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TRANSPORTATION GROUP, INC.

0 Augmentation Required

E No Impact

E Budget Funds Available

Amount: $600,000
Funding Source: Parks and Leisure Activities CPF
Dept./Division: Public Works

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

This agreement provides for full service construction management, inspections, environmental
coordination, material testing and project closeout of the installation of pre-fabricated steel
pedestrian crossings and approximately 1/2 mile of pedestrian trail improvements. This project
is funded by the Southern Nevada Public Land Management Act (SNPLMA).

PCC: D. Collins
POC: Raymond Herweg, P.E. - (702) 789-2000

RECOMMENDATION:

That City Council approve Agreement No. 100189-DC, Construction Management Agreement
for Pedestrian Bridges to Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. in the amount of $600,000.
Authority to execute the Agreement is given to the Purchasing Manager per R-48-2006.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Agreement No. 100189-DC
2. Certificate - Disclosure of Ownership/Principals

Motion made by LOIS TARKANIAN to Approve

Passed For: 6; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 1

RICKI Y. BARLOW, LOIS TARKANIAN, STEVE WOLFSON, OSCAR B. GOODMAN,
GARY REESE, STAVROS S. ANTHONY (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-
None); (Excused-STEVEN D. ROSS)



City of Las Vegan

Agenda ltem No.: 32.

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: APRIL 21, 2010

Minutes:

Regarding Items 32 and 33, COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN pointed out that the trail
bridges have been in the works for over 10 years and is part of the City's Master Plan Trail
Element. Previous members of the City Council approved this plan, and it would be difficult to
deny the trail system given the fact that portions to the north and south of the site have been
completed, leaving only the middle portion to complete. In addition, millions of dollars and hard
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