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Amount: $2,500,000
Funding Source: RDA Special Revenue Fund
Dept./Division: Economic and Urban Development/RDA

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

Pursuant to Section 32, Subsection 2 of Nevada Assembly Bill 304 of the 2009 Nevada
Legislature, the state has required the City of Las Vegas to contract for the design of the project
to reopen F Street using $2,500,000 in funds from the Redevelopment Agency. This Resolution
authorizes transfer of the Redevelopment Agency funds to the City of Las Vegas for this

purpose.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of the Resolution and to authorize its execution on behalf of the
RDA.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Resolution No. RA-6-2011

2. Submitted After Meeting Interlocal Agreement between the City of Las Vegas and City of
Las Vegas Redevelopment Agency to provide funding for the reopening of F Street Project

Motion made by CAROLYN G. GOODMAN to Approve

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0

RICKI Y. BARLOW, LOIS TARKANIAN, STEVE WOLFSON, CAROLYN G. GOODMAN,
STAVROS S. ANTHONY, STEVEN D. ROSS, BOB COFFIN; (Against-None); (Abstain-
None); (Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None)



(7/(17 0{ LM chﬁa Agenda Item No.: 5.

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING OF: SEPTEMBER 21, 2011

Minutes:
ROMEO BETEA, Economic and Urban Development Manager, reviewed the background of the
case. In response to CHAIR GOODMAN he stated that the de51gn was 60 percent completed
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city went door-to-door, passed¥ butlet they could think of to
inform and create open forums w Te also stated that he personally
chose the Doolittle Community Center as e on due to its neutral location and
emphatically stated the error of MS. DUNCAN S contmued allegations regarding community
involvement. He further clarified that this is a State mandated project that has to move forward.
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