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62023B-240 
 
January 31, 2019 
 
Albert Y. Sung, PE 
Flood Control Project Engineer 
City of Las Vegas Land Development Services 
Department of Public Works 
333 N. Rancho Drive – 7th Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89106 
 
Re: Response to City of Las Vegas Comments on the Update to the Technical 

Drainage Study for Village 23B Sky Vista Drive – Alta Drive to Far Hills Avenue 
(DS4980D) 

 
 
Dear Mr. Sung: 
 
This letter addresses the City of Las Vegas review comments dated January 17, 2019 regarding 
the project in its entirety. Below are individual responses to each comment included in the review 
letter. 
 
Comment 1: 
 
The original stub at Station 380+00.00 has an associated 12.5’ drop inlet with it. However, the 
proposed relocated new lateral does not have an equivalent inlet. Provide as such in the next 
submittal. 
 
Response:  
  
The reason that the inlet is removed is that, it was located on the access road entrance and the 
drop inlet would have been crashed if vehicles pass over it. In addition, the drop inlet was 
designed to collect nuisance flow and no calculation was done for it. The reason that the DI was 
designed as 12.5’ was that, it was on top of a 60” RCP and the DI had to be large enough for 
pipe turning. Although the drop inlet was designed for nuisance flow, the upstream inlet (DI#4 
that is located at 382+01.01, 109 ft upstream of the mentioned drop inlet) has been upsized to 
12.5’ CM2 DI to compensate the lost DI. DI#4 was designed as 10’ CM2. Please refer to email 
communications with City of Las Vegas in the appendix. 
 
Comment 2: 
  
The proposed public drainage easement encompassing the 60” –RCP must be dedicated and 
recorded prior to the improvement plans approval. 
 
Response: 
 
The entire detention basin (DB) parcel will be a public drainage easement once the final map 
records (FMP-74662).  The 25’ Public Access is for Howard Hughes to maintain the village wall 
that will be adjacent to Parcel O and the streetscape once the DB has been turned over to the 
City.   Hughes HOA will need to use the access road to the DB to access the backside of the 
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Masih Edalat

From: Albert Sung <YSung@LasVegasNevada.GOV>
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2019 05:04 PM
To: Masih Edalat
Subject: RE: Questions regarding Sky Vista and Parcel N-O

Hi Masih,  
   
Yeah, this happens all the time!  
   
For #1, please go ahead explain in the response and upsize the adjacent inlet to kind of compensate the lost inlet.  
   
For #2, What is Howard Hughes or GCW’s timeline to record the proposed easement encompassing the 60”-pipe? I can 
change the condition of approval but I need to know the timeline.  
   
Thank you.  
   
   
   
Albert Y. Sung  
Project Engineer  
Public Works Dept. / Flood Control  
(702) 229-6541  
333 N. Rancho Dr. 7th Floor  
Las Vegas, NV 89106  

 
lasvegasnevada.gov  

 
Your opinion is important!  Click here to take a short survey.  
   

From: Masih Edalat <MEdalat@gcwengineering.com>  
Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2019 4:52 PM 
To: Albert Sung <YSung@LasVegasNevada.GOV> 
Subject: Questions regarding Sky Vista and Parcel N-O  
   
Hi Albert,  
   
Since we missed each other’s call, I am sending my questions through email.  
   

1- In Comment #1 for Sky Vista Update (comment letter is attached), the reason that we removed previous 12.5 
drop inlet is that, it was located on the access road entrance and the drop inlet would have been crashed if 
vehicles pass over it. In addition, the drop inlet was designed to collect nuisance flow and no calculation was 
done for it. The reason that the DI was designed as 12.5’ was that, it was on top of 60” RCP and it had to be large 
enough for pipe turning. Although the drop inlet was not designed to capture runoff, one option is to upsize the 
upstream inlet (DI#4) that is located at 382+01.01 (109 ft upstream of the mentioned drop inlet). DI#4 is 
designed as 10’ CM2, but can be upsized if needed.  
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2- My second question is regarding Comment #2 on Sky Vista Update, and also the comment on Parcel N/O Entry 
Road approval letter (attached as well). Below is a response I have received from our Land Development staffs:  
The entire DB parcel will be a public drainage easement once the final map records (FMP-74662).  The 25’ Public 
Access is for Howard Hughes to maintain the village wall that will be adjacent to Parcel O and the streetscape 
once the DB has been turned over to the City.   Hughes HOA will need to use the access road to the DB to access 
the backside of the village walls.  We got the comment cleared up for plan approval, can you see if they will 
revise this revision comment letter.  
   

Please let me know you thoughts.  
   
Thanks,  
   

 

Masih Edalat, PhD, EI  
 

 
 

 
 

   

 
  

GCW File Transfer Site  
   
   










































