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ltem F-1

CARSON CITY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

Date Submitted: April 29, 2015 Meeting Date: May 13, 2015

To: Regional Transportation Commission
From: Dirk Goering, Transportation Planner
Time Specific: Item is scheduled to be heard approximately at 5:00 p.m., but no earlier.

Subject Title: For Possible Action: To authorize the Transportation Manager to approve
a Right-of-Way Occupancy Permit, predicated on the applicant complying with all
conditions of the permit, for the Brewery Arts Center to occupy a portion of Minnesota
Street, between King Street and Second Street for an undetermined period of time.

Staff Summary: Kyle Horvath, with the Brewery Arts Center, has applied for a one year
Right-of-Way Occupancy Permit to prohibit vehicle traffic on a portion of Minnesota
Street for the purpose of hosting special events and creating a pedestrian area. The
permit would allow the applicant to apply for administrative time extensions to extend
the occupancy of Minnesota Street.

Type of Action Requested: (check one)
([J) None — Information Only
( X)) Formal Action/Motion

Recommended Commission Action: | move to authorize the Transportation Manager
to approve the proposed Right-of-Way Occupancy Permit, predicated on the applicant
complying with all conditions of the permit for the Brewery Arts Center.

Explanation for Recommended Commission Action: Based on an analysis of the
area, staff anticipates the proposed occupancy permit will have minimal impact on the
nearby transportation network. While traffic counts have not been collected for
Minnesota Street, traffic counts have been collected for Division Street, Carson Street
and other nearby parallel streets, all showing low volumes of traffic. In case
unanticipated problems arise, a condition of the permit allows the City to revoke the
permit if necessary.



Applicable Statute, Code, Rule or Policy: N/A

Fiscal Impact: N/A

Explanation of Impact: N/A

Funding Source: N/A

Alternatives: N/A

Supporting Material: Right-of-Way Occupancy Application/Permit.

Prepared By: Dirk Goering, Transportation Planner

Reviewed By: M %e&»«\/»— Date: 5 )7 /) / 5

(Transportatlon Manager)
Date: .5[416-
(Pubhc ork 1r?‘ror) e / )
ﬁb Date: "~/ 17/// /S
(Flnance Dlrector)
/%&U//{ Date: S;//ly/// y

(D}uef Attorﬁyr s Office)

=

Commission Action Taken:

Motion: 1) Aye/Nay
2)

(Vote Recorded By)










10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

This permit is granted subject to the approved plans; in addition, the Permittee agrees to
maintain subject right-of-way in good fashion, by keeping the area free of trash and all
impediments in good condition.

The Permittee shall notify the Public Works Transportation Manager forty-eight (48)
hours prior to commencing work, and shall immediately notify said agency upon
completion of the work.

Any work incidental to the scope of this permit, but not specifically provided for herein,
and which may affect public safety, shall be performed in such a manner as to ensure a
minimum of danger, delay, or inconvenience to the public, or as may be directed by the
City.

The Permittee shall not cut, trim, mutilate, remove or disturb in any manner, brush,
shrubs, trees, or other flora now located within the street right-of-way, and/or planting
easements, or which hereafter may be planted or grown therein, except as approved by
the City.

Any impediment erected or installed in the exercise of the privilege granted remains
subject to relocation or removal under the encroachment provisions of paragraphs 3 and
4 of Nevada Revised Statutes 408.210.

A final inspection of the work accomplished by the Permittee shall be performed by the
City to ensure that the Permittee has complied with the terms of this permit. Periodic
inspections by the City during the progress of the work may be made to ensure
conformance to the approved plans.

Permittee agrees that if the work contemplated by this permit has not been
accomplished in conformity with the approved plans, or not pursued to completion in a
manner consistent with good engineering practices or if circumstances dictate changes
be made, the City may: (a) require the Permittee to adjust or relocate all or part of the
impediments as the City directs at no cost to the City, or (b) cause the work to be done
and assess the Permittee all costs attributable to such adjustment or reconstruction.

The Permittee, prior to making any changes from the approved plans, must obtain prior
written approval from the City for said change. Should any such change in the plan be
approved, the Permittee shall, within thirty (30) days after the date of completion,
contact the Transportation Manager for a final inspection.

Land usage covered under an Occupancy Permit shall not be counted as part of the
required minimum area needed for zoning, parking, landscaping or other such
ordinance requirements. Land usage covered under an Occupancy Permit shall be
entirely in_addition to that required by ordinance so that the cancellation of an
Occupancy permit does not put the property in violation of any City ordinance.

This permit is revocable, with a 30 day notice, in the event the right-of-way encumbered
by this permitted occupancy is needed by the City, Permittee agrees to modify, adjust,
remove, or relocate any impediments authorized herein to accommodate the City’s
needs at no cost to the City.

This permit expires one year from date of approval. The Permittee may request an

annual administrative extension. If an extension is desired, the applicant must contact
the Public Works Transportation Manager at least 30 days prior to annual expiration.
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Application Fee (Non-Refundable)

The Application and Annual Renewal Fees (AF) are $50.00

Under the authority of, and in accordance with the provisions of this document, and subject to

all the terms, restrictions, and conditions contained herein, an occupancy permit is hereby
granted to:

, to perform the work described.

Dated this day of , 20

Patrick Pittenger, AICP, PTP
Transportation Manager, Carson City Public Works

Page 4 of 4
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Item F-2

CARSON CITY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

Date Submitted: April 29, 2015 Meeting Date: May 13, 2015
To:  Regional Transportation Commission
From: Patrick Pittenger, Transportation Manager

Subject Title: Information regarding an update on the Downtown Carson Street Project
and design “theming” workshop.

Staff Summary: At their March 11, 2015, meeting, staff informed the RTC that they will
provide periodic updates on activity regarding the Downtown Carson Street Project as
the RTC has been named one of the oversight committees for the project along with the
Redevelopment Authority Citizens Committee (RACC).

Type of Action Requested: (check one)
([X] ) None — Information Only
([ Formal Action/Motion

Recommended Commission Action: N/A

Explanation for Information Item: On April 20, City staff held two design “theming”
workshops for the Downtown Carson Street Project. The Public Works Downtown
Carson Street Urban Design Project manager, Danny Rotter, will provide an update
regarding the result of those meetings. The following is a schedule of remaining key
dates leading up to final design of the project.

e April-June 2015 — Process an ordinance to establish the Commercial Area
Vitalization (CAV) District within the downtown area to help pay for ongoing
project maintenance costs.

e July 8, 2015 — RTC meeting: Review and comment on “30%” project design
plans.

e September 9, 2015 — RTC meeting: Review and comment on “60%” project
design plans.

e November 17, 2015 — RTC meeting: Review and comment on “90%” project
design plans.

¢ December 31, 2015 — Complete project design due.



The design consultants have begun design work on the project based on the Carson
Street concept approved by the Board of Supervisors. RTC members have the ability to
comment and make recommendation on the various stages of project design. However,
many design details remain to be determined, starting with the general "theme" of the
design elements, which will be discussed. ltems such as surface materials (e.g.
concrete versus pavers), planters, seating areas, and other streetscape amenities will
be considered within available budget constraints.

Along with providing a forum for public information and comment at various stages of
design and construction as well as the project budget, the RTC's role is to review the
draft designs presented by the design team, consider public feedback regarding the
design elements, and make recommendations to the design team and Board of
Supervisors regarding those design elements. The Board of Supervisors has final
authority on all decisions related to design and project budget matters.

Applicable Statue, Code, Policy, Rule or Policy: N/A

Fiscal Impact: N/A

Explanation of Impact: N/A

Funding Source: N/A

Alternatives: N/A

Supporting Material: Summary of Theming Workshop Results

Prepared By: Dan Doenges, Senior Transportation Planner

Reviewed By: L>Q :)S S &sg S Date: 5,’4 ) ’5
(Transportatlon ager)
% Date: S}4]l?

(Pubhc ork ecté’r) / f /u B
«A( . Date: ’////“

(Fmanc 1rect0r)
Date: S / i / S
7

(Dwtf/ Ano(nﬁ& s Ofﬂce)

;/




Carson Theming - April 20, 2015 Active Partici|
Combined Results from 12:30PM and 5:30PM Public 93

Questions
20

Results by Question

1. How long have you lived in Carson City? (Multiple Choice)

Responses

Percent Count 50.0%
1-5 5.1% 4 #5.0%
-5 years .
Y > 40.0%
6-10 years 16.7% 13 35.0%
11-20 years 15.4% 12 30.0%
21+ years 46.2% 36 25.0%
| was born here 14.1% 11 20.0%
L . 15.0%
| don't live in Carson City 2.6% 2
10.0%
Totals 100% 78
>0% -y
0.0% T T T T T
1-5years 6-10years 11-20years 2l+vyears Iwasborn |don'tlive
here in Carson
City
2. How old are you? (Multiple Choice)
Percent Count 30.0%
Under 18 1.3% 1 25.0%
18-29 3.8% 3
20.0%
30-39 8.8% 7
40-49 16.3% 13 15.0%
50-59 27.5% 22
10.0%
60-69 28.8% 23 °
70+ 13.8% 11 5.0%
Totals 100% 80 -
0.0%
Under 18 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69




3. Why are you attending this meeting? (Multiple Choice)

l'o see the progress on the project
re my thoughts on Theming ideas
not attended previous workshops)

| don’t know

Totals

Responses

Percent Count
23.8% 20
36.9% 31
38.1% 32

1.2% 1
100% 84

4. How often do you visit downtown? (Multiple Choice)

Daily

A few times a week
Once a week

A few times a month
Once a month

Only to pass through
Never

Totals

Responses

40.0%
35.0%
30.0%
25.0%
20.0%
15.0%
10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

To see the
progress on the
project

Share my Learn more (have | don’t know
thoughts on not attended
Theming ideas previous
workshops)

Percent Count
37.0% 30
25.9% 21
14.8% 12
12.3% 10

7.4% 6
2.5% 2
0.0% 0
100% 81

40.0%
35.0%
30.0%
25.0%
20.0%
15.0%
10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

Daily

A few Once a A few Once a Only to Never
times a week times a month pass
week month through




5. lusually go downtown to...(check all that apply) (Multiple Choice)

Responses

Work

Shop

Dine

Meet Up

Recreate

For a Special Event
Pass Through

| don’t go downtown

Totals

Percent Count
7.0% 6
1.2% 1
9.3% 8
9.3% 8
2.3% 2

39.5% 34
31.4% 27
0.0% 0
100% 86

40.0% -

35.0% -
30.0% -
25.0% -
20.0% -
15.0% -
10.0% -
5.0% -

0.0% T T T T T T T

6. What are you proud of regarding downtown... (Choose top 3) (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Historic Structures

nce and Presence of Government
Ease of Parking

Pedestrian scale (feeling)

seums and government buildings)
Community and Cultural Events
Diversity of Businesses

2r (please write on comment card)

Totals

Responses

Percent Count
27.6% 62
12.0% 27

3.1% 7
6.7% 15
18.7% 42
26.7% 60
4.9% 11
0.4% 1
100% 225

30.0% -

25.0% -

20.0% -

15.0% -

10.0% -

5.0% -

0.0% T T T T T T




7. What do you feel needs improvement in downtown? (Multiple Choice)

Responses

The Diversity of Businesses
Quality of Event Spaces

Parking Opportunities

n Environment and Public Spaces
ayfinding and Directional Signage
Overall Visual Quality

2r (please write on comment card)

Totals

8. Of the three theming options, which do you prefer? (Multiple Choice)

Responses

Historic
Transportation
Civic/Capitol
No Preference

Totals

Percent Count
29.9% 26
3.4% 3
6.9% 6
35.6% 31
4.6% 4
18.4% 16
1.1% 1
100% 87

Percent Count
51.2% 43
26.2% 22
22.6% 19

0.0% 0
100% 84

40.0%

35.0%

30.0%

25.0%

20.0%

15.0%

10.0%

5.0%

0.0% T T T T T T

3 3 3 Q> < A X
z"’& & & ¢ x'z’(\ Q'b% o$ @é\
& &«,Q & & o o &
> & S > 2 &
& < & & & ¢ S
- & & & & N &
© & & N & &
& > 2 & N\ o' o
X o\_) Q <& 0’5”
&\\Q’ sz \(\% \Q\
< S &
N S\
N N
60.0% -
50.0% -
40.0% -
30.0% -
20.0% -
10.0% -
A
0.0% T T T T
Historic Transportation Civic/Capitol No Preference




9. For the Historic Theme, what are the two elements you like the best? (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Paving

Planter Walls & Seatwalls
Lighting

Decorative Fences
Furnishings

Emblems and Icons

Totals

Responses

Percent Count
30.8% 49
22.0% 35
17.0% 27

5.7% 9

14.5% 23
10.1% 16
100% 159

35.0%

30.0%

25.0%

20.0%

15.0%

10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

Paving

Planter Lighting Decorative  Furnishings  Emblems
Walls & Fences and Icons
Seatwalls

10. For the Historic Theme, what are the two elements you like the least? (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Paving

Planter Walls & Seatwalls
Lighting

Decorative Fences
Furnishings

Emblems and Icons

Totals

Responses

Percent Count
9.3% 14
9.3% 14
4.0% 6

29.3% 44
20.0% 30
28.0% 42
100% 150

30.0%

25.0%

20.0%

15.0%

10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

Paving

Planter Lighting Decorative Furnishings  Emblems
Walls & Fences and Icons
Seatwalls




11. For the Transportation Theme, what are the two elements you like the best? (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Paving

Planter Walls & Seatwalls
Lighting

Decorative Fences
Furnishings

Emblems and Icons

Totals

Responses

Percent Count
17.8% 27
21.7% 33
25.0% 38

7.2% 11
17.8% 27
10.5% 16
100% 152

25.0%

20.0%

15.0%

10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

Paving Planter Lighting Decorative Furnishings Emblems
Walls & Fences and Icons
Seatwalls

12. For the Transportation Theme, what are the two elements you like the least? (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Paving

Planter Walls & Seatwalls
Lighting

Decorative Fences
Furnishings

Emblems and Icons

Totals

Responses

Percent Count
15.7% 25
6.3% 10
7.5% 12
27.0% 43
20.1% 32
23.3% 37
100% 159

30.0%

25.0%

20.0%

15.0%

10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

100

Paving Planter Lighting Decorative Furnishings
Walls & Fences
Seatwalls

Emblems
and Icons




13. For the Civic/Capitol Theme, what are the two elements you like the best? (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Paving

Planter Walls & Seatwalls
Lighting

Decorative Fences
Furnishings

Emblems and Icons

Totals

Responses

Percent Count
17.2% 26
16.6% 25
29.8% 45
11.3% 17

9.9% 15
15.2% 23
100% 151

30.0%

25.0%

20.0%

15.0%

10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

Paving

Planter Lighting Decorative Furnishings  Emblems
Walls & Fences and Icons
Seatwalls

14. For the Civic/Capitol Theme, what are the two elements you like the least? (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Paving

Planter Walls & Seatwalls
Lighting

Decorative Fences
Furnishings

Emblems and Icons

Totals

Responses

Percent Count
17.1% 24
17.9% 25

4.3% 6
22.1% 31
22.9% 32
15.7% 22
100% 140

25.0%

20.0%

15.0%

10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

Paving

Emblems
and Icons

Planter Lighting Decorative  Furnishings
Walls & Fences
Seatwalls




15. What are the three “must see” things in downtown? (Put yourself in a visitor’s perspective) (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Historic Buildings (walking tour)
Capitol / Government

Museums / Culture
Restaurants/Bars

Gaming

Retail/Shopping

Public Spaces

Special Events

ir (Please write on comment card)

Totals

16. What “needs work”? (Pick

Quality of cultural events
Quantity of cultural events

The diversity of the businesses
Ease of Parking

/ayfinding and directional signage
Overall visual quality

:r (Please write on comment card)

Totals

25.0%
Percent Count
20.0%
25.0% 58 ’
15.9% 37 15.0%
20.7% 48 10.0%
15.5% 36 5.0%
3.4% 0.0% : : : : : : : ; ;
Q X < < & & © G) X
1.7% 4 & & & \Q;z;‘ N N & \\Q}’\‘ 6@9
% & O & P K K L &
3.9% 9 §;\° o‘\é &"\ 0@? RO &L &
QS & 2 > > 9
13.4% 31 AN & T T e
RO et
0.4% 1 ~ o *
N\
N Q
100% 232 & <&
S o
3)(Put yourself in a visitor’'s perspective) (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)
25.0% -
Percent Count
20.0% -
12.2% 27
15.0% -
14.4% 32
10.0% -
24.3% 54
5.0%
16.2% 36 % —
7.7% 17 0.0% T T T T T T f
S S 3 & () QA X
24.8% 55 Q;\@“& z&“\ & & & &$ @@Q’Q
3 AN B) R Q N
0.5% 1 IS > 2 & & o
. > N N > <° \‘\\ )
N I N <« & > &
100% 222 &0 Q0 Q0 38 i~ oS
2 (\\\ ?}9\ S Q/’b(’
N 2 -
¢ o e,&\ &0% «\Q\
& S <
&'b




17. In the commitment to keep you informed, how did you hear about this meeting? (Multiple Choice)

City Website

Email List

Other Website

Word of Mouth/Flyer

City Facebook

Other Social Media
Newspaper/ Digital Media
Community / Social Gatherings

Totals

18. How would you rate the City’s efforts to keep the community engaged?

Responses

Very Good

Good

Neutral

Needs Improvement
Not Good

Totals

Responses

Percent Count
5.8% 5
12.8% 11
7.0% 6
34.9% 30
2.3%

4.7% 4
30.2% 26
2.3% 2
100% 86

35.0% -

30.0% -

25.0% -

20.0% -

15.0%

10.0%
5.0% -

0.0% T

(Multiple Choice)

Percent Count
31.7% 26
31.7% 26

9.8% 8
20.7% 17
6.1% 5
100% 82

35.0% 7

30.0% -

25.0% -

20.0% -

15.0% -

10.0% -

5.0% -

0.0%
Very Good

Good

Neutral

Needs
Improvement

Not Good




19. How would you rate the information presented tonight? (Multiple Choice)

Percent Count 50.0% -
Very Good 34.5% 30 45.0% -
0, 4
Good 48.3% 42 40.0%
35.0% -
Neutral 11.5% 10 %
30.0% -
Needs Improvement 5.7%
25.0% -
Not Good 0.0% 0
20.0% -
Totals 100% 87
15.0% -
10.0% -
5'0% | -
A
0.0% T T T T T
Very Good Good Neutral Needs Not Good
Improvement

20. While you may not agree with the results of this meeting regarding theming, do you feel this process is heading in the right direction? (Multiple Choice)

Percent Count
80.0% -
| Agree 74.2% 72
70.0% -
Neutral 19.4% 11
Disagree 6.5% 4 60.0% 1
Totals 100% 87 50.0% -
40.0% -
30.0% -
20.0% -
10.0%
0.0% T T T
| Agree Neutral Disagree




item F-3

CARSON CITY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

Date Submitted: April 29, 2015 Meeting Date: May 13, 2015

To: Regional Transportation Commission
From: Patrick Pittenger, Transportation Manager

Subject Title: For Possible Action: To recommend approval by the Carson City Board
of Supervisors of Interlocal Agreement Number NM199-15-015 with the Nevada
Department of Transportation (NDOT) that will result in the construction of Phase 2B-3
of the Carson City Freeway.

Staff Summary: Staff will present a proposed agreement between the City and NDOT
that establishes the responsibilities of each party as it relates to the construction of
Phase 2B-3 of the Carson City Freeway. The Board of Supervisors is expected to
consider the proposed agreement at an upcoming meeting.

Type of Action Requested: (check one)
( ] ) None — Information Only
( IX) Formal Action/Motion

Recommended Commission Action: | move to recommend approval by the Carson
City Board of Supervisors of Interlocal Agreement Number NM199-15-015 with the
Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) that will result in the construction of
Phase 2B-3 of the Carson City Freeway.

Explanation for Recommended Commission Action: The proposed agreement
provides for the construction of Phase 2B-3 of the Carson City Freeway and address
issues associated with improvements, utilities, landscaping, and maintenance. The
agreement also outlines the procedure to address any unforeseen changes necessary
for utilities as it relates to construction of the freeway.

Applicable Statute, Code, Rule or Policy: N/A
Fiscal Impact: N/A

Explanation of Impact: N/A

Funding Source: N/A

Alternatives: N/A



Supporting Material: Proposed Agreement Number NM199-15-015.

Prepared By: Dan Doenges, Senior Transportation Planner

Reviewed By: w WA/-—\ e Pates 2 \V\\‘\g

(Transponatlon Manager)

(Pubhc orks Diregtor) l/é.
T M (

(Finance Director)

Date: ‘5!4’0?'
~ . . / s
Date: S/ 7//\\

Date: S’: ‘// /// S

Commission Action Taken:

Motion: 1) Aye/Nay

(Vote Recorded By)






















to the exclusive jurisdiction of the Nevada First Judicial District Court, Carson City, Nevada, for
enforcement of this Agreement.

21. The DEPARTMENT does not provide any warranty that the estimate is an accurate
reflection of the final cost. The DEPARTMENT disclaims any such warranty. The final costs may
vary widely depending on the Contractor’s bid prices. The CITY shall be wary in its reliance on
the estimates set forth in the Agreement.

22. The DEPARTMENT will award the total contract in accordance with its rules and
procedures under the Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction to the lowest
responsive and responsible bidder. The DEPARTMENT has the right to reject any and all bid
proposals determined not to be in the best interest of the State.

23. Should this Agreement be terminated by the CITY prior to completion of PHASE
2B-3, the CITY will reimburse the DEPARTMENT for all improvement costs incurred up to the
point of Agreement termination, and all costs incurred by the DEPARTMENT because of the
Agreement termination.

24, The CITY will ensure that any reports, materials, studies, photographs, negatives,
drawings or other documents prepared in the performance of obligations under this Agreement
shall be the exclusive property of the CITY and the DEPARTMENT. The CITY will ensure any
consultant will not use, willingly allow or cause to have such documents used for any purpose
other than performance of obligations under this Agreement without the written consent of the
CITY and the DEPARTMENT. The CITY shall not utilize (and shall ensure any consultant will not
utilize) any materials, information or data obtained as a result of performance of this Agreement
in any commercial or academic publication or presentation without the express written permission
of the DEPARTMENT. The CITY (and any consultant) shall not reference an opinion of an
employee or agent of the DEPARTMENT obtained as a result of performance of this Agreement
in any publication or presentation without the written permission of the employee or agent to whom
the opinion is attributed, in addition to the written permission of the DEPARTMENT.

25. Any claims by the CITY for street damage or significant deterioration of CITY
streets due to DEPARTMENT or DEPARTMENT's contractor shall be substantiated by before
and after photo documentation or other means of evidence that specifically attributes the actual
cause of the damage to one or both of the parties, their contractors, and or agents. Significant
deterioration shall only be considered as the DEPARTMENT's responsibility if legal loads are
exceeded by the DEPARTMENT and or its contractors, and or other actions and or inactions of
the DEPARTMENT and or its contractors constituting negligence, recklessness or intentional
misconduct resulting in street failures.

26. DEPARTMENT will allow CITY and its agents and contractors to participate in
negotiations and meetings regarding the potential claims of the DEPARTMENT and/or its
contractors, for delays incurred by the DEPARTMENT and/or its contractors, arising from the
actions and or inactions of the CITY and or the CITY's utility contractors relative to the relocation
and/or adjustments of CITY utilities.

27. Any recipient or Sub recipient of funds under this agreement agrees to comply with
the Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act and implementing regulations at 2CFR
Part 170, including Appendix A available at http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/2010/pdf/2010-

22705.pdf .



http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/2010/pdf/2010-22705.pdf
http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/2010/pdf/2010-22705.pdf










item F-4

CARSON CITY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

Date Submitted: April 24, 2015 Meeting Date: May 13, 2015
Labor Commissioner PWP # CC-2014-308

To: Regional Transportation Commission
From: Purchasing and Contracts

Subject Title: For Possible Action: To accept the work as completed, to accept the
Contract Summary as presented, and to approve the Release of Final Payment in the
amount of $15,757.67 for Contract 1415-028 titled 5" Street Pedestrian Improvements
Project to Horizon Construction, Inc.

Staff Summary: Carson City received sealed bids for all labor, material, tools and
equipment necessary for the 5" Street Pedestrian Improvements Project. Project
consisted of removal and replacement of curb and gutter, driveway, and sidewalk, as
well as construction of pedestrian ramps, concrete valley gutter and spandrels, asphalt
patching, and utility adjustments.

Type of Action Requested: (check one)

([C]) None — Information Only
( X)) Formal Action/Motion

Recommended Commission Action: | move to accept the work as completed, to
accept the Contract Summary as presented, and to approve the Release of Final
Payment in the amount of $15,757.67 for Contract 1415-028 titled 5th Street Pedestrian
Improvements Project to Horizon Construction, Inc.

Explanation for Recommended Commission Action: This project is complete and
the contractor is entitled to final payment.

Applicable Statute, Code, Rule or Policy: Final payment approval by the Regional
Transportation Commission is an internal requirement. The only final payment
requirement is in NRS 338 that requires payment be made within 30 days from the
completion of work or interest must be paid to the contractor.

Fiscal Impact: No additional impact.



Explanation of Impact: Funding was approved in a prior Commission Action.

Project Cost:
Bid Award $289,000.00
Change Orders $ 0.00

Bid Item Qty Adj. $ 26,153.41
Total Project cost $315,153.41

Funding Source: Funding was approved in a prior Commission Action.

Alternatives: Bid was awarded on September 10, 2014 in the amount of $289,000.00,
plus a contingency amount not to exceed $28,900.00.

Supporting Material: Contract Summary Memo from Project Manager and Final
Payment Paperwork.

Prepared By: Kim Belt, Purchasing and Contracts Manager

Reviewed By: w M/V' Date: 5 ’ ”’ / } 5

(Transportatlon Manager)
Date: 5 l 4} IS

(Publlc orksD ector) j/ f v\, ¥
)’ /M/M 4/» Date: 5 /L// e

(Fmanc Director) -
Date: d / ‘/////5

Commission Action Taken:

Motion: 1) Aye/Nay
2)

(Vote Recorded By)






































































Item F-5

CARSON CITY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

Date Submitted: April 29, 2015 Meeting Date: May 13, 2015

To: Regional Transportation Commission
From: Dan Doenges, Senior Transportation Planner

Subject Title: For Possible Action: To approve and authorize the Chair to sign an
agreement by and between the State of Nevada, Department of Transportation and
Carson City whereby the Department of Transportation agrees to relinquish a portion of
I-580 right-of-way lying within Carson City, extending a distance of approximately 0.015
of a mile and identified as Parcel U-050-CC-012.050 XS1 for the purpose of a multi-use
pathway.

Staff Summary: Staff is asking that the Commission approve the agreement with the
State of Nevada, Department of Transportation (NDOT) and Carson City for the
relinquishment of the aforesaid parcel.

Type of Action Requested: (check one)

(] ) None — Information Only
( X)) Formal Action/Motion

Recommended Commission Action: | move approve and authorize the Chair to sign
an agreement by and between the State of Nevada, Department of Transportation and
Carson City whereby the Department of Transportation agrees to relinquish a portion of
I-580 right-of-way lying within Carson City, extending a distance of approximately 0.015
of a mile and identified as Parcel U-050-CC-012.050 XS1 for the purpose of a multi-use
pathway.

Explanation for Recommended Commission Action: Carson City wishes to acquire
by relinquishment a parcel of land lying within Carson City delineated and identified as
Parcel U-050-CC-012.050 XS1 for the purpose of constructing the Carson City Freeway
Multi-Use Path. In 2011, the Carson Area Metropolitan Planning Organization
(CAMPO) commissioned an alignment alternatives study for the continuation of the
Carson City Freeway Muiti-Use Path further south along the freeway corridor. The
relinquishment of this parcel will allow Carson City to secure a portion of land that is
required to construct the path.



Applicable Statue, Code, Rule or Policy: Nevada Revised Statutes relating to the
relinquishment of portions of state highways.

Fiscal Impact: N/A
Explanation of Impact: N/A
Funding Source: N/A
Alternatives: N/A

Supporting Material: Agreement

Prepared By: Dan Doenges, Senior Transportation Planner

Reviewed By: ?vaJ (\DO'(»/\/" Date:_ D } "/} 15

(Transportatmn Manager) I

Date: 5/4]'5_—

Tl |
(Pubhc/(OW ﬁV/ J / \/ZL' | Distes s/ V/l//\),,_ﬂ
) Date: 57/ 7,7/ AN

Commission Action Taken:

Motion: 1) Aye/Nay
2)

(Vote Recorded By)
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