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Dept./Division:

pgarding an Appeal of Denial for a Family
ia Hernandez, 9108 Teal Lake Court,

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:
Discussion and possible action regarding an Appeal of Denial for a Family Home Child Care
Facility License.

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommendation is to uphold the decision of the Child Care Licensing Board.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Notice of Appeal

2. CCLB Meeting Minutes

3. Letter of CCLB Action

4. Decision Denying Child Care Facility License Application

Motion made by OSCAR B. GOODMAN to Hold in Abeyance to 5/16/2007

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

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

NOTE: MAYOR GOODMAN disclosed that there was a time when he would abstain on matters
related to child care licensing due to his wife's position as Chairman/President of the Meadows
School, which is subject to licensing with the Child Licensing Division. CITY ATTORNEY
JERBIC recollected the same. However, he opined that disclosure would be sufficient.
Abstention would only be necessary if the Mayor felt he could not be objective. MAYOR
GOODMAN then stated he was sure he could remain objective. Subsequently, before
considering Item 44, CITY ATTORNEY JERBIC noted that the Mayor has previously abstained
on matters regarding appointments to the Child Care Licensing Board, which is quite different
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from an appeal on the denial of a license.

Minutes:

WILLIAM HENRY, Sr. Litigation Counsel, appeared with CAROL MEYER, Business Services.
MR. HENRY paraphrased the Subject section. In accordance with Las Vegas Municipal Code
(LVMC) 6.24.110(D), the Council, in considering the facts, is confined to the facts presented to
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or neglect charges. The mother of the two-year-0ld would have been present had it not been for
the conflicting time of the Council meeting with her work schedule. He suggested holding this
matter in abeyance to give the mother an opportunity to appear. MAYOR GOODMAN insisted
that he found it hard to believe that any mother would return her child to such an environment.
Therefore, he opted to hold this matter in abeyance, directing ATTORNEY WRIGHT to notify
the mother that he would like her to appear on this matter.



