Agenda ltem No.: 46.

OConsent Discussion

Dept./Division:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:
None

RECOMMENDATION:
None

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Appellant Letter of Appeal
2. City Clerk Notification Letters to Appellant

Motion made by GARY REESE to Deny the appeal, thereby denying the work card

Passed For: 5; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 1; Excused: 1

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

Minutes:
The appellant was present.

TONI WEEKS, Detective, Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department (Metro), reported on the
appellant's history of violent and aggravated crimes. She indicated she made recommendations
for employment in a field other than security, but the appellant and the employer chose to go
forward with the appeal. Unfortunately, a letter of support was not provided by the employer.

MAYOR GOODMAN expressed concern with the criminal history, including abuse of a firearm,
even though the appellant is seeking a job for unarmed security. He expressed concern about
putting MR. BINGHAM at risk without a firearm. MR. BINGHAM indicated that his duties
would be to enforce the no-loitering rule and report any violations to the employer, who would
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then report to the police. He noted that medical problems with his knees and shoulders preclude
him from doing many jobs. In fact, his medical condition would preclude him from what he did
in the past. He is in the process of enrolling at the College of Southern Nevada to learn a
profession that would not require physical work. He urged the Council to give him the
opportunity to prove that he has reformed.

COUNCILMAN ROSS advised MR. BINGHAM that there are a number of jobs that do not
require a work card. While he appreciated the chanee MR. BINGHAM has made, he could not
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