l ) :  

The student  must be knowledgeable o f  and  have some experience i n   t h e   t y p e  of work 
assignments  that  he/she will encounter. The student  should be able  to  perform basic 
c l e r i c a l  work invo lv ing  o f f ice  machines/act iv i t ies .  



Page 2 

Job Spec i f i ca t ions  

Schedul ing:  

G 

It is   t he   s tuden ts '   respons ib i l i t y   t o   i n fo rm  h i s /he r   superv i so r  of t h e i r  a v a i  1- 
a b i l i t y   f o r  work. The D i s t r i c t  will work t o  accomnodate  each student's work and 
school  schedules i n  order t o   f u l f i l   b o t h   t h e   D i s t r i c t  and students' needs.  Each 
student  should  provide  the  supervisor  wi th a copy o f   t h e i r  proposed  classes p r i o r  t o  
complet ing  pre-registrat ion.  

Work Days: 

The D i s t r i c t  operates Monday through  Friday from 8:OO a.m. t o  5:OO p.m. The work 
program will be continuous  throughout  the  school  year  including  Christmas,. Spring 
and Summer vacation  periods. 

F a l l  and Spr ing Terms: 20 hours/week: 13  weeks/semester estimated ( 2  
semesters) 

Summer (15 weeks): 20 hours/week 
8:OO a.m. t o  12:OO p.m./l:OO  p.m. t o  4:OO p.m. 

Christmas  Break (6  weeks) : 20 hours/week 
8:OO a.m. t o  12:OO  p.m./l:OO  p.m. t o  4:OO p.m. 

Spring  Break (1 week) : 20 hours /week 
8:OO a.m. t o  12:OO  p.m./l:OO  p.m. t o  4:OO p.m. 

Note: There  are 80 addi t ional   hours  wi th in  course o f  calendar  year  which w i  11 a l low 
extended work per iods  dur ing any week o f  choice. 

A student can  work  up t o  a maximum o f  1,040 hourslyear. 

Breaks: 

Students will be e n t i t l e d   t o  a 15  minute  break f o r  each four  hour day. Longer par t -  
t ime days (greater  than 4 hours) will requ i re  a lunch  break of 1 hour i n  a d d i t i o n   t o  
a break. Any deviat ion  f rom  these  guidel ines will need approval of   the  imnediate 
supervisor and General Manager. 

Benef i ts :  

Students will be c l a s s i   f i e d  as   par t - t ime  hour ly   fo r   the   dura t ion  o f  employment  as a 
student  intern.  No s i c k h a c a t i o n  or insurance  benefi ts  are  appl icable. Employer 
pa id   re t i rement   con t r ibu t ions   wou ld   on ly   app ly   in   ins tances  where part- t ime  hour ly 
students work  40 hours or more i n  a given week. Holidays  are  not worked nor paid. 

i ,  



Page 3 

Atti re: 

Clark  County  Regional  Flood  Control District i s  a professional work environment. 
Students will be required to  dress  appropriately. When f ie ld work i s  scheduled, 
casual dress i s  allowed. 

Rate Schedule: 

Student Intern I 
(Engi neeri ng)  I I 

111 
I V  
V 

VI 

Student Intern I 
(Cleri cal ) I1 

I11 
IV 

V 
VI 

Rate 

6.64 
7 .lo 
7.60 
8.13 
8.70 
9.31 

Rate 

6.05 
6.29 
6.54 
6.81 
7.07 
7.37 

- 

- 

FCWD2:STUDENT:dks 



REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

Subject: 
CONTRACT MODIFICATION FOR MASTER PLAN EIS  

' Pet i t ioner:  
VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E., GENERAL UANAGER/CHIEF ENGINEER 

Recomnendat i on: . 

THAT  THE  BOARD APPROVE THE MODIFICATION TO THE SCOPE OF WORK AND TOTAL 
COST OF THE MASTER PIAN EIS  CONTRACT 

F isca l  Impact: 

$10,018 

Background: 

Dames a Uoore (Dm), the  consultant  preparing  the Master Plan €IS, has requested 
that the scope of work for   th is   cont ract  be modif ied  to address areas o f  concern 
which may require  addit ional  effort.  The addit ional work includes 1) U.S. Fish 
and W i l d l i f e  Service (USFWS) coordination and 2) Section 106 (SHPO) consulta- 
t ion. 

USFUS has requested an infonnal  meeting t o   b r i e f  them  on the Waster Plan, e l i c i t  
t h e i r  concerns, and discuss whether any Fish and Wi ld l i f e  Coordination  Act  stud- 
i e s  or Section 7 consultation procedures are  required for the EIS. D&"s act iv-  
i t i e s  will include making  a presentat ion  of   their  EIS re la ted  act iv i t ies ,  
ass i s t l ng   t he   D is t r i c t   i n  addressing USFWS concerns and having a b i o l o g i s t   v i s i t  
representa t ive   fac i l i t y   s i tes   w i th  USFWS s t a f f  t o  discuss  potential problems and 
possible  mit igation  strategies. Dames b Moore estimated  the  cost f o r   t h i s  ser- 
vice t o  be $4018. 

Also, the EIS should  describe how the   D is t r i c t  will comply w i th  Section 106 o f  
the  National  Historic  Presentation Act. Two options may be avai lable  to  the 
D is t r i c t .  The f i r s t   i s  a complete cu l tura l  resource inventory  covering  the  pro- 

ITEM X 9 ITEM # 12 
Date: 
2-23-89  3-09-89 



I tern 
Technical Advisory Comnittee 
February 14, 1989 
Page 2 

j e c t  area,  followed  by a consu l ta t ion   w i th  SHPO regard ing  the  s ign i f icance and 
e f fec t   o f   t he   i nven to ry .  The second o p t i o n   i s   t o  develop a Programatic 
Agreement w i t h  SHPO de ta i l i ng   t he   t ypes   o f   ac t i ons   requ i red   f o r   D is t r i c t   p ro -  
j e c t s   t o  be i n  compliance. The cond i t i ons   o f   t he  agreement  would  then be 
app l ied  on  a p ro jec t -by-pro jec t   bas is   p r io r   to   cons t ruc t ion .  The preferred 
a l t e r n a t i v e  appears t o  be t h e   l a t t e r   o f   t h e  two. DAM est imated  the  cost  f o r  
t h i s   i n i t i a l   c o n s u l t a t i o n   t o  be $6000. 

Consu l ta t i on   f o r  compliance wi th   Sect ion 7 and Section 106 i s  ou ts ide   o f   the  
requirement o f  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act (NEPA). However, such 
compliance i s  mandatory  before  construction o f  r e g i o n a l   f a c i l i t i e s  and  can  be 
adequately  addressed i n   t h e  E I S  to   avo id   f u tu re   de lays   i n   p ro jec ts .  

S t a f f  Recomnendation: 

S t a f f  recomnends approval o f   the   con t rac t   mod i f i ca t ion   fo r   the   Master   P lan  EIS. 

Respectful ly  submitted, 

ITEM # 9 ITEM # 12 
Date: Date: 

' General  ManagerKhief  Engineer 



SUPPLEMENT TO AGREEMENT  FOR  PROFESSIONAL  SERVICES 
CLARK  COUNTY  REGIONAL  FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT AND 
DAMES h MOORE, A PROFESSIONAL  LIMITED  PARTNERSHIP 

This  Agreement  supplement,  made  and  entered  into  this 
of , 1989,  supplements  the  August  18,  1988  agreement 
ween  the C1ar.k  County Regional  Flood  Control  District 
strict) and  Dames & Moore, a  Professional  Limited  Partnership 
nsultant),  and  authorizes  services  and  associated  compensation 
addition  to  that  authorized  under  the  original  agreement  as 
lows : 

Specifically,  these  services  may  include;  consultant's par- 
ipation in a meeting  with  the U.S.  Fish and  Wildlife  Service 
assist  District  staff  with  the  presentation of the  proposed 
jject  and discuss  potential Endange;ed Species  Act  Section 7 
lsultation  procedures  for  technical  investigation  requirements 
lond those included in the  present EIS scope;  and,  preparation 
a  project  presentation  and  participation in a meeting  with  the 
.te  Historic  Preservation  Office  staff  to  discuss  the 
.t.rict's options  and  preferred  approach  to  comply  with  Section 
J of the National  Historic  Preservation Act. 

Consultant  has  estimated  a  total  cost  of  no  more  than 
',018 to accomplish  these  efforts,  and  total  authorized  compen- 
-ion  under  the  August  18,  1988  agreement  is  hereby  increased  to 
-7,018 in accordance with this  amount.  The  schedule  of  perfor- 
ce of these  additional  services  shall  be in accordance  with 
tten  instructions from the  District's  General  Manager,  and 
11  not  commence until such  instructions are received by 
.sultanto 

. .1/19-1 



xception of t h e  scope of services,  compensation, 
r o v i s i o n s  referred to above ,  ali other  terms and 
o August 18, 1988 agreement  r e m a i n  u n c h a n g e d  by 

WHEREOF, t h e  parties have caused t h i s  SUPPLEMENT 
be   executed   the   day   and   year   f i r s t   above   wr i t t en .  

CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 

By: - 
BRUCE L. WOODBURY, Chairman .: . Date 

DAMES & MOORE 
A Professional Limited P a r t n e r s h i p  

DEAN HARGIS, Pdrger (Ltd .  1 Date 

LEGALITY ONLY: 

- -- 
LE 
. Attorney 

Date 

157.1/19-2 



February 8, 1989 

Mr. Tim Sutko 
Clark  County  Regional Flood Control  District 
301 East  Clark,  Suite 300 
Las Vegas,  Nevada 89101 

Re: Cost  Breakdown 
Supplemental  Budget  Request 
Dames & Moore Job No. 17710-001 

Dear Tim: 

As per  your  request, we have  attached the budget  breakdowns 
for the EIS project  scope  modification  and  cost  adjustment 
request  dated  January 26, 1988. 

Fish and  Wildlife  Coordination 

Our  estimate  assumes  that the suggested  coordination  meeting 
will be held  in Las Vegas.  Dames & Moore  personnel to be 
involved  include  Dean  Hargis, John Gray,  and Tom Olsen- 

Hours Cost 
Professional Labor 40 
Support Staff 6 
Travel  and  Expenses -- 

2778 e 

240. 
1000 . 

TOTAL $4018. 

Section 106 Review 

This estimate also assumes  that  the  initial  consultation 
will  be  held in Las Vegas, Dames &I Moore  personnel to be 
involved  include  Dean  Hargis,  James  Cleland,  Mike  Kelly,  and 
Pandora  Snethkamp. 
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c DAMES & MOORE 

Clark  County Regional Flood  Control  bistrict 
February 8, 1989 
Page 3 

If the Flood  Control  District  decides to authorize  our 
completion of this effort, we believe a contract  amendment 
for the total s8000 expense is appropriate. If the report 
iS to be  completed  using  other  data  sources, no adjustment 
to our current  budget is required,  but the report  scope  will 
be modified to reflect the availale data. 

t * 
We hope this information  provides you with the detail 
required to complete  your  review of our  contract  amendment 
request. If you  have  any  additional  questions  please 
contact us. 

Sincerely, 
Dames 6 Moore 

Dean  Hargis 
Partner (Ltd.) 



January 26, 1988 

Mr. Tim Sutko 
Clark  County  Regional  Flood  Control  District 

Las Vegas, NV 89125 
P.0. BOX 396 

Re: Project  Scope  Modifications  and  Cost 
Adjustment  Request 

Environmental  Impact  Statement 
'- Flood  Control  Master  Plan  for the 

k w t v  ~ l ~ o d  Control District 

Dear Tim: 

As per our  previous  discussions,  Dames C Moore  has  identified 
three areas of  concern  that may require  additional  effort  and/or 
input  for  completion  of the Clark  County  Regional  Flood  Control 
Master Plan  Environmental  Impact  Statement (EIS) that  are not 
part of our  current  scope  of work. These  items  include: 1) Fish 
C Wildlife Service  coordination, 2) Section 106 consultation, and 
3) additional  efforts  needed by our land  use  staff to access the 
CCRIS database , 

we also evaluated the possible  use of  new  base maps  from  Landis 
for the report  presentation,  but  have  concluded  that the costs 
required to use the new photographs i8 not  justified. 

?ISH L w=1?B coo- 1 

MS, nary J O ~  Elpus of the USPWS has requested  an  informal 
briefing to describe  project to her  staff  in  detail,  answer 
questions,  and  elicit  her  concerns.  Apparently the prior UsFwS 
response to the scoping  letter  vas a orp forma response  and  they 
would now like  additional info~tion. We will  need to respond 
to her concerns if thay are  not  already in  the EIS. We do not 
presently axpect to modify the EIS 8COpe a8 a result Of this 
interaction. 

We recornend  that the meeting be attended  by BfM, Clark  County 
Flood Control  District  and  Dames C Moore. The Corpo should also 
be asked to participate  in the meeting. Prior to this meeting 
copies of the draft  biology maps and  DEIS text  could be made 
available for her  review, 

One of the purposes of the meeting  should be to discuss if any 
Fish C Wildlife  Coordination  Act  studies by USFWS are  required 
for EIS and  any  Section 7 consultation  procedures,  It is 
unlikely that  Fish C Wildlife  Coordination  Act  studies  will be 
required,  It  also  appears  that  Section 7 consultation  will not 
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be required.  However, B W  needs to follow  up  meeting  with formal 
letter  to USFWS regarding these items. 

costr 

We estimate that costs  for this consultation will be $4 ,000 .  
This cost  includes  assembling DEXS materials  on  biology, 
preparing a brief presentation for the reeting,  and  an  additional 
day for the Dames L Moore  biologist to visit  representative 
facilities with the USEWS. 

The DEIS should  state that CCRFCD  intends to comply  with  Section 
106 and describe  generally  how  Compliance  will be achieved. 
Based on discussions  between  Dames & Moore  archaeologists  and  the 
Nevada state historic  preservation  officer (SHPO) there are two 
different  compliance  trajectories  that  may be appropriate. 

The first  plan  would  be to initiate a cultural  resource  inventory 
for the entire project. This would  involve: 1) meeting  with the 
lead Federal  agency  and the state  historic  preservation  officer 
(SHPO) to determine  inventory  requirements, 2) conducting the 
inventory,  and 3) consulting  regarding  significance  and  affect 
following  completion  of the inventory.  Technically,  all three 
steps should be complete  prior to  the granting  of the Federal 
permits. 

The second  alternative  plan is to enter  into a Programmatic 
Agreement (PA)  under 36 C FR 800.  The PA  would  spell  out the 
compliance procedures  that CCRF'CD will  undertake  and  would 
provide a general  timetable  under  which these actions  will occur. 
Through  the PA, C-CD could  defer  section 106 compliance on 
project components  which  are  not  planned to be constructed  in the  
near future. Prior to construction of each  project  component, 
procedures set forth in the PA  would be followed to identify, 
evaluate and  mitigate  any  potential  adverse  impacts to cultural 
resources. 

The decision on the appropriate 106 traj8ctory will  ultimately 
made by BUS in consultation  with Sffpo. CCRPCD, however, is in a 
position to influence this decision  via  consultation  with the 
various agencies  which  are  party to the 106 process. Dames C 
Moore  has many  years of 8xperienCe  in  a88isting  non-Federal 
agencies through the Section 106 prOC888  and  could  provide 
guidance t o  CCRFCD. 

At a minimum  Dames & Hoore recommends the following  initial 
services: 

1) Compile background  information  and  prepare  an  informational 
presentation addressing  available  data  and  likely  resources  in 
the vicinity  of the 10-year  plan  facilities. 
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2 )  Meet  with  CCRFCD to provide  further  explanation of the 
Section 106 options and discuss Ccrfcds  overall  schedule and 
budgetary constraints.  On the basi8aof this meeting  Dames & 
Woore will  Recommend an appropriate 106 compliance  strategy 
to the District. 

3) Coordinate  a  meeting  with BIW, Corps,  and SHPO to 
discuss Section 106 compliance. Dames c Moore would  then 
assist CCRFCD in  presenting  its case for  its  preferred 
compliance plan. 

4) Follow-up  coordination  with SHPO and the CCRFCD to 
resolve details and  finalize the approach to satisfying 
Section 106 requirements. 

Depending on  the outcome  of this initial  set of consulting 
semices, Dames C Moore  would  provide  additional  assistance 
in drafting a PA: reviewing  an  agency-drafted PA on the 
behalf of CCRFCD:  coordinating  agency  review  and  comment: 
and assisting  in PA revisions. 

P 

We estimate that the cost of the initial  consultation and  meeting 
will be $6,000. An estimate  for the remaining  items is 
contingent upon the outcome  of the initial  consultation and 
depends  on  the amount of field  study  required  by the SHPO. - 
Dames C Moore requests  additional  funds  for the completion of the 
Clark County  Flood  Control  Master  Plan EIS, due to changes  in  the 
land  use scope of work. Because  land  use  data  could  not be 
provided to Dames t Moore in  hard  copy  by the Clark  County 
Comprehensive Planning  Department,  attempts were made to access 
these data  through the CCRIS data base. However,  a  departmental 
change  in computer systems from Prime to V u ,  resulted  in  a 
temporary suspension of operations  and the department  has  been 
unable to provide the necessary  data maps for the study. Dames & 
Noore then agreed to acquire the data in a DIG tape format to 
produce the map8 on Dames & Moore's GIs 8ystem on the assumption 
that these data  vere  readily  accessible. 

Numerous difficulties  have  arisen  attempting to retrieve these 
data which were  previously  unanticipated,  including  that  fact 
that the data was in a  different  format than expected. 
Dircuooion with the Comprehen8ive  Planning  Department  have  not 
resulted  in the identification of  the problem. Am-a result, 
additional funds are needed to manipulate  and  format the data  to 
produce  maps from our system. 

The study team can still  complete the project,  although there 
Will be many  assumptions  and  data  interpretations  made  due to the 
lack  of information. This would  require an extension of the 
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schedule for  field  checking  and  data  collection  for  the  specific 
land use information. The procedure taken to perform the study 
without this computer  data  information  would  be  manually  labor 
intensive  and  would  create  potential  inaccurate  data. 

The access to this data  would allow for a more efficient 
assessment process  and  provide  more  detailed  data  for the ten- 
year plan. General  land  use  data is available  at this time for 
the programmatic  analyais.  However,  more  specific  information  is 
needed to di8cuss the impacts  relative to the Specific  facilities 
included  in the ten-year  plan. The CCRIS data  base  Will  provide 
this level of detailed  information  and we were  specifically 
advised to use these  data  in  scoping  sessions with the Clark 
County Comprehensive  Planning  Department. 

Additional work required to complete this effort  and  access  the 
CCRIS land  use  data  will  result  in a cost  increase of $8,000. 
This additional  expense  will  allow us to provide a more  accurate 
and  credible  impact  assessment  and is considered  appropriate. 

In summary, additional  project  efforts  not  previously  anticipated 
when our scope of  services  was  prepared  will  result  in a project 
cost increase  of $18,000. Please  let us know if you  would  like 
any additional  information  concerning this request.  It is a 
pleasure to be working  with  you on  this project  and  we look 
forward to hearing  from  you  soon. 

Sincerely, 
DAMES & MOORE 

-4: 
Dean Hargis 
Partn8r (Ltd.) 

cc: Its. Virginia  Bax-Valantine 
BIr. Frank )(axwell 



REG1 ONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL D I STRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

Subject: 
CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT AND ACTION TO APPROVE FLOOD 
AWARENESS WEEK ACTIVITIES 

Peti t ioner: I 
VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE,  GENERAL UANAGER/CHIEF ENGINEER 

Recomnendation: 
- 

THAT THE BOARD APPROVE THE ACTIVITIES PLANNED FOR FLOOD AWARENESS WEEK 
AND AUTHORIZE THE GENERAL MANAGER TO EXPEND FUNDS FOR THESE ACTIVITIES 

Fiscal  Impact: 

$4259 

Background: 

As par t   o f   the  Dis t r ic t 's   Publ ic  Education Program, the  Citizens  Advisory 
Comnittee has organized a Flood Awareness Week again t h i s  year. Scheduled f o r  
June  9-16, the date has  been set  to  coincide  wlth  the  State's Flood Awareness 
Week. 

Included I n  t h i s  yea r ' s   ac t i v i t l es   i s  a poster  contest  for  part icipatlng  slxth 
grade  centers. The a r t  classes a t  these  schools were  encouraged t o  create 
posters  which would best  depict  the need fo r   f lood  awareness.  The winning 
a r t i s t   a t  each school will be recognized wl th  a c e r t i f i c a t e   o f  accomplishment. 
Four hundred (200  mounted  and  200  unmounted) copies o f   the  winning  poster will 
be  reproduced a t  a cost o f  $612  and d is t r ibu ted   to   l ib ra r les ,  schools and busi- 
nesses throughout  the County for   publ ic  d isplay.   Addi t ional ly,   th is  poster will 
be featured on the  f ront  panel o f   t h i s  year's  flood awareness brochure. 

The D l s t r l c t  Is having 80,000 coples of   the  f lood awareness brochure p r in ted   a t  
a cost   o f  $3647. Presenting  Infonnatlon on DO'S and Don'ts of react ing  to a 
f lash  f lood, as w e l l  as publ ic agencles t o  contact for infonnatlon and 
assistance,  these pamphlets wlll be d is t r ibu ted   v ia  a bulk  mailing.  Subject t o  
Board approval,  the brochures wlll also 1 i s t  the  current members of   the Flood 
Cont ro l   D is t r i c t  Board. 

Continued...................* 

ITEM 1 13 
Date:  Date: 

3-09-89 



Agenda Item 
Board o f  D i rec tors  
March 2, 1989 
Page 2 

The D i s t r i c t   s t a f f  and the  Citizens  Advisory C m i t t e e   a r e   i n   t h e  process o f  
developing a speaker's bureau and s l ide show with  the  intent ion o f  keeping the 
D i s t r i c t   a c t i v i t i e s  and the need for   f lood  cont ro l   in   the  publ ic  eye.  Speakers 
will be ava i lab le   to  make presentations t o  any civic-minded group  which 
expresses an interest. 

Once again, o f f i c l a l s  from each o f   the   loca l   en t i t ies  and the   D is t r i c t  Board 
wlll be requested t o  Issue  proclamations  establishing June 9-16 as Flood 
Awareness Week. 

Respectful ly submitted, 

O'' General Manager/Chief Engineer 

ITEM # 13 
Date:  Date: 

3-09-89 



REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

Subject: 
PROJECT STATUS REPORTS 

Peti t ioner: 
VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E. GENERAL MANAGER/CHIEF ENGINEER 

Recomnendat i on:. 
THAT BOARD ACCEPT THE MONTHLY STATUS REPORTS 

Fiscal Impact: 

NONE 

Background: 

The fol lowing monthly  status  reports  are  Included I n  the backup for your review: 
a) Projects managed by  the D i s t r l c t  - February 14,  1989 
b) Clty o f  Las Vegas - February 10, 1989 
c) City o f  North Las Vegas - February 14, 1989 
d) Corps o f  Engineers - February 1, 1989 

Respectfully submitted, 

ITEM # 10 ITEM # 14 
Date: 

2-23-89  3-09-89 



PROJECT  NO. 
ASSIGNED B Y  THE DISTRICT , I'  

MONTHLY  PROJECT  STATUS  REPORT 

-- 

PROJECT .DESCRIPTION: Hiko Springs and  Unnamed Wash, Laughlin, Facilities 

Development Plan. 

LEAD ENTITY:  CCRFCD DATE OF STATUS REPORT 2-14-89 

0 RIGHT-OF-WAY 
0 OTHER 

0 CONSTRUCTION 

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT: DATE 
SUPPLEMENTAL  AGREEMENT(S):  DATE 

DATE 
DATE 

AMOUNT 
AMOUNT 
AMOUNT 
AMOUNT 

L IST  OTHER FUNDING SOURCES  AND  AMOUNTS: A.B. 494 $300,000 

CONSULTANT: 0 EiT ITY  BOTHER k y l e  Engineering Corporation 

LIST SUBCONSULTANT (S) : 1) 
CONSULTANT  AGREEMENT: DATE 14. 1988 AMOUNT 205,014 

SUBCONSULTANT  AGREEMENT(S) 1) DATE AMOUNT 
AMOUNT 
AMOUNT 

2) DATE 
3) DATE 

CONTRACTOR: 

CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACT:  DATE  AMOUNT 

PROJECT  STATUS: 
1) PrOgreSS t o  da te :  Draft report submitted in November, 1988 and results 
presented to T o w a r d  Januarv. 1989. 

Prob lems  and/or   changes  requ i red :  In late January a Laughlin developer 
gn whose land th e debris basin is D a r m l l v  located  reauested  that this . .  

d. The f i n a l t  is the results 

Est imated  amount   expended t o   d a t e :  $181.096 

E s t i m a t e d  next m o n t h ' s   p r o g r e s s   a n d   c x p e n d l t u r e s :  - o m  ' 

A n t i c i p a t e d   p r o j e c t   c o m p l e t l o n   d a t e :  &;I 1qAq 

Other :  

STATUS-REP 



ASSIGNED B Y  ?HE DISTRIC 

MONTHLY  PROJECT  STATUS  REPORT 

_ . _ ^ _  -__. . _..___.. ,: . .  ...... -... 

PROJECT  .DESCRIPTION: Flood  Control  Master  Plan EIS 

LEAD ENTITY: CCRFCD DATE OF STATUS  REPORT 2-14-69 

PROJECT  CONSISTS OF: (Check  approprlate  boxes) 
0 PRE-DESIGN 0 DES I GN 
0 RIGHT-OF-WAY 0 CONSTRUCTION 
Q OTHER Environmental Impact Statement 

INTERLOCAL  AGREEMENT:  DATE 
SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT(S) : DATE 

AMOUNT 
DATE 

AMOUNT 
AMOUNT 

DATE  AMOUNT 

LIST  OTHER  FUNDING  SOURCES AND AMOUNTS: 

CONSULTANT: OENTITY  nOTHER Dames E Moore 
CONSULTANT  AGREEMENT:  DATE 8-18-88 
LIST SUBCONSULTANT(S): 1) 

AMOUNT $317.000 

SUBCONSULTANT AGREEMENT(S) 1) DATE  AMOUNT 
2) DATE  AMOUNT 
3) DATE  AMOUNT 

CONTRACTOR: 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT: DATE  AMOUNT 

PROJECT STATUS: 
Progress  to date: TI,* the administrative draft 

?hr Prolcct is-dule due to difficulties 
d-uqe data from comuter tape Drovided by Comprehensive . .  emected in mid  ADri1. 1989. 

Problems  and/or  changes requlred: Consultant has requested Sl0,OOO 
for initial Section 7 and Section 106 consultation. 

Estimated  amount  expended  to date: $213. 306 

Estlmated  next month's progress  and  expendltures: 530.000 

Antlclpated  project  Completlon date: 

Other: 

STATUS-REP 



PROJECT NO. 
ASSIGNED BY T H E  DISTRIC; 1 i 

MONTHLY  PROJECT  STATUS  REPORT 

PROJECT .DESCRIPTION: Data Collection/Flood Warning System 

PROJECT  CONSISTS OF: (Check appropriate boxes) 
0 PRE-DESIGN 0 DESIGN 
0 RIGHT-OF-WAY 
Q OTHER ~ n - ~ o i n ~  Droiect 

0 CONSTRUCTION 

INTERLOCAL  AGREEMENT:  DATE 
SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT(S): DATE 

AMOUNT 
AMOUNT 

DATE  AMOUNT 
DATE  AMOUNT 

LIST  OTHER  FUNDING  SOURCES  AND AMOUNTS: 

CONSULTANT: UENTITY  DOTHER 
CONSULTANT  AGREEMENT:  DATE 
LIST  SUBCONSULTANT(S) : 1) 

AMOUNT 

SUBCONSULTANT  AGREEMENT(S) 1) DATE  AMOUNT 
2) DATE  AMOUNT 
3) DATE  AMOUNT 

CONTRACTOR: 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT: DATE  AMOUNT 

PROJECT STATUS: 
Progress  .to  date: A new precipitation/streamflow station has been 

l e d  on the Muddy River neat MoaDa. This  nives us a tota l  of 

Problems  and/or changes requlred: We are sti l l  waitinn  for  clearance 
from BLHto in-11 a reOeatef on Mr. Potosl. 

~~ 

Estlmated  mount expended t o  date: 

Estimated  next  month's  progress and expendltures: 

Antlclpated  proJect cornpletlon  date: 

Other: 

STATUS-REP 



F E B  1 3  1989 
PROJECT NO. 
ASSIGNED BY ;Hi DlSTRlCT 

MONTHLY  PROJECT  STATUS  REPORT ' .  

LEAD ENTITY: DATE OF STATUS REPORT 

PROJECT  CONSISTS OF: (Check  approprlate  boxes) 
RE-DESIGN 0 DESIGN 

0 CONSTRUCTION 
0 OTHER 

AMOUNT 3/?, 700 
AMnllNT 

INTERLOCAL  AGREEMENT:  DATE 
SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT(S): DATE - .I. - - . .a 

DATE  AMOUNT 
DATE  AMOUNT 

LIST  OTHER  FUNDING  SOURCES  AND AMOUNTS: d o J F  

CONSULTANT: OENTITY  OOTHER e.c. ~ A W C C ,  Z ~ C .  
CONSULTANT  AGREEMENT:  DATE 
LIST  SUBCONSULTANT(S) : 1) 

AMOUNT 

2) 
3)  

SUBCONSULTANT AGREEMENT(S) 1) DATE / - 70 - i30 AMOUNT 3 7 4 , 9 5 0  
2) DATE AMOUNT 

.. .. . 3) DATE AMOUNT . .  . .  ... 

CONTRACTOR: ' * . .  ' * 

CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACT:  DATE 
*..- .. . .  

AMOUNT 

PROJECT  STATUS: 
Progress to date: F d A L  at2-l- b F  P R E ' a E S / G E /  

R E P O A T  Due M&7. / I  /989 

Problems  and/or  changes requl red: 

Estlmated  amount  expended  to date: 95% 

Estlmated  next month's progress and  expendltures: 5% 

Antlclpated  project  completlon date: 3/30 /89 

Other: 

STATUS-REP 

,.....-.--- .-.. ........_..I_. .-. -e-. . . . . . ... . .. . 
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February 14, 1989 

Virginia Bax-Valentine, P.E. 
General Manager 
Clark County Regional  Flood  Control  District 
P.O. Box 396 
Las Vegas, W 89125 

Dear Virginia: 

The followina is a  current status report  of CCRFCD 
projects 
Vegas : 

A. LA6 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

B. LAS 

in progress  in the City -of North Las 
d 

V E G A 8  WASH, 1-15 TO PECOS ROAD 

Description:  Hydrologic  analysis, 
sediment yield  analysis,  development 
alternatives for the best  facilities to 
control drainage  contributing to the Las 
Vegas Wash. 

Status: A modified  contract with Black 
and Veach was entered  into  in  October, 
1988 , The entire study should be 
complete by March 1989. 

Cost:  Not to exceed  $324,000 

Funding: 

$304,380 - CCRFCD  interlocal  dated 4 
August 1987. 
$ 20 ,000  - NLV  Revenue Sharing Funds, 

=GAS WASH, CRAIG ROAD TO C I V I C  CENTER 
DRIVE (King  Charles  Diversion) 

1. Description:  Flood channel from Craig 
Road to Las Vegas Wash  parallel to the 
UPRR. 

City of 
North Las Vegas 

2200 Civic Center  Drive 
P.O. Box 4086 

North Lts Vegas. Nevada 89030 
(702) 649-581 1 

Lkyoc 
James K Seastrand 

Cancihnen 
Theron H. Goynes 

Mary J. Kincaid 
Wham E. Robinson 

W. Brenl Hardy 

WMMper 
Michael O y a l  



Virginia Bax-Valentine, P.E. 
February 14,  1989 
Page 2 

2. Status: Phase 1 from the UPRR  bridge to the Las Vegas 
Wash  is  complete. 
The UPRR bridge  is  substantially  complete. 
CALNEV  pipe  line  lowering is complete. 

Phase 2 - James M. Montgomery Engineers is in the process 
of completing the improvement plans and  bid  documents. 
The.plans are being  routed to local entities and the UPRR 
for final review. 

3. Cost: The cost  of Phase 2 is estimated  at  $866,450. 

4. Funding: 

$1,575,000 - Clark  County  Bond  Issue,  interlocal  dated 
18 December 1984 to fund this project and 
the "N" Channel  improvements. 

$1,000,000 - CCRFCDinterlocaldated15 September1987. 

$ 600,000 - Clark County  Bond  Issue,  supplemental 
interlocal  dated 3 March 1987. 

C o  WESTERN TRIBUTARY TO THE LA8 VEGA8 WASH. CRAIG RANCH GOLF 
COURSE TO CRAIG ROAD. 

1. Description: A concrete lined  flood  control channel from 
the northeast corner of the Craig Ranch Golf Course 
southeasterly to Craig Road. 

2. Status: All plans  and specifications are complete and 
all right-of-way has been obtained. All approvals have 
been obtained. The project was to be advertised for bids 
January  22 , 1989. Bids will be  opened on February 17 , 
1989. 

3. cost:  $1,494,550  estimated. 

4. Funding: 

$ 643,200 - EDA  grant 
$ 595,300 - CCRFCD  interlocal  dated 1 March 1988 
No Change - CCRFCD  supplemental  dated 3 May 1988 to 

$ 296,000 - CCRFCD  second  supplemental  dated 21  June 
allocate more for  engineering  design. 

1988 . 



Virginia  Bax-Valentine, P.E. 
February 14, 1989 
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D. 

E. 

WESTERN TRIBUTARY TO TEE LA8 VEGA8 WASH, CRAIG  ROAD TO 
ALEXANDER ROAD 

1. Description: Concrete lined  channel  from  Craig  Road to 
Alexander Road. 

2. Status: All plans and specifications are complete and 
all .right-of-way has been  obtained. All approvals have 
been obtained. The project was advertised for bids on 
January 22, 1989. Bids  will  be  opened on February 17, 
1989 . 

3. cost: $1,247,560  estimated. 

4 . Funding: 

$~,ooo,ooo - CCRFCD interlocal  dated 1 December 1987. 
NO Change - CCRFCD supplemental  dated 3 May 1988 to 

$ 247,560 - CCRFCD second  supplemental dated 21 June 
allocate more for engineering  design. 

1988 . . .-  . .  

WEST  RANGE WASH DETENTION  BASIN  PREDESIGN 

1 . Description:  Hydrologic  analysis, sediment yield 
analysis,  development  alternatives for the best 
facilities to control drainage from the West Range Wash. 

2. Status: A contract with Boyle Engineers was entered  into 
on 18  January 1989. The predesign study is to be 
complete within 180 days. 

3. Cost:  Not to exceed  $245,000  ($215,000 for this study 
and $30,000 for the study of the East Range Wash 
Detention  Basin System). 

4 . Funding: 

$ 330,000 - CCRFCD by interlocal  dated 3 May 1988. 
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F. EAST RANGE WASH DETENTION BASIN PREDEBIGN 

1. Description: Hydrologic analysis, sediment yield 
analysis, development alternatives for the best 
facilities to control drainage from the East Range Wash. 

2. Status: A contract with Boyle Engineers was entered into 
on 18 January 1989. The predesign study is to be 
complete within 180 days. 

. .- 
3. Cost: Not to exceed $245,000 ($30,000 for this study and 

$215,000 for the study of the West Range Wash Detention 
Basin system). 

4 .  Funding: 

$30,000 - CCRFCD by interlocal  dated 3 May 1988. 
v y  trulq yours, 

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 

bk 



IAsvElsAswA!3i ANDTRIBuIlARlEs 
(Tmpicana and Flamingo W a s h e s )  

Project Manager: Paul R. Blakey (602)  241-2003 

D i s t .  Ehgr. 

Planning D i v .  
water Res. Rr. 
Econanics sec. 
Fld. Plain Sec. 
Plng. sec. c 
ErIvimn.  Fks. Br. 
Emriran. supt. sec 
Ebgimerixq D i v .  
yldro./ydrau. Br. 
Hydraulics Sec. 
Design Br. 
Design Sec. B GecYt&A. Rr. 
Geol. sec. Matl. Invest. Sec. 
soils sec. 
Real Est. -1. Br. 
prog. an3 Budgt. Rr. 

my. (-0 Mgt.1 

=- 

Plan Form. Sec. 
Plan =. sec. 
Finance / Aoctg. Br- 

(2U) 894-5300 
-0541 
-7962 
-5435 
-7915/2027 
-5375 

(602)  241-2003 
(213)  894-5413 

-6088/6079 
-5470 
-5520 

-5524/5497 
-5466 
-5530/2245 
-5477 

-5489/5485 
-5453/3090 
-3226/3223 
-5482 
-0944 
-0940/5430 
-5364 

-4753/4759 

-5479/5487 

SA- DISTRICT 
CESPKW Regulatory -/- 

(916)  551-2275/2268/2275 

(702)  455-3139 
BKJcEKmmRY 
ln€GmIA BAx-vAuwI?NE 



U.S. AEMY mRFS OF ENGINEEPS 
Iai Angels D i s t r i c t  

I. 

section status items include: 
Fhase r of !flmpicana/Flamingo study is cn scfiedule. specific technical 

Iz. 
Allactivitiesrepcntedtobemschedule. ~ 1 e t i o n o f a l l F b a s e I  

activities will be mtplete by 10 Mar& 1989. Between 10 Mar121 and 25 "I 
1989, the entiye studv team will be hlved in developing the "Cbrps Plan" 
thatwillbeanalyzedin~IIardIII. Pleasebermailable. 

Fhase II is pmgramd to start on 26 March 1989. Ihe entire studv is 
requested to prwide the study mnager w i t h  hired labor estimates, a listing of 
specific tedmical activities that will be acccqlished and a proposed xope 
axd -e for these activities. will help facilitate the developrent 
of Phase I1 ESRs. The manager w i l l  prwide a  definitive %cupe of study" 
f o r ~ t e a m , b u t t h i s w i l l n o t b e a M i l a b l e ~ t b e c l a s e o f F h a s e I .  I 

I 
! 
i 



III. EUNDING 
CCRFU) has pmvided in full, their required cash contribution for 

FY 89. As a result, there are cxvrently e n q h  funds to conduct phase 11. 
' I h e D i s t r i c t i s i n t h e p r p c e s s o f ~  its requ-ed balance of FY 89 funds. plese additional federal fun% will be needed by July 1989 to mintdin 
the March 1990 cacqpletion date. 

. .  
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REGIONAL  FLOOD  CONTROL DISTRICT 
OF 

CLARK COUNTY 

AGENDA ITEM 

Subject: 

Pet i t ioner :  

FINANCIAL REPORTS 

VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E., GENERAL MANAGER/CHIEF ENGINEER 

I Reconmendation:- 1 1 NO ACTION REQUIRED I 
Fiscal  Impact: 

NONE 

Background: 

The fol lowing  f inancial  reports  are  submitted  for  your review: 
a) Fund Balance  Reports (286 & 443) 
b) Monthly  Expenditure  Report (286) 
c) Project  Expense Sumnary 
d) Revenue Report 

Respectful ly submitted, 

 V VIRGINIA BAX-VALENTINE, P.E. 
General  ManagerKhief  Engineer 

ITEM 15 
Date:  Date: 

3-09-89 



J A N U A R Y  3i, 1989 

CURRENT  ASSETS 

14,220,118.31 

Receipts 
1. Sales tax 
2.  Interest  Earnings 
3. ., Sale of  Materials 
4. FEMA Workshop 

Registration  Fees 

TOTAL ASSETS 

CURRENT  LIABILITIES 

1,410,685.72 
69,345.48 

720.00 

75.00 
1,480,826.20 

8 15,700,944.51 
-------------- 

Payments: January 1989 - 
1. RTC Payroll  106.78 
2. Administrative 

Expenditures 40,286.14 
3. Professional  Services 486,801.00 
4. Transfer to Fund 443 0.00 -------------- 

TOTAL LIABILITIES S . 527,193.92 

FUND BALANCE 8 15,173,750.59 

Add: RTC Payroll 
Comptrollers  Adjustment 

106.78 
70.00 

FUND BALANCE TOTAL S 15,173,927.37 

OTHER  RESOURCES: 

Cost Sharing  Escrow  Account  Balance 
as of January 31,  1989 s 4,766.19 



CURRENT ASSETS 

Beginning cash balance  January 1 

Receipts : 

1. No entries 

TOTAL  ASSETS J A N U A R Y  31 

R E G I O N A L   F L O O D   C O N T R O L  DISTRICT 
FUND 443  B A L A N C E  

J A N U A R Y  31 ,  1989 

CURRENT LIABILITIES 

Payments:  January  1989 

1. Comptroller’s  Payments 

TOTAL LIABILITIES JANUARY 30 

FUND BALANCE TOTAL 

8 9,282,464.55 

8 9,282,464.55 

8 8,737,910.22 



EXPENSE 
CLASS 

7010 
7010 
7060 
7060 
7110 
7110 
7120 
7120 
7140 
7160 
7250 
7270 
7270 
7270 
7270 
7270 
7270 
7280 
7280 
7280 

. 7280 
7280 
8040 
8040 
8040 
8040 

DATE 

04-Jan-89 
31-Jan-89 
10-Jan-89 
10-Jan-89 
15-Dec-88 
12-Jan-89 
04 -Jan -89 
10-Jan-89 
05-Jan-89 
06-Jan-89 
12-Jan-89 
28-Dec-88 
28-Dec-88 
29-Dec-88 
29-Dec-88 
03-Jan-89 
30-Jan-89 
28-Dec-88 
06-Jan-89 
12-Jan-89 
06-Jan-89 
10-Jan-89 
29-Dec-88 
29-Dec-88 
04-Jan-89 
04-Jan-89 

VENDCF: 

Star  West  Systems 
Central Supply 
E & M Hardware 
StarWest  System 
Automotive 
Automotive 
Clark  Place  Asc 
Nimbus  Engineer 
Telecommunications 
Comprehen.Liab.Ins. 
Mail Services 
Dazey  Travel 
Reimb. VBV 
Reimb. GWF, Reno 
Dazey  Travel 
TreasICornpt. 
AVIS 
Cent.  Duplicating 
Cent.  Duplicating 
Cent.  Duplicating 
Pro  Process 
Pro  Process 
Lee  Office Equip. 
Mercury  Blueprint 
Sarret  Office 
Star  West  System 

REFERENCE 

PO41385 
December 
150080 
380 
27933 
27950 
December 
FEMA Wrkshop 
12/88 
28182 
28556 
33553 
12/11/88 
12/1/88 

33749 
GWF, Sacramento 
Journal  Entry 
28161 
December 
28163 
8061 
8093 
PO72027 
PO72314 
PO72313 
PO72113 

AMOUNT 

52.48 
373.60 
93.33 
79.95 
661.84 
30.63 
111.60 
226.75 
518.90 

5,000.00 
366.30 
265.00 
273.44 
5.36 

240.00 
150.00 
56.96 
58.32 
9.56 

689.90 
53.76 
29.88 
130.00 
130.00 
248.00 

1,879.75 

11,735.31 
------------ 

PROFESSIONAL  SERVICES: 

7210 12-Jan-89 Joseph C. Hill FEMA Wrkshop 101.00 
7210 10-Jan-89 FIB Trust  Dept. Escrow 486,000.00 
7210 10-Jan-89 Michael  J.Baker FEMA Wrkshop 700.00 

486,801.00 
------------ 

January  89  Payroll  22,299.75 
January  89  Insurance 6i Benefits  6,251.08 

2&, 550.83 
- - - - - - - - - - - -  



PROJECT 
NlMPEf! 

PROJECT 
tMME 

FLIM) 443 
A E G I M  ROOD CONTRot DISTRICT 
PROJECT EXPENSEIINTEFLOCRL RGREEMENT PFKRNCE 
JRNURAY 31,  1989 

W. l r  i b. L, V. Wash 
CraiglAlexarder 

W. Trib, L.Vo Uash 
Golf course/Craig Rd, 

Las Vegas Wash 
1-15 to Pecos Rd, 

Rea 1 i grJnent -1V Uash 
W. Rg. Wash Det.Basin 
E, Rg. Wash kt, Basin 
hge l  Park Outflow 

Structlll*e 
Gngel Parklbnan Det, 

Ijman Road Detent ion 

Oakey Blvd. S t o m  Drain 

Basin 

Sys t em 

Meadons Detent ion 

Meadows  Det, Bas. I I 

0.00 C/N.Las  Vegas 

8,00 C/N.Las  Vegas 

8.88 C/N.Las Vegas 

8.88 C/N.Las Vegas 
360,906.00 NLV 
38,888.88 tflv 

8. L WrI lace 
0.00 CLas Vegas 

6 4 .  Wallace 
0.88 CLas Vegas 

6.C. :Wallace 
888.00 C/Lasl  Vegas 

K e n n e d  /Jenks 66.00 C/Las begas 
0.00 Boyle Engr. 

39, 960.55 CLas Vegas 
' Boulder Constr 

M. E. 8, 
lI788.00 C/Las Vegas 

H. E. I, 
1,688.00 C/Las  Vegas 



I 

L 

1 flMD 443 
REGIoNlK ROOD CONTROL DISTRICT 
PRRlECT EXPENSE/INTD?LOCFY. FIGREEMEN1 BCKFlNCE 
JflMIRRY  31,  1989 

em88 

0.88 

C/Henderson 
Tranr-Map 
C/Henderson 
J. !I. Mont  gomery 
Kmnedy/Jenks 
Kedy/Jenks 
C/Boulder City 
CMquitc 
Black 1 Veatch 
Cm C, Treasurer 
Clark  Runty 
Clark  County 
C/Nelson 
C/Wsprlngs 
C/Searchlfght 

1 

I__ 

0,00 U,888.48 465,224.68 
e 1  88 9, 715.00 0.00 

0.00 : 67,760mW 0.00 Harza  Engineer 44,999.26 44,999.26  22,18@,74 

554,125.46 



TGX ESTIffiTE 
114 EN SQLES 

WT3TFIL-FY 06-81 ~3,142,683. eo $3,515,643.20  $3,515,#3.i3 $372, w. a 



VARIANCE CONDITIONS 

LAKE AT LAS VEGAS 

March 8,  1989 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Execu t ion   o f   t he  AGREEMENT between  the City o f  Henderson  and the  Lake a t  Las 
Vegas J o i n t  Venture. 

Execu t ion   o f   t he  EASEMENT, E x h i b i t  I l B l l  o f   t h e  AGREEMENT, which  must be f i n a -  
l i z e d  and  approved  by  the  Board o f  County  Commissioners  including a l e g a l  
d e s c r i p t i o n ,   E x h i b i t  OF THE AGREEMENT, i den t i f y i ng   t hose   a reas  for which 
the  easement i s  granted  below the e l e v a t i o n   o f  1,418 MSL ( E x h i b i t  "C"  i s   n o t  
y e t   a v a i l a b l e ) .  

Execut ion o f  t he  HOLD HARMLESS AGREEMENT, E x h i b i t  "A"  o f  the  AGREEMENT. 

Implement a l l   t h e  recommendations made i n   t h e  Harza  Report  dated  January 5, 
1989. 

Acquis i t ion  by  the  developer   o f   any  lands  or  easements fo r   p roper t y   wh ich  
f loods as a r e s u l t  o f  the backwaters o f   t h e  dam o r  bypass  under f l o o d  con- 
d i t i o n s  and  execut ion  o f  easements f o r  and  such  lands i n   f a v o r   o f   t h e  
D i s t r i c t  and a f f e c t e d   e n t i t i e s .  

All the   requ i rements   o f   these  Cond i t ions   must   be   sa t is f ied   p r io r  t o  t he  
issuance o f  any b u i l d i n g   o r   g r a d i n g   p e r m i t s   b y   t h e  City o f  Henderson. 
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