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MINUTES - ‘Las Vegas, Nevada
v . December 19, 1975

A RECESSED REGULAR MEETING of the Board of City Commissioners
of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, held this 19th day of Decem-
ber, 1975, was called to order by His Honor, Mayor Pro Tem

Ron ‘Lurie, at the hour of 9:00 A.M. in the Mayor's Conference °
Room, -10th Floor, City Hall, with the following members present:

| Mayor Pro Tem Ron Lurie
Commissioner Paul J. Christensen
.Commissioner Myron E. Leavitt
_ Commissioner Roy A Woofter (arrived at 9:55 A.M.)
ABSENT " (excused) Ma yor "~ William H. Briare |
STAFF PRESENT - ~ City Manager A. R. Trelease
. City Attorney Carl E. Lovell, J
- Director, Dept. of ' ‘
Community Development Donald J. Saylor

Program Manager,
Community Development

~ Block Grant -Program . Bruce Spaulding

Fire Marshall Otto McFarland
Prin. Pers. Analyst, _ :

Personnel Department Babette Naef
Prin. Pers. Analyst,

Personnel Department - Bill Berk
Director, Purchasing &

Contracts J. C. Cathcart
Director, Department of

Public Works . Laurence Hampton

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: This meeting'has been recessed from the
Regular Meeting of the Board of Commissioners held on Wednesday,
) December 17th. We will now take up the first item on the Agenda:

CITY OF LAS VEGAS APPLICATION FOR FUNDING UNDER
TITLE I OF THE HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
~ACT OF 1974

The Commissioners and the Mayor have met and have made their
recommendations. This morning I would like .to read them and then
I will open the meeting up for any questions you might have and
ask for approval on it. We will also have to act on three (3)
Resolutions which Don Saylor, Director of the Department of
Community Deve]opment will read.

The recommendat1ons that the Comm1ss1oners have agreed upon are:
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BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION ~§ 61,300

City Project for Planning and
Management Development - 81,300

HOUSING REHABILITATION LOAN PROGRAMS

1. Housing Code Assistance ' 70,000
2. Revolving Loan Fund 75,000
3 Administration of Loan Program . 29,000
| Total N ~ $174,000

CITY PROPERTY REHABILITATION

Westside School | 150,000

CONTRACTS FOR SUPPORTIVE SOCIAL
PROGRAMS & PROPERTY REHABILITATION

1. United Way (Resource Coordination
Project) ' : 20,000
2. NALA Day Care Center 30,000
3. Senior Companion Volunteers - 25,000
4.  Voluntary Action Center - 20,000
5.  H.0.M.E. (Poor People Pulling Together) 36,000
6. Operation L1fe 19,000
7. us, Inc. ' 8,000
8. Indian Center 10,400
9.  SNDAC : 30,000
Total . /198,400
SECOND YEAR ENTITLEMENT GRAND TOTAL e e e e e e e $] 094,000

There is approximately a $70,000 carry—over from this year's funding:

PROPOSED UTILIZATION:

1. Economic Opportunity Board,

Title XX Child Care Project - 35,000
2. Additional Funding for Senior Citizen
Center (request by the Hous1ng
Authority) _ 35,000
Total - 70,000

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: Those are the recommendation of the Commission.
If there are any questions we will be happy to answer the quest1ons
and Staff is here to answer any questions a]so

(No .questions or'comments)

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: If there are no questions, I will entertain
a motion for the approval of these recommendations and the read1ng
of the Reso]ut1ons »

Comm1ss1oner Leavitt: I so move.

_ Motion carried by the following vote: Commissioners
Christensen, Leavitt, Woofter and Mayor Pro Tem Lurie
vot1ng aye; noes, none.

Mr;'Say]or: From the Resolution adopting the application, I will
read the "Resolving" clauses:

"NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Mayor and Board
~ of City Comm1ss1oners

- 1. That the City of Las Vegas' app]ication for full
entitlement of second year Community Development
Block Grant funds be approved;
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4.

That the Mayor is authorized to sign and execute the

- application on behalf of the City of .Las Vegas;

That the Mayor is hereby authorized to sign and .execute
the Contract between the Department of Housing and

_Urban Development and the City of Las Vegas.

That this Resolution is to take'effect immediately.

See Pageé 4 and 5 of these Minutes (Resolution)

Commissioner Leavitt: I move for adoption of the Resolution of the
City of Las Vegas, Nevada, approving app11cat1on for Second’ Year
Community Development B]ock Grant Funds.

Motion carried by the following vote: Commissioners
Christensen, Leavitt, Woofter and Mayor Pro Tem Lurie
voting aye; noes, none.

Mr. Saylor:The next Reso]ution - after the funding is received. etc.,
and all of the Social Programs being funded, we must necessarily

- enter into contracts with those Agencies, and this Resolution is

simply to allow some flexibility in the development of those

contracts.

Again, I will read the "Resolving" clauses:

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Ma yor and Board of
City Comm1ss1oners

1.

That the Community Déve]opment B]dck Grant staff is
authorized to negotiate and develop contracts with
operating agencies for the performance to activities,

services or programs as part of the Community Development
Program; ‘

That the Community Development Block Grant staff is
authorized to modify, adjust, increase or decrease
project budgets up to a maximum of twenty percent
(20%) . where specific activities, services or programs
are deemed by staff to be necessary (additive), or
ineligible or inappropriate to the Commun1ty Develop-
ment Block Grant Program

That the Mayor, or in his absence, the Mayor Pro Tem,

“is authorized to sign and execute such contracts with

outside agencies that are part of the approved
Community Development Block Grant Program.

Commissioner Leavitt: I move for adoption of the Resolution
authorizing the Community Deve]opment Program staff development

Mr. Saylor:

of contracts with operating agencies.

See Pages 6 and 7 of these Minutes (Resolution)

Motion carried by the following vote: Commissioners
Christensen, Leavitt, Woofter and Mayor Pro Tem Lurie
vot1ng aye; noes, none.

The next Resolution designateé the responsible official

with staff acting on behalf of the Federal Government in terms of
the Environmental Review Process. The fo]}owing are the "Resolving"

.clauses:

" NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:

1.

That the Director of the Community Development _
Department is designated as 'the responsible Federal
Official' and is herein authorized to assume and
carry out environmental review processes for the
Community Development Block Grant Program;
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A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LAS- VEGAS,
NEVAD:, APPROVING APPLICATION FOR
SECOND YEAR COMMUNITY DEVI_'.'LOP,‘II;I'IJ'TV
BLOCK GRANT FUNDS '
WHEREAS, the Housing and Community Developmént Act of 1974,
Pub. L. 93—383,‘authorizes the a%arding of Community Development Blocklcrants
to municipalities; and
WHEREAS, the Nevada Cormunity Developmen£ Program Law, Cﬁa?ter 235;
Nevada Revised Statutes; authorizes municipalities to partiqipate in the
Federal Community Development Block Grant Progr%m; aﬁd
| WHEREAS, fhe Nevada Community Developmenﬁ Program Law,-Chapter 235,
Nevada Revised Statutes, conveys to municipalities powers necessary or a_pro—
briate to carry 6ut a Community Development Program; and:
'WHEREAS,.the City of Las Vegas desires to apply for its second
year Commuﬁitg Dévelopment Block Grant entitlement of approximately $1,094,000
under the Housing and Community Development Acf of 1974; and |
WHéREAS, thé City of Las Vegas paéséd,‘adopted and approved on
October 1, 1975 a Resolﬁtion‘establishing a community‘participatiOn-plan and
process for the second year Community Development‘Block_Grant Prograﬁ;<and
WHEREAS, the Cityvovaas Vegas éave public notice.of the develop-

ment of a citizen participation plan for the second year Community Development

- Program tﬁrough'publication of a legal notice October 5, 1975; and

WHEREAS, the City Qf Las Vegas has provided citizens with adeduate
information céncerning the amount of fun&s available fb: proposed coméunitg
deve{opmént and housing activities, the range of acti;ities that ﬁay be under-—
taken, and‘otber important program requirements; and .-

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegqs has provided citizens an adequate
opportunity to participate in the development of the'application; and

WHEREAS, tﬁe Citg of Las Vegas has held three public meetings and
two public heérings to obtain the views of citizens on'cqmmunitg development
and housing needs; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas has complied with all requirements

and regulations of the Department of Fousing and Urban Development.

Meeting

City fommission

Decembﬁr

19, 1975




NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Mayor and Board of City
_Commissioners: |

1. That the City of Las Vegas' application for ful1 entitleﬁent
of second year C&mmunitg Devélopmeht Block Grant funds be approved.

2. That the Mayér is authoriéed to sién and execute the application
on behalf of the City of Las Vegas.

. & .
3. That the Mayor is hereby authorized to sign and execute the

SIS - YR < B N~ T I

Contract between the Department of Housing and Urban Development and the
9l city of Las Vegas.

10 4. That this Resolution is to take effect immediately.

1y PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this day of .
12§ 1975, . |

v15
’14

1 WILLIAM H. BRIARE, MAYOR
5

le

ATTEST:

17

18 Edwina M. cole, éitg Clerk .
19 |
20l (SEAD)
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
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A RESOLUTTON AUTHORIZING COMMUNITY DEVELOPHMENT PROGRAM
STAFF DEVELOPMENT O CONTRACTS WITH OPERATING AGENCIES.

e

WHEREAS, Lhe City of Tas Vegas, through its Mayor and Board of

City Commissioners, at its regular meeting on December 19, 1975 ,

voted to file an application for the City of Las Vogas' full enkitlemenl of
approximately $1,094,000 under the Housing and Community Dovelopment Act
of 1974; and

WHEREAS, the City of L[as Vegas, through‘its_MayOr_and Boar:! of

City Commissioners, at 1ts reqular meeting of December 19, 1975 ,

voted to approve the City's Communily Development:Block Grant application; and

WHEREAS, the City of Fas vegas haSrhsgigned‘staff to the
Commﬁnitg Development Block brant Program; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas stipulated in its Community
Development Block Gfant applicatién that in the event a satisfactory
contra&tual arréngement cannot Le established with the orgunizations citod
in the application, the City of Las. Vegas reserves the riqbt to perform‘tho

‘service itself or contract with another operating agency

‘NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Maycer and Board of
City Commissionefs: | |

1. ‘That the Community Developmenthlock Crant staff is
authorized to negotiéte and develop contracts with operatjng agencies for
the pérformance'to activities, services or programs as part of the COmmunitg
Development Progran.

2. That the Community Deveiopment Block Grant staff js authorizcd
to modify, adjust, incfeaéé or decredase project bndgéts up to a maxinum éf»
twenty (20) percent where specific activitics, services, or programs are
deemed by staff,to be necessary (additive), or inel?gible or lnapprupriﬁtc

_to‘thc CommunitQ De&eloémeht RBlock Grant Progran.

3. Tﬁat,the Mayér, or in his absence, the Mayor Pro Tem, g |

au@horikéd to éign and exécutc'éuch contracts with outside agencies that éro

part of the approved Community Devolopment Block Grant Program.

eting
'ssion
19, 1975
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PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this _19th <ﬂng of . December
1975. - ' ,' '
Z:/<:<i;{>4522i:4 ;z/<; Zé;%ltt¢z49&7
WILLIAY H. BRIARE, MAYOR B
ATTEST:
EDWINA M. COLE )
Edwina M. Cole, City Clprk
(iZiZQ od/’/(7‘v [Z Oz/éfﬂé{i/
DOI‘lS M. Karsnok
Asst. to the City Clerk
Jeeting
ssion’
19, 1975
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2. That this official so designated is authorized to

: undertake environmental responsibilities, including
the following: The establishment of environmental
records; the conduct of environmental reviews;
decision-making and actions as to environmental issues;
preparation and circulation of Draft and Final Environ-
mental Impact Statements and assumption of lead
agency's responsibilities for preparation of such
statements in behalf of the Community Development
Block Grant Program and the Department of Housing and
Urban Development.

3. That the designated Official is hereby authorized to
execute and sign such documents, assurances and
certificates as are requ1red for the purpose of
implementing and carrying out environmental review
processes

4. That the designated Official is authorized, and
consents on behalf of the City of Las Vegas and
himself, to accept the jurisdiction of the Federal
Courts for the purpose of the enforcement of his
responsibilities as such an Official.

5. That this Resolution-is to become effective
1mmed1ate1y

See Pages 9 and 10 of these Minutes (Resolution)

Commissioner Christensen: I move for adoption of the Resolution

of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, designating a responsible official
for the Community Development Block Grant Environmental Review
Process.

Motion carried by the following vote: Commissioners '
Christensen, Leavitt, Woofter and Mayor Pro Tem Lurie
voting aye; noes, none. '

Mr. Saylor: Mr. Mayor, I would like to announce that a copy of the
full app11cat1on will be on file in the Department of Community
Development.

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: We thank all of you for‘submitting your
applications. We hope we have covered all of the areas and the
full application will be on file in the Department of Community
Development for review.
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RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS,
NEVADA, DESIGNATING A RESPONSIBLE
COFFTCIAL FOR THE COMMUNLTY DEVELOPMENT
CBLOCK GRANT ENVIRONMENTAL RiEVIEW PROCESS
WHEREAS, the City of Las Vogas has made application for its
second year Block Crant éentitlement under Uhi Hovsing Qnﬁ Community Davelop-
ment Act of 1974; and .

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas has vonsented to assume.the

.status of a responsible Federal official under the National Environnental

policy Act of 1969, insofa; as the provi&ions 0f such Act appLgAhovthe
Community Development Block Grant Program; cand

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas as an applicant for assistanée
under Title I of the Housing and Community Development Act_of 1974 1is

required to assume the responsibility for carrying out all the provisions

-of the National Environmental Policy Act relating to particular project:s

which are included as part of’thc City'slsecoﬁd yéar Commuiii by De&e]opment
Program; and

WHEREAS, the Departhent of lousing and Urbqn Development h@s
approved the practice of designqting/an official of.the City to carry out
the fesﬁonsibilities of the "responsible‘Fwdnral OFFicial” as that term is
used in.the Natiéﬁal Environmental Policy Act and applicable rexrulations
thereof; and

. . WHEREAS, such responsibilitics include the conduct of anvizon-

mental reviewﬁ; decision making and action s to onvirunmental issges;
preparation and_circulaﬁion of Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statecrents;
and assumptioﬁ of.”]end agency” fcsponsibilitiés foi preparation of sUcb
statements in béhalf of Federal agencies inclurding tﬁo-Departmeﬁt_of fousing
and Urban Development, whén such Qgencies consant to snch assumption; and

WHEREAS, the official designated as "the rosponsible Federal
officiui”, approved by the Departmant of lousing Jnﬁ Urban Developnent, s
subjectbto the jurisdiction of the Foderal coures in theso rosponsibilitios
and will not he reprvséntcd by tho De=partaent oé Justice i court bt

reasonahbla defense costs, including the fees of attornoys and experts,

Regular Neeting
City Compission

Dec. 19,11975
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incurred iIn environmental iitigation, may.be funded from the applicant's
grant amounts;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:

1. That the Director of Cormunity DeQelopﬁent Department is
designated as ”the responsible Fedszral official" and is herein authorized.to'
assume and carry out environmental review processes for the Community Devélop~
menpt¢ Block‘Grant Program.

2. That this official so designated is gdthorized to undertake
enyironmental responsibilities, including the following: the establishment
of environmental records; the conduct of environmentél f¢views}Adecisionfmaking
and actions as tQ‘envi}onmental issues;,p;eparation énd'circulétion of Draft
énd Final Environmentél Impact Statements and assumption of lead agency's
responsibilitiés for :preparation df such statements in behalf ;f the Community
Development Block Grant Program andvthe Department of Housing and Urban
Development.

3. That the designated official is hereby authorized_to éxecute
and sign such documents, assurances and certificates as are required for the
purpose of iﬁplemenéing and carrying out envi;onhental review processes.

4. That thebdesignated official is authorized, and cbnsents on
behalf of the Ciﬁy of Las Vegas and himself, to accept ﬁhe jurisdiction of
the Federal coﬁrts for the purpose of the.enforéement of his responsibilities
as such an official.

5. That this resolution is to become effective Immediately.

’

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this _ 19th day of December

1975. ' : }
L3
-
7
L WILLIAY H. BRIARE, MAYOR
ATTEST:

b
4

EDWINA M. COLE

Edwina;®. cole, Cltj Cler,
/
By & ébéﬁx//j/ ?/ /;4//k/ué/tﬁﬁi// Page 10-

Doris M. Karsnok ' Minutes

. Recessed ,
Asst. to the City Clerk Regular ‘Meeting

City Commission
Dec. 19, 1975
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Mayor-Pro Tem Lurie: The next item is
NEW HIRES
I think what we'll do is take a 5-minute recess -

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: We will now hear the recommendation of the
Recommending Committee on Bill No. 75-6:

BILL No. 75-6 - ORDINANCE No. AN ORDINANCE BY THE CITY OF
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, ELECTING TO COME UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THE
METROPOL ITAN CITIES INCORPORATION LAW, CHAPTER 648, STATUTES OF
NEVADA, 19 5, PURSUANT TO SEC. 3 (1) of SAID CHAPTER

Committee: Full Board of City Commissioners
' Commissioner Leavitt, Chairman

Commissioner Leavitt: I move for the adoption of Bill No. 75-6.

A B111 entitled: "BILL No. 75-6 - ORDINANCE No. :

AN ORDINANCE BY THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, ELECTING TO COME
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THE METROPOLITAN CITIES INCORPORATION

LAW, CHAPTER 648, STATUTES OF NEVADA, 1975, PURSUANT TO SEC. 3 (1)
OF SAID CHAPTER" was read by title by the City Attorney, who
recommended that the Clerk be authorized to proceed with the

first publication, by Title, of said Bill No. 75-6 (1st Reading)

Mayor Pro Tem Lur1e Are there any comments or questions on the
mot1on? : o

Comm1ss1oner WOofter I made a request for this to be continued
to this date so that Mr. Jan Stewart could be present so he could

make any further presentations as to his legal opinion, as well as
the Mayor not peing present, as we should have a full Board

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: Jan Stewart is in the bu11d1ng and the City

Attorney, Carl Lovell, has asked that he come on up so he can
answer any quest1ons you might have

'Comm1ss1oner Woofter: Could we ho]d this then unt1] he gets here and

go ahead with other items?

| Mayor Pro'Tem Lurie: Yes - we will hold that and go back'to

NEW_HIRES

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: There are some people here from the Personnel
Department to answer any questions you might have on the New Hires

-that are going to be City funded. The only question I would have

is on the Municipal Court - Items 11, 12 and 13. These are items
that will actually be paid for by the Court with the revenue taken
in by the Court so it won't be an expenditure by the City.

Commissioner Christensen: There's one question I have: Do we have
the funds to pay these people? -

Mrs. Naef: Yes -

‘Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: These positions are positions are part of the

34 that we discussed that have not been filled, but have been
budgeted for. _ :

Mr. Berk: Some are - some are not.

Mayor Pro Tem Lur1e Which ones are the new . positions have have not
been budgeted for? '

Mr. Tre]ease: Primarily those three (3) listed for the Court.
Mrs. Naef: Two of them are new - |

Commissioner Christensen: .Items 11.and 12 are new but they are



NEW HIRES

(continued)
Motion
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necessary because of the creation of the Court and they should be
self-supporting. I move for the approval of the new hires.

See Page 13 of these Mihutes (Annotated Agenda)

Commissioner Woofter: I want to ask a quest1on - maybe 1t was
resolved during the time I was out of town, but there was some
news story in regard to our Finance D1rector stating we had more
than enough money in regards to paying everybody and keep1ng all
of the Federal help on.

Mr. Trelease: He didn't make that statement - I corrected it the
following day. . ' ' :

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: -Would you please vote on Commissioner
Christensen's motion to approve the new hires?

Motion carried by the fo]]ow1ng vote: Comm1SS1oners
Christensen, Woofter and Mayor Pro Tem Lurie vot1ng
~ aye; noes, Commissioner Leavitt.

Mrs. Naef: I would 1ike to bring up one other thing. Since this
agenda was prepared we've had an opening come up in the Finance
Department for a Title VI funded Junior Clerk position. This
pos1t1on handles all the microfilming, including the daily checks
prior to being processed. I wonder if we could get you to approve
this today or, if not, give us authority to hire someone and have
it ratified at your next meeting.

Mr. Trelease: This is important because the checks have to be
microfilmed before we deposit them -

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: This is under Title VI that will run out
in June? - : '

Mr. Trelease: We would have to make arrangementsvto put her on a

permanent basis.

COMMISSIONS
(Abeyance)
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Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: There has been a recommendation that a
Title VI employee be hired for the Finance Department.

Commissioner Woofter: I so move.
Motion carried by the following vote: Commissioners

. Christensen, Woofter and Mayor Pro Tem Lurie voting
aye; noes, Commissioner Christensen.

' SOLICITATIONS REVIEW BOARD (2-year term) -

One (1) member to be appointed to replace Mrs. Erma Sutherland " (who
has resigned) for a term of office expiring 12/20/76

ALSO
Terms of the following members will expire 12/16/75:

REV. MELVIN PEKRUL
GEORGE RHODINE ‘

~Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: It would be my recomméndation that we éarry

this item over to the first meeting in January and if there are no
objections, that will be the order.

Under Boards & Commissions we now have for consideration a- request
that Attorney Edward G. Marshall be appo1nted as an Alternate
Mun1c1pa1 Judge.

Commissioner Leavitt: I understand that'the Mayor has. to do that.
It has to be done before the end of the year and I'm wondering if
it has to be done at an official meet1ng or if he can do it other-

. wise.
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Department Action

PUBLIC HEARINGS

VI.

B. -

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

CITY OF LAS VEGAS APPLICATION FOR:
FUNDING UNDER TITLE I OF THE HOUSING
AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEHT ACT OF 1974

VIII.

I.

NEW HIRES .

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS,
NEVADA APPROVING APPLICATION FOR
SECOND YEAR COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT FUNDS

CITY, FUNDED

6.

- 10.

11.

12.

13.

VACANCIES ON BOARDS & COMMISSIONS

Fire - Intermediate Clerk

P/W - Construction

Rod & Chain Vorker .

(Replacement for budgeted pos1t10n)
865

P/W - Street Lighting

Electrical Trades Helper
(Rep]acement for budgeted position)
904 .

P/W -'Eng1neer1ng Design Draft1ng Aide
(Rep]acement for budgeted position)
865

Recreation

Jr. Recreation Assistant
(Replacement for budgeted vacancy -
temporary until 1/10/76)

260

(Replacement for budgeted position)
726

Municipal Court - Court Bailiff
(Create new positiaon)
1078

Municipal Court - Intermediate Clerk
(Create new position)
726

Municipal Court - Intermediate Clerk
(Replacement for budgeted. position)
726

A.

SOLICITATIONS REVIEM BOARD
(2-year term)

One (])lmember to be appointed to
replace Mrs. Erma Sutherland (who has
resigned) for a term of office expiring
12/20/76
ALSO
Terms of the following members w11]
expire 12/16/75:
REV. MELVIN PEKRUL
. GEORGE RHODINE

Approved
Leavitt - unanimous

‘|Resolution Adopted

Leavitt - unanimous

Items 6 thru 13
Approved
C .

Leavitt voted "ho"

fAbeyance

Page 13
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Dec. 19, 1975

Dept. of C/D
authorized to proceed

Same as above

Personnel Department
authorized to
proceed

1/7/76 Agenda
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- BOARDS & Mr. Lovell: He can do it otherwise, pursuant to the Charter.
COMMISSIONS o ‘ _ . .
Continued - Commissioner Leavitt: I would like to move then that we recommend
to the Mayor that Edward G. Marshall be app01nted as an A]ternate
Motion Municipal Judge.

Motion carried by the following vote: Comm1ss1onérs
Christensen, Leavitt, Woofter and Mayor Pro Tem Lurie
voting aye; noes, none.

BILL No. 75-6 BILL No. 75-6 - ORDINANCE No. , AN ORDINANCE BY THE CITY
OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, ELECTING TO COME UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THE
METROPOLITAN CITIES INCORPORATION LAW, CHAPTER 648, STATUTES OF
NEVADA, 1975, PURSUANT TO SEC. 3 (1) OF SAID CHAPTER
Committee: Full Board - Myron E. Leavitt, Chairman

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: I believe Commissioner Woofter has some
questions of Jan Stewart on an opinion he gave concerning the
City coming under the Metropolitan Cities Incorporation Law -

Commissioner Christensen: It was a memo - not an opinion.

)

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: That's correct - a memo -

Commissioner Woofter: Mr. Stewart, there was discussion before
we recessed the other night with regards to your opinion because
it -is before us insofar as voting on the Ordinance is concerned.
My concern is the fact that you, being our counsel, has advised
us at this time not to adopt it and I certainly want to know, for
the record, before voting, the reasons why.

Deputy City Attorney, Janson F. Stewart: OK - I understand there
was a lot of discussion on this memo. My thought on the memo was
that Senate Bill 601 is in litigation. One of the specific issues
we have raised in the litigation is this issue on the effect of.
electing to come under the Act. That is, whether or not you can
elect to come under the Act at a future date ~ The language is a
little bit amb1guous

In view of the fact that the matter is in 11t1gat10n, I thought
the most prudent course would.be to wait until the Court rules
on that. I understand Commissioner Leavitt feels that is more a
policy than opinion, but that's why I wrote the memo. I just
thought we ought to wait maybe to see what the Court has to say
on it.

Commissioner WOdfter: Is this that we're voting on inter-related
to S.B. 601? . ‘

Mr. Stewart: Yes - absolutely. The provision to elect to come under
the Act is spelled out in S. B. 601 - it is part of S. B. 601.

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: Then we're not putting ourselves in any
jeopardy by approving, or going under the:Act, even though it
hasn't been heard in the Courts yet - the Court hasn't ruled

on whether certain sections are unconstitutional. We are just
preparing ourselves for the dec1510n that could come out of the
Courts? Is that correct?

Mr. Stewart: Well, at this point, it's hard to say, because I don't

know exactly what the Court is going to say in reference to this specific
clause. I have hopes that they will sustain the clause and the

Ordinance I have drafted will be held to be a valid procedure by

which to elect to come under the Act. If I were to guess, I would

Page 14 : say that is what the outcome will probably be, but at this point
Minutes in time there is a cloud of uncertainty about it . . .

.Recessed ' - :
Regular Meeting Commissioner Woofter: You drafted this Ordinance we are voting on -
‘City Commission right? ,

Dec. 19, 1975

Mr.‘Stewart: Yes, I did.



BILL No. 75-6 Commissioner Woofter: And you are asking us to hold action on it?
- (continued) : _
Mr. Stewart: 1In a sense, yes. That is my recommendation that the
matter be held - I'm not saying to vote against it - and I under-
stand there has been some talk it means we are against consolidation -
I'm not saying that at all. I drafted the Ordinance because I think
this is a part of consolidation and I think when the Court rules on
it, if Senate Bill 601 is still with us, this is the only course we
have to take - is the Ordinance. My only suggestion is that we

wait until the Court rules on it.

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: At least we're moving ahead and we're following
the recommendations that the Attorney General has given us, as far as
giving us an outline of things we should do in waiting for the
Court's decision. That was one of his recommendations . . .

Mr. Stewart: There have been a lot of things that have taken place
since the Attorney General's opinion. We have entered into an Inter-
local Agreement which we worked on and which we adopted. We do

need to establish the Districts, but we cannot establish those
Districts until the Court rules that the other is unconstitutional.
Until the Court rules on that, we can't adopt new Districts. The
purpose of Bill No. 75-6 is to establish - to initiate the mechanics
so we can establish the Districts, which we can;t do anyway until
.the Court has resolved the present Districts under S.B. 601.

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: In other words, you feel it is better that we:
prepare ourselves now than wait for the Court's decision which might
not come down for forty-five or sixty days,'and then that would

delay us that much more in time, because we're in a time factor now -
we only have a year left before Consolidation is supposed to take
effect.

Mr. Stewart: I agree with you - we need to prepare ourselves now -
we need to look at those Districts - we need to get those things
clear, but you don't have to adopt the Ordinance in order to do those
th1ngs .

Commissioner Leavitt: I would like to ask Mr. Stewart a question:

If the Court should rule the Bill was unconstitutional, the Ordinance
would fall too, then - '

Mr. Stewart: If they ruled the enttre thing Unconstitutiona1 -

Commissioner Leavitt: So, if we passed the Ordinance and the Court
rules S.B. unconstitutional, the Ordinance would fall?

Mr. Stewart: Yes -
Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: I believe it says thét'in the Ordinance itself -

Commissioner Leavitt: If the Court rules that S.B. 601 is conﬁtitu-
tional, the Ordinance would stand, or would it be necessary?

Mr. Stewart: It would stand, but as I mentioned in the memo there
is a remote possibility on interpretation. I know you disagree
with that, Commissioner, and I respect that and I don't want to get
into a- batt]e with you on it -

Commissioner Leavitt: I disagree with your interpretation, because
I think it's ridiculous that County Commissioners would try to
become City Commissioners.

Continuing with my inquiry - if the Bill were held unconstitutional

Page 15 , by the Courts and our Ordinance would fail, what would we have lost
Minutes by passing the Ordinance?

Recessed '

Regular Meeting Mr. Stewart: Let me see if I can answer that -

City Commission S

Dec. 19, 1975 - Commissioner Leavitt: Suppose just the Districting was held

unconstitutional, wouldn't we then have to pass an Ordinance in order
to set the D1str1cts7



- BILL No. 75-6 Mr. Stewart: Yes, we would -~
(continued) ' :
Commissioner Leavitt: And we'd have to start all over again.

. Commissioner Christensen: How long would that take?

Mr. Lovell: We could have an Ordinance. effect1ve in eight (8)
days - a regular 0rd1nance

Commissioner Leavitt: When do you anticipate that the Courts will
rule? ‘I understand the County has been given to the end of the
year to file an answer -

Mr. Stewart: That's right.

Commiss1oner'Leav1tt In addition to that, you 're go1ng to have
to have Briefs, aren't you? '

~ Mr. Stewart: ‘That's right -

Commissioner Leavitt: So would you anticipate thirty days for
each - thirty/thirty?

-Mr. Stewart: I would hope it would be a lesser time than that -

Commissioner Leavitt: You don't anticipate anything before March
1st, do you? -

Mr. Stewart: From- D1str1ct Court, yes I would -
Commissioner Leavitt: OK - tell me when you ant1c1pate it -
Mr. Stewart: In a month or forty days - I would hope.

Commissioner Leavitt: After the answer is filed, how much time
do you think it will be before the City files its Brief?

Mr. Stewart: I would expect that after the Answer is filed,
there will have to be a conference called to set a Briefing
Schedule - maybe fifteen days each - maybe ten days to reply,
each . . . I don't know how long the Judge will take and the
Judge will have to study it.

Comm1ss1oner Christensen: This is still in Judge Wendell's Court
isn't it? : . ~

Mr. Stewart: Yes.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: If this 0rd1nance were to pass today, what
effect will this Ordinance have on our lawsuit?

Mr. Stewart: I'don't think it will affect the lawsuit at all -
presently I don't think it will really disturb - I haven't had a
chance to thoroughly research that, but I don't think it would
disturb too much the lawsuit. ,

Commissioner Leavitt: In regards to your statement that the County
Commissioners might claim to be City Commissioners, I notice the
Ordinance is drafted in such a way as to avoid such a possibility -

~ Mr. Stewart: That's correct.

Commissioner Leavitt: In your opinion the Ordinance is sufficient to
prevent that from happening?

Mr. Stewart: To my knowledge since I've been here, we've never drafted

an Ordinance in this fashion - in such a sense that part of it .
Page 16 _becomes effective for some purposes on one date and part of it becomes -
Minutes effective for other purposes on a final date - January of 1977.

Recessed
Regular Meeting
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It was with the ambguity in mind - in Senate Bi11.601 - is the
reason we drafted the 0rd1nance in that fash1on



BILL No. 75-6 Commissioner Leavitt: Do you think it's possible to set up vot1ng
(continued) A Districts without passing this 0rd1nance7

Mr. Stewart: No - I think we have to adopt the Ordinance to set
up the voting Districts but, as I said before, you can't do that
untili the Court rules the other unconstitutional.

-Commissioner Leavitt: We have to pass the 0rd1nance in order to
set up the voting Districts - right?

Mr. Stewart: Yes:

Commissioner Leavitt: OK - now, a person can file for office
beginning January 3rd, can they not?

Mr. Stewart: Yes -

Commissioner Leavitt: Until July 21st - OK - so unless the voting
Districts are set up what is going to have to happen - Mr. Colton
is going to have to accept someone's application for County
Commissioner and tell them that later he will know what District -
is that correct? There's no way you can tell a person what
District he's going to run in, because you don't know where he's
going to live and where he's going to run until those Districts
are set.

Mr. Stewart Unless he takes the position. that at this time he
has accept the Districts as they are estab11shed in S. B. 601.
That's up to him and his attorney.

Commissioner Leavitt: Suppose somebody files for an office that

lives across the street from me and then after he files for office

and we set up a District that puts him in a different District from me,
wouldn't we be leaving ourselves open for a considerable amount of
criticism of jerry--mandering if the Districts were set after people.
started to file? .

Mr. Stewart: I think that probably is very possible - but I don't
think the adoption of the Ordinance would so]ye that problem through -

Commissioner Leavitt: I think we have more problems if we
don't pass the Ordinance than if we do, because the only problem that
I can see that Mr. Stewart has indicated that we may have, is the
remote possibility that the County could claim they are City
Commissioners and he has stated that the Ordinance is drafted to
avoid that possibility. The alternative is, the Ordinance dies.

If it isn't passed today - if we don't proceed with the voting
Districts and the election procedures come to a grinding halt - then
the election process comes to a grinding halt - Mr. Colton doesn't
know what to tell people when they file for office - nobody knows
Wwhich area they'11 be running from - they won't know what areas the
Commissions are going to represent or who their Commissioners are.

I think the alternative is more drastic than passing the Ordinance.

~ Mr. Stewart: May I ask you a question? Do you think if we adopt
this Ordinance we can immediately establish the Districts?

Commissioner Leavitt: That we can go ahead and establish the Districts -
the County Commission can go ahead and establish the Districts . . .
and if that Section is declared unconstitutional, then this could be
declared unconstitutional. If that Section of the Bill is upheld

. by the Courts, we can go ahead and proceed, because the big issue -

- Page 17 the only thing the Attorney General declared unconstitutional, was
Minutes the Districts. The Attorney General's opinion did say the Districts
Recessed were unconstitutional. He also said other things but, basically,
Regular Meeting there are only about four Sections involved. Granted, the City is
City Commission protesting the whole Bill, but basically those are the four Sections
Dec. 19, 1975 there are really questions about and if the Courts uphold the Attorney

General, and the Districts are thrown out, this is an alternative
‘method by which the Districts could go ahead and proceed and have



BILL No. 75-6 ‘the voting Districts determined prior to the time people can
(continued) : file for office, or shortly thereafter. At our next Consolidation
Meeting we cou]d establish the Districts - which would be January 12th.

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: I thought the D1str1cts all had to be
established 90 days before the end of filing . . .

Commissioner Leavitt: Well, they don't have to be established -
until April 21st, or thereabouts, but people can start filing for
office January 3rd. The Districts themselves def1n1te1y have to
be estab11shed pr1or to . ..

Commissioner Christensen: Then what you're saying, as I understand
it, is to go ahead and pass the Ordinance and set up the tentative
Districts in case of the other . . . so we have two sets of
Districts - those we're under now and those we'll be under if they
throw those out?

Commissioner Leavitt: Right - if the Courts say that the Districts
under Senate Bill 601 are unconstitutional, and the Court so rules -

the first of April or whenever they rule - I agree with Mr. Stewart -

I think they're going to rule by March 1st - at least, I hope so - if
the Courts rule that the Districts are unconstitutional, we now

have the mechanism by passing the Ordinance to establish the Districts
under the laternative method of the Ordinance. If they throw the entire
Bi1l out - the Ordinance fails and the Districts fail.

Commissioner Christensen: What you're saying is - if I wanted to
file for office in January - he can say it will either be in this
D1str1ct or this District - ’

Comm1ss1oner Leavitt: When he files in January - the way I under—
stand it from Mr. Colton - he is going to accept the declaration and
tell him he will have to be notified later what D1str1ct he is going
to run in. , : R

Commissioner Christensen: Yes - but just between us g1r1s, he will
have an idea of whether he'll be in this District, -or this D1str1ct -
we have a tentative set of Districts, so.

Comm1ss1oner Leavitt: Under S. B. 601 he S. 1n this District but

that could be changed because of the fact the 0rd1nance if we pass
1t

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: I've just discussed that with Stan Colton
and he will, as you say, accept declarations.of candidacy but he
will not tell the people the District they re in .until the Court
makes its decision.

Commissioner Leavitt: If I understand you correctly, Mr. Stewart -
what you're saying, in your memorandum here, the only reason you
are really concerned about the Ordinance not being passed is the -
~ possibility - a remote possibility - that County Commissioners
could say they were City Commissioners, and that you have provided
! in the Ordinance that can't happen. Is that your major objection?

Mr. Stewart: I have attempted in the ordinance to provide for that
contingency - it's not a question of whether or not the County
Commissioners want to be City Commissioners - it's a quest1on of
what the Law says.

Commissioner Leavitt: Well here, again, I think the alternative is

worse . .

?age 18 : _ ,
Minutes . Commissioner Woofter: What harm is there, as Mr. Stewart suggests,
Recessed

in holding this in abeyance awaiting the determination as to whether

or not S.B. 601 is constitutional? And if it is declared unconstitu-
tional and Mr. Stewart feels that this Ordinance will still hold _up,

we move for the adoption of that at that t1me

Regular Meeting
City Commission
Dec. 19, 1975

In the meantime we can make the secondary p]ann1ng as far as
setting up a re-districting in case S.B. 601 is declared unconstitu-
tional - we wou]d be all ready to move at that time rather than at the

presept time, a“d'_have another Ordinance and what-have-you in relation

i



BILL No. 75-6 to S.B. 601 go down the drain - declared unconstitutional. I'm
(continued) very. concerned about this patch-work situation going on ever
' since the Legislature and the Governor put this on our backs -
that we're trying to do something that maybe they should have
done before they rushed this through in the ‘last few days of the

Session.

Motion I know the motion is on the floor, but I make a mot1on‘aga1n to
hold this in abeyance until there is a determination made by
the Courts.

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: There is no need to vote to hold it in
abeyance - it has to be published or it automatically dies and
would have to be re- 1ntroduced

Comm1ss1oner Leavitt: A vote to hold it wou]d kill it, so if.
you want to do it on that basis, understanding that a vote to
hold it will k111 it.

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: We have a motion on the floor to hold this
item in abeyance

Motion failed by the following vote: Commissioner
Woofter voting aye; noes, Commissioners Chr1stensen,
Leavitt and Mayor Pro Tem Lurie

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: The motion to hold Bill 75-6 in abeyance
has failed. There is a motion on the floor to approve Bill
No. 75-6.

(See Page 11 of these Minutes)

Motion carried by the following vote: Commissioners
Christensen, Leavitt and Mayor Pro Tem voting aye;.
- noes, Commissioner Woofter.

Commissioner LeaVitt: I need to have an interpretation - under
S. B. 601, it requires a four-fifths (4/5) vote and due to the
fact the Mayor is not present, what has happened?

Commissioner Woofter: You still wouldn;t have a four f1fths-
vote if the Mayor was present -

Mr. Stewart I think the Bill says 4/5ths of the entire membership ,
I'd have to check it to make sure, but I think we ought to keep this
ordinance alive. [ think it still ought to be in the Study -
‘Committee -

Commissioner Christensen: Can you call the Mayor and get a vote?
Is that permissible? ' : :

Mr. Lovell: He has to be present at the meeting.

Cbmm1ss1oner Leavitt: I'd like to. recess this meeting until
Monday morning at nine o'clock and have th1s item reconsidered at
that time.

Mayof'Pro Tem Lurie: - I might have a problem in being here at that
time because of my wife being in the Hospital. T might not be able
to attend that meeting. -

Commissioner Leavitt: Let me ask you this, then - in view of the votes
that have been taken here today, Mr. Lovell, does that mean the
Ordinance failed? .

‘Mr. Lovell: I don't think so. If you'll give me one minute, I'11
give you an answer. : '

Page 19 | | At the hour of 10:20 A.M. Mayor Pro Tem Lurie declared
Minutes a 5-minute recess.
Recessed

Regular Meeting

City Commission
~ Dec. 19, 1975



BILL No. 75-6
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NEVADA POWER
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INTERVENTION
RATIFIED
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Motion

Meeting reconvened at the hour of 10:25 P.M. with the
Commission and Staff present.

Mr. Lovell: It requires the 4/5ths vote of the entire membershipf

Mr. Stewart: I think the Ordinance is important to us and I think
it will have to be used if the Court rules that S.B. 601 is
unconstitutional. I would like to see it re-introduced and sent to
a Study Committee so that we will have this Ordinance available and
make use of it immediately.

Commissioner Leavitt: It has to be redrawn and given a new number -
Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: "And I would recommend'that it be sent to the
same Study Committee, with Commissioner Leavitt as Chairman and

if there are no objections, that will be the order.

Mr. Lovell: This is in the nature of a report to you. The

~ Company is claiming that mistakes were made in their own private rates

to individuals which does not allow it to return the proper amount of
profit to the Company and its shareholders.  Further, the Company

is requesting an increase in its rate on return of equity capital
investment - equity capital. :

We have taken their application, which was filed with the Public
Service Commission and sent it to our experts. They indicated that
this Company in this particular rate increase are try1ng to use novel
approaches for higher rates for all types of consumers in the Valley,

- and they don't feel that high rates can be verified, Just1f1ed or -explainec
: sat1sfactor11y 4

The cost of intervening is unknown at - th1s t1me we are ta]king with

~all the other intervenors as we have done in the past to try to help -

defray the costs and share in the expenses, but we estimate somewhere
around $9,000.00 would be the cost for all intervenors. The
Colorado River Commission has done it in the past - other cities have
done it, in addition, on some occasions, the Resort Hotels, the
Downtown Hotel Association, and other business concerns.

I might add that - as I did indicate at the last meet1ng - th1s year
alone, not including 1973 or 1974 for which statistics are being
compiled, that Southwest Gas and Nevada Power Company ashed for
almost$6] 000,000.00 in rate increases and all they have received

~ so far is $25,000,000.00. The City has expended somewhere between

$15,000.00 and $]7,000.00 - not just in 1975, but in the last two
and a half (2-1/2) years for intervention proceedings. The money

‘has been spent and utilized well and has been well worthwhile in

attempting, at least, to keep down the rate increases that the
Utilities keep br1ngxng up time and again, based, supposed]y, on
inflation, etc. :

There is no question but that the Public Service Commission has and,

in the future, will continue to give rate increases if they are justified
because of the National inflationary problems we've got. But it's

got to be kept in line within reason and I think the money we've spent
has been well worthwhile.

We will be giving you a full comprehensive study dnd'ana1ysis from
July of 1973 through December of 1974. Also we will show you even
better expenditures of our monies during that time.

In any event, that was just a brief report. What I would ask, if.
you are so inclined, is for a motion to ratify the position of the
formerly constituted Board that when an application of a Public
Utility is submitted to the Public Service Commission, it is taken
by our office, sent to our experts and based-upon their analysis
whether we should intervenr or not, whether they feel the rate
increase is justified or not, then intervene at that time.

- Commissioner Leavitt: I so move to give the City Attorney's office

permission to have experts examine every application for utility
rate increases before the Public Service Commission, and to inter-
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vene, when so recommended, on behalf of the City.

Motion carried by the following vote: Comm1§s1onek§
Christensen, Leavitt, Woofter and Mayor Pro Tem Lur1e
vot1ng aye; noes, none. :

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: There is one addit1ona1.1tem that the
Department of Public Works has asked us to hear this morning.
Mr. Hampton, would you 1ike to make your presentation now?

Laurence Hampton, Director of Public Works: Gentlemen, this is
somewhat of an urgent matter. This was brought to your attention
shortly after the July 3rd flood at which time we pointed out the
damage done to these areas shown in red (wall map) - five (5)
separate areas - to this concrete-lined channel that runs - the
majority of it through the Water District property.

We got approval to proceed on this Project and at that time our
estimate was about $80,000.00 to repair this. In detailing the
damage, we investigated an area here (wall map) particularly
where the Water District had come in and built a reservoir after
construction of the channel - constructed a well at this location
(wall map) ‘and the reservoir was to take the test pumpting for
the new well. -

What happened is that during that procedure they breached their
own dike that they constructed and as a result, more or less gave
the subsequent flood waters a definite path to go. We feel their
action caused damage to this location.

We are talking about $20,000 or $30,000 to repair that particular
section. We wrote a letter to Tom Rice, the General Manager, and
pointed out our position. I received a Tetter last night from
him, in reply, not claiming any liability at all.

What I would like to do is to get your permission to request their

appearance before the Board of County Commissioners, acting as the
Water Board, to try to appeal Mr. Rice's decision prior to getting
the attorneys involved in the possible lawsuit-over the situation.

Mayor Pro Tem Lurie: I would so move - that we would follow your
recommendation. ‘ ' _ S -

Mr. Hampton: We believe they should p1ck about “two- thirds of the
cost of repair.

Motion carried by the following vote: Commissioners
"Christensen, Leavitt, Woofter and Mayor Pro Tem Lurie
- voting aye; noes, none.

There being no further business to come before the Board;:at'the
hour of 10:40 A.M., Mayor Pro Tem Lurie. declared this Recessed
Regular Meeting ADJ O URNED.
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