CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

COUNCIL CHAMBER, 401 CALIFORNIAAVENUE,
BOULDER CITY NV 89005

AUGUST 24,2021 -7:00 PM

The public may view the meeting live at the following link:

https://Iwww.bcnv.org/191/City-Council-Meeting-Live-Stream-Video
ITEMS LISTED ON THE AGENDA MAY BE TAKEN OUT OF ORDER; TWO OR
MORE AGENDA ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION MAY BE COMBINED; AND ANY
ITEM ON THE AGENDA MAY BE REMOVED OR RELATED DISCUSSION MAY
BE DELAYED AT ANY TIME.

CALL TO ORDER

CONFIRMATION OF POSTING AND ROLL CALL
INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENT

PUBLIC COMMENT DURING THIS PORTION OF THE AGENDA MUST BE
LIMITED TO MATTERS ON THE AGENDA FOR ACTION. EACH PERSON HAS
UP TO FIVE MINUTES TO SPEAK ON A SPECIFIC AGENDA ITEM.

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC MAY PARTICIPATE IN THE MEETING WITHOUT
BEING PHYSICALLY PRESENT BY ONE OF THE FOLLOWING METHODS:

o Written comments may be submitted via the Public Comment Form
(https://www.bcnv.org/FormCenter/Contact-Forms-3/City-Council-Comment-
Form-111)

o To comment during the meeting, members of the public may call (702) 589-
9629 when the public comment period is opened.

FOR POSSIBLE ACTION: APPROVAL OF REGULAR AGENDA
FOR POSSIBLE ACTION: APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA


https://www.bcnv.org/191/City-Council-Meeting-Live-Stream-Video
https://www.bcnv.org/FormCenter/Contact-Forms-3/City-Council-Comment-Form-111

CONSENT AGENDA

1.

For possible action: Approval of the minutes of the August 10, 2021,
regular meeting

For possible action: Resolution No. 7319, a resolution of the City Council
of Boulder City, Nevada, approving Agreement No. 21-1938 (Interlocal
Contract 1297) between the City of Boulder City and the Regional
Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for the Tralil
Maintenance Volunteer Coordination, Fiscal Year 2022-2024

For possible action: Resolution No. 7320, a resolution of the City Council
of Boulder City, Nevada, approving Agreement No. 21-1939 (Interlocal
Contract 1296) between the City of Boulder City and the Regional
Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for the Underground
Existing Utilities Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to Flamingo Road

For possible action: Resolution No. 7321, a resolution of the City Council
of Boulder City, Nevada approving Interlocal Agreement No. 21-1940
with the City of Henderson to provide temporary legal services pursuant
to Section 15(4) of the Boulder City Charter

REGULAR AGENDA

5.

Recognition and Certificate of Appreciation to the Damboree Committee
members (As requested by Council member Bridges)

For possible action: Matters pertaining to the 2021 Private Activity Bond
Volume Cap

A. Presentation by Nevada Rural Housing Authority's (NRHA) Director
of Homeownership Programs, Diane Arvizo

B. Resolution No. 7322, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City,
Nevada providing for the transfer of the City's 2021 Private Activity Bond
Volume Cap to the Nevada Rural Housing Authority

For possible action: Matters related to a proposed Boulder City Historic
Preservation Plan

A. Presentation by Mariana Ruiz, Nevada Preservation Foundation

B. Resolution No. 7323, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City,
Nevada adopting an Historic Preservation Plan for the City of Boulder
City

For possible action: Resolution No. 7324, a resolution of the City
Council of Boulder City, Nevada to accept a Grant Award of $43,000 for
the Joining Forces campaign and to amend FY 2022 budget for
revenues and expenses.

For possible action: Consideration of Bill No. 1905, an ordinance of the
City of Boulder City, Nevada amending the Boulder City Municipal Code
Title 4, “Business Regulations,” Chapter 1, “Business License,” Section



10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

22 “License Classifications and Fees” to repeal the establishment of the
Special Events License Review Board by ordinance, and other matters
properly related thereto

For possible action: Matters related to Bill No. 1906
A. Public hearing on Bill No. 1906

B. Consideration of Bill No. 1906, an ordinance of the City of Boulder
City, Nevada amending the Boulder City Municipal Code Title 4,
“Business Regulations,” Chapter 7, “Secondhand and Junk Dealers,” to
clarify the types of conduct and persons exempted from the provisions of
the Chapter, and other matters properly related thereto

For possible action: Matters Pertaining to the Boulder City Rifle & Pistol
Club Lease Agreement:

A. Resolution No. 7325, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City,
Nevada consenting to renew Agreement No. 00-618A for an additional
ten (10) years until August 26, 2031 pursuant to Section 2 of Agreement
00-618A between the City and the Boulder City Rifle and Pistol Club

B. Discussion of potential future amendments to the lease agreement to
be considered at a later date

For possible action: Discussion and direction regarding a potential
revision of the Boulder City noise ordinance

For possible action: Matters related to opioid litigation

A. Discussion and direction regarding the selection of outside local
counsel for opioid-related litigation

B. Resolution No. 7317, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City,
Nevada approving Keller Lenkner letter of retention and contingent fee
agreement

City Manager's Report:

A. Claims Paid, July 2021
B. Financial Report, July 2021

Public Comment

Each person has up to five minutes to speak at the discretion of the Mayor/Chair. Comments
made during the Public Comment period of the agenda may be on any subject. All remarks shall
be addressed to the City Council/Board as a whole, not to any individual member of the
Council/Board, of the audience, or of the City staff. There shall be no personal attacks against
the Mayor, members of the City Council, the City staff, or any other individual. No person, other
than members of the City Council and the person who has the floor, shall be permitted to enter
into any discussion, either directly or through a member of the Council without the permission of
the Mayor or Presiding Officer. No action may be taken on a matter raised under this item of the
agenda until the matter itself has been specifically included on an agenda as an item upon which



action will be taken.

16. City Council’'s Report

Supporting material is on file and available for public inspection at the City Clerk's Office,
401 California Avenue, Boulder City, Nevada 89005 and the Boulder City website at
www.bcnv.org, as per NRS 241. To request supporting material, please contact the City
Clerk Tami McKay at (702) 293-9208 or cityclerk@bcnv.org.

Notice to persons with disabilities: Members of the public who are disabled and require
special assistance or accommodations at the meeting are requested to notify the City
Clerk by telephoning (702) 293-9208 at least seventy-two hours in advance of the meeting.

This notice and agenda has been posted on or before 9 a.m. on the third working day
before the meeting at the following locations:

Boulder City Hall, 401 California Avenue
www.bcnv.org
https://notice.nv.gov/


http://www.bcnv.org
mailto:cityclerk@bcnv.org
http://www.bcnv.org
https://notice.nv.gov/

Approval of minutes

SUBJECT:
For possible action: Approval of the minutes of the August 10, 2021, regular meeting

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

0 DRAFT Minutes Cover Memo
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CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES

COUNCIL CHAMBER, 401 CALIFORNIA AVENUE
BOULDER CITY, NEVADA 89005

Tuesday, August 10, 2021 - 7:00 PM

CALL TO ORDER

The regular meeting of the Boulder City Council, County of Clark, State of Nevada, was
called to order at 7:00 P.M., Tuesday, August 10, 2021, in the Council Chamber, City
Hall, by Mayor McManus in due compliance with law, the Charter, and the Council’s Rules
of Procedure.

Council members present: Mayor Kiernan McManus, Adams, Council member Claudia
Bridges, Council member Mathew Fox, Council member Sherri Jorgensen (4)

Absent: Council member James Howard Adams (1)

Also present: City Manager Taylour Tedder, Acting City Clerk Tami McKay, City Attorney
Brittany Walker

(Staff was in City Hall in their respective offices streaming the meeting)
Mayor McManus called the meeting to order.
INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Pastor Ed Bruning of Our Savior Lutheran Church provided the invocation followed by the
Pledge of Allegiance.

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS

Angela Mannenin, Budget Manager, said in an effort to create more transparency,
Finance created several summary publications that are available on the City’'s website.
She said a new budget book had been created for FY 2022 which included each
department’s budgets and statistics. She said they were very proud of it and thanked
Brok Armantrout for his assistance. She said they would be submitting it to GFOA with
the hope of receiving an award. She said Finance also purchased new software to
present the budget more efficient and in an easier to read format. She said questions
could be emailed to finance@bcnv.org.

Mayor McManus thanked all of the employees for their efforts to remodel the Council
Chamber.

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -
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ADMINISTRATION OF OATH OF OFFICE TO NEWLY APPOINTED CITY MANAGER
TAYLOUR TEDDER AND MARSHALS JAMES CARPENTER AND ANDREW
FRECHETTE

Acting City Clerk McKay administered the oath of office to City Manager Taylour Tedder.

City Manager Tedder thanked the Mayor and Council for the opportunity to manage the
City. He said staff had made him feel very welcome.

Police Chief Shea administered the oath of office to Marshals James Carpenter and
Andrew Frechette

Mayor McManus thanked the Marshals and welcomed them to Boulder City.
PUBLIC COMMENT
Mayor McManus opened public comment.

Judy Dechaine said she emailed all of the Council members earlier that day. She said
with respect to Iltem No. 6, there were approximately 310 full-time and part-time
employees and 151 classifications which seemed overkill. She said with respect to ltem
No. 8, there were no concerns because the Board never met. She said she hoped the
bill introduction on Item 12 did not come back before the Council on the Consent Agenda.
She said the way it was written would allow a City officer to go into a business and
suspend or revoke their license which was unfair. She said it should not be right for one
person to determine if the businesses were following protocol. She also pointed out there
was no appeal process, and the holding period seemed unusual. Item regarding opioid:
she said this should come back on a future agenda item. She said she wants to know
why it was approved without council approval. She said there was a conflict of interest.
She thanked the current city attorney for bringing it forward.

No further comments were offered and public comment was closed.

FOR POSSIBLE ACTION: APPROVAL OF REGULAR AGENDA
Motion: Approve the Regular Agenda

Moved by: Council member Jorgensen Seconded by: Council member
Bridges

Vote:

AYE: Mayor McManus, Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member
Jorgensen (4)

NAY: None (0)

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -
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Absent: Council member Adams (1)
The motion was approved.

Acting City Clerk McKay noted there were minor corrections to the minutes which were
before them and said they would be uploaded to the packet within 24-hours.

FOR POSSIBLE ACTION: APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA
CONSENT AGENDA
1. For possible action: Approval of minutes

A. June 22, 2021 regular meeting
B. July 13, 2021 regular meeting

2. For possible action: Resolution No. 7310, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder
City, Nevada, approving Consent Agreement for BFE, LLC Sublandlord of Boulder
City Airport Properties to enter into a sublease agreement with Piranha Aerospace
LLC

A staff report was submitted by Administrative Services Director Bryce Boldt and included
in the August 10, 2021, City Council Agenda packet.

3. For possible action: Resolution No. 7311, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder
City, Nevada, approving Consent Agreement for BFE, LLC Sublandlord of Boulder
City Airport Properties to enter into a sublease agreement with Atlas Aircraft Center,
Inc.

A staff report was submitted by Administrative Services Director Bryce Boldt and included
in the August 10, 2021,City Council Agenda packet.

4. For possible action: Resolution No. 7312, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder
City, Nevada, approving final acceptance, final payment, and release of bonds and
retention funds for the Hemenway Park Bighorn Sheep Habitat, B.C. Project No. 21-
1123-RE

A staff report was submitted by Public Works Director Keegan Littrell and included in the
August 10, 2021,City Council Agenda packet.

5. For possible action: Resolution No. 7313, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder
City, Nevada, approving Agreement No. 21-1932 between the City of Boulder City and
GCW, Inc. to provide professional engineering services for the Pavement
Management System Program Manager Project, Arterial Reconstruction: Fiscal Year
2021, B.C. Project No. 20-1114-STR

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -
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A staff report was submitted by Public Works Director Keegan Littrell and included in the
August 10, 2021, City Council Agenda packet.

Motion: Approve the Consent Agenda
Moved by: Council member Bridges  Seconded by: Mayor McManus
Vote:

AYE: Mayor McManus, Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member
Jorgensen (4)

NAY: None (0)

Absent: Council member Adams, (1)
The motion was approved.
REGULAR AGENDA

6. For possible action: Matters pertaining to the City Classification and Compensation
Study:

A staff report was submitted by Administrative Services Director Bryce Boldt and included
in the August 10, 2021, City Council Agenda packet.

A. City Council to receive a presentation from Dr. Linda Recio of Evergreen Solutions,
LLC regarding the classification and compensation study plan

Dr. Recio provided a PowerPoint presentation. She said the agenda included a study
initiation, assessment of current conditions, job assessment tools, salary and benefits
surveys, and developing a compensation philosophy.

B. City Council direction regarding comparable peer entities

Mayor McManus said Boulder City was a small community with conservative growth
policy and next door to one of the fastest growing metropolitan cities. He said he
understood Boulder City was in the same labor market as the neighboring cities, but did
not believe we needed to be at the top of the market. He said it was important to factor
in not only salary, but the benefits package offered to the employees. He said many
private companies did not offer benefits nor do some of the other governmental
agencies. He said that was a substantial part of the study in order to make the best
decisions. He suggested evaluating other small communities throughout Nevada and
determine what they are doing with respect to classifications. He said Boulder City had
one classification per two employees which seems to be too much.

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -
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He said management compensation was generally considered separate from other
employees because of the potential of an upward pull. He said he believed in merit pay
and said it would be negotiated with the unions. He said there were down sides to merit
rewards, but he thought they had significant use within the employee workforce. He
said the tenure is typically long in Boulder City and he believed it has to do with the
benefits package offered to employees. He said he believed long-term employees are
valuable to the City.

Council member Bridges said the criteria is not just about pay. She said housing
affordability was a factor. She asked Dr. Recio if the number of job classifications within
the City was abnormal and Dr. Recio said job classification would be included in the
study. Council member Bridges questioned Boulder City’s location to Las Vegas which
was approximately 30 miles. She said although Boulder City is considered rural, for all
intents and purposes, it is a suburb of a metropolitan city. She asked about the
differences in comparing cities that were 60 or 90 miles away from a metropolitan city.

Dr. Recio said it would be important to determine other smaller cities located outside of
metropolitan cities and suggested looking outside of Nevada for comparisons. She said
compensation wasn’t about salary solely. She said benefits would be factored in and
she believed Boulder City’s were higher than a lot of other cities. She said they would
also be factoring in adjustments according to cost of living.

Council member Jorgensen said Boulder City was unique because Las Vegas is so
accessible and said it was an easy commute to Las Vegas. She asked Dr. Recio if they
had studied a past situation similar to Boulder City.

Dr. Recio assured the Council they would research and evaluate several comparable
cities including those outside of Nevada.

Mayor McManus suggested Evergreen take into consideration that Boulder City owns
its own utility which requires additional employees with a certain skill set. He said there
were a few positions that frequently remain unfilled and asked if it was due to
compensation or because people with those skill sets were unavailable.

C. City Council direction regarding compensation philosophy

Council member Bridges said her compensation philosophy was meeting the market.
She said she didn’t believe Boulder City needed to follow or lead the market, but
believed in meeting the market to attract quality employees.

Mayor McManus stated the City had a lot of part-time employees and didn’t want to be
seen as an employer who hired people to work less than 30-hours to avoid benefits. He
said that was not a good way to treat employees or retain employees. He suggested
looking at wage levels and determine why there were so many part-time employees.

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -
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Dr. Recio said the next steps would include presenting to the Human Resources
Department, determining other organizations, evaluate internal and external analysis,
salary surveys, benefit surveys, compare assessments, and prepare draft solutions.

Mayor McManus suggested draft information provided to HR and the City Manager also
be forwarded to the City Council to provide sufficient time for them to review it.

7. Presentation regarding Boulder City Police Department Crime and Activity Data

A staff report was submitted by Police Chief Tim Shea and included in the August 10,
2021, City Council Agenda packet.

Chief Shea provided a PowerPoint presentation of activity for the calendar year 2020. He
presented an organizational chart pointing out new positions. He said there were three
mid-managers, and in support services, were first-line supervisors. He said this helped
spread the functions for better budgeting and prioritization. He explained the crime
reporting mechanism currently used is a reporting system through the FBI, but it would
be changed to incident-based reporting which was more applicable to the activity taking
place in Boulder City. He provided a comparison crime rate chart which compared crime
throughout Nevada and throughout the United States. He said the crime rate per capita
was low in Boulder City.

Council member Bridges said the report was great. She said she reads posts on social
media about crime taking place in Boulder City and asked if the increase in theft was
significant?

Chief Shea said to keep in mind the statistics only represent crimes that are reported. He
said it was also important to keep in mind they are cyclic and some of the reported crimes
were committed by kids. He said social media information is not based on data.

Council member Bridges thanked Chief Shea and said the police department was doing
a great job.

Mayor McManus said citizens can access crime data information online and thanked
Chief Shea.

8. Introduction of Bill No. 1905, an ordinance of the City of Boulder City amending the
Boulder City Municipal Code Title 4, “Business Regulations,” Chapter 1, “Business
License,” Section 22 “License Classifications and Fees” to repeal the establishment of
the Special Events License Review Board by ordinance, and other matters properly
related thereto

A staff report was submitted by City Attorney Brittany Walker and included in the August
10, 2021, City Council Agenda packet.

Motion: Introduce Bill No. 1905

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -
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Introduced by: Council member Bridges

Bill No. 1905 will be considered at the August 24, 2021 regular City Council
meeting.

9. Introduction of Bill No. 1906, an ordinance amending the Boulder City Municipal
Code Title 4, “Business Regulations,” Chapter 7, “Secondhand and Junk Dealers,” to
clarify the types of conduct and persons exempted from the provisions of the Chapter,
and other matters properly related thereto

A staff report was submitted by City Attorney Brittany Walker and included in the August
10, 2021, City Council Agenda packet.

Motion: Introduce Bill No. 1906

Introduced by: Council member Bridges

Bill No. 1906 will be considered at the August 24, 2021 regular City Council
meeting.

10. For possible action: Consideration of Bill No. 1904, an ordinance of the City of
Boulder City approving Agreement No. 00-666A, a lease between the City of Boulder
City and NCWPCS MPL 28 - Year Sites Tower Holdings LLC to lease land for an
existing cellular communications tower site located 2,200 feet north of the US
95/Interstate 11 interchange

A staff report was submitted by Finance Director Diane Pelletier and included in the
August 10, 2021, City Council Agenda packet.

Finance Director Pelletier provided a brief overview of the staff report noting this lease
agreement was for an existing cell tower lease that expired August 21, 2020. She said
the tenant was renting until the terms were negotiated for a new lease for a 10-year period
with one five-year option. She said the annual rent will increase by approximately 3% per
year. She said the bill had been introduced at the July 13, 2021 City Council meeting.
Motion: Approve Bill No. 1904

Moved by: Council member Bridges  Seconded by: Council member Jorgensen
Vote:

AYE: Mayor McManus, Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member
Jorgensen (4)

NAY: None (0)

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -
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Absent: Council member Adams, (1)

The motion was approved.
Bill No. 1904 will be known as Ordinance No. 1668 effective August 18, 2021.

11. For possible action: Matters pertaining to the vacation of easements of existing
residential properties:

A staff report was submitted by Public Works Director Keegan Littrell and included in the
August 10, 2021, City Council Agenda packet.

Public Works Director Littrell provided a brief overview noting this item pertained to the
vacation of two utility easements on existing residential properties. He described each
easement noting one of the residents purchased property from the City so the easement
now runs through the middle of the property. He said the City had no utilities in that area
and no issues with vacating it. He said the second property owner would like to purchase
property adjacent to his current residence which would place the easement through the
center of his property. He said there were no utilities in that area and had no issues with
vacating the easement.

A. Public hearing on the vacation of utility easements

Mayor McManus noted this was the time and place scheduled to conduct a public
hearing and asked for public input.

Judy Dechaine asked if the City should consider moving the easement over to the
edge of the property in case someone else in the future needs it. She said there may
be a need for it to access their property. She asked if a policy could be established
to move the easement out of the way of the property owner, but available to use in
the future.

No further comments were offered and the hearing was declared closed.

Public Works Director Littrell said if the property were sold in the future, the City would
require a utility easement from the new owner, if needed.

B. Resolution No. 7314, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City, Nevada
vacating utility easements across 115 Casa Montana Court and 116 Stone
Canyon Road

Motion: Approve Resolution No. 7314
Moved by: Council member Bridges  Seconded by: Council member Jorgensen

Vote:

AYE: Mayor McManus, Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member
Jorgensen (4)

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -
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NAY: None (0)
Absent: Council member Adams, (1)

The motion was approved.

C. Resolution No. 7315, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City, Nevada
vacating a utility easement across 383 Claremont Street

Motion: Approve Resolution No. 7315
Moved by: Council member Jorgensen Seconded by: Council member Bridges
Vote:

AYE: Mayor McManus, Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member
Jorgensen (4)

NAY: None (0)
Absent: Council member Adams, (1)

The motion was approved.

12. For possible action: Matters related to opioid litigation

A staff report was submitted by City Attorney Brittany Walker and included in the August
10, 2021, City Council Agenda packet.

A. Resolution No. 7316, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City
approving the One Nevada Agreement on Allocation of Opioid Recoveries

City Attorney Walker said she would like to briefly present Iltem 12A and have it
considered by Council before moving on to Iltems 12B&C.

Mayor McManus said with respect to this item, he has had past discussions and
received presentations a couple of years ago from other government agencies
knowing this litigation would be brought forward.

City Attorney Walker provided an overview of her staff report noting Resolution No.
7316 would approve the One Nevada Agreement on Allocation Of Opioid Recoveries.
She said it was a multi-jurisdiction litigation and the agreement would provide a plan
to allocate any settlement monies to all jurisdictions in Nevada at a following a set
formula. She recommended the City enter into the agreement. She said this would
provide a plan for how funds from the settlement or related bankruptcy distribution
were allocated among the State and various local government entities.

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -
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In response to a question from Mayor McManus, City Attorney Walker noted the
allocation was based upon per-capita harm to the community.

Council member Bridges said based upon the amount awarded to the State of
Nevada, the amount determined for Boulder City was 1.148%.

City Attorney Walker clarified the amount awarded to the City would be .148% not
1.148%

Mayor McManus said it was important to not reinvent the wheel. He said the State
had already done a considerable amount of work. He said Boulder City had been
late to respond so someone from the State contacted the City Attorney’s office.

Council member Jorgensen asked how the data would be collected to determine
Boulder City’s share.

City Attorney Walker said she could ask for the data from the State. She said the
data is tracked by the Federal Government.

Motion: Approve Resolution No. 7316
Moved by: Mayor McManus Seconded by: Council member Bridges
Vote:

AYE: Mayor McManus, Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member
Jorgensen (4)

NAY: None (0)

Absent: Council member Adams, (1)
The motion was approved

B. Discussion and direction regarding the selection of outside legal counsel for
opioid-related litigation

City Attorney Walker noted per the City’s purchasing plan, any contract over the
amount of $150K must be approved by the City Council. She noted that the former
City Manager retained the law firm of Keller Lenkner in February of 2019. She said
she was now seeking direction from City Council on the selection of outside counsel.
She said the City Council could go a different direction, but the existing firm of Keller
Lenkner located in Ohio and local law firm, Jolley Urga had represented the City well
and they would still be entitled to compensation on services provided on the case.

Mayor McManus said he had brought this litigation to the attention of the former city
manager and former city attorney on several occasions. He said he had been told it
wouldn’t affect Boulder City and later learned the City had taken action. He said it
was personally disappointing to him and a disservice to the community. He said
unlike the State of Nevada, the local firm had not looked for all of the litigation options.
He also pointed out the local law firm owner is the father of the previous mayor. He
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said he has questions he has not had the opportunity to ask or get the answers to
and preferred to not move forward with the resolution at this time. He said clearly
this litigation had been going on for years and continue to go on for several more
years. He said he didn’t believe it was urgent to make a decision and said he would
like additional time.

City Attorney Walker said the matter before them was whether to continue with the
current law firm or explore other law firms. She asked that Council direction be
provided.

Attorney Seth Meyer representing the law firm of Keller Lenkner called in so he could
be available for questions.

Council member Bridges said she was impressed with the current law firm and felt
comfortable with them continuing. She said starting with a new law firm would be
reinventing the wheel.

Council member Fox said he agreed with Council member Bridges comments noting
the current firm had already spent two years on the case.

Mayor McManus said there was a misunderstanding about the law firm in that it didn’t
only represent Boulder City and probably represented hundreds or maybe even
thousands of clients.

Mr. Meyer said Keller Lenkner represented a few dozen clients and two clients were
in the state of Nevada. He said he believed it was important to clarify the allocation
agreements happened very organically and on a state-by-state basis. He said the
State doesn’t necessarily know who to reach out to so the Attorney General reaches
out to cities and outside counsel steps in to navigate. He said it was important to the
firm to know the scope of representation being asked of them. He said each city was
represented differently.

Mayor McManus said it appeared most cities had discussions with the Attorney
General’s office. He said he did not have an issue with the national firm, Keller
Lenkner, but he did have issue with the local firm retained to do this work. He
reiterated he did not like the lack of communication offered to the City Council
regarding contracting with the local law firm.

Council member Jorgensen asked if the law firm Keller Lenkner was separate from
the local attorney.

City Attorney Walker said the resolution before the Council would approve the
agreement with both law firms.

Mr. Meyer said they were happy to supply other local counsel; however, it would be
important to get authorization from the City for them to continue providing
representation.

Council member Bridges asked if it was possible to approve the representation from
Keller Lenkner with a with a contingency that the agreement would be amended after
a local firm were determined.
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In response to Council member Bridges, City Attorney Walker said it was possible
under Item 12B which to continue with Keller Lenkner and provide Council direction
to explore other local counsel possibilities.
Motion: Continue with Keller Lenkner and explore options for local counsel
Moved by: Council member Bridges  Seconded by: Council member Fox
Vote:
AYE: Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member Jorgensen (3)

NAY: Mayor McManus (1)

Absent: Council member Adams, (1)
The motion was approved

C. Resolution No. 7317, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City approving
Keller Lenkner letter of retention and contingent fee agreement.

No Action Taken.

13. For possible action: Discussion and direction regarding the selection of outside
legal counsel to provide temporary legal services pursuant to Section 15(4) of the
City of Boulder City Charter

A staff report was submitted by City Attorney Brittany Walker and included in the August
10, 2021, City Council Agenda packet.

Council member Bridges said she was in favor of the interlocal agreement based
upon the dollar amount and multiple available attorneys.

Motion: Direct staff to enter into an interlocal agreement with the City of Henderson
Moved by: Council member Bridges Seconded by: Council member Jorgensen
Vote:

AYE: Mayor McManus, Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member
Jorgensen (4)

NAY: None (0)

Absent: Council member Adams, (1)

The motion was approved
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14. For possible action: City Council Appointments:

A staff report was submitted by Acting City Clerk Tami McKay and included in the
August 10, 2021 City Council Agenda packet.

Acting City Clerk McKay provided a brief overview of the staff report stating during the
update to the Building Code in 2020, Section 115 of the Administrative Code was
amended to reflect the authority for appeals of the Building Official’s decision shall be
heard by the Planning Commission. The Combined Board of Appeals will no longer be
an established committee and therefore, no action will be required for ltem 14C.

A. Allotment Committee

Rebecca Balistere and Teresa Beaver were drawn by lot and appointed to a
two-year term ending June 30, 2023.

B. Audit Review Committee

Mayor McManus nominated Judy Dechaine and Annette Landry
Council member Jorgensen nominated Roger Tobler

No other nominations were offered and the vote was as follows:
Judy Dechaine: McManus, Bridges, Fox, Jorgensen.

Judy Dechaine was appointed to a term ending November 30, 2022.
Annette Landry: McManus

Roger Tobler: Bridges, Fox, Jorgensen

Roger Tobler was appointed to a term ending November 30, 2022.

C. Combined Board of Appeals

No action required.

D. Boulder City Museum and Historical Association (BCMHA)

Council member Jorgensen offered to serve on the BCMHA and was appointed
by acclamation.

E. Southern Nevada Regional Planning Coalition (SNRPC)
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Council member Bridges offered to serve on the SNRPC and was appointed by
acclamation.

15. For possible action: Correction to the previously approved minutes of the June
8, 2021, regular meeting

A staff report had been submitted by Acting City Clerk Tami McKay and included in
the August 10, 2021 City Council Agenda Packet.

Acting City Clerk McKay provided a brief overview of the staff report noting Mayor
McManus made a motion to approve Resolution No. 7291 with added conditions that St.
Jude’s repair the wall and provide additional landscaping next to the Blue Lake
subdivision per the landscape exhibits submitted for the meeting. She noted the motion
was not properly reflected in the draft June 8, 2021 City Council minutes approved at the
June 22, 2021, regular City Council meeting. She stated the motion had been corrected
to properly reflect the added conditions. She indicated approving previously adopted
minutes must be approved with a two-thirds vote.

Motion: Correct Item No. 9 motion on the previously approved minutes of the June 8,
2021, City Council regular meeting

Moved by: Mayor McManus Seconded by: Council member Jorgensen
Vote:

AYE: Mayor McManus, Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member
Jorgensen (4)

NAY: None (0)

Absent: Council member Adams (1)
The motion was approved

16. For possible action: Resolution No. 7318, a resolution of the City Council of
Boulder City, Nevada, approving Employment Agreement No. 21-1933(1)

A staff report had been submitted by Administrative Services Director Bryce Boldt
and included in the August 10, 2021 City Council Agenda Packet.

Administrative Services Director Boldt provided a brief overview of the staff report
noting it was an employment agreement between Tami McKay and the City of
Boulder City. He introduced Mark Ricciardi, employment legal counsel for the City.

Mr. Ricciardi said the City Clerk’s employment agreement was similar to the
previously approved contracts with the city manager and city attorney. He said Ms.
McKay had made some good suggestions to the contract and said he would go
through the changes. He said he would not be discussing Section 3, compensation
because it was a business decision. He said the early 6-month performance
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evaluation was unnecessary because she had been serving as the acting city clerk
and served as deputy for many years. He said it was his opinion to begin the
performance evaluation in 2022. He said the 6-month evaluation would be deleted
from the contract. Section 5, Vacation and Sick Leave, the long-time employee has
leave banks, so there was no reason to provide a one-time allotment of leave. He
was requesting it be removed from the contract. He said the automatic leave tracking
system used by the City requires approval by a supervisor which doesn’t work for an
appointed official at this level. He suggested another director who would not be
supervising the City Clerk approve it in the system. He said the other contracts did
not include payout of leave. He said this contract was a little different because there
was less risk of a premature departure, so the leave payout was revised to be similar
to other Department Heads in the City.

Mayor McManus said the intent had been to bring conformity to the language in the
appointed official’s contracts. He said he thought the other two contracts changed
compensation adjustments to 0-7% as a possible salary increase at the annual
evaluation.

Mr. Ricciardi said the difference was unintentional and would correct it to match the
other contracts which were 0-6%.

Mayor McManus said the salary range had been established by the previous Council
and said Ms. McKay asked for the maximum of the pay range. He said his belief was
to not start at the maximum of that range. He proposed $110K.

Council member Bridges said she looked at the numbers and Transparent Nevada
and compared it to the classification system and believed $115K was appropriate.

Mayor McManus asked if everyone else agreed and Members Fox and Jorgensen
said they agreed with $115K.

In response to Mayor McManus, Mr. Ricciardi said the first annual evaluation would
occur in March of 2022 and the contract would be modified accordingly. He said
Section 3, Subsection 2 could be deleted and new dates would be added.

Mr. Ricciardi said Ms. McKay brought up another point in Section 10C. He said the
word “after” in the last sentence should be changed to “before” and he recommended
the change be made.

Ms. McKay confirmed she was agreeable to the proposed changed brought before
the Council tonight.

In response to Mayor McManus, Mr. Ricciardi said the proposed changes to the
contract were appropriate and would be corrected.

Motion: Approve Resolution No. 7318
Moved by: Mayor McManus Seconded by: Council member Jorgensen

Vote:
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AYE: Mayor McManus, Council member Bridges, Council member Fox, Council member
Jorgensen (4)

NAY: None (0)

Absent: Council member Adams (1)
The motion was approved

City Clerk McKay thanked the Council and said she was grateful to the Mayor and
City Council for this opportunity. She said she had been working for the City for a
long time and would continue to show professionalism, dedication and commitment.
She said she would work diligently to provide effective communication to the City
Council.

Mayor McManus said he looked forward to having Ms. McKay in the City Clerk
position. He thanked her for all the work she had already done as Acting City Clerk.

17. City Manager’s Report
A. Claims Paid, June 2021
B. Financial Report, June 2021

A staff report had been submitted by Finance Director Diane Pelletier and included in the
August 10, 2021 City Council Agenda Packet.

City Manager Tedder noted there was nothing unusual to report.
18.Public Comment

Glena Dunn said for the past 15 years, she published the Antique Guide. She said
antique stores had revitalized the downtown area. She said she operated an antique
shop for the past 20 years and it has been featured on TV shows and in magazines.
She said she wanted to address the upcoming revisions to the City Code. She said she
agreed with the changes to comply with NRS. She said she had always focused on the
exemptions. She said the current City Code was misleading to antique dealers. She
said in 2009, she was requested to apply for a second-hand license, and it has become
very costly to her and to the City. She said she pays taxes and invests in the Chamber
of Commerce.

Judy Dechaine said she had visited a small shop recently and the owner said they were
so happy because they had been awarded a grant offered by the City. She said some
of the businesses really needed it.

No further comments were offered, and public comment was closed.

19.City Council’s Report

Minutes of the August 10, 2021 regular City Council meeting -



DRAFT

Council member Bridges welcomed the new City Manager. She said Emergency Aid of
Boulder City offers financial assistance and food.

Council member Jorgensen welcomed Mr. Tedder to Boulder City. She thanked Michael
Mays for his duties as Acting City Manager. She said she attended drug court graduation
and believed it was very special and a great opportunity to see success.

Council member Fox thanked Mr. Mays and welcomed Mr. Tedder.

Mayor McManus said he attended drug court noting the work people do to change their
lives was really great. He said he was happy to see the success. He said Chautauqua
was scheduled to take place in October. He stated school was back in session and
cautioned drivers to slow down in school zones. He said he attended the LVCVA meeting
and learned the upcoming Magic Show attendance was down. He encouraged everyone
to get accurate information about the COVID vaccine. He said Clark County was in
substantial virus spread at this time. He said there was an opportunity to get this taken
care of. He welcomed the new City Manager and thanked Mr. Mays for doing a
tremendous job during the past 10 months.

There being no further business to come before the Council, Mayor McManus adjourned
the meeting at 9:29 p.m.

Kiernan McManus, Mayor

ATTEST:

Tami McKay, City Clerk
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R7319 Trail Maint. RTC Agmt.

SUBJECT:
For possible action: Resolution No. 7319, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City, Nevada,
approving Agreement No. 21-1938 (Interlocal Contract 1297) between the City of Boulder City and the
Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for the Trail Maintenance Volunteer Coordination,
Fiscal Year 2022-2024

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type
O ltem 2 Staff Report Cover Memo
b Resolution No. 7319 Cover Memo
O Agreement Information Form Cover Memo
] Agreement No. 21-1938 Cover Memo
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City Council Meeting
August 24, 2021
Item No. 2

Staff Report

TO: Taylour Tedder, City Manager

FROM: Keegan Littrell, P.E., Public Works Director

DATE: August 24, 2021

SUBJECT: For possible action: Resolution No. 7319, a resolution of
the City Council of Boulder City, Nevada, approving Agreement No.
21-1938 (Interlocal Contract 1297) between the City of Boulder City
and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for
the Trail Maintenance Volunteer Coordination, Fiscal Year 2022-2024

Business Impact Statement: This action will not have a significant
economic impact on business and will not directly restrict the
formation, operation, or expansion of a business.

Action Requested: That the City Council approve Resolution No.
7319, approving Agreement No. 21-1938 (Interlocal Contract 1297)
between the City of Boulder City and the Regional Transportation
Commission of Southern Nevada for the Trail Maintenance Volunteer
Coordination, Fiscal Year 2022-2024.

Overview:

e Surrounding municipalities have been partnering with the RTC for
trail maintenance volunteer coordination.

e The trail maintenance volunteer coordination for FY 2022-2024
will be the first time the City has participated.

e The RTC will provide $200,000.00 and contract with the service
provide to coordinate the work.

Background Information: Clark County and the Cities of Las Vegas,
North Las Vegas, and Henderson have agreed to allow the Regional
Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada (RTC) to contract
with a service provider to coordinate the work of volunteers in the
performance of trail cleanup and identify maintenance issues to be
addressed by the agencies. The contract allocates $200,000.00 for
Fiscal Year 2022. The funding request for Fiscal Year 2022 is the first




time the City will be included in the trail cleanup volunteer efforts. The City is able to
renew the contract with the RTC for trail maintenance as long as the City desires to
maintain the services.

Financial: No fiscal impact as the trail maintenance contract will be managed by the
RTC.

Boulder City Strategic Plan Goal: Goal B, invest in infrastructure and prioritize CIP
projects while maximizing available funds. Public Works Department, in partnership with
the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada, ensures compliance with
this goal by participating with the Trail Maintenance Volunteer Coordination.

Department Recommendation: The Public Works Department respectfully requests that
the City Council approve Resolution No. 7319, approving Agreement No. 21-1938
(Interlocal Contract 1297) between the City of Boulder City and the Regional
Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for the Trail Maintenance Volunteer
Coordination, Fiscal Year 2022-2024.

Attachments:

Resolution No. 7319
Agreement Information Form
Agreement No. 21-1938



RESOLUTION NO. 7319

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF BOULDER CITY, NEVADA, APPROVING
AGREEMENT NO. 21-1938 (INTERLOCAL CONTRACT 1297) BETWEEN THE CITY
OF BOULDER CITY AND THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION OF
SOUTHERN NEVADA FOR THE TRAIL MAINTENANCE VOLUNTEER
COORDINATION, FISCAL YEAR 2022-2024

WHEREAS, Clark County and the Cities of Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, and Henderson
have agreed to allow the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern
Nevada (RTC) to contract with a service provider to coordinate the work of
volunteers in the performance of trail cleanup and identify maintenance
issues to be addressed by the agencies; and

WHEREAS, Agreement No. 21-1938 with the RTC allows the City to be a partnering
agency for the Trail Maintenance Volunteer Coordination, Fiscal Year 2022-
2024; and

WHEREAS, this agreement was approved by the RTC on July 8", 2021; and

WHEREAS, funds in the amount of $200,000.00 are budgeted in the RTC’s Highway
Improvement Fund for Fiscal Year 2022.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that City Council approves Agreement No 21-
1938 (Interlocal Contract 1297) between the City of Boulder City and the Regional
Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for the Trail Maintenance Volunteer
Coordination, Fiscal Year 2022-2024.

DATED and APPROVED this 24" day of August, 2021.

Kiernan McManus, Mayor

ATTEST:

Tami McKay, City Clerk
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Agreement Information Form

Council Date: August 24, 2021
Resolution/Ordinance #: 7319
Agreement/Amendment No.: 21-1938
Type of Agreement:  Interlocal

Description: RTC agreement for trail maintenance volunteer
coordination.

Effective Date:
Insurance: Please select When:
Options:  Please select
Notes:
Payment Due:
Term Date: June 30, 2024
Department: Public Works
City of BC Contact: Keegan Littrell, P.E., Public Works Director
Project No.
Contact Info: Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada
600 Grand Centeral Parkway

Las Vegas, NV 89106
702-676-1500

Notes/Comments:
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Contract #1297

INTERLOCAL CONTRACT
TRAIL MAINTENANCE VOLUNTEER COORDINATION
FISCAL YEAR 2022-2024

THIS INTERLOCAL CONTRACT is made and entered into this 8™ day of July 2021,
by and between Clark County, a political subdivision; the City of Las Vegas, a municipal
corporation; the City of North Las Vegas, a municipal corporation; the City of Henderson, a
municipal corporation; the City of Boulder City, a municipal corporation; and the City of
Mesquite, a municipal corporation; hereinafter referred to individually as “ENTITY” or
collectively as “ENTITIES,” and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada,
hereinafter referred to as “RTC.” The RTC and the ENTITIES are hereinafter referred to
individually as “PARTY” or collectively as “PARTIES.”

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, the RTC has entered into a contract with a service provider to coordinate the
work of volunteers in the performance of trail maintenance, which is included on the adopted RTC
Capital Improvement Plan, hereinafter referred to as “PROJECT,” located wholly within Clark
County, City of Las Vegas, City of North Las Vegas, City of Henderson, City of Boulder City,
and City of Mesquite; and

WHEREAS, Nevada Revised Statue (NRS) Chapter 277.180 authorizes any one or more
public agencies to contract with any one or more other public agencies to perform any
governmental services, activity or undertaking which any of the public agencies entering into the
agreement is authorized by law to perform and refers to such as an interlocal contract; and

WHEREAS, the RTC agrees to conform to the current RTC Policies and Procedures, as
amended and incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, the RTC has entered into Agreement #21-027 with Outdoors Las Vegas
Foundation doing business as Get Outdoors Nevada (GON); and

WHEREAS, the RTC’s financial obligations from said agreement with GON will be
covered by this Interlocal Contract; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants, conditions, agreements, and
promises of the Parties hereto, the Parties agree to proceed as follows:

SECTION I: SCOPE OF PROJECT

This Interlocal Contract applies to Trail Maintenance Volunteer Coordination for
Fiscal Year 2022-2024 as outlined in said agreement #21-027.

SECTION II: PROJECT COSTS

The RTC agrees to provide funding for all costs associated with the PROJECT from the
Highway Improvement Fund as outlined below:

1. The total cost for this contract shall not exceed $200,000.00.
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2. Authorizations to Proceed (ATP) are granted as follows:

a. ENGINEERING not to exceed $ 200,000.00
b. RIGHT-OF-WAY not to exceed $ 0.00
c. CONSTRUCTION not to exceed $ 0.00

3. A supplemental interlocal contract will be required for any changes to the amounts
identified in number 2 above.

SECTION Ill: GENERAL

1. It is understood and agreed that the purpose of this Interlocal Contract is to fund the
PROJECT as herein above set forth. It is further understood and agreed that the RTC is
responsible for the design of the PROJECT. The RTC will be responsible for the actions
or inactions of its Officers and Employees.

2. The PROJECT must be completed to the satisfaction of the RTC prior to the current
applicable completion date of June 30, 2024. The RTC may, at any time thereafter, grant
time extensions or terminate this Contract.

3. The RTC disavows any responsibility for the actions or inactions of the ENTITIES, their
Officers, Employees, or agents.

The remainder of this page is left intentionally blank.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Interlocal Contract #1297 is effective as of the date first
set forth above:

Date of Commission Action: REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
DocuSigned by:
Ddsra. Marle
July 8, 2021 BY: AEE79BE2E54C481...

DEBRA MARCH, Chairwoman

Attest:

DocuSigned by:

Manrin, Dufeis

67F25985C7F8458...

MARIN DUBOIS, Management Analyst

Approved as to Form:

DocuSigned by:

David (Lyde

C20A409B6B774C0...

RTC Legal Counsel

Date of Council Action: CLARK COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

BY:

MARILYN KIRKPATRICK
Chair

Attest

LYNN MARIE GOYA
County Clerk

Approved as to Form

LAURA C. REHFELDT
Deputy District Attorney
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Date of Council Action:

BY:

Date of Council Action:

BY:

196D-Q10 — Trail Maintenance Volunteer Coordination for Fiscal Year 2022-2024

CITY OF LAS VEGAS

CAROLYN G. GOODMAN
Mayor

Attest

LUANN D. HOLMES, MMC
City Clerk

Approved as to Form

Deputy City Attorney

CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS

JOHN J. LEE
Mayor

Attest

CATHERINE A. RAYNOR, MMC
City Clerk

Approved as to Form

MICAELA RUSTIA MOORE
City Attorney
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Date of Council Action: CITY OF HENDERSON
BY:
RICHARD A. DERRICK
City Manager/CEO
Approved as to Finance: Attest
JIM MCINTOSH Jose Luis Valdez, CMC
Chief Financial Officer City Clerk
Approved as to Content: Approved as to Form
EDWARD MCGUIRE, P.E. NICHOLAS G. VASKOV
Director, Public Works City Attorney
Date of Council Action: CITY OF BOULDER CITY

BY:

KIERNAN MCMANUS
Mayor

Attest

TAMI MCKAY
Acting City Clerk

Approved as to Form

BRITTANY LEE WALKER, ESQ.
City Attorney
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Date of Council Action: CITY OF MESQUITE

BY:

ALLAN S. LITMAN
Mayor

Attest

TRACY E. BECK
City Clerk

Approved as to Form

ADAM ANDERSON
City Attorney
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R7320 Underground Utilities RTC Agmt.

SUBJECT:

For possible action: Resolution No. 7320, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City,
Nevada, approving Agreement No. 21-1939 (Interlocal Contract 1296) between the City of
Boulder City and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for the
Underground Existing Utilities Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to Flamingo Road

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type
O ltem 3 Staff Report Cover Memo
O Resolution No. 7320 Cover Memo
O Agreement Information Form Cover Memo
O Agreement No. 21-1939 Cover Memo
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City Council Meeting
August 24, 2021
Item No. 3

Staff Report

TO: Taylour Tedder, City Manager

FROM: Keegan Littrell, P.E., Public Works Director

DATE: August 24, 2021

SUBJECT: For possible action: Resolution No. 7320, a resolution of
the City Council of Boulder City, Nevada, approving Agreement No.
21-1939 (Interlocal Contract 1296) between the City of Boulder City
and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for
the Underground Existing Utilities Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to
Flamingo Road

Business Impact Statement: This action will not have a significant
economic impact on business and will not directly restrict the
formation, operation, or expansion of a business.

Action Requested: That the City Council approve Resolution No.
7320, approving Agreement No. 21-1939 (Interlocal Contract 1296)
between the City of Boulder City and the Regional Transportation
Commission of Southern Nevada for the Underground Existing Utilities
Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to Flamingo Road.

Overview:

e Aninterlocal contract is required in coordination with Clark
County, City of Las Vegas, City of North Las Vegas, City of
Henderson, and City of Boulder City for funding from the
Highway Improvements Acquisition Fund to be used for the
Underground Existing Utilities Maryland Parkway, Russell Road
to Flamingo Road.

Background Information: The Regional Transportation Commission of
Sothern Nevada (RTC) intends to design the infrastructure to remove
the existing above ground power lines along Maryland Parkway and
place them underground. Funding for this project will come from the
RTC’s Highway Improvement Acquisition Fund in the amount of
$500,000.00. This project is not located in Boulder City, however an




interlocal contract is required in coordination with Clark County, City of Las Vegas, City
of North Las Vegas, City of Henderson, and City of Boulder City for funding from the
Highway Improvements Acquisition Fund to be used for the Underground Existing
Utilities Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to Flamingo Road.

Financial: No fiscal impact.

Department Recommendation: The Public Works Department respectfully requests that
the City Council approve Resolution No. 7320, approving Agreement No. 21-1939
(Interlocal Contract 1296) between the City of Boulder City and the Regional
Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for the Underground Existing Utilities
Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to Flamingo Road.

Attachments:

Resolution No. 7320
Agreement Information Form
Agreement No. 21-1939



RESOLUTION NO. 7320

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF BOULDER CITY, NEVADA, APPROVING
AGREEMENT NO. 21-1939 (INTERLOCAL CONTRACT 1296) BETWEEN THE CITY
OF BOULDER CITY AND THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION OF
SOUTHERN NEVADA FOR THE UNDERGROUND EXISTING UTILITIES MARYLAND
PARKWAY, RUSSELL ROAD TO FLAMINGO ROAD

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Commission of Sothern Nevada (RTC) intends
to design the infrastructure to remove the existing above ground power lines
along Maryland Parkway and place them underground; and

WHEREAS, funding for this project will come from the RTC’s Highway Improvement
Acquisition Fund in the amount of $500,000.00; and

WHEREAS, an interlocal contract is required in coordination with Clark County, City of
Las Vegas, City of North Las Vegas, City of Henderson, and City of Boulder
City for funding from the Highway Improvements Acquisition Fund to be
used for the project; and

WHEREAS, this agreement was approved by the RTC on July 8™, 2021.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that City Council approves Agreement No 21-
1939 (Interlocal Contract 1296) between the City of Boulder City and the Regional
Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada for the Underground Existing Utilities
Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to Flamingo Road.

DATED and APPROVED this 24" day of August, 2021.

Kiernan McManus, Mayor

ATTEST:

Tami McKay, City Clerk
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Agreement Information Form

Council Date: August 24, 2021
Resolution/Ordinance #: 7320
Agreement/Amendment No.: 21-1939
Type of Agreement:  Interlocal

Description: RTC agreement to underground the existing utilities at
Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to Flamingo Road.

Effective Date:
Insurance: Please select When:
Options:  Please select
Notes:
Payment Due:
Term Date: December 31, 2026
Department: Public Works
City of BC Contact: Keegan Littrell, P.E., Public Works Director
Project No.
Contact Info: Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada
600 Grand Centeral Parkway

Las Vegas, NV 89106
702-676-1500

Notes/Comments:
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Contract #1296

INTERLOCAL CONTRACT
UNDERGROUND EXISTING UTILITIES
MARYLAND PARKWAY, RUSSELL ROAD TO FLAMINGO ROAD

THIS INTERLOCAL CONTRACT is made and entered into this 8™ day of July 2021,
by and between Clark County, a political subdivision; the City of Las Vegas, a municipal
corporation; the City of North Las Vegas, a municipal corporation; the City of Henderson, a
municipal corporation; the City of Boulder City, a municipal corporation; and the City of
Mesquite, a municipal corporation; hereinafter referred to individually as “ENTITY” or
collectively as “ENTITIES,” and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada,
hereinafter referred to as “RTC.” The RTC and the ENTITIES are hereinafter referred to
individually as “PARTY” or collectively as “PARTIES.”

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, the RTC, in coordination with the ENTITIES, intends to design the
infrastructure to remove the existing above ground power lines and place them underground and
remove the existing above ground power poles, which is included on the adopted RTC Capital
Improvement Plan, hereinafter referred to as “PROJECT,” located wholly within Clark County;
and

WHEREAS, Nevada Revised Statue (NRS) Chapter 277.180 authorizes any one or more
public agencies to contract with any one or more other public agencies to perform any
governmental services, activity or undertaking which any of the public agencies entering into the
agreement is authorized by law to perform and refers to such as an interlocal contract; and

WHEREAS, the ENTITIES agree to conform to the current RTC Policies and Procedures,
as amended and incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, the RTC will be the lead agency for the PROJECT; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants, conditions, agreements, and
promises of the Parties hereto, the Parties agree to proceed as follows:

SECTION I: SCOPE OF PROJECT
This Interlocal Contract applies to the design of infrastructure to remove the existing above
ground power lines and place them underground and remove the existing above ground power
poles. The Project is further described in Exhibit “A” which is attached hereto and by this reference
incorporated herein.

SECTION II: PROJECT COSTS

The RTC agrees to provide funding for all costs associated with the PROJECT from the
Highway Improvement Acquisition Fund as outlined below:

1. The total cost for this contract shall not exceed $500,000.00.
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2. Authorizations to Proceed (ATP) are granted as follows:

a. ENGINEERING not to exceed $ 500,000.00
b. RIGHT-OF-WAY not to exceed $ 0.00
c. CONSTRUCTION not to exceed $ 0.00

3. At the time the ATP for construction is granted, the RTC will make all attempts to publish
the bid for this PROJECT within 90 calendar days.

4. A supplemental interlocal contract will be required for any changes to the amounts
identified in number 2 above.

SECTION I1l: GENERAL

1. It is understood and agreed that the purpose of this Interlocal Contract is to fund the
PROJECT as herein above set forth. It is further understood and agreed that the RTC is
responsible for the design of the PROJECT. The RTC will be responsible for the actions
or inactions of its Officers and Employees.

2. The PROJECT must be completed to the satisfaction of the RTC prior to the current
applicable completion date of December 31, 2026. The RTC may, at any time thereafter,
grant time extensions or terminate this Contract.

3. The RTC disavows any responsibility for the actions or inactions of the ENTITIES, their
Officers, Employees, or agents.

The remainder of this page is left intentionally blank.

256A-FTI2 — Underground Existing Utilities Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to Flamingo Road Page 2 of 6\



DocuSign Envelope ID: EC5E06CD-5E4A-4339-95F5-D152F 1CE5798

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Interlocal Contract #1296 is effective as of the date first
set forth above:

Date of Commission Action: REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
DocuSigned by:
Ddsra. Marle
July 08, 2021 BY: AEE79BE2E54C481...

DEBRA MARCH, Chairwoman

Attest:

DocuSigned by:

Manrin, Dufeis

67F25985C7F8458...

MARIN DUBOIS, Management Analyst

Approved as to Form:

DocuSigned by:

David (Lyde

C20A409BAR774C0A

RTC Legal Counsel

Date of Council Action: CLARK COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

BY:

MARILYN KIRKPATRICK
Chair

Attest

LYNN MARIE GOYA
County Clerk

Approved as to Form

LAURA C. REHFELDT
Deputy District Attorney
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Date of Council Action:

BY:

Date of Council Action:

BY:

256A-FTI2 — Underground Existing Utilities Maryland Parkway, Russell Road to Flamingo Road

CITY OF LAS VEGAS

CAROLYN G. GOODMAN
Mayor

Attest

LUANN D. HOLMES, MMC
City Clerk

Approved as to Form

Deputy City Attorney

CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS

JOHN J. LEE
Mayor

Attest

CATHERINE A. RAYNOR, MMC
City Clerk

Approved as to Form

MICAELA RUSTIA MOORE
City Attorney
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Date of Council Action:

BY:

Approved as to Finance:

JIM MCINTOSH
Chief Financial Officer

Approved as to Content:

EDWARD MCGUIRE, P.E.
Director, Public Works

Date of Council Action:

BY:

CITY OF HENDERSON

RICHARD A. DERRICK
City Manager/CEO

Attest

Jose Luis Valdez, CMC
City Clerk

Approved as to Form

NICHOLAS G. VASKOV
City Attorney

CITY OF BOULDER CITY

KIERNAN MCMANUS
Mayor

Attest

TAMI MCKAY
Acting City Clerk

Approved as to Form

BRITTANY LEE WALKER, ESQ.

City Attorney
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Date of Council Action: CITY OF MESQUITE

BY:

ALLAN S. LITMAN
Mayor

Attest

TRACY E. BECK
City Clerk

Approved as to Form

ADAM ANDERSON
City Attorney
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R7321 Legal Services Interlocal Agreement

SUBJECT:
For possible action: Resolution No. 7321, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City,
Nevada approving Interlocal Agreement No. 21-1940 with the City of Henderson to provide
temporary legal services pursuant to Section 15(4) of the Boulder City Charter

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Staff Report Cover Memo
Resolution 7321 Resolution Letter

Resolution 7321, Exhibit A Exhibit



BOULDER CITY
City CounciL

MAYOR
KIERNAN MCMANUS

COUNCIL MEMBERS:
JAMES HOWARD ADAMS
CLAUDIA M. BRIDGES
MATT FOX

SHERRI JORGENSEN

<o)

MEETING LOCATION:

City CounciL CHAMBER
401 CALIFORNIA AVENUE
BouLber CiTy, NV 89005

MAILING ADDRESS:
401 CALIFORNIA AVENUE
BouLber CiTy, NV 89005

WEBPAGE:
WWW.BCNV.ORG

<o)

City MANAGER:
TAYLOUR TEDDER, CECD

CiTY ATTORNEY:
BRITTANY LEE WALKER, ESQ

City CLERK:
Tami McKay, MMC, CPO

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DIRECTOR:

BRYCE BoLDT

CommuNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR:

MicHAEL MAYs, AICP

PusLIC WORKS DIRECTOR:
KEEGAN LITTRELL, P.E.

UTILITIES DIRECTOR:
VACANT

PoLIcE CHIEF:
TiM SHEA

FIRE CHIEF:
WiLLiam GrAY, CFO

FINANCE DIRECTOR:
DIANE PELLETIER, CPA

PARKS & RECREATION DIRECTOR
ROGER HALL

City Council Meeting
August 24, 2021
Item No. 4
Staff Report
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Brittany Walker, City Attorney
DATE: August 17, 2021

SUBJECT: For possible action: Resolution No. 7321, a resolution of
the City Council of Boulder City approving Interlocal Agreement No. 21-
1940 with the City of Henderson to provide temporary legal services
pursuant to Section 15(4) of the Boulder City Charter

Business Impact Statement:

This action will not have a significant economic impact on business and
will not directly restrict the formation, operation, or expansion of a
business.

Action Requested:

That the City Council approve Resolution No. 7321 approving Interlocal
Agreement No. 21-1936 with the City of Henderson to provide
temporary legal services pursuant to Section 15(4) of the Boulder City
Charter.

Overview:

e Section 15(4) provides “[w]hen from any cause the City Attorney is
unable to perform the duties of his or her office, he or she may, with
the consent of the Council, appoint some other qualified attorney to
act temporarily in his or her place, and whenever, in the judgment of
the Council, the interests of the City require it, the Council may
employ assistant or special counsel.”

e There will be a need beginning in September for temporary outside
counsel to assist the City Attorney’s office for a period of 3-4 months.

Background:

The City Attorney approached the City of Henderson to serve as
temporary counsel via an interlocal agreement.

On August 10, 2021, the City Council unanimously (Council member
Adams was absent) approved moving forward with the interlocal



agreement with the City of Henderson.

Under the Interlocal Agreement, the City of Henderson would provide Henderson
Assistant City Attorneys to provide the following services:
e in-person legal guidance at Boulder City City Council Meetings and
Redevelopment Agency Meetings;
e review all contracts, ordinances, and resolutions proposed to be approved by the
City during the Term of this Agreement; and
e provide legal guidance to all Boulder City public officers and departments on an
as-needed basis.

The agreement would be effective upon approval by both City Councils until December
31, 2021 with a one-time 90 day extension, if necessary. The City would be billed hourly
similar to our agreements with outside counsel at the rate of $88.00 per hour not-to-
exceed $50,000 and could be absorbed in the current City Attorney Fiscal Year 2022
budget.

Boulder City Strategic Plan Goal: Goal A. Achieve Prudent Financial Stewardship; and
Goal E. Sustain a High Level of Public Safety Services

Department Recommendation: That the City Council approve the interlocal agreement
with the City of Henderson to provide temporary legal services.

Attachments:
¢ Resolution No. 7321
e Exhibit A - Interlocal agreement with the City of Henderson.



RESOLUTION NO. 7321

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF BOULDER CITY, NEVADA, APPROVING
INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT NO. 21-1940 WITH THE CITY OF HENDERSON,
NEVADA TO PROVIDE TEMPORARY LEGAL SERVICES PURSUANT TO SECTION
15(4) OF THE BOULDER CITY CHARTER

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

Section 15(4) of the Boulder City Charter provides “[w]hen from any
cause the City Attorney is unable to perform the duties of his or her
office, he or she may, with the consent of the Council, appoint some
other qualified attorney to act temporarily in his or her place, and
whenever, in the judgment of the Council, the interests of the City
require it, the Council may employ assistant or special counsel”; and

there will be a need beginning in September for temporary outside
counsel to assist the City Attorney’s office for a period of three to four
months; and

NRS 277.180 authorizes the sharing of resources between public
agencies through interlocal agreements; and

the City Attorney reached out to the City of Henderson City Attorney
to explore the use of an interlocal agreement to provide temporary
legal services; and

On August 10, 2021, the City Council unanimously (Council member
Adams was absent) approved moving forward with an interlocal
agreement with the City of Henderson to provide temporary counsel
to assist the City Attorney’s office for a period of three to four months
pursuant to Section 15(4) of the Boulder City Charter; and

the City Council has determined that it is desirable to approve
Interlocal Agreement No. 21-1940 to carry out this purpose.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council hereby approves Resolution
No. 7317, approving Interlocal Agreement No. 21-1940 attached hereto as Exhibit A.

DATED and APPROVED this 24" day of August, 2021.

ATTEST:

Kiernan McManus, Mayor



Tami J. McKay, City Clerk



INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT
Between
the City of Henderson
and

the City of Boulder City

This Interlocal Agreement (the “Agreement”) is entered into by and between the City of
Henderson (“HENDERSON™), a political subdivision of the State of Nevada, and the City
of Boulder City (“BOULDER CITY”), a political subdivision of the State of Nevada,
collectively (“Parties”), pursuant to NRS 277.180, which authorizes the sharing of
resources between public agencies.

WHEREAS, the Boulder City City Attorney (“BC CITY ATTORNEY™) is a licensed
attorney and admitted to practice in the State of Nevada.

WHEREAS, the BC CITY ATTORNEY is an appointed officer of BOULDER CITY and
serves as the legal advisor for the Boulder City City Council (“BC CITY COUNCIL”) and
all Boulder City officers whose duties include: 1) drafting or reviewing all contracts and
other legal documents or instruments required or requested by the BC CITY COUNCIL or
the City Manager of Boulder City; 2) attend all meetings of the BC CITY COUNCIL; and
3) perform such other legal services as the BC CITY COUNCIL or the City Manager of
Boulder City;

WHEREAS, the BC CITY ATTORNEY may, with the consent of the BC CITY
COUNCIL, appoint some other qualified attorney to act temporarily in her place;

WHEREAS, through approval of this Agreement, BC CITY COUNCIL has authorized
the BC CITY ATTORNEY to engage the Henderson City Attorney’s Office
(“CONTRACT ATTORNEY™) to assist in providing legal services to BOULDER CITY;

WHEREAS, CONTRACT ATTORNEY is staffed with qualified attorneys admitted to
practice law in the State of Nevada and is experienced in providing legal representation in
the areas of law deemed necessary by the BC CITY ATTORNEY;

WHEREAS, the BC CITY ATTORNEY has obtained the consent of the BC CITY
COUNCIL to engage the assistance of CONTRACT ATTORNEY;

117

117
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NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows:

SECTION 1. SCOPE OF SERVICE

117

A. BOULDER CITY hereby engages CONTRACT ATTORNEY to provide legal

counsel to BOULDER CITY, its duly authorized officers, employees, and
volunteers, as the CONTRACT ATTORNEY’s expertise and experience may
allow with the exception of real estate, litigation, and employment matters
where BOULDER CITY has already retained the services of other outside
counsel.

. HENDERSON will provide Henderson Assistant City Attorneys to provide in-

person legal guidance at Boulder City City Council Meetings and
Redevelopment Agency Meetings for open meeting law compliance, and
general legal advice on matters before the BC CITY COUNCIL; review all
contracts, ordinances, and resolutions proposed to be approved by the City
during the Term of this Agreement; attend the meetings of any City boards of
which BC CITY ATTORNEY serves as a member; provide legal guidance to
all Boulder City public officers and departments on an as-needed basis; and any
other duties outlined in the Charter for BOULDER CITY (“Services”).

. CONTRACT ATTORNEY will provide these Services in accordance with

Nevada state laws and Nevada Rules of Professional Conduct.

. CONTRACT ATTORNEY will work in conjunction with the BC CITY

ATTORNEY in the performance of Services hereunder.

. CONTRACT ATTORNEY will observe and abide by the terms and conditions

of all applicable law, regulations, rules of professional conduct, ordinances and
rules of the United States, of the State of Nevada, or any political subdivision
thereof, or of any duly constituted public authority or agency.

. All materials developed, prepared or acquired during the performance of

Services under this Agreement, including without limitation, all finished or
unfinished documents, research, pleadings, memoranda, briefs, data, studies,
surveys, drawings, manuals, maps, models, photographs, and reports shall be
available to BOULDER CITY upon request. No documents prepared for
BOULDER CITY shall be released by CONTRACT ATTORNEY to any third
party without the BOULDER CITY’s written permission.
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SECTION 2. TERM

This Agreement shall be effective from the date of this Agreement through December 31,
2021, unless extended as set forth below (“Term”). This Agreement may be extended for
an additional three (3) months, unless this Agreement is earlier terminated under the
provisions hereof. Any renewals of this Agreement will be executed by the City Manager
for BC CITY ATTORNEY and the City Attorney for HENDERSON.

SECTION 3. ATTORNEY FEES

CONTRACT COUNSEL will provide the BOULDER CITY with Services under this
Agreement at the following rates in an amount not to exceed Fifty Thousand Dollars
($50,000). Hours of service shall be billed based on increments of one/tenth of an hour and
shall represent actual time spent, rather than a standard charge for the activity performed.

Assistant City Attorney: $ 88.00 per hour
SECTION 4. BILLING

The CONTRACT COUNSEL will provide monthly itemized billings to the City
Attorney’s Office of Boulder City for all Services provided during the preceding month.
BOULDER CITY agrees to make payment for CONTRACT COUNSEL’s Services and
costs within sixty (60) days after receipt of such billings.

SECTION 5. TERMINATION
This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon thirty (30) days written notice.

In the event of termination, CONTRACT COUNSEL shall be paid compensation for
services performed and properly billed pursuant to the terms of this Agreement to the
effective termination date.

SECTION 6. EVENTS UPON TERMINATION OR EXPIRATION

Upon the expiration or termination of this Agreement, BOULDER CITY, at its discretion,
may require CONTRACT COUNSEL to return all files to BOULDER CITY or its
designated representative.

SECTION 7. OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS

All files, pleadings, discovery, reports, documents and other records prepared or kept by
CONTRACT COUNSEL in the performance of its obligations under this Agreement shall
be the property of BOULDER CITY and all such materials shall be remitted to BOULDER
CITY by CONTRACT COUNSEL upon expiration or termination of this Agreement. All
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such materials shall be retained by CONTRACT COUNSEL in accordance with the City
of Henderson Record Retention Schedule.

SECTION 8. CONFIDENTIALITY

All personnel records, personal data and protected health information (PHI) received,
stored or viewed by CONTRACT COUNSEL shall be kept in the strictest confidence by
CONTRACT COUNSEL and its employees and contractors. All such information shall
be used and disclosed only for the proper management of the Services assigned and may
not be used or further disclosed, other than as necessary, in the furtherance of the Services.

SECTION 9. ASSIGNMENT AND SUBCONTRACTING

CONTRACT COUNSEL shall not assign, transfer or delegate any rights, obligations or
duties under this Agreement, nor shall CONTRACT COUNSEL subcontract the provision
of Services under this Agreement, without prior written consent of the BOULDER CITY.

SECTION 10. ATTORNEY’S EMPLOYEES

CONTRACT COUNSEL shall be responsible for maintaining satisfactory standards of
employee competency, conduct and integrity, and shall be responsible for taking such
disciplinary action with respect to HENDERSON employees providing Services pursuant
to this Agreement as may be necessary.

SECTION 11. AMENDMENT AND MODIFICATION

No provision of this Agreement will be deemed waived, amended or modified by either
party unless such waiver, amendment or modification is in writing and signed by the BC
CITY ATTORNEY and the authorized agents of CONTRACT COUNSEL.

SECTION 12. APPLICABLE LAW

This Agreement shall be governed by and interpreted according to the laws of the State of
Nevada.

SECTION 13. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

CONTRACT COUNSEL shall, in the performance of its obligations hereunder, comply
with all applicable laws, rules and regulations of all governmental authorities having
jurisdiction over the performance of this Agreement, including the Federal Occupational
Health and Safety Act and all state and federal laws prohibiting and/or related to the
discrimination by reason of race, sex, age, sexual orientation, religion or national origin.

117
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SECTION 14. INDEMNITY

BOULDER CITY shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless HENDERSON, its officers,
officials, employees and agents from and against any liability, loss, damage, expense and
cost (including without limitation attorney fees, costs, and any other fees of litigation) of
every nature to the extent arising out of or in connection with work negligently performed
hereunder or its failure to comply with any of its obligations contained in the Agreement.

SECTION 15. ETHICS OF ATTORNEY

CONTRACT COUNSEL shall abide by and perform his duties in accordance with the
ethics of the legal profession and all federal, state and municipal laws, regulations and
ordinances regulating the practice of law.

CONTRACT COUNSEL shall, without additional compensation, immediately correct or
revise any deficiencies, errors, or omissions caused by CONTRACT COUNSEL in its
analysis, reports, and services. It is also understood and agreed by both parties that if any
error is found, CONTRACT COUNSEL will expeditiously make the necessary correction,
at no expense to the BOULDER CITY, except when such error is the sole cause of
BOULDER CITY.

SECTION 16. CONFLICTS

During the term of this Agreement, CONTRACT COUNSEL will notify BC CITY
ATTORNEY on any matter where a potential conflict of interest exists pursuant to the
Nevada Rules of Professional Conduct 1.7 and 1.8. Upon a determination a conflict of
interest exists, CONTRACT COUNSEL shall immediately cease working on the matter
unless BOULDER CITY and HENDERSON provides written consent waiving such
conflict.

SECTION 17. EXCLUSIVE BENEFIT OF THE PARTIES/NO THIRD
PARTY RIGHTS

Except as specifically provided in this section, this Agreement is not intended to create any
rights, benefits, powers or interests in any third party and this Agreement is entered into
for the exclusive benefit of the BOULDER CITY and CONTRACT COUNSEL.

SECTION 18. SEVERABILITY

If any portion of this Agreement is found to be invalid, the remainder of the Agreement
remains in effect.

117
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SECTION 19. ARBITRATION

All claims, disputes, and other matters in question between the parties to this Agreement,
arising out of or relating to this Agreement or the breach thereof will be decided by
arbitration. Arbitration will be used in accordance with the rules of the American
Arbitration Association unless the parties mutually agree otherwise. No arbitration, arising
out of or relating to this Agreement, shall include, by consolidation, joinder or in any other
manner, any additional person not a party to this Agreement except by written consent
containing a specific reference to this Agreement and signed by the BOULDER CITY and
CONTRACT COUNSEL, and any other person sought to be joined. Any consent to
arbitration involving any additional person or persons shall not constitute consent to
arbitration of any dispute not described therein or with any person not named or described
therein. This Agreement to arbitrate and any agreement to arbitrate with any additional
person or persons duly consented to by the parties of this Agreement shall be specifically
enforceable under the prevailing arbitration law.

SECTION 20. NOTICES

Any notice required or permitted to be given under this Agreement shall be deemed to have
been given when received by the party to whom it is directed by personal service, hand
delivery or United States Mail at the following addresses:

TO BOULDER CITY: Boulder City City Manager
Attn: Taylour Tedder
401 California Avenue
Boulder City, NV 89005
Phone: 702/293-9201
Email: TTedder@bcnv.org

TO HENDERSON: Henderson City Attorney’s Office
Attn: Nicholas Vaskov, City Attorney
P. O. Box 95050, MSC #144
Henderson, NV 89009-5050
Phone: 702/267-1200
Email: Nicholas.vaskov(@cityofhenderson.com

Either party may, at any time and from time to time, change its representative or address
by written notice to the other.

SECTION 21. ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties and may only be
modified, supplemented or amended by a written agreement signed by both parties.
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SECTION 22. FISCAL FUNDING

Funding of this Agreement is dependent on budget appropriations set each fiscal year. If
necessary funds to continue with the Services are not allocated by the either party, this
Agreement shall automatically terminate at the expiration of the appropriated funds.

SECTION 23. TIME OF ESSENCE
Time is of the essence as to each and every provision of this Agreement.
SECTION 24. AUTHORITY

Both Parties represents and warrants that the person signing this Agreement has all requisite
authority to bind the Parties to the terms and obligations of this Agreement.

SECTION 25. COUNTERPARTS

This Agreement may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of which shall be
regarded as an original and all of which shall constitute the same agreement. This
Agreement may be executed by an electronic signature of either party, with the electronic
signature having the same force and effect as if this Agreement had been executed by the
actual signature of either party. Delivery of this Agreement may be accomplished by
electronic mail transmission. In such event, the parties hereto shall promptly thereafter
deliver to each other executed counterpart originals of this Agreement. The captions
contained in this Agreement are for the convenience of the parties and shall not be
construed so as to alter the meaning of the provisions of the Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Henderson, Nevada has made and executed this
Agreement and caused the seal of said City to be affixed hereto, and the CONTRACT
COUNSEL has hereinto set its hand this day and year written.

/11
/11
/1
/1
/1
/11
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CITY OF HENDERSON
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DATE OF COUNCIL ACTION:

RICHARD A. DERRICK
City Manager/CEO

APPROVED AS TO CONTENT
AND FORM

NICHOLAS G. VASKOV
City Attorney

ATTEST:

JOSE LUIS VALDEZ, CMC
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FUNDING

JIM MCINTOSH
Chief Financial Officer
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CITY OF BOULDER CITY
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DATE OF COUNCIL ACTION:

KIERNAN MCMANUS,
Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM

BRITTANY WALKER,
City Attorney

ATTEST:

TAMI MCKAY,
City Clerk, MMC, CPO
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Recognition of Damboree Committee

SUBJECT:
Recognition and Certificate of Appreciation to the Damboree Committee members (As
requested by Council member Bridges)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
(| ltem 5 Staff Report Cover Memo

(| Certificate Cover Memo



BOULDER CITY
City CounciL

MAYOR
KIERNAN MCMANUS

COUNCIL MEMBERS:
JAMES HOWARD ADAMS
CLAUDIA BRIDGES
MATT FOX

SHERRI JORGENSEN

<o)

MEETING LOCATION:

City CounciL CHAMBER
401 CALIFORNIA AVENUE
BouLber CiTy, NV 89005

MAILING ADDRESS:
401 CALIFORNIA AVENUE
BouLber CiTy, NV 89005

WEBPAGE:
WWW.BCNV.ORG

<o)

City MANAGER:
TAYLOUR TEDDER, CECD

CiTY ATTORNEY:
BRITTANY WALKER, ESQ.

City CLERK:
Tami McKay, MMC, CPO

CommuNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR:

MicHAEL MAYs, AICP

PusLIC WORKS DIRECTOR:
KEEGAN LITTRELL, P.E.

UTILITIES DIRECTOR:
DENNIS PORTER, P.E.

PoLIce CHIEF:
TiM SHEA

FIRE CHIEF:
WiLL GRrAY, CFO

FINANCE DIRECTOR:
DIANE PELLETIER, CPA

PARKs & RECREATION DIRECTOR
ROGER HALL

City Council Meeting
August 24, 2021
Item No. §

Staff Report

TO: Mayor McManus and City Council members

FROM: Tami McKay, City Clerk

DATE: August 16, 2021

SUBJECT: Recognition and Certificate of Appreciation to the
Damboree Committee members (As requested by Council member
Bridges)

Business Impact Statement: This action will not have a significant

economic impact on business and will not directly restrict the
formation, operation, or expansion of a business.

Action Requested: That the City Council recognize and present
certificates to the Damboree Committee members.

Overview:

e The 4" of July Damboree Celebration is a Special Event organized
by Damboree, Inc., a 501 C-3 non-profit organization

e The Damboree Committee is a group of volunteers who plan,
coordinate and implement the 4™ of July Damboree Celebration

e Damboree, Inc. has partnered with the City of Boulder City for the
past 25 years

Background Information:

The 4" of July Damboree Celebration is a Special Event organized by
Damboree, Inc., a 501 C-3 non-profit organization with the State of
Nevada.




The Damboree Committee is comprised of a group of dedicated volunteers who plan,
coordinate, and implement the Boulder City 4" of July Damboree Celebration. The
Committee is responsible for coordinating the parade including marketing, parade lineup,
securing PA systems for announcing stations, selecting the parade marshals and
purchasing parade awards. After the parade, festivities begin at Broadbent Park and
move their location to Veterans Memorial Park. Local leaders are arranged to speak at
the welcoming ceremony and food and drink vendors, as well as a DJ are secured for the
event.

Damboree Inc, has partnered with the City of Boulder City for the past 25 years to help
facilitate the event. The Parks and Recreation Department help organize fun and games
for children and adults, as well as organize secure spots at the park for tents and popups.

The Public Works Streets Department is responsible for blocking off the street for the
parade and for the deployment of steet signs and barricades at both parks.

The Public Works Electrical Division provides power boxes at Bicentennial Park,
Broadbent Park and Veterans Memorial Park. They also secure the large generator
needed to power the large numbers of vendors and stage area at Veterans Memorial
Park.

The Boulder City Police Department provides security and traffic control for the parade
and both park venues.

The Fire Department provides emergency medical services, supervises the setup and
fireworks show, inspects food vendors including large tent structures and generators in
the park.

There is a collaborative effort between the City of Boulder City and the volunteers of the
Damboree Committee to make the patriotic 4™ of July event a huge success.

Recommendation: The City Clerk respectfully requests the City Council recognize and
present certificates to the Damboree Committee members.

Attachment:
Certificates



Certificate of Appreciation

Thank you for your dedication and support to the Damboree Committee
and for continually making the 4th of July a great success.

Presented to

Damboree Committee

With much gratitude,
Mayor and City Council of Boulder City

Mayor Kiernan J. McManus



R7322 Private Activity Bond Volume Cap

SUBJECT:
For possible action: Matters pertaining to the 2021 Private Activity Bond Volume Cap

A. Presentation by Nevada Rural Housing Authority's (NRHA) Director of Homeownership Programs,
Diane Arvizo

B. Resolution No. 7322, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City, Nevada providing for the transfer
of the City's 2021 Private Activity Bond Volume Cap to the Nevada Rural Housing Authority
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Staff Report

TO: Mayor McManus and City Council members
FROM: Tami McKay, City Clerk
DATE: August 16, 2021

SUBJECT: Matters pertaining to the 2021 Private Activity Bond
Volume Cap

A. Presentation by Nevada Rural Housing Authority’s (NRHA) Director
of Homeownership Programs, Diane Arvizo

B.Resolution No. 7322, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City,
Nevada providing for the transfer of the City’'s 2021 Private Activity
Bond Volume Cap to the Nevada Rural Housing Authority

Business Impact Statement: This action will not have a significant
economic impact on business and will not directly restrict the
formation, operation, or expansion of a business.

Action Requested: That the City Council consider approval of
Resolution No. 7322 providing for the transfer of the City’s 2021 tax-
exempt Private Activity Bond Cap to the Nevada Rural Housing
Authority

Overview:

e NHRA Director of Homeownership Programs, Diane Arvizo, will be
in attendance via ZOOM to offer a brief presentation

e The proposed resolution authorizes the City Council to transfer the
City’s allocation of $885,031.77 in tax-exempt private activity bond
volume cap for year 2021 to the Nevada Rural Housing Authority




Background Information:

Under the provisions of Chapter 348A of the Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS) and 348A
of the Nevada Administrative Code (NAC), Boulder City is allocated tax-exempt private
activity bond volume cap based on the population of the city. For the calendar year 2021,
the City’s allocation is $885,031.77.

Under the provision of the NAC, if the City does not allocate its volume cap to a specific
project before September 1, that volume cap reverts to the State of Nevada (Department
of Business and Industry) for the State to use on private activity bond projects on which
the State is working. The proposed resolution allows the City Council to transfer the City’s
allocation of $885,031.77 in tax-exempt private activity bond volume cap to the Nevada
Rural Housing Authority to provide low interest mortgages and down payment/closing
assistance in rural portions of Clark County including Boulder City.

Recommendation: That the City Council consider approval of Resolution No. 7322
providing for the transfer of the City’s 2021 tax-exempt Private Activity Bond Cap to the
Nevada Rural Housing Authority

Attachment:

Resolution No. 7322 and Certificate of Transfer
2021 Volume Cap Distribution Info

Home At Last Brochure



RESOLUTION NoO. 7322

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BOULDER CITY, NEVADA
PROVIDING FOR THE TRANSFER OF THE CITY’S 2021 PRIVATE ACTIVITY BOND
VOLUME CAP TO THE NEVADA RURAL HOUSING AUTHORITY; AND OTHER MATTERS
RELATED THERETO

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 348A of the Nevada Revised Statutes
(“NRS”’) and Chapter 348 A of the Nevada Administrative Code (“NAC "), there has been allocated
to the City of Boulder City, Clark County, Nevada (the “City,” “County” and ‘State,”
respectively), the amount of $885,031.77 in tax-exempt private activity bond volume cap for year
2021 (the “2021 Bond Cap”); and

WHEREAS, the Nevada Rural Housing Authority (the “NRHA ), has requested that the City
transfer its 2021 Bond Cap to the NRHA for the purpose of providing a means of financing the
costs of single family residential housing that will provide decent, safe and sanitary dwellings at
affordable prices for persons of low and moderate income ( “Single Family Programs”); and

WHEREAS, the City is a local government as defined by NAC 348A.070; and

WHEREAS, Section 348A.180 of the NAC provides a procedure whereby the City may, by
resolution, transfer to any other local government located within the same county, all or any portion
of its 2021 Bond Cap; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to NRS 315.983(1)(a), the NRHA is an instrumentality, local
government and political subdivision of the State; and

WHEREAS, the NRHA is located within the County, pursuant to NRS 315.963, which
defines the NRHA’s area of operation as “any area of the State which is not included within the
corporate limits of a city or town having a population of 150,000 or more.”

NoOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City does hereby find, resolve, determine and
order as follows:

Section 1. Recitals. The recitals set forth herein above are true and correct in all
respects.

Section 2. Transfer of Private Activity Bond Volume Cap. Pursuant to NAC 348A.180,
the City hereby transfers its 2021 Bond Cap in the amount of $885,031.77 to the NRHA for its
Single Family Programs.

Section 3.  Use of 2021 Bond Cap. The NRHA will use the 2021 Bond Cap for single
family purposes in calendar year 2021 or carry forward any remaining amount according to the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, for such purposes.

PABC-2021-Resolution_Boulder-City
2241065



Section 4.  Representative of City. Pursuant to NAC 348A.180(1), the Director of the
State of Nevada Department of Business and Industry (the “Director”) may contact Taylour
Tedder, City Manager, Boulder City, regarding this Resolution at (702) 293-9202 or by email at
TTedder@bcnv.org or in writing at City of Boulder City, 401 California Avenue, Boulder City,
Nevada 89005.

Section 5.  Additional Action. The Mayor and Clerk of the City are hereby authorized
and directed to take all actions as necessary to effectuate the transfer of the 2021 Bond Cap, and
carry out the duties of the City hereunder, including the execution of all certificates pertaining to
the transfer as required by NAC Ch. 348A.

Section 6.  Direction to the NRHA. The NRHA shall notify the Director in writing as
soon as practicable of the occurrence or nonoccurrence of any term or condition that would affect
the disposition of the 2021 Bond Cap.

Section 7.  Representative of the NRHA. Pursuant to NAC 348A.180(3), the Director
may contact Diane Arvizo, Director of Homeownership Programs of the NRHA regarding this
Resolution at (775) 886-7900 or by email at Diane@NVRural.Org or in writing at Nevada Rural
Housing Authority, 3695 Desatoya Drive, Carson City, Nevada 89701.

Section 8. Obligation of the City. This Resolution is not to be construed as a pledge of
the faith and credit of or by the City, or of any agency, instrumentality, or subdivision of the City.
Nothing in this Resolution obligates or authorizes the City to issue bonds for any project or to grant
approvals for a project or constitutes a representation that such bonds will be issued.

Section 9. Enforceability. If any section, paragraph, clause or provision of this
Resolution shall for any reason be held to be invalid or unenforceable, the invalidity or
unenforceability of such section, paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect any of the
remaining provisions of this Resolution. This Resolution shall go into effect immediately upon its
passage.



ADOPTED, SIGNED AND APPROVED this day of ,2021.

CITY OF BOULDER CITY, NEVADA

By

Kiernan McManus, Mayor

ATTEST:

By

Tami McKay, City Clerk



CERTIFICATE OF TRANSFER OF VOLUME CAP

I, Tami McKay, am the duly chosen and qualified City Clerk of the City of Boulder City,
Nevada (the “Ci#y”) and in the performance of my duties as City Clerk do hereby certify to the
Office of Business Finance and Planning in accordance with Section 348A.260 of the Nevada
Administrative Code (“NAC”), that the private activity bond volume cap allocated to the City in
the amount of $885,031.77 has been transferred as follows:

$885,031.77 has been transferred pursuant to NAC 348A.180 from the City, a local
government, located in Clark County to the Nevada Rural Housing Authority, a
local government, located within Clark County for the purpose of providing a
means of financing the costs of single family residential housing that will provide
decent, safe and sanitary dwellings at affordable prices for persons of low and
moderate income.

This certificate is being filed within five (5) days of the transfer being made in accordance
with NAC 348.260.

CITY OF BOULDER CITY, NEVADA

By

Tami McKay, City Clerk

cc: Diane Arvizo, Nevada Rural Housing Authority



State of Nevada - Department of Business & Industry
Distribution of Federal Tax Exempt Private Activity Bonding Authority [CAP]

For Use in Calendar Year 2021

Based upon estimates from the Nevada State Demographer with the Nevada Department of Taxation

$345,208,490.00 =Total statewide allocation
$172,604,245.00 =Local jurisdictions allocation Total

Counties & Incorporated 2020 Percentage of State
Cities Population Estimate** Population
County Totals Jurisdiction Totals | Total for Distribution $ 172,604,245
Carson City 56,434 56,434 1.79430% $ 3,097,034.98
Churchill County 26,202
Fallon 9,077 0.28860% $ 498,135.64
Unincorporated County 17,125 0.54448% $ 939,800.90
Clark County 2,320,107
Boulder City 16,127 0.51275% $ 885,031.77
Henderson 322,800 10.26331% $ 17,714,903.98
Las Vegas 655,489 20.84103% $ 35,972,505.26
Mesquite 24,971 0.79394% $ 1,370,380.63
North Las Vegas 258,761 8.22721% $ 14,200,515.09
Unincorporate County 1,041,959 33.12870% $ 57,181,547.83
Douglas County 49,082 49,082 1.56054% $ 2,693,565.42
Elko County 55,435
Carlin 2,674 0.08502% $ 146,746.14
Elko 21,492 0.68333% $ 1,179,456.99
Wells 1,296 0.04121% $ 71,123.03
West Wendover 4,535 0.14419% $ 248,875.74
Unincorporated County 25,438 0.80879% $ 1,396,009.07
Esmeralda County 999 999 0.03176% $ 54,824.01
Eureka County 1,936 1,936 0.06155% $ 106,245.52
Humboldt County 17,064
Winnemucca 7,937 0.25235% $ 435,573.71
Unincorporated County 9,127 0.29019% $ 500,879.58
Lander County 6,324 6,324 0.20107% $ 347,054.07
Lincoln County 5,293
Caliente 1,133 0.03602% $ 62,177.78
Unincorporated County 4,160 0.13227% $ 228,296.16
Lyon County 57,629
Fernley 20,901 0.66454% $ 1,147,023.57
Yerington 3,488 0.11090% $ 191,417.55
Unincorporated County 33,240 1.05685% $ 1,824,174.13
Mineral County 4,896 4,896 0.15567% $ 268,687.02
Nye County 48,414 48,414 1.53931% $ 2,656,906.32
Pershing County 6,983
Lovelock 2,046 0.06505% $ 112,282.20
Unincorporated County 4,937 0.15697% $ 270,937.05
Storey County 4,304 4,304 0.13684% $ 236,198.72
Washoe County 473,606
Reno 258,230 8.21033% $ 14,171,374.40
Sparks 103,230 3.28216% $ 5,665,147.27
Unincorporated County 112,146 3.56564% $ 6,154,447.40
White Pine County 10,477
Ely 4,275 0.13592% $ 234,607.23
Unincorporated County 6,202 0.19719% $ 340,358.84
Totals 3,145,185 3,145,185 100.0000% $ 172,604,245.00

IRS Bulletin: 2021-11

Saved in Excel as: 2021 Volume Cap Distribution Information




Home At Last™ HOME |t

Nevada Rural
A Program of the Nevada Rural Housing Authority gamummey | o8 Autherity

The Nevada Rural Housing Authority’s mission is to promote, provide and finance
affordable housing opportunities for all rural Nevadans.

Home At Last™ homeownership programs — from mortgage tax credits, down payment
assistance, low-rate mortgage options, to homebuyer education — provide rural Nevadans
with an opportunity to achieve successful and sustainable homeownership, which is a key
component to economic development. Nevada Rural Housing Authority recognizes the
tremendous value in working together with our local communities and your commitment to
helping to ensure every Nevadan has a home they can afford — it’s part of what makes rural
Nevada a great place to live!

Home At Last™ Program Impact
BOULDER CITY

S4.3 Million in Mortgages Provided

$40,000 in estimated Federal Tax Savings
to homeowners in the City since 2006

o
[e]

/\ $142,692 in Down Payment Assistance
ﬁ to homebuyers in the City since 2006

20 Nevadans became homeowners in
the City with Home At Last™ since 2006

e

Home At Last™ Program Performance Since 2006

$2.1 BILLION $60 MILLION
Mortgages Provided Down Payment Assistance Provided
10,002 HOMEOWNERS $35.6 MILLION
Mortgage Credit Certificates Estimated Tax Savings to Homeowners
Down Payment Assistance Reinvested in Local Communities

Homebuyer Education @

Nevada Rural Housing Authority is an equal opportunity provider and employer. s



Home At Last™

BOULDER CITY

el
HOME

Getting You Home

A Program of

Nevada Rural
Housing Authority

HomeAtLastNV.org

Pursuant to NRS 315 et. seq., Nevada Rural Housing Authority (NRHA) operates under the
oversight of a board of commissioners appointed by the Nevada Association of Counties and
the Nevada League of Cities and Municipalities, and is defined as an instrumentality, local
government and political subdivision of the State of Nevada, exercising public and essential
governmental functions. NRHA’s area of operation is defined as communities with

population below 150,000.

Home At Last™ Program Impact in Clark County Since 2006

COMMUNITY MORTGAGES HOMEOWNERS ASSISTED
Boulder City $4,305,998 20
Bunkerville $348,566 2
Cal Nev Ari $801,199 5
Cold Creek $166,666 1
Goodsprings 5176,267 1
Indian Springs 5404,282 4
lean $178,301 2
Las Vegas $329,152,769 1,351
Laughlin $2,983,047 18
Logandale 54,109,683 20
Mesquite $3,117,765 16
Moapa $396,349 3
Overton - Moapa Valley $3,485,890 20
Sandy Valley $1,024,628 4
Sloan $135,375 1
Whitney $10,195,043 43
TOTAL $360,981,828 1,511

PROGRAM MORTGAGES HOMEOWNERS ASSISTED
Down Payment Assistance $314,705,892 1,278
Mortgage Credit Certificates 546,275,936 233
TOTAL $360,981,828 1,511

Average Loan
Amount:
$307,860

Average Credit
Score:
776

Average Household
Income:
$57,498

Nevada Rural Housing Authority is an equal opportunity provider and employer. s



Nevada Rural

Home At Last™ HOME | i
HOME
AT LAST | Housing Authority
BOULDER CITY

As a nationally recognized award-winning homeownership program, Home At Last™
provides unprecedented access to a wider range of affordable credit options, resulting in
doors being opened for more rural Nevadans to own a home. A transfer of private activity
bond cap to Nevada Rural Housing Authority benefits our local communities by providing
affordable single-family home financing to low- and moderate-income households.

HOME AT LAST™

MORTGAGES AND DOWN PAYMENT ASSISTANCE
BOULDER CITY — 2020

$330,000.00
$325,000.00
$320,000.00 $9,426.00
$315,000.00
$310,000.00
$305,000.00

$300,000.00 $5,970.00

$295,000.00

$290,000.00 $298,500.00

$285,000.00

$314,204.00

1 2

B Mortgages Provided B Down Payment Assistance

HOME AT LAST™
PARTICIPATING LENDERS
SERVING BOULDER CITY 2020

LOAN TYPE

Shawn McWilliams, RMS
& Associates

Western Mortgage, Inc.
m USDA-RHS = FHA

- il

Dennis Zicha, All
-
1

0

=

Nevada Rural Housing Authority is an equal opportunity provider and employer. s



™
Home At Last ‘HOME
EDUCATION ST | Hosing Authority

Getting You Home HomeAtLastNV.org

Home At Last™ University (HAL U, for short), is a nationally

Home At Last™ recognized program that provides homebuyers, lenders,
and real estate professionals with 24/7 online access to

HAL required homebuyer education and program training

During the pandemic, HAL U prepared thousands of
homebuyers, and trained hundreds of lenders and real
estate professionals. HAL U has expanded its reach to

ﬁ assist rural Nevadans by providing the HUD required
Housing Choice Voucher (Section 8) briefings to tenants
who are unable to meet with a case worker in person.
Enrollment & Graduation Rate by Month

683
571
88 337 380 206
248
BT T g P e 1y 1 T 1 I I I I
ERERRREREERRRRRR
July August September  October ~ Nowvember December  January February March April May
82% 82% 82% 82% &1% 26% 82% 24% a7% 81% 84%
Student Debt Student Debt Balance
$5001 - - More
$10000, than
Has 106, 6% $10000,
0,
Total Student 284, 15%

| 't(') ? d Debt,

n'z'lag;" 2080, $1501 - Less

! ! 49% SSOOOO, than

85, 5% $1500,
1386,
M Less than S1500 w1 $1501 - S5000
i Has Student Debt Total Initiated 2 2 2

$5001 - $10000 More than $10000

Nevada Rural Housing Authority is an equal opportunity provider and employer
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R7323 Historic Preservation Plan

SUBJECT:
For possible action: Matters related to a proposed Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan

A. Presentation by Mariana Ruiz, Nevada Preservation Foundation
B. Resolution No. 7323, a resolution of the City Council of Boulder City, Nevada adopting an Historic

Preservation Plan for the City of Boulder City

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type
O ltem 7 Staff Report Cover Memo
] Attachment 1 Resolution Letter
] Attachment 2 Backup Material
] Attachment 2 - part 2 Backup Material
] Attachment 3 Backup Material
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City Council Meeting
August 24, 2021
Item No. 7

Staff Report

TO: Taylour Tedder, City Manager
FROM: Michael Mays, Community Development Director
DATE: August 24, 2021

SUBJECT: For possible action: Matters related to a proposed Boulder
City Historic Preservation Plan

A. Presentation by Mariana Ruiz, Nevada Preservation Foundation

B. Resolution No. 7323, a resolution of the City of Boulder City, Nevada
adopting an Historic Preservation Plan for the City of Boulder City

Business Impact Statement: This action will not have a significant
economic impact on business and will not directly restrict the
formation, operation, or expansion of a business.

Action Requested: That the City Council hear the presentation by the
Nevada Preservation Foundation and consider Resolution No. 7323.

Overview:

e One of the City’s 2025 strategic plan goals was to adopt a historic
preservation plan for the community.

¢ Nevada Preservation Foundation was hired to prepare the draft plan.
e The Historic Preservation Committee has reviewed and
recommends approval of the draft plan.

Background Information: The City hired the Nevada Preservation
Foundation (NPF) in early 2020 to prepare a historic preservation plan
for the community. This follows Goal D, Strategy 2 of the City’s 2025
Strategic Plan to develop a historic preservation plan for the community
that will help guide the city on future historic preservation efforts. This
mirrors the Historic Preservation Committee Goal # 2.

Efforts by NPF to conduct public outreach were hampered by COVID-




19. A public meeting was held on March 5, 2020. A subsequent, virtual public
engagement occurred in the fourth quarter of 2020 which resulted in feedback from 169
residents.

NPF prepared a draft plan based on public input and presented to the Historic
Preservation Committee (“Committee”) for review. It contains community background
information, survey results and historic preservation recommendations. The draft plan
offers 17 objectives or action items for the community to pursue over the next five years.
Similar to the city’s strategic plan and economic development plan, NPF has developed
a matrix (page 41 of the study included as Attachment 2) that provides a road map on
action item priorities.

On June 23, 2021, the Committee recommended approval of the plan for Council
consideration.

Financial: No impact
Boulder City Strategic Plan Goal: Goal D — Promote Historic Preservation — Strategy 4

Amend existing codes to achieve historic preservation goals — Complete Historic
Preservation Plan

Department Recommendation: Community Development staff respectfully request that
the City Council hear the presentation by the Nevada Preservation Foundation and
consider Resolution No. 7323.

Attachments:
1. Resolution 7323
2. Draft Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan — Part 1
3. Draft Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan — Part 2
4. NPS Presentation



RESOLUTION NO. 7323

RESOLUTION NO. 7323 OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF BOULDER CITY,
NEVADA, ADOPTING AN HISTORIC PRESERVATION PLAN FOR THE CITY
OF BOULDER CITY

WHEREAS, The City does not have a historic preservation plan; and

WHEREAS, The City Council adopted the 2025 Boulder City Strategic Plan on December
11, 2018; and

WHEREAS, That Goal D — Promote Historic Preservation — Strategy 4: Amend existing
codes to achieve historic preservation goals of the 2025 Boulder City
Strategic Plan calls for the adoption of a historic preservation plan (“Plan”);
and

WHEREAS, The City sponsored two public outreach efforts in 2020 to seek community
input for the Plan; and

WHEREAS, The Historic Preservation Committee has reviewed and recommended City
Council consideration of the Plan on June 23, 2021; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that City Council approves the Boulder City
Historic Preservation Plan as provided in Exhibit A

DATED and APPROVED this 24th day of August, 2021.

Kiernan McManus, Mayor

ATTEST:

Tami McKay, City Clerk
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CHAPTER1 I

INTRODUCTION

Boulder City embarked upon the development of this plan in March 2020. As one
of the most storied cities in Southern Nevada, Boulder City relies upon its history
and historic architecture to not only provide a sense of place for residents, but to
also provide visitors with a feel of an early era of Southern Nevada history and its
association to national and international history. Today with development pressures
and an increasing number of historic structures in Boulder City, a plan such as this is
critical to the future of this community, its built environment and economic potential.

6 BOULDER CITY HISTORIC PRESERVATION PLAN



PURPOSE

Boulder City’s history dates to pre-historic eras and was the home of Native Americans
through arrival of European exploration and development of the 19th century. Like
much of Nevada, the 19th century era brought an influx of mining prospectors and
speculations that would change the natural landscape and how the land was inhabited.
In the early 20th century Boulder City came into being and a significant settlement

for permanent homes began, much due to the initiatives of the federal government.
The Boulder Canyon Project Act, enacted on December 21, 1928 by President Calvin
Coolidge, authorized the construction of the Hoover Dam in the Black Canyon on the
Colorado River approximately 7 miles east from present day Bolder City.

By late 1930, the Bureau began construction of Boulder City to house dam workers
and permanent operators, and to be a central staging area for the dam construction
activities. Modeled as the first fully developed experiment in 20th century new town
planning, Boulder City provided housing, commercial enterprises and entertainment

to keep residents within the confines of the city and away from the temptation of Las
Vegas, thereby maintaining efficiency and safety during the construction of the dam.
By 1932, the view north on Nevada Way toward the Bureau of Reclamation Building on
the hill looked much as it does today.

The development of Boulder City has continued with mid-20th century additions in
the form of residential neighborhoods and a collection of motor courts along Nevada
Way. Like much of Southern Nevada, Boulder City has grown significantly since its
start. Yet, there has long been an ethic of preservation and recognition of the important
place Boulder City and the Hoover Dam play in our national story. This origin story and
preservation of the buildings associated with the era has been strong, however, there
is great room for expansion to visually preserve the era of the Baby Boomers, Boulder
City’s incorporation era of the 1960s and the neighborhoods of the 1970s. Because of
Boulder City’s recognition as a national and international destination, it is particularly
important to retain the historic fabric of this community through the retention of its
architectural resources both residential and commercial.

This historic preservation plan will provide background on past and current work on
historic preservation and planning, an analysis of the issues facing Boulder City, goals
and objectives for meeting these issues, and recommendations for the new Certified
Local Government (CLG) status.
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METHODOLOGY

In early 2020, Boulder City hired the Nevada Preservation Foundation (NPF) to assist
the City with efforts to create a historic preservation plan based on archival research,
analysis, and community outreach. The City envisioned holding multiple community
meetings to engage with residents and to provide a platform for public comment
regarding the preservation plan. Unfortunately, the COVID-19 pandemic greatly limited
the ability of Boulder City to safely conduct public meetings.

Due to the global pandemic that onset in 2020, the in-person public engagement that
is typical of the planning process was limited to one community meeting on March

5, 2020. The workshop was attended by approximately 50 Boulder City residents,
members of City Council and members the Historic Preservation Committee. Attendees
worked in small groups led by NPF staff to discuss various topics including the
structure and functions of the Historic Preservation Committee (HPC), the Boulder City
historic preservation ordinance, the development of historic districts, and the role of
heritage tourism as an economic driver. This workshop also educated residents on
best practices for preserving buildings and the role of the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards in providing a framework, maintenance, and rehabilitation. Refer to Appendix
A for details on the March 5th community meeting.

With the increase in severity of the pandemic, no additional in person meetings

were able to be safely held. NPF worked with Boulder City to pivot the outreach
strategy using digital engagement platforms. To develop an initial direction for the
preservation plan, NPF analyzed the community input from the March 5th meeting
and concurrently conducted a review of Boulder City’s historic preservation literature,
policies, and city planning documents. The result of this analysis was presented to the
community through a video presentation via Boulder City’s cable channel as well as
YouTube channel in September 2020.

In addition, an online survey was created as a feedback tool that residents could
participate in with or without having watched the video presentation. Residents were
made aware of the online survey through the utility mailer, as is common practice by
the City to disseminate information to residents. The survey addressed questions

on various topics from the HPC, the historic preservation ordinance, preference for
prioritizing historic resource surveys, and Boulder City’s possible participation in the
Nevada Main Street program. In all, 169 Boulder City residents participated in the
survey, providing significant input that guided NPF in developing the initial outline of the
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historic preservation plan. Refer to Appendix A for the Survey Monkey results.

It should also be noted that NPF attempted to provide a means for residents to
participate in the survey over the telephone or through a paper option. Unfortunately,
those options were not actualized and ultimately all responses came through the online

survey.

In addition to the survey, NPF conducted research and a thorough review of the
following Boulder City reports:

*

Boulder City Historic District, Nomination to the National Register of Historic Places,
Vol. I and Il, July 1983

Historic District Preservation Plan Summary Report, April 13, 1998

Boulder City Redevelopment Plan, 1999

Boulder City/US 93 Corridor Study Final Environment Impact Statement, 2005
2018 Historic Preservation Community Survey

Boulder City Code, Title 11, Chapter 27 Historic Resources, Updated 03/21/2019
The Historic District of Boulder City Nevada, Spring 2012

Boulder City Master Plan, updated February 2015

Economic Development Strategy, Boulder City, NV, September 2019

Updated Architectural Survey and Inventory of the Boulder City Historic District,
August 2020

Additional preservation reports that were studied and referenced in this plan include:

*

*

Nevada SHPO Model Ordinance for Historic Preservation, 2019

City of Las Vegas Historic Properties & Neighborhood Preservation Plan Element,
2010

City of Las Vegas Historic Preservation Ordinance, March 2011

City of Henderson Historic Preservation Plan, June 2014

Nevada SHPO Certified Local Government Handbook, revised 2018

Clark County Comprehensive Master Plan Historic Preservation Element, 2019

State of Nevada Historic Preservation Plan 2020-2028
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CHAPTER2 I

BOULDER CITY HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Boulder City is a uniqgue 20th century city. Its origins are the essence of American
ingenuity and resilience. It is the result of careful planning and intentional design

for the generations that were to follow. The streetscapes and neighborhoods tell
the story of the broader American experience as the country grew and modernized
its infrastructure after World War | and through the Great Depression. The
neighborhoods developed during the Post-World War Il era and into the 1970s also
capture the essence of American growth and prosperity, providing housing and
commercial amenities for tourists of the Atomic era and the great Southwest. The
origins story of Boulder City has been well documented and preserved through key
buildings located within the original historic district. The next step for Boulder City in
its preservation legacy is to follow suit with national and regional trends to embrace
the era of 1950s, 1960s and 1970s so that the community addresses existing housing
conservation as well as identify potential sites and buildings that could expand the

economic opportunities related to heritage tourism and real estate.
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Historic Preservation Planning in Boulder City

Long-term historic preservation planning initiatives of Boulder City took root in

the 1980s with the establishment of the 1983 National Register of Historic Places
Boulder City Historic District. This initial historic district was the result of community
preservation enthusiasts who recognized the unique significance of Boulder City

as a government and company boom town of the 1930s and 1940s. The historic
district was comprised of 514 buildings that represented government commissioned
residential multi-family, single family, and commercial buildings. Boulder City was the
essence of a planned community that evoked the planning philosophies of the era
that integrated thoughtful landscapes and the revivalist period of architectural design.

Master planning initiatives in 1991 included policies to support the development of a
historic preservation plan and ordinance and promotion of public awareness of the
City’s historic and cultural resources. Boulder City continued to prioritize preservation
planning through the 1990s, enacting the Historic District Preservation Plan Study
Committee in 1996, which issued their findings summary in 1998. The aim of the 1998
Historic District Preservation Plan Summary Report was to further the goals that were
set forth in the 1991 Boulder City Master Plan as mandated by Boulder City. Historic
preservation was further emphasized in the 2003 Master Plan which recommended
the creation of a Cultural Resource Comission and the establishment of design
guidelines and an overlay district to address maintenance and preservation of historic
housing features.

1998 Historic District Preservation Plan Summary Report

The 1998 Historic District Preservation Plan Summary Report furthered the goals that
were set forth in the 1991 Boulder City Master Plan.

The Committee identified seven sub-areas within the historic district to recommend
for future zoning overlays. Significant buildings within each sub-area were recognized
and basic design guidelines were provided for each sub-area based on the character
of the historic district. Additionally, the Committee recommended to establish a
historic preservation ordinance and a Cultural Resource Committee (now known

as the Historic Preservation Committee) to support the ordinance and historic
preservation initiatives of the City. Other priority recommendations for the Cultural
Resource Committee include:
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+ Development of overlay zones in the historic district.

+ Development of education and cultural heritage initiatives.

+ Development of design guidelines for the historic district.

+ Development of financial and/or tax incentives for historic preservation.
+ Conduct surveys of prospective historic districts.

+ Obtain Certified Local Government (CLG) status.

+ Encourage rehabilitation of historic buildings.

+ Provide an appeal process for homeowners of historic resources who do not
follow historic design guidelines.

Boulder City Municipal Code, Title 11, Chapter 27 Historic Resources

Boulder City’s Municipal Code, Title 11, Chapter 27 titled Historic Resources details
the role of the City’s Historic Preservation Committee and outlines the historic
preservation ordinance for Boulder City. The Historic Resources chapter was
implemented due to ordinance no. 1369 effective on December 4, 2008, followed

by ordinance no. 1572 that went into effect on October 20, 2016. The chapter
contains seven sub-sections, including the purpose of the chapter, the duties of the
Community Development Department and the Historic Preservation Committee,

the designation of historic resources, the description of historic resources, historic
development guidelines, and demolition and rehabilitation of historic resources. For a
full copy of the document refer to the Boulder City government website: https./www.
bcnv.org/DocumentCenter/View/3463/CITY-CODE----Historic-Resources-PDF

Boulder City Historic Preservation Committee

The Boulder City Historic Preservation Committee was established in 2006 under the
mandate of ordinance no. 1295. The Committee is comprised of 5 residents of Boulder
City, and it is tasked with advising the Planning Commission and the City Council on

all matters pertaining to historic preservation and to assisting property owners with
maintaining and enhancing the historic resources of Boulder City. The Committee’s
duties are detailed in section 11-27-2-B of Boulder City’s Municipal Code, Title 11,
Chapter 27, Historic Resources.

Certified Local Government (CLG) Status

Boulder City became a Certified Local Government in August 2019. The CLG program
is a preservation partnership between local, state, and national governments focused
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on promoting historic preservation. The program is jointly administered by the
National Park Service (NPS) and the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in each
state. Each community works through a certification process to become a CLG as well
as provides a detailed annual report on preservation activity. Cities participating in
the CLG program benefit from financial resources to undertake historic preservation
initiatives in the community and demonstrate their commitment to historic
preservation efforts.

One component of the requirements to maintain Certified Local Government

status is the regular update of a community’s preservation comprehensive plan.
Though overdue, the creation of this historic preservation plan is critical to the
continuation of the City’s previous preservation planning efforts and the overall
success of the preservation program. Since receiving CLG status, Boulder City has
funded an updated historic resource survey of the Boulder City Historic District and
the development of the 2020 Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan. The 2020
preservation plan will serve as a guide for both city staff as well as Boulder City
citizens and property owners to identify concentrations of areas with high levels

of historic integrity, make suggestions about possible resources to protect through
local designation, highlight properties that may be eligible for National Register
designation, and outline goals through long-range planning efforts, five and ten years
out.

2020 Historic District Resource Survey

In January 2020, Boulder City approved an update to the Historic District resource
survey used to compile the 1983 Boulder City Historic District National Register
nomination. The project was awarded to North Wind Resource Consulting, and was
led by Courtney Mooney, MPS, during the spring of 2020. The survey focuses on

the individual properties that make up the Boulder City’s Historic District to assess
the level of historic integrity retained within the district since its creation in 1983.
According to the updated survey, 518 buildings were identified in the historic district,
of which 445 are residential, 52 are commercial, 12 are institutional, public, or semi-
public, and 9 are associated with operational and/or maintenance activities. Of

these properties, 225 properties are recommended as contributing resources to the
district, with 293 properties recommended as non-contributing. Sixty-four properties,
including the NRHP-listed Boulder City Hotel, are recommended as individually eligible
for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A and under Criterion C.
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Nevada Preservation relies upon this survey throughout this Historic Preservation Plan
to provide advice to Boulder City regarding the deterioration of the historic integrity
of many of the city’s historic resources. We see Boulder City at an important juncture
in its historic preservation. It is important that Boulder City engage with the public on
this survey’s findings, making it clear the number of alterations that have left buildings
with diminished historic integrity.

Boulder City Master Plan

The Boulder City Master Plan was adopted by the City Council in December of 2003
and updated in February of 2015. It lays out the principles, policies, and goals for the
long-range planning needs of the community, including urban growth and annexation,
use and development of land, preservation of open spaces, and the expansion of
public facilities and services. Chapter 11 titled Historic Preservation, outlines policies
to protect, promote, and stabilize historic resources, as well as includes an overview
of the historic district and its characteristics. It is important to note that the Master
Plan in its entirety is not sensitive to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. Refer to Appendix H for an overview of policies and
initial recommendations to foster better preservation ethics.13,

Controlled Growth Ordinance

The citizens of Boulder City enacted various charter amendments to keep growth
contained, striving to maintain the small-town charm of the city. The citizens adopted
a ballot initiative in 1979 for growth control and another in 1997 to restrict how city
land can be sold, as most of the vacant land is owned by the city. The city’s territory
increased in 1995 with the acquisition of approximate 167 square miles of former
federal land and again in 2008 with the annexation of 6.5 square miles of federal
land, bringing the total area within the city’s limits to approximately 207 square miles,
most of which is owned by the city, undeveloped and restricted to stay that way as
detailed in Title 11, Chater 41 Controlled Growth Ordinance, of the City Code.
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Boulder City Historic Resources

Historic resources in Boulder City may include several types, such as buildings,
structures, sites, districts, and landmarks. These resources are listed either on the
Boulder City Historic Register, the State Register of Historic Places, the National
Register of Historic Places, or a combination of these three. The type of designation
of a historic resource is a result of the resource’s level of significance and association
with local, state, or national history. Each designated resource in Boulder City has an
association with Boulder City’s history as listed in the preservation ordinance section
11-27-3A, Criteria for Evaluation.

Currently, there are only two extant nationally and locally designated historic
resources within Boulder City:

1. Boulder City Historic District
2. Boulder Dam Hotel

Boulder City Historic District
.

Figure 1: Boulder City Historic District boundary

The Boulder City Historic District is located in the Downtown area of Boulder City.
Generally bounded by the Government Center and Watertank Hill on the north, the
Railroad spur and Date Street on the west; New Mexico and Fifth Streets on the
south; and California Avenue and Avenues F, |, and L on the east as illustrated in
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Figure 1. The district consists of 518 parcels, including in 447 residential properties, 50
commercial properties, 12 institutional, public, or semi-public buildings, and 9 buildings
associated with operational and/or maintenance activities. The period of significance
spans from 1931 to 1945, with several architectural styles, including Spanish Revival,
Minimal Traditional, International, National Folk, and Ranch. The Historic District is
Boulder City’s only designated historic district on the National Register and on the
local register. An updated survey of the Historic District conducted by Northwind
Resource Consultants in the spring of 2020, concluded that over half of the
properties in the Historic District no longer contribute to the historic integrity of the
area.

National Register of Historic Places: 08/19/1983
Boulder City Historic Register: 2008

Boulder Dam Hotel

Figure 2: Boulder Dam Hotel. Buildings of Nevada, Julie Nicoletta. New York: Oxford
University Press, 2000, 236-236.

The Boulder Dam Hotel filled an important function during the construction of the
Hoover (Boulder) Dam. The Colonial-Revival hostelry was constructed in three stages
beginning in 1932. Originally U-shaped, the structure became H-shaped by 1935. It has
been in continuous use as a hotel since its construction and retains a high degree of
integrity. Oriented to the north, it is located on Arizona Street, close to the historic
business district. It is near all the Reclamation-era governmental structures that
stepped down from the promontory which overlooks the town. The hotel continues
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to provide accommodations to tourists and locals alike, with charming rooms, a
restaurant, a lounge, a museum, gift shop, and art galleries.

Address: 1305 Arizona Street, Boulder City, NV 89005
National Register of Historic Places: 07/11/1982
Nevada State Register of Historic Places: 07/11/1982
Boulder City Historic Register: 2008

Old Boulder City Hospital (Wellsprings/Life Giving Springs Retreat) Demolished

Figure 3: Old Boulder City Hospital. Places that Were, 2016

The Boulder City Hospital was built in 1931 to serve the needs of the Six Companies,
Inc. employees who were constructing Boulder Dam. It was built as an astylar,
functional structure, designed to complement the stucco, arcuated public and
commercial buildings that comprised the city’s master plan. It was actively used as
a medical facility for a major part of the forty years and served as a retreat for the
Episcopal Sisters of Charity from 1977 to 2000, when it was sold to the Western
diocese of the Orthodox Church who remained it the Life-Giving Springs Retreat. In
20009, the diocese closed the retreat and listed the property for sale. The hospital
was sold in July 2015 to local developer Randolph Schams who demolished the
property in the spring of 2016 to potentially build a new housing development on the
site.
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Address: 701 Park Place, Boulder City, NV 89005
National Register of Historic Places: 04/01/1982
Nevada State Register of Historic Places: 06/05/1981

Potential Historic Resources (1945-1970’s)

As of January 2020, Boulder City has reached a new age threshold where historic
resources from 1970 may qualify for nomination into the National Register of
Historic Places. With many structures built after 1950, it is important for the City to
conduct a city-wide historic resource survey to identify significant buildings, sites,
and structures across Boulder City to include the preservation of postmodernist
structures along with its current historic resources. Community involvement,
education, and support will aid the City in its preservation efforts and develop a
community consensus on the importance of preserving those structures from the
recent past with the same eagerness for preserving the Historic Downtown District.

The following potential resources have been identified by the Nevada Preservation
Foundation, Boulder City’s Historic Preservation Committee, Northwind Resource
Consulting LLC, and the Boulder City Community Development Department, based
on their age (at least 50 years old), architectural merit, and relationship to Boulder
City’s developmental and cultural history. These resources require additional study
to determine their eligibility to the local, state, and/or National Register of Historic
Places.

Note: This list is by no means exhaustive. A proper reconnaissance level survey is
required to identify ALL post 1945 potential resources in Boulder City.

Potential Resource Dates

operational between

Bullock Field, part of the historic Boulder City Airport
1933 and 1990

The Nevada Way Commercial District, spanning Nevada Way and Avenue B, 1931-1945
between Ash and Arizona St

operational between

The Boulder City Branch Railroad operated by the Union Pacific Railroad.
1930 and 1985.

The Historic Boulder City Water Filtration Plant builtin1931
Boulder City Pool and Racquetball Complex at 861 Avenue B builtin 1964
Sixty-four properties in the Boulder City Historic District, including the 1931-1945

NRHP-listed Boulder City Hotel, refer to figure 5.

Various residential areas, including south of Adams Blvd and east of Buchanan
(1970s), north of Adams Blvd and west of Utah St (1960s), and north and south 1960s-1970s
of Adams Blvd and west of Utah Street (1970s). Refer to figure 4.
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Figure 4: Development of Boulder City by decades
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Figure 5: Individually Eligible Resources in the Historic District. Updated Architectural
Survey and Inventory of the Boulder City Historic District, NorthWind Consulting 2020

2000.
NORTHRWIND

RESOURCE CONSULTING

Updated Architectural Survey and Inventory of the Boulder City Historic District
North Wind Resource Consulting, LLC Report No. 030459

Table 1. Summary of NRHP Individual Eligibility Recommendations

Group Number Addresses Criteria
Commercial (V) 3 1225 Arizona Street A
1305 Arizona Street (Listed) A C
550 Nevada Way A C
Institutional/Public/Semi- (S) 3 600 Nevada Way A C
public
1200 Park Street (Admin A C
Bldg)
401 California Avenue A
Reclamation Operational (V) 3 300 Railroad Avenue A
and Maintenance
500 Date Street A
1310 Mountain View Place A C
Residential A 2 706 Park Street A C
726 Park Street A C
Residential C 1 700 Park Street A C
Residential J 8 516 Cherry Street A C
524 Cherry Street A C
528 Cherry Street A C
532 Cherry Street A C
536 Cherry Street A C
548 Cherry Street A C
552 Cherry Street A C
556 Cherry Street A C
Residential K 2 519 Cherry Street A C
511 Cherry Street A C
Residential L 23 417 Birch Street A C
418 Birch Street A C
421 Birch Street A C
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/N

NORTHWIND

RESOURCE CONSULTING

Table 1. Summary of NRHP Individual Eligibility Recommendations

Group Number Addresses Criteria

426 Birch Street A C

438 Birch Street A C

503 Birch Street AC

504 Ash Street A C

504 Birch Street AC

507 Birch Street A C

508 Birch Street A C

511 Birch Street A C

515 Birch Street A C

519 Birch Street A C

520 Birch Street AC

523 Birch Street A C

524 Birch Street A C

527 Birch Street A C

528 Birch Street A C

531 Birch Street A C

532 Birch Street A C

536 Birch Street A C

539 Birch Street AC

540 Birch Street A C

Residential M 5 508-510 Ash Street AC
512-514 Ash Street A C

516-518 Ash Street A C

520-522 Ash Street A C

524-526 Ash Street A C

Residential N 2 409 Ash Street A C
414 Ash Street A C

Residential 0 5 1322 Denver Street A C
1330 Denver Street AC

NEVADA PRESERVATION FOUNDATION



/N

NORTHEWIND

RESOURCE CONSULTING

Table 1. Summary of NRHP Individual Eligibility Recommendations

Group Number Addresses Criteria
1338 Denver Street A C
308 Nevada Way A C
324 Nevada Way A C
Residential P 2 405 Birch Street A C
411 Birch Street A C
Residential (T) 3 904-906 Wyoming Street A C
909-913 Wyoming Street A C
1267-1269 Wyoming Street AC
Residential (X) 1 1411 Denver Street A C
Residential (W) 1 640 C Avenue A C
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Boulder City Historic Design Guidelines

The Historic Preservation Committee has developed historic design guidelines for
the Boulder City Historic District to help homeowners maintain the historic integrity
of their properties. The guidelines include information on the building’s construction,
including the housing type and key exterior architectural features. Following the
guidelines for additions or modifications are encouraged, but not mandatory.
However, in some cases non-compliance with the guidelines will result in a temporary
delay of a building permit so that the request can be forwarded to the Historic
Preservation Committee for their input and guidance. After that, the property owner
may still build or remodel according to code. Not all items listed within the guidelines
require a building permit, such as changing your landscaping.

Refer to the Boulder City government website for copies of the guidelines according
to property type. https.//www.bcnv.org/175/Preservation-Documents
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Designation of Historic Resources

Boulder City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance does not include the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP) criteria for the designation of historic resources. According
to section 11-27-3-A of Boulder City’s municipal code Title 11, Chapter 27, Historic
Resources, an area, neighborhood, or district may be designated as a Historic

Area or Historic District; and any site, natural feature, structure, or building may be
designated as a Landmark Site or Building of Historic Significance, if it has significant
character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or cultural
characteristics of Boulder City, the State of Nevada, or the Nation; and if it falls into
one or more of the following categories:

Historical Significance Architectural Significance Historic Area Significance
Itis the location of, or is associated in a significant way It embodies the distinctive visible characteristics of an
with, a historic event which had a significant effect architectural style, period, or a method of construc-
upon the City, State, or Nation tion

Itis associated in a significant way with the life of a

person important in the history of the City, State, or Itis an outstanding work of a designer or builder

Nation Because of its prominent location, contrasts of setting,
age, or scale, it is an easily identifiable visual feature of
the City and contributed to the distinctive quality or

Itis associated in a significant way with an important It contains elements of extraordinary or unusual identity of the City.

aspect of the cultural, political, or economic heritage architectural or structural design, detail, use of

of the community, City, State or Nation. materials, or craftsmanship

It portrays the environment of a group of people inan
era of history characterized by a distinctive architec-
tural style.

Boulder City Historic Designation Process

According to section 11-27-3-B of the Boulder City’s municipal code Title 11, Chapter
27, Historic Resources, any person, group, or association may nominate a prospective
area, district, site or building for formal designation and inclusion in the Boulder

City Historic Registry. The application process to nominate a historic resource is

not detailed in the ordinance. However, once completed, the Historic Preservation
Committee reviews the nomination and makes recommendations to the City Council.
Any nomination regarding the creation of a historic area or district also requires a
review and recommendation by the Planning Commission.

Prior to any action by the City Council, a public hearing is held, and notice is mailed to
owners of the property proposed to be so designated at least five, but not more than
fifteen days prior to the date of the hearing.

Following a determination of formal designation by the City Council, notice of the
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determination shall be mailed to the owners of the property or properties affected
by the designation, together with a copy of Title 11, Chapter 27, and any pertinent
development guidelines. Such designation shall also be entered in the Boulder City
Historic Registry.

NEVADA PRESERVATION FOUNDATION
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CHAPTER3 I

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The following goals and objectives are the core of the Boulder City Historic
Preservation Plan. These goals are derived from the preservation issues facing
Boulder City identified through archival research and public feedback between
March and December 2020. This chapter is divided into five primary preservation
program components: The Historic Preservation Ordinance, the Historic Preservation
Committee, Survey and Historic Context, Incentives, and Heritage Tourism. Each
program component includes an analysis of the issues affecting its efficiency,
followed by a goal. Each goal is then assigned an objective to achieve with

recommendations.

It is important to note that given the substantial loss of historic integrity in the Boulder
City Historic District since its inception in 1983, Boulder City is at risk of losing much

of its historic character and jeopardizing its future potential resources if it continues
its current trajectory. A significant loss of integrity could mean the risk of losing
historic designation, which could put at risk CLG status and the economic incentive
opportunities that CLG status and historic designation is intended to provide. A
combination of code amendments, surveys, education, planning, and community
engagement are key factors for protecting Boulder City’s historic resources and to

continue its path as a historic community.
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Boulder City Historic Preservation Ordinance

The City’s municipal code presently has a zoning ordinance titled Historic Resources
in Title 11, Chapter 27. This section describes the regulation of historic resources

in Boulder City, as well as the role of the Historic Preservation Committee (HPC).
The ordinance was established in 2000 following the 1998 report by the Historic
District Preservation Plan Study Committee titled “Historic District Preservation Plan:
Summary Report”.

Since establishing the preservation ordinance, several revisions have occurred to
support the evolving preservation needs of the community, as listed in Appendix C.
As it stands, the current ordinance could benefit from a more structured mandate
following a closer accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s (SOI) Standards
for the Treatment of Historic Properties. By following SOI standards in local policy,
Boulder City will allow for more fluidity in best preservation and development
practices. The following goals and objectives outline a full review of the historic
preservation ordinance based on the Nevada SHPO Model Ordinance, listed in
Appendix D.

GOAL 1

Review and amend Boulder City’s Code Title 11, Chapter 27 ‘Historic
Resources’ to comply with current state and federal historic preservation
standards.

Objective 1.1: Update qualifications for designation listed in section 11-27-3-A of
Title 11, Chapter 27 of the City Code.

The criteria for federal designation should set the standard by which resources

can be eligible to apply for historic designation at the local level. At the time of

this plan, Boulder City’s designation process does not formally acknowledge the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) criteria for eligibility. It is recommended
that Boulder City formally reference NRHP criteria for all eligible and potentially
eligible resources to streamline the nomination process for both the local and state
designations. National Register Bulletin “How to Apply the National Register Criteria
for Evaluation”, Section VI How to Identify the Type of Significance of a Property, sets
the criteria for proper evaluation and eligibility standards. Please refer to Appendix G
for an excerpt of the document.
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For those resources that do not meet NRHP criteria, it is recommended to continue
with the local criteria as detailed in section 11-27-3-A of the ordinance. However, it is
encouraged to expand on the current criteria to include an appropriate age threshold
and social context considerations for eligible and potentially eligible resources. An
age threshold will provide the City with a standard for qualifying historic resources
based on their age.

Objective 1.2: Update the procedure for landmark or historic district
recommendations in section 11-27-3-B of Title 11, Chapter 27 of the City Code.

The current Boulder City preservation ordinance does not provide a structured
procedure for designating historic resources to the local register. The procedure for
designation should include a detailed step-by-step process for individual resources
and neighborhood designation. For an example of a detailed local designation
process, please refer to section 6 of the NV SHPO Model Ordinance, included in
Appendix D.

Objective 1.3: Implement a Certificate of Appropriateness (CoA) for alterations and
new construction affecting individually designated resources or historic districts.

To protect the historic integrity of the Boulder City Historic District, as well as any
individually designated resource and future resources, it is highly recommended

to implement a Certificate of Appropriateness (CoA) for exterior alterations, infill
development (within a historic district), and new additions to historic structures. As
identified in the 2020 updated survey of the Boulder City Historic District, the loss
of contributing resources was predominately due to incompatible modifications and
renovations of private residences and businesses. This issue can be halted with an
approval of a CoA by the HPC. Refer to section 7 of the NV SHPO Model Ordinance
listed in Appendix D for a sample criterion to establish a CoA for alterations and new
construction.

Objective 1.4: Implement a Certificate of Appropriateness (CoA) for demolition of
individually designated resources and for contributing properties in a historic district.

Similar to a Certificate of Appropriateness (CoA) for alterations to historic resources
and new construction in a historic district, it is recommended to implement a CoA
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Figure 6: City of Independence, Missouri CoA Approval Matrix

COA APPROVAL MATRIX

CONTRIBUTING

NON-CONTRIBUTING

ACTION No Approval |Administrative| Commission | No Approval | Administrative| Commission
Additions X X
Accessory structures (sheds, garages, etc.),
visible/not visible from the street X X
Awnings, new installation X X
Awnings, color change X X
Deck, visible/not visbile from the street X X
Decorative shutters X X
Demolitions, part/all of building or structure X X
Doors, visible from the street X X
Doors, not visible from the street X X
Driveways X X
Equipment (antennas, satellite dishes, etc.) X X
Exterior siding (clapboard, stucco, brick, etc.)
in-kind repair X X
Exterior siding (clapboard, stucco, brick, etc.)
replacement with new materials X X
Fences or gates X X
Foundation, repair X X
Fountains, visible from the street X X
Landscaping (mature trees), visible from the
street X X
New Construction (infill) X X
Paint, color change X X
Pool X X
Porch, new construction X X
Relocation of building/structure X X
Re-pointing, repair X X

CONTRIBUTING NON-CONTRIBUTING

ACTION No Approval |Administrative]| Commission | No Approval | Administrative| Commission
Retaining walls X X
Roof, repair X X
Roof replacement in-kind X X
Roof replacement with new materials X X
Screen-in exisiting porches X X
Screened-in porches-new construction X X
Sidewalks, repair X X
Sidewalks, new construction/materials X X
Signs/plaques X X
Site lighting, repair/replacement in-kind X X
Site lighting, new X X
Storm windows, replacement in-kind X X
Storm windows, new materials X X
Trim (scrollwork, fascia, porch details, etc.)
repair/replacement in-kind X X
Trim (scrollwork, fascia, porch details, etc.)
new materials/design X X
Windows, visible/not visible from the street,
repair X X
Windows, visible/not visible from the street,
replacement in-kind X X
Windows, visible/not visible from the street,
new materials X X

Revised June 2007
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procedure for demolition of historic resources in Boulder City. Refer to Section 8
of the NV SHPO Model Ordinance, for a sample criterion to establish a CoA for
demolition.

Objective 1.5: Develop an appeal process for property owners of historic resources
who are subject to a demolition or building CoA.

To provide a democratic platform for historic preservation, it is recommended to
instate an appeal process for property owners of historic resources to petition
demolition and alteration CoA decisions made by the HPC to the City Council by
written request. The appeal process should outline the parameters for petitions, such
as a time frame to appeal a decision from the HPC, any required application and fees,
a scheduled public hearing time frame, and any public notice required by the City
Council. The City Council will have the final say in any appeal case. For those property
owners requesting an appeal for a demolition permit under a claim of economic
hardship, a supplementary economic hardship application for an appeal must be
submitted. Refer to section 7, subsection 2g and 2h and section 8, subsection c4 of
the NV SHPO Model Ordinance for a reference on appeals and economic hardship
relief, respectively.

Objective 1.6: Establish a process and criteria for the nomination of historic districts
lead by a neighborhood, citizen initiative, or other grassroots campaign.

Currently, there is no avenue for community involvement in the nomination of a
historic district detailed in the preservation ordinance. According to section 11-27-3-B
Procedures for Designation of Title 11, Chapter 27 of the City Code, any one person,
group, or association can nominate a prospective area or district without the approval
of a majority. The nomination is then reviewed by the HPC and forwarded to the City
Council to ultimately decide. With a grassroots approach, residents of a potential
historic district unite to develop a community campaign to acquire a majority vote
through the undertaking of community meetings, canvassing, and historic research to
forward a district nomination to the HPC or to ultimately terminate the nomination if
a certain voting threshold is not reached. This democratic approach gives residents
an opportunity to voice their opinions and directly affect the outcome of a potential
historic district, providing an opportunity for community involvement, education, and
support for historic preservation initiatives across the City.
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The Historic Preservation Committee

Currently, the Boulder City preservation ordinance only allows the Historic
Preservation Committee (HPC) an advisory role to the Planning Department and
to the City Council on matters pertaining to historic preservation. The HPC does
not have the power to enforce the historic preservation ordinance, nor make any
executive decision regarding historic preservation initiatives in Boulder City. In an
effort to uphold the ordinance and protect the integrity of Boulder City’s Historic
District and any future historic resource, a full update of the Historic Preservation
Committee structure and their executive tasks and powers should be of utmost
priority. The analysis of the HPC should be done within the framework of the Nevada
Certified Local Government Handbook: https./shpo.nv.gov/uploads/documents/
Nevada_CLG_Handbook_-_Final_(2019).pdf

GOAL 2

Update the structure, powers, and duties of the Historic Preservation
Committee (HPC)

Objective 2.1: Update the executive tasks and powers of the HPC listed in section
11-27-2-B of Title 11, Chapter 27 of the City Code.

In addition to the advisory role and tasks detailed in section 11-27-2-B of Title 11,
Chapter 27 of the City Code, consider providing the HPC with the executive power to:

+ Approve, conditionally approve, or deny an application for historic designation.

+ Approve, conditionally approve, or deny a CoA for alterations, new construction,
and/or demolition permit for designated and potentially eligible historic resource.

+ Develop and execute historic preservation initiatives financed with funds obtained
as the result of CLG status or federal funds.

Objective 2.2: Update the committee membership to include commissioners with a
professional background.

To establish a more balanced committee with professional insight into

historic preservation, consider establishing a qualification standard for the addition of
2-3 voting members with professional backgrounds in either Archeology (prehistoric
or historic), Architectural History, Conservation, Cultural Anthropology, Curation,
Engineering, Folklore, Historic Architecture, Historic Landscape Architecture, Historic
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Preservation Planning, Historic Preservation, or History as detailed in the Secretary of
the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards, in Appendix F. Professions in the
field of Architecture, Urban Planning, Building Construction, and Art History, are also
excellent options for members of the HPC.

However, if residents with a professional background as described above cannot be
sourced in Boulder City, consider reaching out to residents of Las Vegas or Henderson
to join the HPC as ex-officio, non-voting members to provide voting members with
professional guidance on more sensitive preservation topics.

Objective 2.3: Apply CLG funds towards preservation workshops and conferences
for commissioners.

It is recommended that HPC members attend yearly or biennial workshops, training,
and historic preservation conferences to stay updated on current historic preservation
standards, case-studies, and funding opportunities for future preservation initiatives in
Boulder City. This training can be financed using CLG funds.
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A City-Wide Historic Context Statement and Survey

Objective 3 of the 2019 Historic Preservation Committee Goals, listed in Appendix

B, recommends a city-wide historic resource survey to develop a historic context
statement that will establish a complete timeline of the planning and development
of Boulder City from its founding through 1981. At the time of this report, Boulder
City has only surveyed resources within the existing Boulder City Historic District. No
surveys exist outside of this boundary, which means that the architectural and urban
development history and associated resources post-1945 is unaccounted for.

In best preservation planning practices, there are two levels of surveys that can be
performed: intensive or reconnaissance level. Reconnaissance level surveys primarily
establish development trends, key architects/builders, design typology patterns, and
a photographic record. Intensive level surveys are expanded reconnaissance surveys
that also entail archival and historical research that is utilized to identify significant
people, places, themes, events, builder/developer, and architectural styles. Intensive
level surveys serve as the foundation for historic context statements that create the
road map for future historic designation and preservation of existing housing stock.
Historic context statements should be used to evaluate potential historic districts and
individually eligible resources at the local, state, or national register.

GOAL 3

Identify and promote historic resources, including structures, districts,
landmarks, and archeological sites, that help define a sense of place in
Boulder City.

Objective 3.1: Conduct a city-wide reconnaissance level survey (RLS) of the City’s
historic resources.

Since the 1980’s, the City has focused its attention and resources into documenting
the early town site development of Boulder City. However, as Boulder City continues
to grow beyond its founding history, its focus on historic preservation should also
expand. It is recommended that Boulder City conduct a reconnaissance level survey
(RLS) of the areas outside of the Historic District post 1945. It is recommended
Boulder City utilized its CLG status to apply for state, federal and philanthropic funds
for the following surveys:
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+ 1945-1960 Mid-Century Architecture

+ 1960-1970 Modern/Experimental

+ 1970-1980 Post Modern Architecture

+ 1980-1985 Architecture of the recent past

Such a survey work would provide a basis for identifying areas with potential integrity
where historic preservation planning could be beneficial for existing housing. A RLS

is the first step in putting a plan in place for more intensive surveys, historic contexts,
and historic register nominations. Surveys for building stock of these time periods
would situate Boulder City to look at existing housing during the Post-WWII era

that is popular in the American Southwest. By prioritizing survey work from this era,
Boulder City may also identify other architectural types of residential and commercial
importance that are tied to the city’s incorporation date in 1960 and the controlled
growth ordinance of 1970, which allows for Boulder City to retain its ‘small town’ feel.

Objective 3.2: Complete a city-wide historic context statement.

A city-wide historic context statement provides the framework for identifying and
evaluating the City’s historic resources. It can identify important themes in the City’s
history and development, including a broad range of architectural, social, ethnic,

and cultural topics from the town site development up to the 1980’s, as outlined in
Objective 3.1.

Funding for a historic context statement can be sourced through the CLG Government
Grant Program, the National Park Service, and the National Trust for Historic
Preservation, as well as through other state and federal grants.

Objective 3.2: Develop a Historic Resources Survey Plan

It is recommended that Boulder City develop a schedule to update the local register
and accompanying historic resource inventories. While the frequency for reviewing
nominations and surveys will depend greatly on budgeting constraints, developing an
8-10-year plan to review and update historic inventories could stem the loss of historic
integrity visible in the Boulder City Historic District. It is important, however, to develop
a Historic Resources Survey Plan that conforms to the City’s financial and human
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resources. If budget constraints make an 8-10-year plan unsustainable, then assessing
the City’s resources and allocated funds will be required to set a more feasible date
range.

Objective 3.4: Establish a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for a historic
preservation planning consultant.

Hiring a historic preservation planning consultant will help Boulder City staff and the
HPC identify potential historic resources, develop a framework for eligibility, review
planning policies, and provide guidance on preservation initiatives in the city. A
consultant can be hired using CLG funds.
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Incentives for Historic Preservation

Providing incentives for property owners to follow design guidelines, especially if
those guidelines are mandatory, eases the responsibility of being a historic property
steward. There is a wide array of possible incentives for home and business owners
of historic resources. Stated below is initial guidance on how to structure an incentive
program based on the most widely used practices in municipalities of similar size. It
is important for Boulder City to develop incentives that are reasonable for the City to
fund and maintain.

GOAL 4

Foster community support for preservation practices, promote the
private and public use of historic structures.

Objective 4.1: Develop a minor home repair program for residential properties that
will support maintenance and integrity of historic districts and existing housing stock.

Currently, only private businesses benefit from local Redevelopment Area funds

for historic preservation projects. Residential homeowners do not have a source

of funding for the maintenance of their historic properties. By establishing a minor
home repair program for private homeowners, the City creates an incentive for
historic preservation allowing residents to maintain the historic integrity of historic
districts and individual properties. The City of Las Vegas has a similar program in
the form of a matching grant that is funded through their Centennial license plates.
This grant funds a range of history related programs, including small dollar grants for
homeowners of historic resources through the Las Vegas HPC.

Objective 4.2: Develop a historic preservation easement program overseen by the
HPC.

A historic preservation easement is a voluntary legal agreement, typically in the form
of a deed, which permanently protects a significant historic property. Since it is a
perpetual easement, an owner is assured that the property’s historic character will

be preserved. In addition, an owner who donates an historic preservation easement
may be eligible for one or more forms of federal tax benefits. Typically, easements are
overseen by the municipality’s historic preservation officer or a nonprofit organization.
Refer to Appendix | for the National Park Service brief on preservation easements.
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Objective 4.3: Develop land use policies and financial incentives to encourage
adaptive reuse of vacant historic buildings.

Adaptive reuse of vacant historic buildings can revitalization commercial areas,
promote local job growth, increase local tax revenue, and contribute to the long-
term economic sustainability of communities. Before undertaking policy reform and
financial incentives, a thorough economic, environmental, and social study needs to
be conducted to assess the viability of adaptive reuse in Boulder City.
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Cultural Heritage Tourism

The National Trust for Historic Preservation defines cultural heritage tourism as “...
traveling to experience the places, artifacts, and activities that authentically represent
the stories and people of the past and present. It includes cultural, historic, and
natural resources.” Boulder City has set the tone for its cultural heritage tourism
ideals: as “the home of Hoover Dam.” As an internationally recognized engineering
marvel, the dam positions Boulder City in a perpetual unique tourism advantage for
regional, national, and international tourism. The link between the development of the
dam, the town site, and current historic preservation and sustainability trends press
the exigency that Boulder City take the steps to craft a detailed heritage tourism
plan. It is recommended that Boulder City also consider the benefits of local heritage
tourism for neighborhood residents and youth through the development of walking
tours to educate and engage neighbors with architecture and preservation trends.

GOAL 5

Develop cultural heritage tourism programs based on historic
preservation ideals as an economic driver and educational resource for
the community.

Objective 5.1: Use CLG, federal and philanthropic funds to hire a consultant/
nonprofit heritage tourism firm to develop a tailored Heritage Tourism Assessment
for Boulder City.

A tailored Heritage Tourism Assessment will identify the strengths, weaknesses,
opportunities, and threats to heritage tourism attractions in Boulder City. This analysis
should include an identification of target markets, current tourism trends, historic
resources, and economic data to develop initiatives and implementation strategies
specific to Boulder City.
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CHAPTER4 I

IMPLEMENTATION

Achieving a successful preservation program will require the implementation of

goals and objectives by Boulder City’s Community Development Department, the
Historic Preservation Committee, and the City Council. By working together, the

City can effectively develop and promote an effective preservation program for

the wellbeing of the community through education, advocacy, preservation, and
economic development. The following matrix identifies the priority of implementation
for the objectives listed in Chapter 3 with a suggested timeline for each objective. As
resources are allocated, the City and the HPC should emphasize the highest priority

actions whenever possible.
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Objective # | Decription Priority 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026+
11 Update qualifications for designation listed in section 11-27-3-A of Title 11, High
Chapter 27 of the City Code.
12 Update the procedure for landmark or historic district recommendations in High
’ section 11-27-3-B of Title 11, Chapter 27 of the City Code.
13 Implement a Certificate of Appropriateness (CoA) for alterations and new Hiah
' construction affecting individually designated resources or historic districts. 9
14 Implement a Certificate of Appropriateness (CoA) for demolition of individually High
’ designated resources and for contributing properties in a historic district.
15 Develop an appeal process for property owners of historic resources who are High
subject to a demolition or building CoA.
2.1 Update the executive tasks and powers of the HPC listed in section 11-27-2-B of High
Title 11, Chapter 27 of the City Code.
41 Develop a minor home repair program for residential properties that will support Hiah
) maintenance and integrity of historic districts and existing housing stock. '9
22 Update the committee membership to include commissioners with a profes- Medium
sional background.
23 Apply CLG funds towards preservation workshops and conferences for Medium
' commissioners.
31 Conduct a city-wide reconnaissance level survey (RLS) of the City’s historic Medium
resources.
3.2 Complete a city-wide historic context statement. Medium
34 Establish a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for a historic preservation Medium
’ planning consultant.
42 Develop a historic preservation easement program overseen by the HPC. Medium
16 Establish a process and criteria for the nomination of historic districts lead by a Low
neighborhood, citizen initiative, or other grassroots campaign.
33 Develop a Historic Resources Survey Plan Low
43 Develop land use policies and financial incentives to encourage adaptive reuse Low
’ of vacant historic buildings.
51 Use CLG, federal and philanthropic funds to hire a consultant/nonprofit heritage Low

tourism firm to develop a tailored Heritage Tourism Assessment for Boulder City.
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APPENDIX A

Boulder City Community Meeting Results

March 5, 2020 Community Meeting

Attendees
Alan Goya Jill Lagan
Ann Langer Joe Kahl
Anne Kar Judy Hoskins
Bill McElree Karen Hughs
Bob Beutler Kiernan McManus

Camille Ariotti

Lesley DeFalco

Carol Jeffries

Linda Barnett

Charles Hauntz

Marci Riggs

Chelsea West

Mary Shope

Debbie West Nathaniel Gee
Dennis McBride Nicole Colins
Devon West Philip Irby
Eileen Wilkinson Roger Shoaff
Ernie Koontz Ron Bordigioni
Fred & Phyllis Sue Burger
Fred Voltz Teresa Beaver
Glenn Feyen Teri Moss
Heather Abel Tiane Marie
Henry Wolking Tom Ruggs

Hermann Friedman

Tsvetelina Stefanora

James Adams

Discussion Topics
A. What is Historic Preservation?

B. Historic Preservation Ordinance and Committee

C. Grassroots Designation of Historic Districts
D. Cultural Heritage Tourism

Debrief/Results

Each discussion topic was assessed in four different group sessions, allowing 15 minutes per topic. The
participants were divided into four groups of 10-11 people and provided with information on each topic
along with discussion questions to move the conversation forward and to obtain a sense of the
community’s stand on Historic Preservation. The following results were obtained from each discussion

topic.
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What is Historic Preservation?

In this group, participants were provided with questions and topics relating to the Secretary of
the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This breakout session did not
yield specific feedback from the community but was used as an educational tool to instruct
participants on historic preservation standards, benefits, and objectives. Questions and topics
included:

1. What are we trying to accomplish with historic preservation?
a. Recording the history of our communities through architecture
b. History is not just one point in time
2. What does it mean to create a false sense of history?
a. Make changes to a building that were not originally there
b. Alterations that hide the story of that building
3. Secretary of Interior’s Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Properties
a. Not about liking a building, but about preserving its importance
b. Four approaches to historic preservation. Not all are created equal
i. Preservation
ii. Rehabilitation
iii. Restoration
iv. Reconstruction
c.  Which of these two could —if used incorrectly — create a false sense of history?
4. Case Studies representing good and poor historic preservation:

How Do We Tell the Story of a Building?

T e % Something Old,
j Ol MR sometning New

e m——i

i N Y U

One Building, &
Two Building =
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B. Historic Preservation Ordinance and Committee
This breakout session included a discussion on the current historic preservation ordinance and
the role of the historic preservation committee (HPC). After a brief overview of the ordinance
and the HPC, discussion topics and questions included:

1. What is your level of experience with the historic preservation committee?

After reviewing other jurisdictions with HPC’s, which HPC model do you like best?

3. After reviewing Boulder City’s HPC structure, what do you like about Boulder City’s HPC?
What don’t you like?

4. What do you want Boulder City’s HPC to do for the community?

5. Do you feel it is in the best interest of the community for the HPC to enforce a historic
ordinance?

6. To what extent should this ordinance be enforced? i.e. merely as voluntary guidelines or
strictly enforced laws that protect the historic integrity of historic resources? Or
somewhere in the middle?

7. Should owning property with historic designation or in a historic district come with
covenants that limit an owner’s choices? Why or why not?

8. Should there be an appeals process put in place for homeowners who are restricted by
covenants? What does that appeals process consist of?

N

Results / Feedback
Based on the presentation and discussion topics, the main takeaway from the breakout session
included:

1. The Historic Preservation Committee (HPC) must enforce the historic preservation
ordinance — highly supported by attendees.

2. Insupport of the HPC's enforcement of the ordinance, the attendees requested an
appeal process for homeowners who have been rejected a building permits, demo permit,
or rehab permit for historically designated resources that do not follow the historic design
guidelines.

3. The HPC should include members with professional backgrounds in history, historic
preservation, architecture, construction, engineering, or a relevant subject. This was
supported by approximately 70% of the attendees. Those in opposition recommended a
that potential members with professional background serve as consultants only to allow for
a fair distribution of power.

4. Better communication between the HPC, the City, and Boulder City residents regarding
historic preservation initiatives. Approximately 80% of the attendees were not informed
about the role of the HPC, the ordinance, and the historic design guidelines. Attendees
requested better communication from the City regarding meetings, agenda items,
enforcements, guidelines, etc.

5. Financial incentives for historic preservation. Every attendee agreed that government

grants/funding would help residents maintain their homes in the historic district and
provide an incentive for residents to follow the design guidelines.
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C. Grassroots Designation of Historic Districts
This breakout session included a discussion of a grassroot designation model for potential
historic districts. After a brief overview of the grassroot historic designation process and the
options for a neighborhood campaign, the following results were yielded:

PARTICIPANTS
Of 42 workshop attendees:
e 22 lived within an existing historic district or a home built before 1950
e 20 lived outside of an existing historic district or a home built after 1950

CONSIDERING "New" History and New Historic District Designation
Concerning opportunities for 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s neighborhoods:
e Most participants agree that 1950s, 1960s and even 1970s neighborhoods are at least
worth documenting via a windshield survey.
e Some questioned legitimacy of "40 years" rule mark towards evaluating architectural
merit.
e Some questioned if development of newer historic district "devalues" the original
historic district

SUPPORT FOR GRASSROOT DESIGNATION
How many supporting homeowner statements should be required to move forward towards
designation?

e 2 participants voted to require less than 51% homeownership support

e 22 participants voted to require exactly 51% homeownership support

e 16 participants voted to require more than 51% homeownership support

e 2 participants abstained from voting

OPPOSITION FOR GRASSROOT DESINATION
How many opposing homeowner statements should be required to halt progress towards
becoming a historic district, even in the case of majority support?

e 25 participants voted to require greater than 20% opposition

e 8 participants voted to require 20% opposition

e 6 participants voted to require under 20% opposition

e 3 participants abstained from voting

Among folks who voted for tougher standards, the following reasons were cited:
e Costs for design review
e The modernist and postmodernist aesthetics not considered historic
e Government oversight
e Restrictive design review guidelines
e New historic districts would devalue Boulder City’s original historic district
e New historic districts would be quite small in Boulder City
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D. Cultural Heritage Tourism
This breakout session included a discussion about current and possible events for cultural
heritage tourism based on historic preservation in Boulder City. The following feedback and
reaction from the attendees were noted:

1. All residents were deeply passionate about their community and what it has to offer both
locals and tourists.

2. Tourism vs. local programming: all attendees felt there is a need for additional visitors to
Boulder City and understand the connection to the City’s economic well-being. Most felt this
could be done thoughtfully so that the needs of tourists and locals could be met.

3. All participants agreed that tourism is an essential part of economic success and viability.

4. Being more effective in partnering with different organizations to provide the best
experience to visitors and to yield a profit.

5. The common tourism/event themes and areas to explore:

a.

© oo o

Music festivals

Events on the lake flatbed

More partnerships with tourism groups to increase local tourism opportunities.
Mid-Century themed walking/bus tours.

Antique Road Show/Event
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September 2020 Community Update

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, Nevada Preservation did not hold a second in-person community
meeting to prevent the spread of the virus. Instead, in September of 2020, after compiling a draft of the
historic preservation plan, Nevada Preservation pre-recorded an update of the recommendations
presented in the preservation plan which was aired on Boulder City’s TV (BCTV) channel and on the
official Boulder City YouTube channel. The presentation was advertised on the September 2020 utility
mailer received by the entire Boulder City community. To obtain the communities' feedback on the pre-
recorded update, an online survey was created on Survey Monkey with 20 questions related to the
presentation. The survey was advertised by Boulder City’s Communication Department and by Nevada
Preservation through social media, local publications, direct email to residents, and BCTV. The survey
was open from October 5™ to November 30%", 2020 and monitored via I.P. address to prevent duplicate
responses. At the close of the survey on November 30™, 169 responses had been received. The following
data summarizes the results.
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Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan Survey SurveyMonkey

Q1 Good historic preservation means sometimes telling an owner,
developer, property owner that they cannot undertake their plans without
making some changes.

Answered: 169  Skipped: 0

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
ANSWER CHOICES AVERAGE NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER RESPONSES

69 11,731 169
Total Respondents: 169

1/80
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Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan Survey SurveyMonkey

Q2 Boulder City should use the National Register of Historic Places
criteriafor the designation of historic resources.

Answered: 169  Skipped: O

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
ANSWER CHOICES AVERAGE NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER RESPONSES

71 12,027 169
Total Respondents: 169

71780
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Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan Survey

SurveyMonkey

Q3 Boulder City should delay and review demolition, including public input,
for at least 60 days for which of the following (select as many as you would

Answered: 169

Any building,)
structure, o..,

Any building
structure or..

Any building
that’s under...

Boulder Cit
should never..

0%  10% 20% 30%

ANSWER CHOICES
Any building, structure, or site over 50 years old

Any building, structure or site that has been designated

like):

40% 50%

Skipped: 0

60%

Any building that's under 50 years old, but is thought to hold historic importance

70%

80%

Boulder City should never delay demolition and seek public input for any building, structure, or site

Total Respondents: 169
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90% 100%

RESPONSES

58.58% 99
75.74% 128
52.66% 89
14.79% 25
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Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan Survey

Q5 Property owners, who are not allowed to make changes to their

building, should be able to appeal that decision.

Answered: 166  Skipped: 3

SurveyMonkey

ANSWER CHOICES AVERAGE NUMBER

85
Total Respondents: 166

20/80

TOTAL NUMBER

70 80 90 100
RESPONSES

14,116 166
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Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan Survey SurveyMonkey

Q6 Members of the Historic Preservation Committee should be required to

attend trainings on historic preservation at least once every 2 years.

Answered: 166  Skipped: 3

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
ANSWER CHOICES AVERAGE NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER RESPONSES

84 13,913

Total Respondents: 166

26 /80
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Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan Survey SurveyMonkey

Q7 Some of the members of the Historic Preservation Committee should
have professional experience in history, architecture, construction, historic

preservation, and other relevant subjects.

Answered: 166  Skipped: 3

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
ANSWER CHOICES AVERAGE NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER RESPONSES

82 13,579
Total Respondents: 166

32/80

166
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Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan Survey SurveyMonkey

Q8 The Historic Preservation Committee members with professional
experience should serve as:

Answered: 166  Skipped: 3

As Regular
Voting Member
As Non-Voting|
Members, onl..,

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

As Regular, Voting Members 73.49% 122

As Non-Voting Members, only giving advice 26.51% 44

TOTAL 166
38/80

NEVADA PRESERVATION FOUNDATION

55



56

Boulder City Historic Preservation Plan Survey SurveyMonkey

Q9 Residents should be able to nominate their neighborhoods as historic
districts by organizing and voting.

Answe