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ABSENT (Excused)

STAFF PRESENT

eLas Vegas, Nevada .
November 17, 1976 -

A RECESSED REGULAR MEETING of the Board of City
Commissioners of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, held
this 17th day of November, 1976 was called to order
by His Honor, Mayor Pro-Tem Ron Lurie at the hour of

Mayor Pro-Tem

2:00 P.M., with the following members present:

" Ron Lurie

Commissioner Paul J. Christensen
. Commissioner Myron E. Leavitt

Commissioner ' Roy-A. Woofter

Mayor S William'H.\Briare

W. E. Adams, P.E.
City Attorney Carl E. Lovell, Jr.
Deputy City Attorney Richard Koch =
Director of Business Acthlty Ila M. Britt

City Clerk Edwina M. Cole, CMC

City Manager

At the hour of 2:20 P. M., Mr. Alan Andrews, attorney

- for the defendants, arrived and Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie

commenced the meeting.

‘ Mayor Pro- Tem Lurie: Today is the date set for the

public hearing 'and order to show cause against Anthony
L. Washington, d/b/a Pleasure Seekers Escort; :
Doubles Ltd, Bonnie Sue Washington, President, d/b/a

- Swinging Escorts; and Betty Jane Langa, d/b/a Suzy
"Wong's Escort Service. The.public hearing and order

to show cause is now in session.  Mr. Koch, do you.
have an opening statement that you would: llke to make
for the City? : : :

Mr. Koch: Before we get into that...

Mayor Pro- Tem Lurle. Use the hand mike. Is there:ﬂ
a hand m1ke° )

Mr. Alan Andrews: May I inquire whlch one we are
going to take first?

Mr. Koch: Before we begin, I would move that these

three matters be consolidated.. The reason for that
" is that the witnesses are identical. Aswill be set

forth in the hearing, the ownership is virtually
identical for these three businesses. They are
operating their businesses out of almost the same-
business premises. The issues are identical.  The

- grounds are identical for revocation. The witnesses"

which we have again will be testifying relating to-
all three of the businesses, so I would move at thlS
time that these matters be consolidated.

Mr. Andrews: I would object to that because we have
three separate licenses to three separate individuals,
one a corporation. One of them isn't even licensed
under the escort ordinance and the rest of the ‘things-
that the attorney spoke of are matters of proof to

be heard later. We don't even know what that proof is
vet. So, we are entitled to a hearing on each and
every one of the licenses.involved, a separate hearing,
and our objections I hope is noted in the record.

Commissioner Leavitt: Mr;”Mayor,.I_wonder if'we-eould_
have Mr. Andrews state for the record who he represents.
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" Mr. Andrews: I represent Betty Jane Langa,‘,

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Mr. Andreﬁs.

Mr._AndFews: If we tell which one we are going to
take first. - : '

Commissioner Leavitt: Well, we have three in front of
us. We have Anthony L. Washlngton d/b/a Pleasure,
Seekers Escorts, that s one.

"Mr. Andrews: I represent Mr. Washington.

Commiss1oner Leavitt: Then we have Doubles Ltd.,.
Bonnie Sue Washlngton, President, d/b/a Swinging
Escorts. .

Mr. Andrews: I represent Doubles Ltd. Bonnie Sue
Washlngton has nothing to do with that corporatlon
and they've beern notified. :

Commissioner Leavitt: You re not maklng an appearance

- on behalf of Bonnie Sue Wash1ngton°

Mr. Andrews: Absolutely-not.
Commissioner Leavitt: But YOu_are'on'Doubies Ltd?
Mr. Andrews: Yes.

Commissioner Leavitt: The other one is Betty Jane
Langa d/b/a Suzy Wong's Escort Serv1ce.

Comm1551oner Leavitt: So you represent,all three,
then except for Bonnie Sue Washlngton, is that )
correct7 .

Mr. Andrews: Yes.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: .You would like to know Wthh

. one we are going to take f:Lrst'>

Mr. Andrews. Yes.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: It's . been recommended by the

attorney that we take and consolidate the three into

- one.

Commissioner Leavitt: That's his motion.

Mayor Prc—Tem Lurie: Is there,any comments on the
motion? ‘

- Commissioner Leavitt: I would like to know this. Are

there common  issues of fact and law 1nvolved in all
three of these? '

Mr. Koch: Yes, there are. Your petition of complaints,
which I will present to you in just one moment, the

grounds are identical, the issues are identical. Mr.
Andrews, who represents all three of the businesses,

tried to enjoin or restrain this hearing and he filed
one brief for all three businesses and the issues are
exactly the same. The facts are virtually identical.
also as will be set forth. :

‘Commissioner Leavitt: The chargés are not the same

for all three.

‘Mr. Koch: The only difference in the charges is "F".

As will be set forth, the differences, for example
for Doubles Ltd., it says that Doubles Ltd. allowed
another business to operate at its same location and
for example, Pleasure Seekers, just one moment, let
me restate that. For Pleasure Seekers, the grounds
"F" is that they failed to apply for a change of -
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business location. For Suzy Wong's "F" is that
they operated or allowed another business to operate

out of the same physical location. As shall be set

forth by testimony, what actually happened is that
Pleasure Seekers has been operating out of the...

Mr. Andrews: I object to this before. We don't know

‘what the testimony is going to be.

Mr. Koch: What I'm saying is that these grounds are-
identical. : '

Commissioner Leavitt: Why I'm inquiring as to whether
or not they are common issues of fact in law involved.
It looks like the complaint set forth, practically word:
for word in each complaint, the same charge. The '
same people involved, the same charge. In other words,

" the charging section of the complaint, paragraphs -

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, are charging all identical charges,
even as to the people involved. Those are the things

- you have to prove, those six thlngs. It appears. that»

there is going to be’'a common issue of fact, all.
of those paragraphs for all three complaints.

Mr. Andrews: The problem is, Commissioner Leavitt you
are well aware, that any time you combine these things
that, as you trying to maintain an objective frame of
mind throughout, these facts tend to get involved and
if they prove perhaps one of the escort services main- .

tained an unlicensed escort, that will merge and all
.of them might suffer. I do respectfully submit that -

we strongly object to any consolidation of these'
cases.

Commissioner Leavitt: Well you notice that each
complaint has the same identical six paragraphs, and
the people named in there are all.identical in all
three complaints, so there obv1ously has to be a-
common issue involved here.

Mr. Andrews: . Well, I...

" Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: It is my understanding, Mr.

Andrews, that you filed one brief for these three

- complaints in District Court, is that correct?

Mr. Andrews: - That is incorrect, but we have

filed a complaint and declaratdry relief action in

the District Court seek1ng to enjoin the show cause
hearlngs on, to enjoin each of these show cause hearlngs
from going forward and I did represent all three and
combined them 1nto one brief, into one complaint. That
is correct. .

Commissioner Leaﬁltt- You comblned them 1nto one
complaint in District Court? :

Mr. Andrews: I had'the.three,_the.three people befbre-
this Commission now, these three businesses, were .

‘combined into one complaint. That's true.

Commissioner Leavitt: Could I 1nqu1re for the record
whether your clients are present'> ' :

Mr. Andrews: Anthony Washington is present.
Commissioner Leavitt: And Betty Jane Langa?

Mr. Andrews: No.

. Commissioner Leavitt: How about somebody from Doubles

Ltd.?

Mr. Andrews: Anthony Washington is pfssent for Doubles
Ltd. ' : ' ) S :




 Commissioner Leavitt: For Doubles Ltd., okay.

-Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Commissioners;based on the
information that we just heard, I'm going to rule .
that we will hear all of these at one time and they
will be consolidated into one. :

Mr. Andrews: Before we proceed, I have spoken with .
the people from the Supreme Court today, and I did
file two actions before that Court; one after Judge
Wendall upheld the validity of the ordinance before
this Commission. I filed an appeal seeking a stay,
seeking an injunction pending appeal and appropriate
authority to which the City Attorney responded in
opposition. That is still sittihg. That has not been
ruled on one way or the other. I respectfully think
that the matter should be continued until they have
a chance to decide. There is also filed up there a“
Writ of Prohibition naming each of the Commissioners
in the City as respondents, seeking to, only on
behalf of Doubles Ltd., and the gist of that petition
is that since Doubles Ltd. is not an escort service,
then and all the allegations here against Doubles Ltd.
pertain to violations of that escort service ordinance,
that this Commission is without jurisdiction to hear
anything as to Doubles Ltd. Those two, and I ask for
" a stay in that case. Ne1ther of those cases have been
heard at this time. - :

Commissioner Christensen: I'd like to ask the. City
Attorney a question at this p01nt, regarding a point
~of law. The fact that that is in front of the Supreme
Court, does that stop us from doing anything before .
they convene or before they act. 1In other words, what
I am saying, aren't you innocent until proven c_;uJ.lty'>
You know what I'm trying to ask you, Carl, and I'm not
doing a very good job because I'm not familiar with the
legal terms. In other words, if we waited for the -

v Supreme Court before we ever did anything, that's- an
appellant court. Aren't we in a position where if we
‘have one decision in Wendall's court, and he's appealed
it, . it becomes his problem to Wwait and'not ours?.

Mr. Andrews: There is no legal obligation for you to
wait. : L : oo .

Commissioner.Christensep: There's no legal obligation
for us? Okay, that's what I want. That's a good. way
to put it, no legal obligation for us yet. N

‘Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Then we can.proceed basedfon{;;

Mr. Andrews: I'm asking only in the interest of time,
and it would seem a waste of this Commission's. valuable
time, to go forward if in fact the stay was going to
be granted tomorrow or the next day and they at thls
time have not ruled on it.

Mayor Pro—Tem Lurie: Well you're looking to save time,
so that's why we are going to proceed with ‘this. So,
Mr. Koch, if you would like to make your opening state—
ment, we'll proceed Wlth the show cause hearing.

Mr. Koch~ I would like to make another 1n1t1al state-
ment regarding the hearings today. As the Comm1551oners
are well aware, this matter has been contlnued S
numerous times in the past. Some time ago, when we
"initially set the date for the hearing, and through
various actions in District Court this matter has been
put off and put off, one of our two witnesses in this
matter, Mr. Doug Shengrow (spelllng .approximate) has -
been available at all.the previous, or for all of

Page 4 - o the previous dates; however, Mr. Shengrow is presently

Minutes _ on vacation. It was planned some time in the future
Recessed Meeting some time ago, and what I would move, and ask that

City Commission - the Court do, or the Commission do at this time, is

November 17, 1976 that the hear1ng proceed and that we be permltted to.
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put on the witnesses which we do have here today,
and that when Mr. Shengrow does return on the first -

‘of December, which is the date that this Commission -

again would convene, that this matter be continued,
or that it continue to proceed at that date. :

Mr. Andrews: I have'no objection to that.
Mr. Koch: I didn't think you would.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: We'll proceed with the witnesses
we have here today. ' ’ ‘

Mr. Koch: Very well. I would first state the grounds,
or rather refresh the Commissioners' memory as to the -
grounds for revocation of escort bureaus. According
to the City Code, Title V, Chapter 23, Section 28, -
Subparagraph B, there are a number of grounds for
revocation of an escort bureau's license. Listed as
grounds are the employment of a non-licensed escort. .
Early in that chapter, escorts are required to hold
licenses. Another ground is employment of a non- _
licensed escort bureau runner. They are also required
to hold business, runner licenses. Another ground

is failure to notify the City in writing of the -
termination of employment of any escort within five
days. The next ground, failure to notify the City in
writing of the termination of any escort bureau runner
within five days. Also, another grounds listed there
is failure to make available to the City of Las ,
Vegas, after written request, employment records.. I
might state that in Sections 26 and 23, of Chapter 23,
escort bureaus are required to maintain a list or a .

~record of those persons who are employed by them as .

escorts and as escort runners, including the names and
the dates of employment, date commenced, date of

" termination. And they are required to make those h
‘records available to the City upon written request and
failure to do so is.a grounds for revocation. Flnally,_

additional grounds listed in Section 28, failure to

apply for a change of business location prior to such
change occurring and also operating or allowing. another .
escort bureau of operate from the same physical

.location for which the first escort bureau is licensed.

These are the grounds we are concerned with today,
and we expect to put on testimony before the
Commission that each of these grounds have been

or do exist for each of these businesses. That's my

: openlng statement. I don't know if Mr. Andrews cares .

to make any further statements.

- Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Mr. Andrews.

" Mr. Andrews: Commissioner Lurie, may I inquire of the

City Attorney how long he expects his case to take
because if we're not going to complete today anyway,-
and we're all interested in time, I respectfully think
that we might just put it to December 1. I don't
understand why we're here if we can't finish today.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: We're not going to inconvenience
the witnesses that are here today, so we will proceed
with the witnesses that are here and then continue
until December 1.

Mr. Andrews: May I inquire as to how long?

Mr. Koch: Not very long I would say easily: w1th1n
an hour, perhaps much less than that. o

Mr. Andrews: May I also, for the record, there are.
some 63 charges pending against Anthony Washington

as a direct result of V-23, provisions of this
ordinance. The Commission can readily look at those
heinous charges filed against us, charges that appears_

to be suff1c1ent to revoke a. llcense, and you can

N
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that they are not anything that was illegal, in and
of itself. They are all illegal made by your ordi-
nance. There's nothing like stealing, or false
advertising. They are all like unemployed escorts
and things like that made illegal. I would like

the Commission to keep that in mind, that there is
nothing inherently evil in any of the acts complained
of. It is only "evil" made so by your own ordinance.
With that, and with the knowledge that Anthony
Washington, and/or his immediate family has been
charged with some 63 complaints, I'd ask that Mr.
Washington come up to assist me, but as far as '
questioning goes, since there are 63 complaints
against him, I am advising the Commission now, ahead

- of time, that I will not permit him, under the

Fifth Amendment privilege, I will advise him not
to answer any questions, but I would like his assis-
tance at counsel's table.

Commissioner Leavitt: You are entitled to have your.
client there. : ' T

Mr. Andrews: Yes, I'm just advising the Commission
ahead of time.

Commissioner Christensen: Can you answer me a questlon,
just for fun. You raised an 1nterest1ng point here, -
something to the effect there wouldn't be a v1olatlon
of the law if we hadn't made the laws. Aren't all’
violations of the law because there s laws that have

‘been_ violated.

Mr. Andrews: .Commissioner Christensen, there are

- certain things that are morally evil.

Commissioner Christensen: What do you consider to be
morally evil, so I'll know where the middle ground lies?

Mr. Andrews: Murder, stealing, that's about it. Rape, .
robbery, any of those crimes that we all think of as
crimes. It s what the law used to say. '

Comm1ss1oner Chrlstensen- The problem 1 have is I
think some of them are morally wrong that you apparently

~ don' t, and I wonder which ones we have dlfferences on.

Mr. Andrews: Well, would say, for an 1nstance,
Commissioner Christensen, some of the employees at the
jewelry shop, do those employees have to have licenses?
I'm sure that they do not. . It is only the business '
itself that has to have a license, 1jmaemployees do not.
Now here your. ordlnance... :

- Commissioner Christensen: No, but employees of a

barber shop, the barbers all have to have llcenses,.
not just the owner. ‘ '

Mr. Andrews: That s true, but that s by a state

agency. That is not by the City law. You w1ll find...

Commissioner Christensen: In other words, you think

“the City shouldn't make the laws, only the state.”‘-

Mr. Andrews: No, I'm just saying 51mp1y that - because

most employees do not have to be licensed, and it's"
the ordinance that you have passed that makes these
employees be licensed. 1It's only this, bath houses
and massage parlors that employees have to be
licensed, other than those licensed by state law, or

- required by state law. Then, in that limited s1tuatlon,_
~it's what the law calls mala in se, rather than mala

prohibita and Commissioner Leavitt will be able to

. tell you that mala in se used to mean, ofycourse_to
" speak of, is that those crimes that are inherently -

evil. Mala prohibita is like driving through a school
district at 25 in a 10 mile an hour zonerduring.school.
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It's not made illegal except for the fact that now
there's a school district there. It wasn't illegal
before, it's made so by ordinance, and that's the
difference. 1I'd like the Commission to keep in mind-
that distinction. That there is nothlng 1nherently
evil. : ‘

Commissioner Christensen: You see, I don't under-
stand the laws and legal terminology .like you do,
but the thing that worries me here is that I've

~always been under the impression that merely, in fact

I'm having a hard time thinking. of any business where
you have extremely close personal contact that doesn't
require some individual licensing of the individual-
that have extremely close personal contact. So that's
very true that my watch repairmen don't have to. have

a special license to repair watches in. this state. '
They do in many; however, I believe if I were sending
watch repairmen .out eight hours a day to peoples' homes,
they would darn soon become a regulatory license there.

- Mr. Andrews: But it's not now. It would haVe>te_be

made so by ordinance.

Commissioner Christensen: But then that ordinance
wouldn't be a valid ordinance because it doesn't have
- the same as a moral crlme, is that what you're telllng
me? v =

~Mr. Andrews: No, I'm not saying that at all. I'm .
just stating a fact that these are those acts alleged
-are those that have been made ‘illegal only by the
ordinance itself and there is ‘no other state law.

Commissioner Christensen: Yes, but all 1llegal acts
are made illegal by the ordinances that made them
illegal. You know, if we didn't have a law in this
country against stealing, then stealing wouldn't be
illegal. : ‘

Mr. Andrews: That's true.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Mr. Andrews, the ordlnance we';
are talklng about is constitutional. . It's quest—
ionable in your mind and... : .

Mr. Andrews: It is so unconstitutional'that it...

‘Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie° But it has never been proven that

in court, so we're proceeding with the show cause
based on the ordinance as constitutional and we have .
the right to request certain information that your

:client refuses to give to this Board or to the'City;

Mr. Andrews: I'm just giving an opening statement}

- Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: I understand what you're telling

"~ us, but you are also trying to judge what the

District Court hasn't decided they would rule on yet,
whether or not the ordinance is constitutional or not.
We feel that it is, and it hasn't been proven that

it isn't, so we're going to proceed on those bases.’

_Mr. Andrews: Okay, and that's my opéning statement;f

Thank you.
Mayor Pro-Tem. Lurie: ‘Mr. Koch.

Mr. Koch: I would call as the C1ty s flrst w1tness

~ Mrs. Ila Britt.

. City Clerk Edwina Cele swore Mrs. Ila Britt in.

Mr. Andrews: Commissioner Lurie, may I request that
the witnesses stand up here so that both Mr. Koch ‘
and I and the Commission could see the witnesses? -
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I can't see them from over here.

Commissioner Christensen: Haven't you ever seen. Ila
Britt_before? ‘ -

Mayor Pro-Tem Lur1e°-'0kay}‘Mrs. Britt, cOuld.you
stand up there. : ' ".-

Mr. Andrews: May I interject that that s the f1rst
time I've ever had anything granted. ‘

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie- Might be the last.

Mr. Koch: Would you state your full name, again;l :
for the record, please oo o

Mrs. Britt: Ila Britt.

Mr. Koch: Mrs. Britt, how are you presently'employed?m

Mrs. Britt: I'm the Director of the Department of
Bus1ness Act1v1ty for. the C1ty of Las Vegas. :

Mr. Koch How long have you’ had that capac1ty°

‘Mrs. Britt: A" llttle over'two years.

 Mr. Koch: In that capacity, do you have occasion to’
‘supervise and be acqualnted w1th the llcens1ng records .

of the City of Las Vegas°
Mrs. Britt: I do. |

Mr. Koch: Are you acquainted with the three businesses.
which are the subject to this show cause hearing 2
today which are Doubles Ltd., Tony Washington d/b/a
Pleasure Seekers Escort, and Betty Jane Langa d/b/a
Suzy. Wong's Escort Serv1ce°" _

Mrs. Britt: Yes, sir.

Mr. Koch: Do you have -in your possess1on records

relating to those bus1nesses°
Mrs. Britt:, ¥es,5sir. H
Mr. Koch: Do yduhhave_them with you at thisftlmé?:'
Mrs.vBritt: T do. o |
Mr. Koch: May I'see those,’pleaSe?h

Mrs. Britt:Produced the records. Yes, I have:’ brodght ﬂ
certified copies of the business 11cense appllcatlons
on the ‘three named escort services. RN

Mr. Koch: 'Would you please examine those appllcatlons |
one by one. Let's take Doubles Ltd. first, if we may.:
What's the full name of the 11censee there?

Mrs. Britt: we have several appllcatlons here. The
original application dated in January of 1973 names
Doubles Ltd., d/b/a Swinging Escorts and showed

Bonnie S. Washington as president, Rosemary Morton’

as Vice- Pres1dent and Stanley Traska as Secretary and

Treasurer.

" Mr. Koch: Are any other: persons named as pr1nc1pal

agents in that corporatlon°~

. Mrs. Brltt.' No.

Mr. Koch{-‘At'what‘address is that business'licensed?
Mrs. Britt: At 2018 East Charleston Boulevard

Mr. Koch: " 20189
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Mrs. Britt: Yes.

Mr. Koch: Has there ever been a change of address on
that business?

Mrs. Britt: Yes, there has.

Mr. Koch: What address is that and when was.itr
changed? -

Mrs. Britt: In February of 1973 they applied to move -
to 2120 East Charleston Boulevard, again Doubles Ltd.

Mr. Koch: 1Is that still the address?.

Mrs. Britt: No, it is not

Mr. Koch: What s the new address?

Mrs. Britt: It's presently located at 2303 Las Vegas

" Boulevard South.

Mr. Koch: How long has that address been part of your

record?

Mrs. Britt: Since we reinstated their license on
court order in September of 1974.

Mr. Koch: So at the present time, 2303 Las Vegas

Boulevard South is the address at which they are
llcensed to do bu51ness, 1s that correct?

Mrs. Britt: That's correct.

Mr. Koch: Mrs. Britt, at the present time, would it
also be in your records whether any persons are
licensed as escorts or as escort bureau runners with
the City of Las Vegas for that particular business?

Mrs. Britt: There are no licensed escorts or escort-’
runners for that business.

Mr. Koch: Have you ever asked or made request of this
particular business in writing as pursuant to the

City ordinance for employment records?

Mrs. Britt: Yes, I have. |

Mr. Koch: What dates did you make those requests?

Mrs. Britt: On August 17, 1976 and again on_September 1, .

Mr. Koch: What are you referrlng there to in refresh—,
ing your memory? ‘ ~ :

Mrs. Britt: On August 17, 1976 I wrote to Doubles’
Ltd., d/b/a Sw1ng1ng Escorts, and asking for them to .

supply certaln employment records for their escorts.
Mr. Koch: What response did you have to that request?
Mrs. Britt; None. -

Mr. Koch: You had a second request. What was the
date of that second request again? - ; : '

Mrs. Britt: September 1, 1976.
Mr. Koch: yWhat response did you have to that:request?‘
Mrs. Britt: I-had none.

Mr. Koch: Have you ever been notified about any"
termination of any escorts or escort runners’

~ Mrs. Britt: I have not.




Mr. Koch: I would ask the Commissioners that we
introduce those three documents into evidence at
, this time; the first being a copy of the license
- application, the second being the letter of August,
' ' and the third being the letter of September.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Any objection, Mr. Andrews?
Mr. Andrews: No objection.
‘Court Reporter: I can't hear Mr. Andrews.

Mayor”Pro—Tem-ﬁurie: Would you speak up a little
louder, Mr. Andrews, so the Court Reporter can get
your comments. B S :

Mr. Andrews: I will. I have no objection.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: They will be entered into the
record as Exhibit A. :

'Mr. Andrews: Could they be numbered 1, 2, or 3.
as separate documents. I have some questions to
ask in regard to them. Simply for the record.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Exhibit A, B, C.

~Mr. Koch: Mrs. Britt, I next ask you if you are
referring to those documents you have regarding .
Pleasure Seekers Escorts. Do you also have the
license appllcatlon there for that bu51ness°

‘Mrs. Britt: Yes, sir.

Mr. Koch: Would you examine that docﬁmehtland‘see
" who the licensee is and who the principal agents are
of that particular business. ‘

\

Mrs.Britt: Yes, this application was made by-
"Anthony Washington, d/b/a Pleasure Seekers Escorts.

Mr. Koch: Are there any other pr1nc1pal agents of
that corporation? . -

Mrs. Britt: No, Mr. Washington is the sole appiiéant.f

Mr. Koch: At what address is Mr. Washlngton llcensed
to do hlS bu51ness7 : A :

. Mrs. Britt: At 2401 Industrlal Road.

Mr. Koch: Has there ever been’ a change of that
address? o _

Mrs. Britt: There has not.

Mr. Koch: What was the date of the issuance. of that’

llcense again?

Mrs. Britt: This license was issued'onHAprilh30,w
.1975, on a District Court order. :

Mr. Koch: Mrs. Britt, regarding Pleasure Seekers,
is there anyone at this time who is licensed as an’
escort or as an escort bureau runner for that .
business? : -

Mrs. Britt: No, sir, there is not.

Mr. Koch: Have you ever made inquirylor rather written

request of that business for its records of 1ts‘

employees? \
Page 10
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Mrs. Britt: That's correct.

Mr. Koch: Did you receive any notlflcatlon from '
Pleasure Seekers regardlng termlnatlon of its: employees’

Mrs. Britt: I have not

qu.'Koch: I would ask that these three documents
be entered into evidence as Exhibits_4, 5, and 6,

D, E and F.

Mr. Andrews: Commissioner Lurie, there hasn't been a
proper foundation laid for any of those documents. I
would object to ‘the request.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Objection overruled. We'll
enter those. Do you want to look at them?

Mr. Andrews: Same objection.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Your objection is noted for_the;
record. ' : : .

Mr. Andrews: For the record, may be know whlch docu— '
ments are for which letters. : .

Mr. Koch Are these 901ng to be D, E, and F or 4,

5 and 6, which?

MaYor Pro-Tem Lurie: D, E;_and F.

Mr. Koch: Then D is the license application)'E is

the letter of August 17 or 16, and F is the letter of
September 1, is that correct? - :

'Mrs. Britt;' August 17.

Mr. Koch: August 17. Mrs. Britt, do you also have
in your possess1on certain documents relatlng to
Suzy Wong s Escort Service?

Mrs. Brltt: Yes, slr.

Mr. Koch: Are those also documents which were within
your records. You do have a certified copy of . the
application for Suzy Wong, is that correct?

Mrs. Britt: Yes, I do.

Mr. Andrews: Objection. There has been no’ foundatlon'
for any testimony about these. Slmple questlons
Those are the documents that are in your records. That

is not sufficient to lay a foundation for entry of bu31-v

ness records, if that's the counsel's intention.
And I object at this point to any testimony until a.
proper foundation is lald :

Mr. Koch: I believe we laid the foundation at the
very beginning when I asked her if she had records

in her possession, if she had brought them with her.

Mr. Andrews: That's still insufficient, CommiSSioner.;

Mr. Koch: Perhaps you can voir dire her or ask her
whatever questions you like if you're concerned about
them not being authentic. :

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Objectlon overruled Go ahead
and proceed w1th your questlons.

Mr. Koch: Mrs. Britt, is the llcense appllcatlon that

you have there for Suzy Wong's an actual copy of the

license application which the Department: of Bus1ness
Act1v1ty recelved for that business? ,
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Mrs. Britt: Yes, I have two. One is the certified
copy of the first application received which was

Betty Jane Langa d/b/a Suzy Wong's Matchmaking Services

and was received in July of 1974. Before it was ever
issued, she did apply for an escort service as opposed-
to a matchmaking service. That was in August of 1974,
and that application for Betty Jane Langa d/b/a

Suzy Wong's Escort Service at 2450 Industrial Road.

Mr. Koch: Who are the principal persons in that
particular business?

Mrs. Britt: Betty Jane Langa as the sole'owner.

Mr. Koch: Has any one else ever tried to be sub—
stituted in her stead? :

Mrs. Britt: No, sir.
Mr. Koch: What was the address'again?
Mrs. Britt: 2450 Industrial Road.

Mr. Koch: Has that been the only address for that
particular bus1ness°

Mrs. Britt: It has.

Mr. Koch: 1Is anyone licensed with the'City of Las o
Vegas at this time to be an escort or an escort
bureau runner for that business?

Mrs. Britt: No, sir.

Mr. Koch: Have you been notified of the termination
of the employment of any employee of that business?

Mrs. .Britt: No, sir,‘
Mr. Koch: Mrs. Britt, have you also made written

request of that particular business. for employment
records pursuant to City ordinance? .

Mrs. Britt: I did "It was done by letter August l7,

1976 and September 1, 1976.

Mr. Koch: Those documents there in your hand] are
those copies of that letter sent? Those letters?

Mrs. Britt: They are cOpies of the letters sent,,

Mr. Koch: Are they identical to the letters which :
were sent-to the other buSinesses° ‘ :

Mrs. Britt. Except to whom they are addressed yes

" sir. The body of the letter is the same.

Mr. Koch: But the substance is the same and the dates.
are the same? Did you ever receive any response on
either one of those? . . o

Mrs. Britt: I did not.

Mr. Koch: I believe I neglected to ask on Pleasure
Seekers, did you ever receive any response -on your
letters to them?

Mrs. Britt: No, sir, I did not.

Mr. Koch: I would ask that thesevdocuments also be.

. admitted into evidence as Exhibits G, H, and I.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie- Do you'want to look at them,
Mr. Andrews? S : :




Mr. Andrews: I would object to anything regarding

‘ : Suzy Wong's Matchmaking Service. That license is =

N not before the Commission. I don't know the relevancy:
' of that one whatsoever. "I would object to that.

Mrs. Britt: May I comment on why that's. There is no
relevancy except that it was the original application
and is the application that shows the approvals of the
Building and Fire Departments for an operation at that
address. '

Mr. Andrews: Then I withdraw my objection as to that
point. I object again to the admission of these
documents on the grounds that there is no proper .
foundation laid as to this witness having any informa- .. .
tion and that there's lack of 1nsufficient foundation

and we would object. : : :

" Commissioner Christensen: Mr. Andrews, I'ma little
foggy on your objection. Are you objecting because
you don't believe it's been shown that these letters
were sent, or that these are copies of the letters
that were sent? Or that these letters shouldn't have
been sent because it hasn't been determined whether
‘we have license applications, or what? I'm foggy on
that. 'Explain to me what you mean. o '

Mr. Andrews: Commissioner Christensen, it's not my
job to attempt to; not presumptious, to attempt to -
educate the Lity Attorney's Office. I'm simply
going to... C .

Commissioner Christensen; I'm not the City Attorney.

Mr. Andrews: I understand that. I'm going to maintain
‘my legal objection that there is insufficient foundation
made for the admission of these documents and I m. g01ng '
to respectfully... -

Comm1ss1oner Christensen You want us to act on that
objection and you're not willing to explain to me
what your objection is. Is that correct7

Mr. Andrews: That's correct.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: The objection has been. noted
for the record. Mr. Koch. ‘

Mr. Koch: I have no further questions of Mrs. Britt
at this time. : :

Mayor Pro—Tem Lurie: Do the Commissioners have:ahyr
questions of Mrs. Britt? Thank you, Mrs. Britt.

Mr. Andrews: I would like...

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Oh, Mr. Andrews, excuse me. You
have some questions. : | s

Mr. Andrews: Mrs. Britt, as to Doubles Ltd. do you
know what the number of that license is? .

Mrs. Britt: Well, I have turned the application over,
so I don't have the record here, but it is an M-7 '
license which I presume is what you are asking.

Mr. Andrews: Yes, and do you have knowledge, perhaps
turning that over, do you have knowledge of what the
address of that location now?

Page 13 ' ' Mrs. Britt: Swinging Escorts?
Minutes :
Recessed Meeting Mr. Andrews: Yes.

City Commission : T A o
November 17, 1976 Mrs. Britt: We show it as 2303 Las Vegas Boulevard

South.




Page 14

Minutes v
Recessed Meeting

City Commission

November 17, 1976

Mr. Andrews: And do you have a record as to what,
who are the officers now of that corporation?

Mrs. Britt: Not with me.

Mr. Andrews: - Do you have any independent recollection
of Doubles Ltd. file without looking at those papers?
Is it necessary to look at those papers to give your
testimony before this Commission?

Mrs. Britt: 1In scme respects, it is necessary to look
at papers and others I have knowledge in my mind.

Mr. Andrews: 1Isn't it true, Mrs. Britt, that it is not
a, Doubles Ltd. has not been llcensed under the escort
service ordinance?

Mrs. Britt: That is correct._
Mr. Andrews: You have also stated, Mrs. Britt, that

there has been no response to 1etters of August 17,
1976 or to your letter of September 1, 1976, requesting

" the furnishing of business licenses, of the records

regarding employees. Is that true?

Mrs. Britt: Well, I understood the questions mean.
did I receive an answer to the letter or the list that
was requested. '

Mr. Andrews: I believe the question was have you had
any response to these and you said no. 1Is that
correct? Was that your answer? :

Mrs. Brltt'_ Do you want to clarify what you are
asking? I said no in the sense I thought the questlon
was meant.

Mr. Andrews: Isn't it true that a response was filed
and that you were in court before Judge Thompson on
contempt proceedings whlch he turned down for sendlng
that letter7

Mrs. Britt: That is correct.

Mr. Andrews: Isn't it also true that you were in court
testifying in a case before Judge Wendell attesting

the constitutionality of that ordinance which was
upheld by Judge Wendell’ -Is that true?

Mrs. Britt: I can't answer your question.

Mr. Andrews: May the record reflect that this witness
looked to advice from the prosecutlng attorney, Richard-
Koch, to answer my question.

Mr. Koch: Perhaps if Mr. Andrews would explain the
question a little more clearly, perhaps she could
understand it. The record should also reflect I gave
her no 1nd1cat10n what the answer might be.

Mr. Andrews: Mrs. Brltt, is it your testimony that
following the proceedings by you, or the sending of
the letters of September 1 and also.the letter of
August 17, that you had "no response" from Doubles

- Ltd. or any of its representatives?

Mrs. Britt: I will clarify my response. I had no
letter in answer to the letters that I sent, nor was

I furnished at any time the lists that were requested
That's all I meant by my answer. :

Mr. Andrews: You have no problem, then, with my =
refreshlng your memory or bringing . it up at this point

“that in fact you were in court on a number of proceed—‘

ings?

Mrs. Britt: Certainly not.
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Mr. Andrews: And you agree with that? |
Mrs. Britt: I do.

Mr. Andrews: That would also be true‘with your
testimony for Pleasure Seekers, is that correct?

Mrs. Britt: That would be true in regards to all of
the letters that were mentioned of August 17 and
September 1, yeah.

Commissioner ChrlstensenQ I've got a little problem
with that. Can I ask you a question at this point?
Did you. say that, I was unclear, did you say that

" the Judge had upheld the City, or not upheld the C1ty

1n those two instances when she was in court°

Mr. Andrews: In the first instance, Judge Thompson~

denied my application for contempt, and in the second, .
Judge Wendell upheld the validity of the ordinance.

Commissioner Leavitt: Mr. Andrews, what I am concerned
about, is we're here on an order to show cause and I
understand you impeaching a witness possibly by

f1nd1ng out, trying to determine whether she made

prior inconsistent statements, is that what you are
trying to do? :

Mr. Andrews: . Just generally trying to find out what
happened. - She said no response and I just wanted for A
the record... . :

Commissioner Christensen: Well, I understood the: .
question to be that did she get an answer to the
letter, too. You'd have confused me on that one.
That's why I wanted to get this cleared beCause

Commissioner Leavitt: 1'd klnd of like to get on. w1th
the show cause. I understand it's been viewed as
court proceedings, but I don't see the relevancy of o
that to what we are doing here today. Lo

Mr. Andrews: Well, Commissioner Leavitt, the:only
thing I'm trying to do, and I think to document it,

‘1s to show that the witness has said there was no

response, and without clarification from either
questlonlng and responses that that was incorrect,:
there've been court proceedlngs, she's been served,
she's testified tw1ce There's been a lot of response
to it. :

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Do-you have any further questions?'
Mr. Andrews: Yes, sir. As to the letter.of September
1, 1976 were copies of that letter sent to anyone
other than the person addressed on the letter. .-

Mrs. Britt: Mr. Andrews, I believe you will recall.

“that you asked me on the telephone to send those

letters to you on behalf of your client.

'Mr. Andrews: Then thére has been response other than

simply court proceedings and there's been no response.
Did I, in fact, respond to that letter of August '17,
19762 : : :

Mrs. Britt: Yes, you teléphoned me after one of the
court appearances that you referred to.

‘Mr. Andrews: Was that follow1ng the letter of

August 17, 19762
Mrs. Britt: It was.

Mr. Andrews: And prior to the'letter of September 1,

19762
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Mrs. Britt: It was.

Mr. Andrews: Was your testimony before, then;
incorrect, that there had been no response?

Mrs. Britt: In the sense that you are bringing out,"
yes. I had no intention to give a false answer
nor to deceive and I believe you are aware of that.

Mr. Andrews: I would think that that is not answering
my question and I wish that that be stricken from the
record as unresponsive to my questlon. Only answer

the question, please.

Mrs. Britt: I belleve I did, but if you'll repeat
it, 'll try again.

Mr. Andrews: You've also stated that Doubles Ltd.
has no, has never been issued a escort runners -
license or a escort license. ' Is that correct? »* -

Mrs. Britt: That's correct.

Mr. Andrews: How many applications have you
received?

Mrs. Britt: I don't have those records with me today.»

Mr. Andrews:. Mrs. Brltt I thought you would bring
the whole Doubles Ltd. file. What did you bring?.

Mrs. Britt: I brought what was requested of me as a
matter of record for the hearing today. If you are
talking about bringing all of the applications for
all of the escort services' names and all of the-
applications that might ever have been received in
connection with them, I would need a wheelbarrow to .
get it all over here. ’ ' - '

- Mr. Andrews:\ Well, if there's going to be another

hearing December 1, and since it is very important to
know why none of those license applications were given
to any of Doubles Ltd. or any of -the other, perhaps

you would be kind enough to do it without subpoena

and would like to have that, you to bring those records
December 1 when we continue the show cause hearing.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: ' What records are you‘lOOking
for? ‘ ' : - .

Mr. Andrews: Well, Commissioner Lurie, her testimony
is that none of these escorts services have escort
employees licensed or escort ,runners licensed. . If
that's true, that's a technical violation of the
ordinance. What would be a defense to that is if any

action of the City Attorney's Office, or the Department

of Licensing, or this Commission, unlawfully denied

any applications. So, and therefore, you have prevented
us from complying. I think it is a legitimate request
and I have a rlght, and we will subpoena those in -
court. : : :

Commissioner Christensen: Have we done. anythlng ‘unlaw- - -

ful in there that you haven't challenged us.on in the -
courts? : :

Mr. Andrews: You've done a lot of things unlawfully
that I haven't challenged you on in the courts, but
right now. .. :

- Mayor Pro—Tem Lurie: - So you say your client has.

submitted the information that we're requesting:and
that we're here on the order to show cause on today.

"~ Mr. Andrewsé I am attempting’to show that.there;haVe;
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'been numerous license applications by employees

that have been unlawfully delayed, denied, hidden.

Commissioner Christensen: 1Is it your intention to

go to make this show cause hearing a hearing on each
and every escort runner application that has been
received by the City and not granted so that this
hearing extends beyond three businesses into maybe
300 applications which you're going to find fault

in? Is that what you are after, or do you want to see
the applications, or do you want everyone's numerated
why it was denied, if it was denied, or why it was
improper, if it was improper? It seems to me like you
want to deal in technicalities from your side, but
we're not supposed to have any technicalities on the

" City's side. I'm having a hard time adjusting to that.

Mr. Andrews: Commissioner Christensen, let me repeat
what I think is a valid, a very valid point, now which

-I intend to raise when we continue. Your ordinance

says that if we don't have, if .we employ unlicensed
escorts or escort runners, then we can have our license
revoked. A defense to that, in my opinion, would be
that if those escort runners or escorts were denied,

‘without just cause, then it is not our fault that they

weren't.

Commissioner Christensen: If they were denied without
just cause, we'd have been sued three days later,
judging from our past experience with this business.

Mr. Andrews: That's untrue because it's not the
employer, it's the employee who would have to contest
it. It's not the business, and the employee simply’
cannot afford a Jeff Shaner or some other attorney
like that to come up and contest that.

Commissioner Christensen: Can you recall of any time
that we've had an employee of a business that has .
contested the City's ordinances at the ~expense of the
business?

Mr. AndreWs. I don't understand your question ‘I'm
sorry, I don't understand. o

Commissioner Christensen: I'm challenging what you

just said. You said they can't afford to. I'm saying -
in the past, the business have always afforded to
contest the employees problems in the City. I know

that has taken place. I don't recall whethéer it's you
or whether it's another attorney, or what, but I know
that we have been contested many times on that very
thing. Where the cost has been picked up by the employer,
not the employee.

Mr. Andrews: You can imagine, if there is 100 emp10yees
of an escort service, and if each one has to go to
court, as a matter of fact, just for the Commiss10n s.

Commissioner Christensen: Weéll, but you saw fit to.
combine - these three in district court before. ‘Is

there any reason why you couldn't combine 100, if they
 were fraudulently disallowed a license? :

Mr. Andrews- If we were going to do what suggest
we'd have to wait until all 100 are in and- these are .
over a period of time. :

Commissioner Christensen: Unless you got a ruling on
the first five, then the other 95 would fit.

Mr. Andrews: How we practice law which 'is our business,

"how you runymnn:CommiSSion, I reSpectfully submit, is

your business.
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Commissioner Christensen: I wish that were so.

Mr. Andrews: And, I can't. Now, the fact that I may
or may not have challenged it at one time really has
nothing to do with it. All I'm saying is that I've
asked a question of Mrs. Britt and perhaps with your
permission we can get back to that question. I'm
simply asking of Mrs. Britt if she is in possession
of those license applications received by employees,
either escorts or escort runners, of the three named

. escort services before this Commission and, when I

say escort services, I'm including Doubles Ltd.
because it's included in that, although I don't admit
that it's an escort service and licensed thereunder.
What we would like is just to have Mrs. Britt bring
those license applications received by her for the
three businesses before the Commission on December 1
when we resume.

Commissioner Woofter: May I make a suggestion. .
Couldn't you possibly get with Mrs. Britt prior to
December 1, and I'm sure Mrs. Britt would allow you
to review these, and the ones that you would like '

-and you feel will give wait to this order to show

cause, ask Mrs. Britt to brlngthoseymrtlcular'

appllcatlons to the December 1 meeting.’

Mr. Andrews: I would do that. That would be flne..
Is that agreeable with Mrs. Britt?

Mrs. Britt: Certalnly

Mayor Pro-Tem Lur1e° Is that all the questlons you

- have?

Mr. Andrews: No. Mrs. Britt, just for the record,
I would like to inquire of you if you know, of your
own personal knowledge, whether any other businesses
in the City of Las Vegas that are not otherwise. _
required to do so by state law, are required to have
the employees licensed? And if so, which ones.

Commissioner Christensen: I'm still trying to:
understand what thé relevance of a questlon llke
that has to this hearing.

"Mrs. Britt: I thought that cross examlnatlon had to -

relate to the dlrect examination.
Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Do you want to answer that?

Mr. Koch: I don't any objection to her responding;
to that. : L - S

Mr. Andrews: There is a question, there's been no

objection by the City Attorney's Office, and -
Commissioner Lurie, I respectfully submit that you
are there to proteet the rights of both of us. -

‘Mrs. Britt is supposed to respond to questlonlng

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: I'm trylng,;but I don't qulte'
understand what relevance that has on this case
that we have before us. We have one ordinance that
we are reviewing here today, that your client ‘isn't
abiding by, so that's what the order of show cause.
It's not on whether or not other bu51nesses are ’

requlred to do the same.

Mr. Andrews: Commissioner Lurie, do you mean, you

~are already saying that we have not ablded by that.

Mayor :Pro-Tem Lurie: No, I'm just g01ng by what s
right here. What's in- front of me on the order to
show cause. : ‘

Mr. Andrews: Well, there's a qﬁestion_before,this..




and if you're not going to let it in, that's fine,

but there is a question put to her, and if you

- think it is irrelevant, then rule that way,'
respectfully submit. '

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: I just did.
Mr. Andrews: Then that's over my objection.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: The objection is noted for the
record. : '

Mr. Andrews: I have no further questions.

_Mayor Pro Tem Lurle{ Do the Commissioners'have'any“'
questlons7 o ' :
Mr. Koch: I only have two quick Questions, if I may.
Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Mr. Koch.

Mr. Koch: The first, there's been considerable
discussion about whether or not there's been any
response to those letters which were sent. I would
just to summarize or simplify, Mrs.Britt, did you
receive as a response to those letters of request for
employment. records, did you receive any employment
records? ,

'Mrs. Britt: No, sir, I did not.

"Mr. Koch: That's all the'questions I have at this.
time. ' . C .

Mr. Andrews: Commissioner Lurie, since,.. could

Mrs. Britt be notified by the Commission at this point
‘that she is expected to return whenever this recon-
venes for cross examination.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: If you're not finished with her
cross examining, she will still be considered as a
witness, not excused, but she will be back on December
1 to answer any further questions. -

Mr. Koch: As the City's next witness, I call Chris’
Bollinger. : : ' :

City Clerk Edwina Cole swore’Chris Bollinger in.

Mr. Koch: State your full ‘name, agaln, for the
record, please.

Chris C. Bollinger Chris is a nickname. My legal
given name is Cecella, middle 1n1t1al C, last name.
Bolllnger. . S
Mr. Koch: 1Is that Mrs. Bollinger?

Miss Bollinger: Miss.

Mr. Koch: Miss. Miss Bollinger, how are you presently_;i
employed? ' . ‘ ' o

Miss Bolllnger- I'm a business office superv1sor at
the Central Telephone Company. : .

Mr. Koch:' How long have you had that particular:job?
MlSS Bolllnger :Since 1970.

Mr. Koch: What do you do in that capac1ty°

.Page 19 - " . Miss Bollinger: 1In that capacity I superV1se employees '
Minutes handling customer records, taking customer orders, :
Recessed Meetlng and _

City Commission : : . S A - : o
November 17, 1976 Mr. Koch: 1In that capacity you do supervise.the records




Page 20
Minutes
Recessed Meeting
- City Commission-
. November 17, 1976

of the Telephone Company, is that correct?

Miss Bollinger: That;is correct.

Mr. Koch: 'Does the telephone company keep records

- of what persons are licensed under, or what persons

have various telephone numbers?

Miss Bollinger: That is correct.

‘Mr. Koch: What other things appear in those reoords?

Miss Bollinger: The name of the business, the telephone

number, the location of the telephone service, what
equipment is installed at the location, an application
is' taken from the subscriber to the service which
shows the ownership of the telephone or the ownership
of the business on the appllcatlon for the telephone
service.

Mr. Koch: Your records do reflect for any given
numbe:r who has that number, is that correct?

Miss Bollinger: Yes, it would say who, the records
do show who the telephone service is listed to.

Mr. Koch: Do they also show at what address the'
telephone 'is installed?

Miss Bollinger:- That is correct. -

Mr. Koch: Might thevrecords'also‘show'anonff—site
extensions? ' - B .

Miss Bollinger: That is correct.

"Mr. Koch: Miss'Bollinger, did you bring, pUrsdant'to
‘subpoena, today with you records pertaining to the

three businesses which are the subject matter of this
show cause hearing, which are Doubles Ltd., Tony
Washington d/b/a as Pleasure Seekers Escorts; and -
Betty Jane Langa d/b/a Suzy Wong's Escort Service?.

- Do you have those records with you today'>

Miss Bollinger: Yes, I do.

Mr. Koch: Do You have the originals'there,”the
original telephone company records? : ’

Miss Bollinger: . Yes, I do.

Mr. Koch: Would you please look at the record for,’
first of all, Doubles Ltd. d/b/a Sw1ng1ng Escorts.

'Mr Andrews: Comm1551oner Lurle, I object that she

cannot testify to anything on those records until they
are admitted as ev1dence.

Mayor Pro—Tem,Lurle: Are you. going to enter. these in
evidence? S :

Mr. Koch: <Certainly. If it would expedite matters

to introduce them into evidence first, I would be

~happy at this time that they be 1ntroduced into evi-
" dence. : R

Mr. AndreWsi May I see them first.
(There followed a discussion that was not p1cked up -
on the tape concernlng the records ) _

Mr. Andrews: I'd llke to ask a question on voir dire
of this witness before they be admitted and before I
object, if at all. Which is proper, Comm1ss1oner.
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- Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: - I was going tleet'you-ask"
_your question. : :

Mr. Andrews: Miss Bollinger, is it Mrs?
Miss Bollinger: 1It's Miss.

Mr. Andrews: Miss. At the time those applications
are filled out, does the applicant request of you

or does the telephone company state that they.wouldg
not divulge any information regarding a person's
phone? Is there any restriction on your ab111ty to
do so? Are you aware of any° : :

Miss Bollinger: If I understand your question
correctly, if the subscriber makes application for
telephone service and requests that it be unlisted
service, then, yes, there is a- statement made to
that applicant that their telephone, the information
on their telephone records, would not be given: out,

not even in the case of an emergency.

Mr. Andrews: Is it only on an unlisted number?
Miss Bollinger: That is correct.

Mr. Andrews: Are you aware of any federal laws.

‘against dlvulglng 1nformat10n that you' re about to

divulge?

Miss Bollinger: When there is a court order to -
present records, it is my understandlng, that we do
comply with that request. . :

Mr. Koch: I would object to th1s ‘line of questlonlng.
She is certa1nly not a legal expert and I don t

believe she is capable to qualify...

' Mr. Andrews: I agree with what Miss'BollingerijuSt

said, and I'm going to ask the Commission then, since
there is no court order, that she be advised of her
rights because she is doing something that I believe
is unlawful at this time, and...

Commissioner Leavitt: ' She's under subpoena. Is she.
under subpoena? : : : : :

Mr. Koch: Yes.
Commissioner Leavitt: She's under subpoena..'

Mr. Andrews: Your subpoenas are not court orders.

. Commissioner Leavitt: Well, we're s1tt1ng in a quas1—"

judicial manner at this p01nt.

Mr. Andrews: I understand that .but if you check the
statutes, clearly this Comm1ss1on itself has no power
to subpoena. You have power to subpoena, but you have
no power to enforce it and you must go to the District
Court to get an enforcement order. And, I'm only
saying that I believe Miss Bollinger should be aware
that there is no court order requestlng her to do
this at this time.

Commissioner Chrlstensen Is there somethlng ;n these

records that you object to being made pub11c°

Mr. Andrews- Comm1551oner Chrlstensen, I have certaln
legal objections that I'm going to make. ..

Commissioner Christensen: You Just p01nted out that
this isn't a court of law. We've got certain =~

(inaudible) here. that a court doesn't have. This" is
a hearing, as. you so ably p01nted out just a m1nute'

-ago.

1
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- Mr. Andrews: If Anthony" Washlngton, for Doubles Ltd

desires to sue Miss Bollinger individually for _
releas1ng this 1nformat10n, I think they would have -

- good cause for actlon.

Commissioner Chrlstensen. It costs $35 to file a
lawsuit.. The trick 1s w1nn1ng it.. I can sue you

' ,tomorrow for $35.

 Mr. Andrews: I just want here to be aware.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: Your objections are noted for

the record.

Mr. Andrews: You better‘adVise her.

Mr. Koch: MlSS Bolllnger, are any of those telephone -
numbers unllsted? L o .

Miss Bolllnger:v No,ISir;_:’"
Commissioner Woofter: Let me ask a question here. -

Did you confer with the attorney for the telephone
company before you came here to test:Lfy'> Mr,,Beller?

Miss Bolllnger- No,‘51r.

Mr. Andrews.3 May I suggest Comm1ss1oner Woofter,,'

that because this.is going to be continued until-

' Decémber 1 anyway that her testlmony be. delayed untllf'"
then for her own protect:Lon'> : '

Comm1551oner Woofter. I make a suggestion to . that

effect, Mr. Mayor Pro-Tem, that she be allowed to
dlscuss this with the .attorney for the telephone

~company before she testifies further on these records.

Commissioner Chrlstensen: ‘Iuwould’llke to, further,v'
in order to save time and make sure this isn't delayed
once more by some other kind of a tactic, that she
confer 1mmed1ate1y with them so that if it requires

a court order from District Court, we can get it before
next time we meet so that we don't have that coming
back to haunt us then because it sticks in my mind

that on most of these hearings, every time we've had

to seek a subpoena from the District Court, it's ended
up in a delay because that takes time. So let's get

~ right on with it, so if we have to seek a subpoena
- from District Court, we can start seeklng it.

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: I would so rule, that Miss -
Bollinger, you go back and get legal counsel from the
telephone company, and the Clty Attorney be instructed - .
to see that ‘this 1nformatlon is brought back before
us in the proper manner at our ‘December l hearlng.

Commlss1oner Chrlstensen. I would also like the
record to reflect that the attorney for ... Mr.
Andrews saw fit to question the validity or the -
legality of seeing those, the pub11c seeing those-
records only -after he looked at. them, but before any-_
body else dld : . :

‘Mayor Pro -Tem Lurie: For your own protectlon, I think

that it's best that we discontinue any further

'questlonlng on your behalf and you are still -under

subpoena and under oath to be back here on December 1.

- Mr. Koch.

Mr. Koch: At this tlme I have no further w1tnesses._
Merely ask that a time certain be set on December l

"so that we can- proceed w1th this. hearlng.
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»,Mayor Pro-Tem Lurle. 2 00 P.M. neéémber'l;tr--L
'.Comm1ss1oner Chrlstensen- If it's of any value, if

. you set this later in. the’ day, or . on: the 2nd you
"m1ght guarantee better attendance.;,“r : s

» Mayor Pro-Tem Lurle.' That s rlght. I thlnk 1n order
~ ‘going .tc be out of town at the. Natlonal League of
- .Cities. 'We will... ' : A SR . -

" is a Wednesday. ' And for instance, I'm.due back"about"_
- 8: 00 the night of. the 1st. Whatever is your pleasure,.¢
I Just thought you should be aware of that. Lo e

»Mayor Pro—Tem Lurle. Why don't we, then, make 1t

;Mayor Pro—Tem Lurle.; ThlS meetlng stands recessed.-

,ATTEsT;'I

~ EDWINA M. COLE CMC

of

Mayor Pro-Tem Lurie: If there is no further witnesses,
then we will recess this public hearing on the order

- to show cause and we will reconvene at 2: 00 P M on
December 1, 1976. ' :

Comm1551oner Chrlstensen. I have one question on the
time. Is that 2:00 P.M. onSeptemberl Is that going
to be the time certain? o : _

Mayor Pro—Tem Lurle; December l

’ Commissioner Christensen: December 1 is what.I meant.
-Did I say September? If I d1d, I made a mistake. '

to have the members here; because some members are

Comm1551oner ChrlStensen- DecemberLthe'lst, I believe

Thursday, December 2 2 00 P. M. 1nstead of December'l

APPROVED..

_ MAYOR PRO-TEM RON LURIE . =

CITY CLERK

APPROVED BY REFERENCE at a Regular Meetlng of thei
Board of Clty Comm1ss1oners held on the 17/ day o
1977 e o




