Agenda ltem No.: 3.

OConsent Discussion

Amount:
Funding Source:
Dept./Division:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

This bill will prohibit unruly gatherings and provide regulations and penalties with respect
thereto. Such gatherings include neighborhood parties and other gatherings in residential areas
that cause a disturbance of the quiet enjoyment of private or public property. Typical gatherings
of this type involve the consumption of alcoholic beverages by minors and create the need for
emergency response services. The bill is intended to reduce the costs of providing such services
by providing for civil penalties and the recovery of costs.

RECOMMENDATION:

This bill was held in abeyance by the 4/3/2007 Recommending Committee to 5/1/2007
Recommending Committee meeting for review, hearing and recommendation to the City Council
for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Bill No. 2007-14

2. Business Impact Statement

3. Submitted at meeting - copy of flyer on Tucsons Unruly Gathering Ordinance; Ventura
County Model Social Host Liability Ordinance; Title 9 of Daly City, CA; Santa Cruz, CA,
Ordinance No. 2005-20 and web pages from Tucson and City of San Mateo by staff, letter by
Juanita Clark of Charleston Neighborhood Preservation and written comments by Tom
McGowan

4. Submitted after meeting - Petition by the Charleston Neighborhood Preservation

Motion made by LOIS TARKANIAN to Table

Passed For: 2; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0
LOIS TARKANIAN, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-
None); (Excused-None)



City of Las Vegan

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF: MAY 1, 2007

Agenda Item No.: 3.

Minutes:
COUNCILMAN ROSS declared the Public Hearing open.

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN indicateddagimdasire to table this matter, as she would like
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CITY ATTORNEY JERBIC then submitted five packets of documentation regarding unruly
gatherings ordinances in other cities, some of which were used to craft Bill No. 2007-14. He
noted that the purpose of implementing such an ordinance is to use it for home partiers that
repeatedly give cause for the police to respond.

COUNCILMAN ROSS remarked that the ordinance provides for a perfect opportunity to recover
expenses generated by party houses and to free up police officers to be better used elsewhere.

JUANITA CLARK, representing Charleston Neighborhood Preservation, expressed concern
about the language in the proposed bill not containing clear timelines for an appeal. She then
read and submitted a letter from some of the members of Charleston Neighborhood Preservation
requesting denial.

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN assured MS. CLARK that she read the letter.
COUNCILMAN ROSS interjected and asked MS. CLARK to keep in mind that
COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN requested this matter be tabled to allow more time to work
on some of the issues. He assured her that the City Attorney will review the letter she read and
submitted, adding that, although other cities have enacted similar ordinances, the City Council
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wants the City's ordinance to be better and could never support violating the constituency's
rights.

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN commented that this bill is the result of many phone calls
and requests from residents that have beeng : ]t situations to enact such an ordinance,
because, currently, there is no othe r N R OSS added that he has dealt
with similar situations in Wardg# r? de‘“l_r_li A Sro it needs a solution.
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MS. ROLLAND noted that the ACLU does not have issue with the underlying intent, but rather
with the ordinance being abused by residents with private disputes, because enforcement will be
complaint driven. Surely, disturbing the peace ordinances currently apply and should address the
behavior that prompted this bill. Lastly, she pointed out that the fact that other cities have similar
laws already on the books does not dissuade the ACLU from thinking that this bill has problems.

CITY ATTORNEY JERBIC stated that the scenario cited of two people drinking a beer gives
people an inflamed sense of what people are trying to do in government to protect residents from
party houses. A situation in which two people drinking a beer disturb the peace absolutely could
trigger police action, but that could already be done under the disturbing the peace law, which
can already be abused in residential disputes. This law merely allows the City to impose an
additional civil penalty and to recover the cost of enforcement. He noted that he would be happy
to review suggested language by the ACLU and that there are many ways to tighten laws, but
never a way to please everyone. He felt comfortable with the language of 2007-14 as submitted.

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN reiterated her desire to table this matter. She asked MS.
ROLLAND, MS. CLARK and MR. McGOWAN to review the documentation submitted by
CITY ATTORNEY JERBIC and to submit their written comments to the Council for inclusion.
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MS. ROLLAND asked COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN if the law is intended to allow for
civil penalties for criminal enforcement only, or if the City is looking to expand the definition to
behavior that is not currently considered criminal, because the ACLU is mainly concerned with
the areas that are not considered criminal. COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN answered that her
intent is to help the residents. CITY AT L indicated that the definition does not

mirror the one in the disturbing t ncompasses more behavior, but
it does not criminalize it; it m Wgosts by imposing more civil
fines
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