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TRANSCRIPT - LAS VEGAS CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980
V-D - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE EXTENSION OF THE AGREEMENT
WITH J.C.S. BENCH ADVERTISING COMPANY " 'Page |

MAYOR BRIARE:

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

The next is discussion and possible action on the
extension of the Agreement with J.C.S. Bench
Advertising Company. Mr. Ogilvie.

In 1960, the City entered into a contract with
J.C.S. Bench Company to permit J.C.S. Bench Company
to place its bus benches at certain bus stops and
other locations on public property with the City.
This has continued for the past 20 years and is
present]y expiring. The original cost as determined
in 1960 was $1 per bench per month or 5% of the
gross revenues generated by the bus bench advertising.
This, about 10 years ago, was raised to $1.10 per
bench against 54% of the gross advertising revenues.
Staff feels that in view of the fact that the
present schedule of charges are based on factors

at least 10 years old or possibly 20 years old, that
the appropriate method of determining a fair charge
would be to test the market by going to bid. 1In
order to provide time for us to do so, it is necessary
that the current contract be extended on a month-to-
month basis. I think it expires on October 1lst if

I -- yes -- November 1lst.--I'm sorry -- the contract
is due for expiration.on November 1lst. We do not
have enough time to test the market as staff suggests
without extending the existing contract on a month-
to-month basis. Under the provisjons of the 1960
agreement, the present operator, J.C.S. Bench
Company, has the last look at the bids and has the
opportunity to meet the best bid. This was written
into the contract in 1960. So I don't think that

we are prejudicing the current operator by this
procedure, and it's our recommendation that not only
should the extention, the month-to-month extension,
be approved, but that staff be permitted to go to
bid to test the market on what our appropriate
charge, based on 1980 figures, should be.

Sitting on the Regional Transportat1on, as you know,
we are working d111gent1y and we've ordered new buses,
and we hope that we're going to expand our bus lines
and we're going to be certainly needing more bus
benches as well as probably we hope to be able to
upgrade them, have them covered, and all kinds of
new ideas in the way of bus benches. Therefore, I
would Tike us just to extend this contract, but I
don't think at this time that I feel we need to

have staff go out and test the market, because

we're going to have all these new ideas and so many
more bus benches and new ideas into them, that I
don't think it would be necessary to get us tied
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COUNCILMAN LEVY:

CHUCK ROBISON:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:
CHUCK ROBISON:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:
CHUCK ROBISON:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

CHUCK ROBISON:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

into to any type of agreements or new contracts with
anybody. I would rather just see us go on a month-
to-month for the next year anyways.

My name is Chuck Robison. I reside at 1715 Kenneth
in North Las Vegas, and I am President of J.C.S.
Bench Advertising. I acquired this company
approximately four years ago. This morning was the
first time that I had saw the amendment to the
original agreement, and I would 1like to request that
this be held in abeyance to where I would have an
opportunity to have my attorney review this and also
have an appointment with Mr. Ogilvie or his staff

to go over this. I have no objections of going on

a month-to-month, but there are certain points on
the old agreement that I think should be discussed
with myself and my attorney and also the City.

What I think I'm asking for is not to have a contract
any more at all. This contract expired, or does
expire --

It's going to expire.
It will expire November 1.

October 30th of this year, and just have this on a
month-to-month basis until we are ready to open up
and the new proposals and new thoughts. As I said,
Regional Transportation, we've had some presentations
even at Regional Transportation of some possibilities
of some futuristic, of covered benches.

Shelters.

Shelters.

Commissioner, I am very aware of that, you know, you
have had some proposals, although I would certainly
Tike for my company to be able to --

You certainly should have that opportunity, sir.

-- have the opportunity to review this and submit
this and also go over with the City my viewpoints,
which I think is only fair.

Oh, I absolutely agree with you. I think you should

be involved, and I hope that your company will be
involved, but I don't think what we're using now --
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

CHUCK ROBISON:

MAYOR BRIARE:

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

CHUCK ROBISON:

I MOVE WE TABLE IT UNTIL THE NEXT MEETING.
Table? ‘
Tabled.

I just want to hold it in abeyance, whatever. That's
what the man wants and I don't think it's a bad
request..

The only thing I would 1ike to do is hold it in
abeyance until, like I say, I have had time for my
attorney to review this and get with the City to --
you know, the City has never really contacted me on
what their wishes are, and I would certainly like to
work with the City in any way possible to upgrade

or to, you know, make my business continue to grow.

If this is held off, Mr. Ogilvie, it still then
continues on a month-to-month basis based on the
old agreement?

The -- no, that would not be the case, but our next
meeting is before the expiration.

Okay.
That's what I say -- the next meeting.

This does not expire until the end of the month
and we have a meeting on the --

I have no objections.

Let's vote on the motion to hold this until the next
meeting. Cast your votes. Post. MOTION'S APPROVED.
WE'LL HOLD IT UNTIL NEXT MEETING. You get together
with Mr. 0gilvie.

Thank you.
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PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

‘—---d-d'q’-';ii‘?"‘i‘.'»'éw.; A

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS « 400 E.. STEWART AVENUE « 386-6011

PRESENT  ABSENT

INVOCATION: Rev. Melvin A. Pekrul, First Baptist Church

DATE: October 1, 1980
TIME: 9:45 A.M.

.Page 1 CITY CLERK

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS EXCUSED
MAYOR BILL BRIARE X1 O [ (Mayor Briare exczsgd )
' - from meeting at 4:35 P.M.
COMM. PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN ] O O ' g
COMM. RON LURIE O ]
MAYOR PRO-TEM
COMM. AL LEVY K1 O ]
. - 1
COMM. ROY WOOFTE (Note: Comm. Woofter
oM OOFTER D - out of town on official
CITY ATTORNEY business)
GEGRGE F. OGILVIE XJ HE O
APPROVED BY REFERENCE 19
ATTEST:
MAYOR
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' AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING
(Posting required undzr the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241)

STATE OF NEVADA)

COthY OF CLARK}

Thoma s )49c¢rg? ,
k/€/1t1eif%k LAII/Stqu » an employee of the City of Las Vegas, ﬂeyada,

baing first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the | 2 é!jﬁ"aay of

S EﬁZ hoy » 1977, at the hour of Z.30 A/ there was posted a

copy of the Agenda (NOTICE), the attached of which is a ‘true and corract copy,
of a REGULAR MEETING of the BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS OF “THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS,

NEVADA, to be held on the | SF day of _OcFoBerm > 19 zo_, at the

SS.

following locations:

"J. On the Pub11c Bul]etxn Board in the United States Post Offxce 301 E.
Stewart Avenue;

2. On the Public Bu]let1n Board in the Federa] Building, 300 Las Vegas Blvd.
South; , .

3. On the Public Bu]let1n Bozrd in the C]ark County Court House, 200 E.
Carson Avenue; . .

4. On the Public Bu]letin Board at the Plaza Level of the City Hall, 400 E.
Stewart Avenue (near the eatrance to the Vunicipa] Court Clerk’s O0ffice;

5. On the Special Public Bulletin Board a the P]aza Level of the C1ty Hall,
400 E. Stewart Avenue {near t to t 1ty CommlsSIOn Chaabers ).

4«% /r/(xi,v-

Yhame of employee)

G-S 1323

{department or division)

Suadseribed and sworn to before me th}chgégfégv of __::S&QZiﬂlﬂiéﬂlt:_

N =MNOTARYPPU'€U|? ‘3 % y J
onice P. Keller M‘M ié
% STATE OF NEVADA Notary Pub)ic in and tor daid
L8 COUNTY OF CLARK County and State
!E MYAFPOINTMENT iXPIRES, .

January 23, 1984
pmw&we»a
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AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING
(Mailing requwed under the provwswns of A.B. 437 NR

s CHAPTER 241 4

lSTATE OF NEVADA )
) ss.

COUNTY OF CLARK )

M&u W ‘ , an employee of thé City of Las

vegas, Nevada, being first duly sworn , deposes and says that an the

0?6'/’{\ day of SWEA/ » 19 ZO » a capy of an AGENDA

~ (NOTICE), the attached of which 15 a true and correct copy of a Regutar
.Meetmg of the BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS of the City of Las Vegas,

Nevada, to be held on the ) S#—  day of _Q;jvk/v . 1950,

lwas deposited in the Um‘ted States Mail, Postage prepaid, First Class

'Maﬂ,' to each person and/or organization whose name appears in the
*-enda Register maintained in the Office of the City Clerk as having

lrequested, in writing, a copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE).

1  sguthe Al

' A (an employee in the Office of the City
C]erkg '

'Subscribed and sworn to before me

'this Q- day of ggfj&_‘ 1980 .

.

lNotary Public in and for said County
and State

EMP RIS INE DAL LD

LINDA M. OWENS
27y Notary Public-State of Nevod-
COUNTY OF CLARK

My Appointment Exp. Aug. 12, 1984 &

¥
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AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING | O O r_}

Posting required under the provisions of NRS Chaper 241

STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF CLARK )

Loretta Hall , an employee of the City of Las
Vegas, Nevada, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on
the 26th day of September , 1980, at the hour of 9:40 A.M,
there was posted a copy of Addendum No. ] ., the attached o
which is a true and correct copy to the Agenda (Notice) of a
-REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS of the City of
Las Vegas, to be held at 400 E. Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada;
to be posted on Public Bulletin Boards at the following locations:

1. In the United States Post Office (Downtown), 301 Stewart Avenue;
2. In the Federal Building, 300 Las Vegas Blvd., South; |
3. In the Clark County Courthouse, 200 E. Carson Avenue;

4. On the Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City Hall,
400 E. Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the Court Clerk's

Office);

5. On the Special Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of
City Hall, 400 E. Stewart Avenue (near entrance to City

Comm1351on Chambers)
Ao M plol
7N esc Ll SVa:
7 . )

Loretta Hall

. ‘ .
Department of Division

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

., 1980

26th day of

/%gg ? Ll
Notary Public in and for said County
and State. My commission expires:

NOTARY PUBLIC %
*‘v-‘ Momce P. Keller g

% COUNTY OF GLARK

"‘Qiy \Y AFPOINTMENT EXFIRES

" Januaty 23, 1884
AU NG
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ADDENDUM NO. 1 TO AGENDA FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF CITY
COMMISSIONERS TO BE HELD WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 1, 1980

004

Item No.
IV(h) DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES
D-2 Project Initiation - Bonanza Road, Eastern Avenue to

Pecos Road.
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Item No.
IV(h) - DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES
D-2 - Project Initiation - Bonanza Road, Eastern Avenue to

Pecos Road.
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page "
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

'PHONE 386-6§011
ITEM Commission Action Department Actiqn

| - o T ALL MEMBERS OF THE BOARD PRESENT
"EXCEPT COMMISSIONER [WOOFTER WHO WAS

OUT OF TOWN ON OFFIGIAL BUSINESS.

I.  9:45 A.M. MEETING BEGAN AT 10§05 A.M.
A. COMMUNITY RELATIONS NONE
B. SPECIAL EVENTS NONE

II. 10:00 A.M.

A. ANNOUNCEMENT re COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN Announcement Made
MEETING LAW :

B. INVOCATION

Rev. Melvin A. Pekrul _ Invocation given

First Baptist Church by Rev. Melvin A. Pdkrul
cC. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE Pledge Given

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

T
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 300 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM

l IT1. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

ILA M. BRITT, DIRECTOR

*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l matters listed under Items A and B
are considered to be routine by the

City Commission and may be enacted by one
motion. However, any item may be dis-
cussed if a Commission member or citizen
so requests.

A GAMING -- Additional
1.  MINI-PRICE MOTOR INN CASINO

Bingo Palace Casino
2540 South Rancho
1 Poker

EXBER, INC.

E1 Cortez Hotel & Casino
600 East Fremont

3 "21" Tables

3. FOXY'S JACKPOT CITY, INC.
Foxy's Firehouse Casino

2423 Las Vegas Blvd South
1 slot

4. FRIENDLY LIQUORS, INC.
- Friendly Liquors

1602 North "H" Street
1 slot

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Gl TN G0 PP &N ) Ta O ) G BN A S0 E e
N

3ty

Commission Action

003

Page 2

Department Action

Lurie -.

APPROVED

Items 1 thru 9.
Unanimous with
exception that
Lurie abstained
from voting on
Item No. 8.
(Woofter excused)

Jrr

Staff to proceed
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AGENDS

l IIT. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

A

ITEM

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

009

%0‘ W Vegm October 1, 1980

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 300 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

*A.

(cont'd)

GAMING -- Additional

(cont'd)

5.

GAMES OF NEVADA

Pioneer Club
25 East Fremont
5 slots

ALSTATE COIN MACHINE CO

Ruben Bullock's Westside Sto
901 West Owens
10 slots

APT COIN MACHINE

Smith's Food King
1941 North Decatur Blvd
15 slots.

CASINO SERVICES

Union Plaza
#1 Main Street
2 slots

Holiday International Casino
300 North Main Street
12 slots

Las Vegas Club
18 Fremont
7 slots

PPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Commission Action

Page 3

Department Action

APPROVED
See Page 2

T

See Page 2
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 4
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

' ITEM Commission Action Department Action

ITI. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)
*A. GAMING -- Additional
(cont'd)
9. UNITED COIN MACHINE CO APPROVED

See Page 2 See Page 2
Colden Nugget
129 Fremont Street
2 slots

Ukulele Lounge
617 Las Vegas Blvd North
1 slot

Trophy Room |
1440 Las Vegas Blvd North
1 slot -

Pink Panther
601 Maryland Pkwy South
1 slot

Hotel Nevada
235 South Main Street
2 slots

Circle "K" Store #1254
3435 North Rancho
3-slots

Landoray Cocktail Lounge
6016 West Charleston
1 slot

New Town Tavern

600 Jackson
1 slot

APFRGVED AGENDA ITEM
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011)
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Page 5

ITEM A Commission Action Department Action

II1. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
l (cont'd)
lg *B, RETAIL TOBACCO -- Additional
1. AMERICAN VENDING
' La Bella Vita, Italian Deli
) 808 South Decatur
“ 2. NEVADA COIN MACHINE CO
' Rummel Motel
1809 Las Vegas Blvd South
' C. LIQUOR -- New
1. *BIDDLE'S BAR B QUE HOUSE
. 2100 East Fremont
Service Bar License
. ‘David Leo Biddle, 100%
*Subject to the provisions of the
l Planning, Building, and Fire codes
and Health Department regulations
. D. LIQUOR -- Reclassification
1. HOF BRAU LOUNGE
. 1111 Las Vegas Blvd South
Suite J
l From: Tavern License
To: General Liquor Licens
l Peggy J. Irete, 100%
l APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

'Is (Woofter excused)

Lurie -
APPROVED
Items 1 and 2.
Unanimous

Lurie -
APPROVED subject td
provisions.
Unanimous
(Woofter excused)

Lurie -

APPROVED
Unanimous
(Woofter excused)

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

{ Staff to proceed
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

Commission Action
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Page 6

Department Action

II11. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
' {(cont'd)
l- E. LIQUOR & RETAIL TOBACCO -- New
1.  *7-ELEVEN FOOD STORE # 22416 | Lurie -
' 901 North Rancho ] APPROVED subject to
Beverage 0ff-Sale License provisions.
. Unanimous
Southland Corporation -- (Woofter excused)
- John P. Thompson, Chmn of
Board/Chief Exec Ofcr,
Dir
' Jere W. Thompson, Pres, Dip
et al
' Ed Davis, District Manager
*Subject to the prov-ision's of the
Planning, Building, and Fire codes
" and Health Department regulations
l F. LIQUOR & RETAIL TOBACCO --Approval
of Additional Corporate Officers/
Request for Waiver under 5-18-6.5
l (A)
1. ALBERTSON'S FOOD CENTER # 63}
1570 North Eastern Avenue Lurie -
. APPROVED
. ALBERTSON'S FOOD CENTER # 53?Unanhmus
'_ 840 North Decatur (Woofter excused)
v ALBERTSON'S FOOD CENTER # 66p
3600 West Sahara
l ALBERTSON'S FOOD CENTER # 16p4
120 South Rainbow
l ' Package Liquor Limited Licenpes
l APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
l cont'd . . .

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 7
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

l CITEM | ' v Commission Action Department Action

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

F. LIQUOR & RETAIL TOBACCO -- Approva]
of Additional Corporate Officers/
Request for Waiver under 5-18-6.5

{A)3
(cont'd)
‘ APPROVED
1. Albertson's, Inc. -- ~ See Page 6 See Page 6

Additional Corporate Officerg:

Richard Lewis Allen, Senior
V. P. - Retail Operations

Richard Charles Rowe, V. P. -
Produce & Liquor Operationg

Officers requesting waiver of
investigation under Title 5,
Chapter 18, Section 6.5, Sub-
section (A)3:

Lee V. Landon, Senior V. P. 4
Real Estate :
Pamela J. Beaumont, V. P. -
Marketing

Duane M. Hamilton, V. P. -
Bakery Operations

M. Kent Knudson, V. P. - Meat
Operations

Robert D. Payne, V. P. -
General Merchandise Opera-
tions

Kenneth R. Kramer, V. P. -
Delicatessen Operations

Allan Featherstone, V. P. -
Northern California Div

Gerald M, Otis, V. P. -
Oregon Div

Ronald D. Walk, V. P. - Utah
Division :

-John H. Sheehan, Sr., V. P.

b oA NDA,&op,ert G. Miller, V. P. -
APPROVEL “SF Rocky Mt. Div

—--—-“—nnqnzu-—-

cont'd . . .
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS *» 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

Commission Action . Department Action
III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
. (cont™d)
! F. LIQUOR & RETAIL TOBACCO -- Approval
of Additional Corporate Officers/
Request for Waiver under 5-18-6.5
' (A)3
{cont'd) |
' 1. Albertson's, Inc. -- | APPROVED -
' See Page 6 See Page 6
Officers requesting waiver off
investigation under Title 5,
' Chapter 18, Section 6.5, Sub-
section (A)3:
l Carl W. Pennington, V. P. -
Inland Empire Div
R. Bruce Gordon, Asst Secy
' Wendell Hornecker, V. P. -
Store Development
Robert C. Braun, V. P. -
Distribution - California
l Peter W. Gustavsen, V. P. -
Distribution-Boise
l G. " LIQUOR & RETAIL TOBACCO -- Approval
of Store Director
l 1. ALBERTSON'S FOOD CENTER # 1664
120 South Rainbow Lurie - Staff to proceed
Package Liquor Limited APPROVED '
l -] Unanimous
Albertson's, Inc. -- (Woofter excused)
l Store Director: |
Bobby Wayne Greeson
' APPROVEE: AGENDA ITEN,




AGENDA

' ITI DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
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.

ITEM
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 9
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-6011
Commission Action Department Action
. — _ .

(cont'd)

H. LIQUOR & RETAIL TOBACCO -- Approva]
of Store Manager

-

1. FOOD & DELI
5700 West Charleston
Beverage 0ff-Sale License
Shortstop --
Store Manager:
Lyle Joseph Treichelt

I. ~ LIQUOR -- Change of Ownership

1. *HARD HAT COCKTAIL LOUNGE
1675 Industrial
Tavern License

E1l Toreador, Inc. --
John C. Ramey, Pres|
Dir, 50%
Mary Ramey, Secy-Trg
Dir, 50%
Reba Cox, V. P., Dir
Mgr

From:

To: "David M. Rice and
Karen W. Rice Family
Trust" --
David M. Rice, Trusﬂ
Karen W. Rice, Trus

* Manager:
Reba Cox

*Subject to the provisions of the

Planning, Building, and Fire codes
and Health Department regulations

APPRGVEL AGENDA i M

WITHDRAWN FROM
AGENDA at request
of applicant.

Lurie -

APPROVED subject
to provisions.
Unanimous
(Woofter excused)

as,

ee
ee

Staff to proceed
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DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

(cont'd)

LIQUOR & GAMING -- New

1.

*Subject to the provisions of the
Planning, Building, and Fire codes
and Health Department regulations

LIQUOR, GAMING & RETAIL TOBACCO --
Approval of Additional Corporate
Officer/De]etion of Director.

*GLITTER GULCH CASINO
22 Fremont Street
Service Bar License
Gaming: 150 slots

Stupak'Casino Enterprises, It
- Bob Stupak, Pres, Secy-Treg
Dir, 100%

1.

APFROVEL: 1GENDA ITSH

SHOWBOAT HOTEL & CASINO
2800 Fremont Street

4 Taverns/1 Service Bar
Unrestricted Gaming '

Showboat, Inc., and Showboa
Operating Company -- .

Additional Corporate Officer]
Frank A. Modica, V. P.,
General Mgr

Deleted Director:
Louis Mead Dixon

Commission Action

Page 10

Department Action

-

Lurie -

’ APPROVED subject

to provisions.
Unanimous
(Woofter excused)
c. --

S,

Lurie -

APPROVED

Motion carried with
Mayor Briare
abstaining from
voting.

(Woofter excused)

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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‘BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM Commission Action
III1. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)
L. LIQUOR, GAMING & RETAIL TOBACCO --
Approval of Change of Corporate
Officers
1. LUCKY DISCOUNT CENTER # 732 |Lurie -
2400 East Bonanza APPROVED
Unanimous ,
LUCKY DISCOUNT CENTER # 735 | (Woofter excused)
1200 South Decatur
LUCKY DISCOUNT CENTER # 684
610 North Nellis
LUCKY STORE # 731
1501 North Decatur
Package Liquor Limited Licendes
-Lucky Stores, Inc. --
Corporate Officers:
Samuel Donley Ritchey, Jdr.,
Pres, Dir
Nancy Everitt Burnette, SGCYn
& Asst Treas
M. LIQUOR, GAMING & RETAIL TOBACCO --
Approval of Additional Director
1. GOLDEN NUGGET, INC. Lurie -
129 Fremont Street APPROVED
3 Tavern/1 Package Liquor Unanimous
Unrestricted Gaming (Woofter excused)
Golden Nugget, Inc. --
Ronald Martin Popeil, Dir
APPROVEL AGENDA Tepy;

Page 11

Department Action

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed




I 1 III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

hR & am e

PHONE 386-6011

Q.

(cont'd)

PRIVATE DETECTIVE LICENSE -- New

1. APLIN POLYGRAPH
302 East Carson Ave
Suite 806

Charles Milton Aplin, 100%
*Subject to the provisions of the
Planning, Building, and Fire codes

SECONDHAND LICENSE -- New

1. SWISS GOLD & SILVER CORPORAT]

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

Commission Action

- 018

W 05 W Vegﬁa October 1, 1980

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

Page 12

Department Action

Lurie -

APPROVED subject to
provisions.
Unanimous

(Woofter excused)

ON

3851 Pennwood Ave - Suite # B21

Swiss Gold & Silver Corp --
Rose Marie Pifer, 100%

*Subject to the provisions of the
Building and Fire codes

SPECTAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE

1. THEATRE ARTS SOCIETY, INC.
Location: 821 Las Vegas B1vgd

Date: October 4, 1980‘

Responsible Licensee:
A1 Garbian

SPECIAL EVENT GAMING LICENSE

‘((\J\ HADASSAH

W\

b Location: #1 Main Street
Date: October 5, 1980

Responsible Licensee:
Frank E. Scott

Lurie -

APPROVED subject to
provisions.
Unanimous

(Woofter excused)

Lurie -

PPROVED

0. Unanimous
{Woofter excused)

Lurie -

APPROVED
Unanimous
(Woofter excused)

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM Commission Action

.~ 01y

% 06 w Vﬁgéd (?‘ctober 1. 1980

Page 13

Department Action
SRR S

I11I. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

LIQUOR -- Request for Extension of
Inactive Status

Lurie -

APPROVED
Unanimous
(Woofter excused)

1. THE GREAT ESCAPE
5000 West Charleston
Tavern License

Duffy's American Graffiti,
Inc.
Jeffrey Kesar, Pres, Treas
Dir, 66 2/3%
James A. Bell,

Dir, 33 1/3%

V. P., Secy

"(Closed 8/14/80. Request for
extension of inactive status for
60-day period: 10/13/80 thru
12/11/80.)

VACATION CERTIFICATE LICENSE --
Six Month Review

1.

RS

Levy -
APPROVED for 6
months and to be

NATIONAL WHOLESALE DISTRIBUT(
29,31 North Mojave Road
Martin L., Inc. --
Martin Luther Feeman,
Dir, Stockholder
Sherle Lynn Feeman, Secy-
Treas, Dir, Stockholder,
60%, jointly
Ronald George Feeman, Exec
V. P., Dir, Stockholder
Joanne Patricia Feeman,
V. P., Dir, Stockholder,
40%, jointly

Pres|

Unanimous
(Woofter excused)

APPROVED AGENDA e

T

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

reviewed at that tine.




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

Gty of LasVegsn
‘ AGENDA DOCUMENTATION Date: _September 19,

: : FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners DON SAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

-

1980 4

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- OCTOBER 1, 1980 COMMISSION AGENDA
LIQUDR -~ Request for Extension of Inactive Status

-l ..

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

v ) Item, "R", 1.

!

Standard request for extension of inactive status on liquor
license as follows:

1. The Great Escape

Copy of letter requesting extension attached.

-

3 F

‘.
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EISCAL IMP
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RECOMMENDATIONS

I I
[1a M. Britt, Director
Department of Business Activity

DISPOSITION
Approved
Disapproved
Held

e

- am es ==

Statas Due:
79320
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 ()(}1

' The Great Escape
5000 W,Charleston Blvd, -~
Las Vegas,Nev. 89102

/o <
Sept/5,1980 L FA

Mayor and Board of City Commissloners
Las Vegas,Nevada

Re: The Great Escape
Tavern License
# LOL-o43-8-000ll

Dear Sirs:
. “n g "'_"-. ey

Due to a fire of major proportion which terminated my
business on 8-14-80, I am requesting an extension of

inactive status while my store 1s rebullt,

Estimates of time required to rebuild have varied
from 50 to 120 days,., If we do decide not to reopen .
in this location we will look for a new spot immediately.

Any consideration in this matter willl be appreciated.’

Sincerely,

‘ Jérfrey Kesar
Pres. Duffy,s American Graffiti

-
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Date: Se?tewber 2?. 1980'%

AGENDA DOCUVMENTATION

TO:

FROM:

“The Board of City Commissioners DON. SAYLOR

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT:

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- OCTOBER 1, 1980 COMMISSION AGENDA
VACATION CERTIFICATE LICENSE -- Six Month Review

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND ' -

Appearing on the October 1, 1980, Commission agenda under the
Department of Business Activity, Item III. S-1, is a request

for "six month review" of the Vacation Certificate license for
Martin L., Inc., dba National Wholesale Distributors, 29, 31 North
Mojave Road. As you will recall, the request for approval of a

new license was heard by the Board of City Commissioners on

March 26, 1980, at which time a motion was made to approve a
Ticense for a six (6) month period, subject to review at that time.

The Vacation Certificate Ordinance, Title 5, Chapter 45, Las Vegas
City Code, requires the holder of a vacation certificate license

to furnish monthly reports to the Director of Business Activity,
which provide information regarding distribution of vacation
certificates for the preceding month's activities, and to pay

‘monthly license fees accordingly. These reports have been furnished

by National Wholesale Distributors each month prior to the due date,
and have been verified for completeness and accuracy of license
fees paid.

During the period September 10 thru 16, 1980, an audit of the books
and records of National Wholesale Distributors was conducted by an
auditor from the Department of Business Activity to determine
compliance under the Vacation Certificate Ordinance. This audit
revealed no discrepancies during the period April thru August 1980,
in the area of the number of certificates sold and fees due and
paid the City. A copy of the audit report is attached for review
and consideration.

The Department of Business Activity has not received any complaints
against National Wholesale Distributors since the time of their
Ticensing approval. A check with the Better Business Bureau and the
Consumer Affairs Division was made. Each agency had on file one (1)
customer complaint. Copies of those complaints and actions being
taken are attached hereto.

ISCAL IMP

RECOMMENDATIONS

v/ %W

Tla M. Britt, Director

DISPOSITION Department of Business Activity

Approved
Disapproved

Held

Statos Due:

79-3-10

crea
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

DEPARTMENT OF ATTORNEY GENERAL . 2-/ j[ﬁ‘y —

o
/, ey ;e

STANLEY D. STEINBORN
Chief Assistant Attorney Generaf

FRANK J. KELLEY

ATTORNEY GENERAL

LANSING :
48913 : September 8, 198(
WP e R o g |
bf& :‘:‘;: r—.: -%‘: ; ES %: E
National Wholesale Distributing SEP 181980

31 N. Mojave Road

LasVegas, Nevada 89101 CONSUIMER AFFAIRS DIVISIGH
) . LAS VEGAS
Gentlemen: '

RE: COMPLAINT OF LINDA KAY BLYTHE £80-05733 .

'fEnclosed for your examlnatlon is a copy of the consumer complaint
which was recently filed in this office by the above. Klndly
review this information and advise us of your position in thls
matter so that we may have all the facts.

We receive large numbers of complaints, and we do not make judg-
ments about their valldlty until a response is made by tke mer-
chant; so your answer is important to our determination of
whether further action is warranted. :

Ms. Blythe adv1sed our office that your representative had rep-
resented the pens as being gold in color, with the printing
embossed so that it would never come off. What she received

was red, white and blue pens with the printing already chipping
off. She also indicated that you verified receiving the returned
shipment, by telephone.

The action we take will be based in part on our experience and
knowledge of and about the person complained against. Therefore
we would appreczate your prompt reply within the next ten days,
in writing, giving your version of the matter.

Sincerely,
cc: Postal Inspector in Charge FRANK J. KELLEY
Las Vegas, Nevada ATTO, EY GEN RAL -

cc: Dun & Bradstreet J//

cc: Nevada Attorney General
. : 1gh L Dennis

11d4:41 o _ - 4Com int Examiner
Consumer Protection Divisi
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CONVENIENCE FOODS, INC.
g:ljv gooc[ d;oru ! -

P. 0. Box 635 ® ST. CLOUD, FLORIDA 32769 ® (305) 892.5324

JAMES H CLARKE :
100-

. - - e -~
PRESIDENT v alta Ty O,

- - et e WIS L ST R o
. G s < ey

- - e P - o .

(Ve [ Fule SEEICH S M SLe A o ooy

~ e s 1774

- - L.

-~ - e - A

s ‘\‘ [Nl i -t - r._

- I

DI .

aleswan called tha ranas

er 2Ff outr shors
. and t»ld him be bad wor. a Lrin Lo
do was purchase some paene (131,00 wori')

CHY MEanwg Y favs be A not order the wens ( te xculé ast have the
wrravity o S0 34 anyway), bowvever thoy were stignsd C.i.D. to oux
sorre,  wr rafused the peckage and the merchandlze was returned to
tre Uatioval itolesale Distributors located in Lacs Vejas, iLevada.

we row have received a letter from the conmercial collactieon
division of Dun ard Dradstreet, Inc. seeking payvent »f the 132.CC.
le we 82 not want nur credit rating adversely affect=d, we
eel this tyve of phone solicitation is rebu“-kle. The company
red to sell ve the pens at a Adiscount ( 3s they are imprirntes

~

a3 nffeved t
th ~ur company narve), howvever wve neither nesed of wart the pens,

| Rtk

Xinda O. Claxrke, secv.-trecanrer

o

vd Traudstreet, Inc.

¢

o —=JU0
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wo will reiee neee ope S aiem

-
WW'WM
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..' *vv‘
7R/ BERR DOWN PLEAS s
-1
ODATE OF TRANSACTION DATE YOU COMPLAINED TO COMPANY TO WHOM
SALES PERSON IDENTIFY PRODUCT OR SERVICE : IF ADVERTISED, WHEN,
‘WHERE__JENCLOSE A D), FORM COMPLETED BY CUSTOMER D BUREAU D_RECEIPT OR CONTRACT NUMBER_

! COMPANY Natiﬂ.“.al wholesale Distributors zggg Linda Do C]ﬁrke

.- | (easermen o : Convenience Koods, Inc.
apbpress_21 N. Moiave _  aooress P O, Bax 633
ary__Las Vepas, Nevada 89101 C,TY’ St. Cloud, Florida 32769
STATE 1P STATYE ztp
S 3
i~ : IMPORTANT'—\’IRITE FIRMLY . YOUR PHONE NO.
'cnscx CAUSE(S) OF COMPLAINT AND EXPLAIN BRIEFLY,. L
. O Advextlsed item not avaulable 4, D Mlsrep:esentanon—l\dvertlsed .-" 7. O Promised adjustment not fulfilied.

2. [] Defective merchandise. s. [0 Misrepresentation—Oral. 8. [J unsatisfactory installation or service,
3. D Guarantee or contract not fulfilled, 6. [J Non-delivery of metchandise. 9. [ Other (indicate below),
3 eral months ago a salesman called the manager of their

tore and told him he had won a trip to Las Vegas, all he had to ‘@o waspurcﬁase

~

LOme = Ry o U om i A 3 RE- - > -
l_nhe_pens_as__h_e_ﬁgd no authority I:o do SO. However they were bhi.pped C.0,D. to
sthe store. They refused the package and the merchandise was returned to Nation-

vamws

~ar O B B :
_letter from the Commercial Collection division of Dun & Bradstreet seeking pay-
mont o£ the $138 00. Whife they do not want theIr credit: rating Wt

_ﬁ;x:herstates tha you have offered :o se11 them the pens at a discount they
nrither need or want the pens, We would apgreciat;e your atW

®s \. STOP Yw Must Artach Two Coptcs

—mtteramt-your—response—on—this—form ‘
. . . . . \ of Any Additionot Explanction

WHAT ADJUSTMENT DO YOU CONSIDER MUTUALLY FAIR?

Y
. \ .
o SIGNATURE -
l DO,I0T WRITE BELOW THIS Lm - o ", t o
g T R BTV HE Y B B A e R G A AT SR A e SN o T ~.,z.~, S Ny RS A

v< ~'HE COMPANY  Retaig pmk copy-teturn others to the BETTER BUSINESS BUREAU: i BETTER BUSINESS BUREAU

Pieas 2 tecord your daspgﬁmpuaf this case so that oos fites will reflett’ your comments . .

and/c’ handlmg.fKJﬁy 5&( tl&naj .explanation should be attached in duplicate. . 829 E. CHARLESTON BLVD-' in0, ]‘

. I.AS AS, NEVADA 89104
. D }.AVE ADJUSTED. D WILL ADJUST BY SATE UNWILLING TO RECONSIDER
‘ nn:_ o (EXPLAIN BELOW)

See attached letter dated January 23, 1980.

l COMMENTS:

l\’iﬁ; e G R S S MR ¢ RS R S e G AN et
.. s [PROCESSED BY

FOR BUREAU COMMENT PDNLY: ; w3
2 %@ Z;Z Zgzg o éﬂ ,/ i FORWARDED™ o

- ) ~ CUST: BIS3 ACTION AREA

—{STATISTICAL CLASSIFICATIO

= /gd ug Q/
, AL s

BUREAU FILE COPY
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NATIONAL WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORS s1x ome o Lo e oy 01 2 A

" on his. order reads as followss RS

Collection Manager

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

. . N v ,.'. "..: '.-'[-', B . e .

'

L \““-r

January 23, 1980 _ _ . ;T~- ';

Better Business Bureau )
1829 E Charleston Blvd. No. 103 . R
Las Vegas, NV 89104 : SR DR _ o '} .uﬁf

Gentlemen:

Leon Cunningham of Jiffy Food Store, 2021 N. Goldenrod Rd., Orlan&o,l
Florida :32807, was contacted by*“Mr. Ph11 St. John-at 7: 05 A:M. by
telephone on September:19, 1979 at the" buslness nnmber. Mr e
Cunningham placed an: order for 200 pens‘lmprlnted with his‘ad copy in-
the amount of $138.00. ~The ad- copy ‘M Cunnlngham requested placed :

l r ‘1” hd

S “§1EFY FOOD STORE i?.f'. |
; 2021 N&- Goldenrod\Roa
~a; orlando,ﬂrlorzda

‘ N .-:; - .A c.
4. .
ERE

Mr. Cunningham was told. by Mr. St. John that ﬂe would glve hlm ‘:ab-
solutely free, a:3 day 2 night-vacation in ‘Las Vegas.’ (excludlng'mu
transportatlon) Just -for tryingmthe pens.r qu Cunnlngham HAS-AB—

on September 21 1979 at 3 30 P. M..'Mr;~Bob 4wens called MEL Cunningham
at the business. number andiverified with him that- ‘he-had . authoriﬂyet
purchase and: verified alldterms and conditionﬁs 'of° the original isale: ¥}
including the custom: ad. copy for -Jiffy -Food Store. ‘In addition, -we sent
Mr. Cuuningham:atletter on'September 22; 1979 ithanking him‘for<his‘order:
There was no response: from anyone-at . the bu51ness,upon receipt of ‘our<
letter, that they:wished: to cancel their~ordera “This"custom-order was’ s -
subsequently prlnted and Shlppéd by us ‘on- October 11 1979 and refused by"

the purchaser. k] é:‘ﬂ € ‘SL . l‘: '.nF‘D : '.’lph - . :;‘

The condltlons of this sale makes thlS order not only a 1ega1 claim, but
extremely reputablesl 1)~rsale Gz)tuverlficatlon +3).¥ advance confirmast,
tion in wrltlng to:customer-4) '-shipment: not: ‘made for twenty days- after
order- placed,’ allowing customer suffic%ent‘tlme ‘o cancel order.a:,~ﬁ'
La - : e B s IO \m L ST [T

However, in the 1nterest of customer relations, we are agreeable to make .
an adjustment with the-customer. v If the ecustemer :is- dgreeable to’ settlek i
for 50% ($69. 00)% (whichwil allgwius’to recover:part ‘of “our ‘costs ‘and?i .
freight) “we wali‘instructfnunr& ‘Bradstresttsd theie!will-be no- adverse 2
credit reflection's’ and we will’alsoinelude: ‘$he 'Las: Vegas Vacatzons :
texcluding trav ) that w?s offered“with ithe’ original sale.‘f-.pr\

-'a~¢ l
\'t.

Slncerely. ‘-1 :
NATONAL WHOLESALE DISTRIBU’I'ORS

«L&?@»\
Steven S. Stefanpvit
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 U27¢
CITY OF LAS VEGAS

DEPAATMENT OF SUSINGSS ACTIVITY
.

Issue vere

September 17, 1980

Avet? Cone
: AUSIT QIVISION:
or ILA M. BRITT, DIRECTOR _
DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
;
Dy
S B. C. VALDER, AUDITOR ¢ }

MARTIN L., INC., DBA
sussecn NATIONAL WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORS
31 NORTH MOJAVE ROAD

* During the period September 10, 1980, through September 16, 1980,
I conducted an audit of the records of the above-named firm for
the months of April, May, June, July, and August, 1980. This
audit had particular reference to the reports the firm submitted
for the cited five (5) months pursuant to City of Las Vegas

- Ordinance Numbers 2022 and 2061 which relate to vacation certi-
ficate businesses. . i

A. Audit of Reports Submitted:

The reports submitted by National Wholesale Distributors
(as the firm is commonly known) for the months April
1980 through August 1980 were in summary as follows:

No. of Vaca- Fees Due

. tion Certifi- ($.30 per Credits Fees
Month cates Distributed ~Certificate) Claimed Paid
April 1980 162 § 48.60 $82.20 § -0-
May 1980 350 105.00 33.60 71.40
June 1980 114 . 34.20 -0- 34.20
“July 1980 279 83.70 -0~ 83.70
August 1980 390 117.00 -0- - 117.00

For all months -except August 1980, National Wholesale
pDistributors sold two (2) types of vacation certificates;
viz, (a) those acquired in 1979 from another firm (commonly
referred to as "VIP Certificates"); and (b) their own;
i.e., bearing their name. The sales of "VIP Certificates"®
will be more fully discussed in another section of this
report,

The reports submitted were determined to be correct as to
{(a) number of certificates sold; (b) fees due based on
certificates sold; (c) credits claimed; and (e) fees due
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, LYyBuU VL8

Martin L., Inc. d
dba National Wholesale Distributors
Page 2

and paid. The credits claimed and found allowable sten
from an overpayment by National Wholesale Distributors
of fees due for March 1980, in the amount of $82.20.
This overpayment was determined in the course of an
audit of the firm's records for the months of January,
February, and March 1980, conducted in April 1980.

B. Sales of VIP Certificates:

As one of the conditions of their being approved as a .
seller of vacation certificates on March 26, 1980,
National Wholesale Distributors agreed to thereafter

. restrict sales of VIP Certificates to those purchasers
from whom an order had already been received. It should
be noted that many of the orders shipped (which include
pens and other articles in addition to the vacation
certificates) are refused initially by the purchaser.
This necessitates a second contact and a reshipment
(sometimes a second reshipment) of the order. An order
received and shipped prior to March 26, 1980, may there-
fore not be finalized; i.e., accepted by the purchaser,
until a later month. Examination of the firm's record has
disclosed that a number of sales of VIP Certificates
initially transacted prior to March 26, 1980, were not
finalized until August 1980,

However, an examination of the firm's records as to

sales of VIP Certificates has turned up to twenty-five °
(25) instances in which such certificates were sent to

a "new" purchaser. In all of these twenty-five (25)
instances, the original order included one of National
Wholesale Distributors! own vacation certificates, whereas
the reshipment included a VIP Certificate. A schedule

of these twenty-five (25)] transactions is attached.

Other than these twenty-five (25) instances which may

represent clerical error, no sales of VIP Certificates
to "new" purchasers were found. “

BCV:ss

Attachment




MARTIN L., INC., dba "NATIONAL WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORS"
Sale of "VIP" Certificates to "New" Purchasers
Period June 1980 - August 1980, Inclusive

Purchaser

Ochoa's Auto Repair

N & M Total Auto Repair
Angelique's Hair Styling
Harvey's Barber Shop

Ten T's Lounge

Johnnie's Lounge

Maybel & Ruby's Style Center
House of Photography

R & R Janitorial Service
Kiddie Care

Geff .

JC's Tap

The Time Out Inn

Glass Tap :
Thunderguards

G & W Plumbing & Trenching
The Den

Springfield Sand & Gravel
Somers Electrical Contraction
Quinn's: Grocery

Flo's African Boutique

Hot Tubs Plus

Touch of Class

From Piano Service

The Blue Ribbon

Date of
Invoice

6~24~-80
6-15-80
6-24-80
6-24-80
6-05-80
6-03-80
6~03-80
6-25-80
6-20-80
6-04-80
6-~02~80
6~11-80
6~-06-80
6-05-80
6-04-80
6-06~-80
6-04-80
7-08-80
6~09-80
7-11-80
7-11-80
7-10-80
7-10-80
7-08-80
7-08-80

RESHIPMENTS

VIP Cex~
No. of tificate
Invoice No.
21319 595987
21198, 597021
21322 597005
21321 596551, -
21214 597020 !
21199. 596551. '
21196 597005
21361. 460579.
21225 597028
20912 . 597013
21120 596058 ,
21057 . 597035
20979 - 597029 -
20946 . 597019
20913 597014 .
20958, 597024
20914 597015 -
22088 . 595974
21009 597033
21734 . 597048
21733 597040
21686 - 597021 .
21685 597020
21614 - 595972
21608 596042

ORIGINAL SHIPMENT

pDate of
Invoice

4-25-80
4-28-80
4-29-80

. 5=01~80

5-03-80
5-03-80

: 5-05-80

5-06-80
5-07-80
5-02~80
4-29-80
5-12-80
5-14-80

. 5-03-80

5-01-80
4-23~80
4-30-80
5-09-80
4-23-80
5-30-80
5~30~80
5-16~-80
5-21-80
5-05-80
5-10-80

No. of
Irvoice

20016
19976
20054
20028
20055
20046 .
20355
20186

© 20188 .

20051
20181
20353
20398
20079
20029
19995
19993
20254
20010
20801 -
20964
20448 -
20634
20090 .
20295

N.W.D,

Certifi-

cate No.

10037
10003 .
10059
10048 .
10060
10051 ..
10198
10114 -
10166
10056
10109
10196
10222
10080
10049
10016
10014
10162
10031
10313
10197 -
10251
10277
10091
10173

620
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- FRANK J, KELLEY @m,.a.,.,,,,;’ BYL/W L/nc/ar KQJ,

Anorney General

vC S.C.
CONSUMER PROTECTION DIVISION .
AUG 14 1380

Room 670, 525 West Ottawa Boceivad:
tansing. Michigan 48513

State of Michigan ‘ Complaint No.: % 05733 a3 j

Investigation No.:

CONSUMER COMPLAINT

Closed: Value:

e DO NOT WRITE ABOVE THIS LINE
(Please type or use bla:k ink) ..
NOTE: Please separate Set 1 & 2 before fullmg out, : )

Compaay complaining against

NABTI08 8 h/ﬁo/l—sngﬁ Dsr

Strest address of company

3/ moém/z, £o.

City and state Zip Code

__Las Vipas Mifson 570/ 702 355- 5555
p.g::::m,;::::. OZ«J ‘i} 19 SO county 1. Type o Print FIRMLY.
Did you sign a act? _A/D .

(piease attach a copy)
‘Where?

Name of salesp ? anzﬂ, &Oéae_s

it advertised, when?
Where?

2 Use Additional Shoets if Needed.

3. REMEMBER: It we can't read your complaint wa cant sct.

neteres op: 2221810 Co . PROSOL 0.

[ pany? Jb‘”-adjl?@

Date you P
How? To whom?

is thers a court action pending? walk in O
Where? -
Your Attorney Mail o

COMPLAINT DETAILS"

1 oroeeen pons OVpe rHe . pHon/es. blher/

THly QRN THly k/WPR2 Nor WHRT Tidcs
Mmﬂ_ﬁijﬁo@wu— o/ m’

CHa 0 TH# 2R, aps.

4 / 70 7, LT
THL " touarion/ mo TrL, MAMOS & Oun/{ Bénosraor
Couserion/ gBbopfey. L HAML LIRirrpd] 7D Therr ARrieo
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NATIO';IAL WHOLESALE DlSTRlBUTORS _31N. Mojave Aoad » Las Vogas. Nevace §510) o 7oams~ssss

it

March 12, 1980

’
Y

e

Linda Blythe ' '

505 Pleasant Street
St. Joseph, Michigan 48085

Dear Ms. Blythe:

On January 4, 3J9R0D you placed an order with our rep-
resentative Eddie Rodgers for ad specialty merchandise im-
printed with your company name and advertisement to your
specifications. On January 10, 1980 you confirwed said

order and your ad copy with our company representative

Bob Owens and stated you would pay.for your order collect

on delivery (C.0.D.), in the amount of $158.00. -

We printed and shipped the custom order you placed, 1&—
printed with your company name and advertising. You
have since stopped payment on your check.

THIS ACTION IS LARCENOUS AND FRAUDULENT AND CONSTITUTES
A FELONY. SECTION 1. NRS 205.380 OF THE STATUTES STATES
"THE STOPPING PAYMENT ON A CHECK OR OTHER INSTRUMENT
. GIVEN IN PAYMENT ON PROPERTY IS PRIMA FACIE EVIDENCE OF
AN INTENT TO DEFRAUD."
1. 1IF THE BALUE OF TEE PROPERTY SO FRAUDENTLY
OBTAINED WAS $100.00 OR MORE, IS PUNISBABLE BY IMPRISONMENT
. - IN THE STATE PRISON FOR NOT LESS THAN 1 YEAR NOR MORE THAN
10 YEARS, OR BY A FINE OF NOT MORE THAN $5,000.00 OR BY
BOTH FINE AND IMPRISONMENT.

If we have not received a Cashiers Check or Money Order
by March 23, 1980 we shall turn this matter over to the
Larceny Detail of the District Attorney of St. Joseph and
Las Vegas for Crimipal Prosecution. In addition in ten
days this check will be turnmed over to Dumn & Bradstreet
and the Credit Bureau of St Joseph for collection.

No further notice will be issued.

Sincerely, ' )
- NATIONAL WBOLESALE DISTRIBUTORS

:>‘5&26D/(,L_£/VL) g}agvg:itiZLTKZI/WW()(Jtlak&_fL

Steven S. Stefanovitch
Collection Manager

Our past due accounts 2
referred to

SSS/m1 COMHERCIAL ESULECIION DIVSIH
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l - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 14
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6013

- ITEM ) Commission Action Department Action
_ﬁ MR

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)
T. LIQUOR, GAMING & RETAIL TOBACCO -- .
, . Lurie - Staff to proceed
Change of Bus1nes$ Name APPROVED
. 3 Unanimous
1. From: Jolly Trolley Casino (Woofter excused)
T0: GOLDEN EAGLE CASINO

2466 Las Vegas Blvd Squth
1 General/1 Tavern/
1 Service Bar License
Unrestricted Gaming

Money Tree, Inc. --

" Donald Pettit, Pres|
52%

Richard D. Pettit,
48%

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 4006 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-60118

ITEM : Commission Action Department Action
. . . - 0 N S

IV(a). ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA
RUSSELL W. DORN | | LtemA
Lurie - Motion

carried to appoint | Staff to proceed
Comm. Christensen as
City's representatiye.
(Christensen voted ‘lno";
Woofter excused)

Lurie - Motion carriqd

to appoint Comm. Le\y

as alternate represgn-

tative. (Levy voted

B. REVIEW OF PROPOSED MUSEUM BUILDING - "no"; Woofter excusdd)
LORENZI PARK. [tem B .

Levy - Motion to Staff to proceed
follow recommendatigns

of staff for approvPl
on project carried
unanimously.

C. STATUS REPORT ON PROPOSALS RECEIVED FOR (Wooféer excused)

THE OPERATION OF THE MUNICIPAL GOLF Item C
COURSE. Report given to Staff to proceed

Board by Acting

' City Manager Don

A. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE
SELECTION OF A REPRESENTATIVE ON THE
CLARK COUNTY CLEARINGHOUSE COUNCIL.

Saylor.
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Date; _9-26-80

TO:

'The Board of City Commissioners

FROM: S
_DON J.  SAYLOR
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: '
REVIEW OF PROPOSED MUSEUM BUILDING - LORENZI PARK

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
Some time ago, the City made available to the State a location in Lorenzi
Park for the construction of a State Museum. The plans are in the process
of being developed and a rendering has been submitted. The City did reserve
the right of approval of the plans. The rendering illustrates a building
utilizing a Spanish motif with a tile roof and a white exterior. The build-
ing will be approximately 30,000 sq. ft. and the project will cost a little
over two million dollars. I don't feel that a white building will be com-
patible aesthetically with the park. [ don't believe that the City should
necessarily dictate a specific color, but I think it would be much more
aesthetically acceptable if the building were a sand tone color which would
allow it to blend in with the surroundings.

EISCAL IMPACT
None.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Recommend approval of the rendering with the condition that the color of
the exterior of the building be changed to a sand tone color.

DISPOSITION

Approved

Statas Due:

79-3-10

Held

3
Disapproved =
[

R S i )

g

jp 803
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. COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE ‘
PHONE 386-6011
ITEM . , Commission Action Department Action

IV(b). DEPARTMENT OF FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
.A MARVIN A. LEAVITT, CPA, DIRECTOR

*CONSENT AGENDA
l A1l matters listed under Item A are considered

_ to be routine by the City Commission and may be

. enacted by one motion. However, any item may

be discussed if a Commission member or citizen

$0 requests.
l *A. SERVICE AND MATERIAL WARRANTS/PAYROLL

WARRANTS
. 1. Service and Material Warrants Lurie - Staff to pr.oceed
In the amount of $17,353,864.88 APPROVED '
Items 1 and 2.
' 2. Payroll Warrants Unanimous
in the amount of $646,576.82 (Woofter excused)

. ' - APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
‘ S




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 036
WARRANT REGISTER SUMMARIES RECAP .
Servxce and Matecial Warrants ,
No. H318026 . -0- INCL. (106.000No. _______ To . _INCL.

1319043 -0- (1,080.00)
1319170 -0- . (70.00)
11637 11645 220,709.78
1943872 1943876 ' 11,400,000.00
' 1947216 -0~ 1,400,000.00
1319139 1319144 1,141,397.29
1319145 - 1319173 : 124,282.14

I 1319174 1319181 o 460,393.64

1319188 1319212 210,659.00
1319213 _=0- 277.00
1319214 © 1319546 2,397,402.03

TR

Net Amount § 17,353,864.88

Payroll Warrants

No' 110673 To _ 112306  yncr. Payroll Period Ending 8-30-80

I Net Amount § 646,576.82

} hereby certify that Fhave audited the above warrants:
pprove same for payment as being in comphance with all applicable laws, to the best of my knowledge and belief.

' QWW” APPROVED: '\é-\ /-\ rﬂ\\
v \ \\; - - N

hY
CITY MANAGER \

m:;:froa OF FINANCE \ -
' % 2/ October 1, , 19_80, the Board of City Commissioners ordered the above warrants -

paxd and the Clty Treasurer is hereby ordered to pay out of the funds indicated to each of the claimants listed the
' amount appear opposite their ective names.

i’,@%@% P SR (W< 7N M

MAYOR ' CITY CLERK

79-21-3
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 300 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 38B6-6011

L BUDGETED
DED - FULL TIME

Justification

Responsible for the
coordination of
Public Works pro-
jects, prepares de-
sign and research
projects and super-
vises estimating

and assessment dis-|

trict functions

Performs maintenancs
of street light

. poles and wires and

group replacement
of lamps

Assists in the re-
pair, maintenance
and installation of
Tights, signs, fix-
tures, motors,

traffic signals and|}

lights

Supervises and
schedules the work
of a crew engaged
in the construction
and maintenance of
streets, sidewalks,
curbs, gutters and
other facilities

: ITEM '
IV. (c) DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL
& EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
GARY DONALD 0GG, DIRECTOR
AUTHORIZATION TO FIL
POSITIONS - CITY FUN
Monthly
Dept/Class Salary
(1)
PS/Engineering $1760
 Design
Principal
Civil Engineer
(2) »
PS/Electrical $1157
Services
Street Light
Maintenance
Worker
(3)
PS/Electrical $1101
Services
Electrical
Trades Helper
(4)
PS/Streets $1215
Street
Maintenance
Crew Leader
APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
S5 7

Commission Action

Lurie -

APPROVED

Items 1 thru 5.
Unanious

(Woofter excused)

03¢

% 06 LM VﬁgM | October 1, 1980

Page17

Department Action

Staff to proceed
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ﬁ@ EN Dﬁ w c i i V% October 1, 1980
) BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page ]8
' COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 300 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-6011
' ITEM Commission Action Department Action
IV. (c) DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL
& EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
AUTHORIZATION TO FILL BUDGETED
POSITIONS - CITY FUNDED - FULL TIME
continued
_ Monthly
Dept/Class Salary Justification
(5) APPROVED
Fire $1086 Responsible for re- |See Page 17 See Page 17
Services - ceiving emergency
Communicatons calls and dispatch-
Specialist ing proper equipment

(Two Positions)
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Gty of LasVeges 039
~ AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |~ 120

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ~ Ernest E. Bryant
Deputy City Manager

SUBJECT:
DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL & EMPLOYEE RELATIONS - AUTHORIZATION TO FILL BUDGETED POSITIONS

“PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The {o;lowing information is sutmitted with reference to Items 1 - 5 under Agenda Item
V. (c). :

Principal Civil Engineer - replace employee who was promoted
Street Light Maintenance Vorker - replace employee who was promoted
Electrical Trades Helper - replace employee who was promoted
Street Maintenance Crew Leader - replace employee who was promoted

Conmunications Specialist (Two Positions) - replace employees who resigned

FISCAL IMPACT
,§11;of the above posftions are included in the 1980-81 budgets of the requesting depart-
ments. There are no additional non-budgeted expenses associated with any of these

positions.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Department of Personnel & Empioyee Relations has indicated that all of the above are
in order. The City Manager's Office concurs with the requesting departmeqts' recommenda-
tions and the staff analyses and recommends approval of filling the positions at this
time.

RECOMMENDED

DISPOSIT! Gary vonald Ogg, Director
Apgﬁiﬂi . Personnel & Employee Relations

Disapproved
Held

Ly

Agenas e

Staias Due: ;
IV. (¢) 1 -5

79-3-10
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CITY FUNDED FULL TIME VACANCIES

DEPARTMENT/DIVISION

City Attorney

Municipal Court

City Manager

City Clerk

Office of the Commissioners
Funds Coordination

Personnel & Employee Relations

Business Activity

Financial Management

Community Planning & Development

"~ Architectural Services & Proj. Cont.

General Services
Administration
Facilities Support
City Hall Warehouse
Graphic Arts
Automotive Services
Purchasing & Contracts

Office of Budget & Management Services

Fire Services
Management Information Services

Senior Citizens Center

AS OF 9/19/80

CLASSIFICATION

Court Counselor
Substance Abuse Counselor

Office Manager
Office Assistant

Director, Arch. Serv. & Proj. Cont.
Chief, Architectural Design Div.
Assistant Desiqn Technician

Graphic Communications Manager
Maintenance Laborer

Administrative Assistant III
Senior Office Assistant

Systems Designer

b

- P

—
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

- DEPARTMENT/DIVISION

Public Services
Administration
Sanitation
Streets
Maintenance
Quality Control
Engineering Design

Traffic Engineering
Animal Care & Control
Building & Safety
Electrical Services

‘ecreation & Leisure Activities
Administration
Parks & Open Spaces

Recreation :
Cultural Services & Fine Arts
Youth Affairs ' :
Golf Course

Cemetery

BI-WEEKLY SAVINGS (including fringes)
1ONTHLY SAVINGS (including fringes)

CLASSIFICATION

Truck Driver

Carpenter

Senior Engineering Designer
Engineering Designer

Principal Engineering Technician
Senior Animal Control Officer
Building Inspector

Street Light Maintenance Worker
Electrical Trades Helper

General Park Foreman
Senior Grounds YWorker
Grounds Horker
Maintenance Laborer
Recreation Leader
Fine Arts Coordinator

TOTAL

[ Y P

[N

ot b o ) b o

28

These savings would be realized if all of these positions remain vacant for the period

of time indicated.
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| l IV (g)

Ci7y of Las

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

Veges

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS *» 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

DAN R. PILKINGTON, DIRECTOR

*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l items listed under Item *A and *B are con-
sidered to be routine by the City Commission,
and may be enacted by one motion. However, any
item may be discussed if a Commission member or
citizen so requests.

PURCHASING AND CONTRACTS DIVISION

*A. AWARD OF BIDS

1. Replacement Street Light Standards
Department of Public Services
Electrical Division

2. Replacement Truck With Animal Control Body
Department of Public Services
Animal Shelter

*B. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL

1. Installation of Drinking Water Supply Line
At Wastewater Treatment Plant
Department of Public Services
City Engineer

2. Maintenance Agreement for Electric Typewriten
Department of General Services
Purchasing and Contracts Division

3. Replacement Rotary Distributor Arms on
Trickler Filters
Department of Public Services
Wastwater Treatment Plant

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

774

042

Page 19

October 1, 1980

Commission Action
- .

Department Action

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff,
Items 1 and 2.
Unanimous

(Woofter excused)

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff.
Items 1, 2, 3.
Unanimous

S (Woofter excused)

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | —epteshecz3,580

043

TO: ) FROM:  ERNEST E. BRYANT
The Board of City Commissioners DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
o ¥

SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - OCTOBER 1, 1980 %
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES ¥
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND 2
*A. AWARD OF BIDS

1. Replacement Street Light Standards - Department of Public Services - Electrical
Division

. Recommend award to TFl Electrical Supply, Las Vegas, NV, in the
amount of $48,229.80. Bid #8!.1733.?. tstimate: $55,000.00.
FUNDING: TGENERAL TITY REVENUE.

2. Replacement 3/4 Ton Cab/Chassis With Animal Control Body - Department of Public
Services -~ Animal Shelter

. Recommend award to Las Vegas Dodge, Las Vegas, NV, in the amount
of $58,900.00. Bid #81.3%53.2. i'E'si:imate: $60,000.00. FUNDING:
GENERAL CITY REVENUE.

EISCAL IMPACT
FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 80-81.

RECOMMENDATIONS

THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATED THAT ITEMS 1 AND 2 ARE IN ORDER
BASED ON RECOMMENDATIONS BY THE USING AGENCIES.

1T 1S THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT ITEMS 1 AND 2 BE

AWARDED. . -
DISPOSITION ;’/@//’é/yz\—"
Approved O Dan R. Pilkington, Mrector

g;s‘;pproved 8 Oepartment of General Services

Statas Due: . W
IV {g) A 1-2

79-3-10
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BID ABSTRACT
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SHEET NO._1 ____ BUYER JEP/ja .

048

Ty e

N R .

Pk L i DR A RS -

WANTITY LAS VEGAS DODGE, INC.  [FAIRWAY CHEVROLET FLETCHER Jonzs CHEVROLET
! Lo o 3470 Boulder Hwy. 1 3100 E. Sahara p.0. Box 1 ; "7
as,
l T DESCRIPTION - tAre9as: Nhuouft12' / [L2sufppass W gt Ritee Xmuﬁ? ¢
wi8 =A, [ CAB/CHASSIS. 3/4 ton with §13,850.00 $ 55.400.00 .7 1813.900.7 £14.655.00 § 58.620.00

s Animal Control body. per - :
':l:___mmmaci_ﬁratfnns
. “TOTAL - 55,400 00 355602 A0 $ 58.620.00

‘ ' i ,

AD TTIONAL COST IF THE CITYl REFER 10 LELTER FROM _|PRICED UNDER SEPARATE [ &1.500.00 - -
LECTS TO PAVE REFRIGERATEOR SWAS WAGON CO. ""‘!' LETTZR_FROM _BODY BUILOER

: ATa N%TINT% LLED ON ‘ (SWAB WAGONY

- THE_ANIMAL CONTROL BOOY .

. RATHER THAN THE FRESH AIR
» i : UNIT..

}

; WANUFACTURER AND MODEL QF |DODGE DZ5 CHEVROLET | CC2000377W9 CHEVROI FT CCo0a03,

A CAB/CHASSIS: _. » ,
El' CITY LTCENSE: 0. -876-8-00558 AEeTloose - [07-40A- 11352

5 B10 8OND: NOT REQUIRED NOT REQUISED NOT REQUIRED

= A INVITATIONS IO AID SOLI-

| ' CITED

: ESTIMATE FURNISHED. RY BURCHE

; ASING & CONTRACTS STAFE AT/
15 81D _OPENING: $48 ono on 7
‘tw 10/79 _

[
1
1
1
1




1

TO: FROM: ERNEST E. BRYANT
The Board of City Commissioners DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
* SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - OCTOBER 1, 1980

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 0

0ty of Laaliegss

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION Date: Septembef 23, 1980

IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*B. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL

1. Installation of 4" Drinking Water Supply Line at Wastewater Treatment Plant - .
Department of Public Services - City Engineer
. Recommend approval to Las Vegas \*311%! Water District, Las Vegas,
NV, in the amount of $13,825.00. € Source. Purchase Request
#1711-168. FUNDING: ~GENERAL CITY REVENUE - $ 3,456.25
FEOERAL (E.P.A.) - $10,386.75

2. Maintenance Agreement for Electric Typewriters - Department of General Services -
Purchasing and Contracts Division
. Recommend approval to IBM, Las Vegas, NV, in the amount of $10,272.48.
Purchase Request #1231-2136. FUNDING: GENERAL CITY REVENUE.

3. Replacement of Rotary Distributor Arms on Trickler Filters - Department of Public
Services - Wastewater Treatment Division
. Recommend approval to Fulco Sales, Garden Grove, CA, in the amount

of $137,875.00. Sole source - patented design. Purchase Request
#355FWFUNDING: GENERAL CITY REVENUE.

EISCAL IMPACT |
FUNOS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 80-81.

RECOMMENDATIONS

THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATED THAT ITEMS 1 THROUGH 3 ARE IN QORDER
BASED ON RECOMMENOATIONS BY THE USING AGENCIES.

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT ITEMS 1 THROUGH 3 BE

AWARDED.
DISPOSITION
Approved c an R. Pi ngton,
Disapproved = Department of General Services
Held c
Statas Due: - AR
79-2-10 v (g) B 1-3
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' ’ CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 050
. , Y
" BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Oct. 1, 1980
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 300 EAST STEWART AVENUE Page 29

PHONE 386-6011

Commission Action Department Action
.___ ———————————— , — T

IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES

DONALD E. DONOVAN, DIRECTOR
*CONSENT AGENDA

A11 matters listed under Items A, B, and C are
considered to be routine by the City Commission
and may be enacted by one motion. However, any
item may be discussed if a Commission member or
citizen so requests.

*A, APPROVAL.OF SUBDIVISION MAPS
A1l engineering designs are being
processed. _
1. Washington Square Unit 7. (Mr; Lurie - Staff to proceed '
Robert Shaw - property located at the | APPROVED
Northwest corner of Washington Ave and Items 1 and 2 as
Sandhill Rd. No. of lots: 146, 33.65 recommended.
acres) Unanimous

(Woofter excused)
2. Torrey Pines Village Unit 1. (Nevada
Equities - property generally located on
the West side of Torrey Pines Dr., 330'
South of Smoke Ranch Rd. No. of lots:
63, 5.89 acres)

Recommended action:

Approve final maps subject to posting of
bonds and signing of agreements and plans
within thirty days.

b

\WPERGVED AGENDA ITEM




PHONE 386-6011

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

Commission Action

051

WO{WV% ~ Oct. 1, 1980

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 300 EAST STEWART AVENUE

Page 21

Department Action

' ITEM ,
)T

IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES (Continued
B, RELEASE OF BOND |

A11 work has been completed in accord-
ance with City standards.

1. Location: 500 No. 13th St.
Use: Sidewalk
Builder: Rainier, G. W. Gund
- Surety Co.: None (Cash deposit)
Amount: $2,000.00

Bond No.: CLV #24-79

Recommended action:

Accept the work and release the cash
deposit required by City Code.

*C. RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS
1. Grant Deed :
From: George Graziadei,
Trustee
To: City of Las Vegas
For: Portion Government

Lots 28 and 37 in Sec.
36, T20S, R6OE

Brush St. Dedication
Recorded as Instrument
No. 1237493 in Official
Book 1278 in the
office of the County
Recorder on Sept. 8,
1980 (7/28/80)

APPROVEL: AGENDA ITEM

Lurie -

APPROVED
Unanimous
(Woofter excused)

Lurie -

APPROVED

Items 1 thru 5.
Unanimous
(Woofter excused)

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed



. CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

ITEM

IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES (Continued)

City of Las Vegan

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

PHONE 386-6011

COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

Commission Action

052

Oct. 1, 1980

Page 22

Department Action

—

2. Grant Deed
From:

To:
For:

3. Grant Deed
From:

To:
For:

AFFHOVED AGENDA ITEM

|
I
i
|
.
1
|
I
{
1
1§
I
I
|
i
|

*C, RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS (Continued)

- (7/28/80)

George Graziadei,
Trustee

City of Las Vegas
Portion of Government
Lot 37, Sec. 36, T20S,
R60E

Alpine Dr. Dedication
Recorded as Instrument
No. 1237494 in QOfficial
Book 1237494 in Officid
Book 1278 in the office
of the County Recorder
on Sept. 8, 1980

Jack Scott and

Cathleen Scott, husband
and wife as joint
tenants

City of Las Vegas
Portion Lots 148-E and
148-F of Vegas Heights
Tract Unit No. 4

Carey Ave. (RTC funded

Capital Improvement

Project)
Recorded as Instrument

No. 1223009 in Official
Book 1264 in the office
of - the County Recorder
on August 8, 1980 :
(6/6/80)

APPROVED
See Page 21

| See Page 21



' IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES (Continued
' | *C. RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS (Continued)
4. Grant Deed
From: Thomas Seniur and
l Jeanne Seniur, husband
and wife as joint
tenants
l To: City of Las Vegas
' For: Portion SW-1/4, Sec.
35, T19S, R60E
' Torrey Pines Dr. and
Lone Mountain Rd.
Dedication. Lone
Mountain Rd./Torrey
. Pines Dr. Project
Recorded as Instrument
No. 1236190 in Official
l Book 1277 in the office
of the County Recorder
. on Sept. 4, 1980
. (3/24/80)
) 5. Grant Deed
- : From: Verlas Corporation, a
l Nevada Corporation
To: City of Las Vegas
For: Portion SE-1/4, Sec.
| 28, T20S, RGIE
Bonanza Rd. (9/4/80)
l Recommended action:
Accept the Grant Deeds.
l D. REPORTS/ACTION
= 1. Request by E.G.&H., Inc., dba: Las
l = Vegas Club Hotel at 18 E. Fremont St.
< for an Encroachment Agreement to use a
2] portion of the City right of way for
' W § tree well in sidewalk area.
é Recommended action:
> . '
l 2 Approve the Encroachment Agreement and
a authorize the Mayor on behalf of the
l o Commission to sign the agreement.

PHONE 386-601%1

COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

053

a;@ 05 W V% ~ Oct. 1, 1980

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

Page 23

Commission Action Department Action

APPROVED

See Page 21 See Page 21

Lurie -
APPROVED as per
staff's recommenda-
tions with Planning
Dept. conditions tHat °
installation of trdges
be approved in sidgwalk
areas; installation of
permanent irrigatign
system; and instal]ation
of pedestrian traffic
grates over the wells.
Unanimous -(Woofter|excused)

Staff to proceed
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 054

City of LuaVeges

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | ===

TO: FROM: DON J. SAYLOR
The Board of City Commissioners DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: REQUEST BY E.G.&H., INC., DBA: LAS VEGAS CLUB HOTEL AT 18 E. FREMONT ST.

ggg AN ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT TO USE A PORTION OF THE CITY RIGHT OF WAY FOR
LT L

PURPQSE/BACKGROUND

This request is for landscaping (trees in sidewalk wells) on Ogden Ave.
and on 1st St. - v

The wells are 4' diameter openfngs in the sidewalk located 2.5' behind
the back of curb. There will be three wells on Ogden Ave. and four wells
on Ist St.

Sidewalk on Dgden Ave. is 9.5' wide, leaving §' for pedestrian traffic.

Applicant has signed our standard Encroachment Agreement, which has
conditions of 1iability, maintenance, and removal.

In addition, the Planning Department requires the following items be
satisfied before the permit is issued:

1. Install trees approved for use in sidewalk areas.
2. Install permanent irrigation system.

3. Install pedestrian traffic grates over wells.

FISCAL IMPACT
None

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the City Commission approve the Encroachment
Agreement and authorize the Mayor on behalf of the Commission to
sign the agreement

DISPOSITION _ Donai% g Oonavan E

Approved Oirector ¢f Public Services
Disapproved

Held

(SRR

Statas Due:

79-3-10
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% 0( w V%M 0c£'. 1, 1980

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
' COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE Page 24
) PHONE 386-6011
' ITEM B ‘ Comr_nission Action . Department Action
IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES (Continued
[ | D. REPORTS/ACTION
~ 2. Resident Engineering Services - Ch'r)'isttEar[;sen - Staff to proceed
' Wastewater Treatment Plant construction. AP RQV
Unanimous
Recommended action: (Woofter excused)
l ' Approve expenditure of $75,000 for a full
time resident engineer and the submittal
- of the amendment to the Step 3 construc-
l tion grant.
3. Project Initiation - Bonanza | Lurie - Staff to proceed
. Rd., Eastern Ave. to Pecos Rd. APPROVED
(Addendum Item No. 1 - Page 44) Unanimous
(Woofter excused)
l Recommended action: '
A' Request the Regional Trénspor‘tation
Commission approve this project for
construction.

Ll OMEDAGENDS ! O
LR S ".-»4.-"?\‘-:‘5‘;." ARG g

-l
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4
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

- Gy of Luabiegar

AGENDA DOCUMENTA_HON Date: _Sept. 23, 1980

056

TO: FROM: DON J. SAYLOR
The Board of City Commissioners DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT:
RESIDENT ENGINEERING SERVICES - WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT CONSTRUCTION
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND i

Authorization to submit an amendment to the Step 3 construction grant
application to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), on the
City's Wastewater Treatment Plant Modification/Floodproofing.

The EPA has offered grant awards to the City to construct the modifications
to the Yastewater Treatment Plant to meet the requirements of the Consent
Decree. The construction period is in progress at the present time and will
be under a very tight schedule to meet the particular requirement of the
Consent Decree on removing phosphorous.

It has become quite apparent that the magnitude of this modification of
the City's Wastewater Treatment Plant warrants a full time resident
engineer to provide on site engineering services during 22+ weeks of the

construction period.

i IMP

It is estimated the cost for this service will be approximately $75,000.

1f grant funds are eligible, the local share costs would be approximately
$18,750. Funds to cover the 25% local share costs are available in the
Sanitation Fund and/or the capital improvement fund.

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the City Commission approve the expenditure of §75,000
for a full time resident engineer for the Wastewater Treatment Plant Project
and the submittal of the amencdment to the Step 3 construction grant.

(Subject to EPA grant approval)

DISPQSITION
Approved 3
Disapproved =
Held a

Statos Due:
79-3.10

<\ o
‘<;%%%%;§2%¥gﬁonovan\‘z====’(AA

Director of Public Services

IV (h) '
D. 2.

Y
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Gty of Lasbiegen |
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION e e A

TJO:
The Board

_ _ FROM:  DON J. SAYLOR
of City Commissioners DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: pROJECT INITIATION - BONANZA RD., EASTERN AVE. TO PECOS RD.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Bonanza Rd. from Eastern Ave. to Lamb Blvd. was presented to the Regional
Transportation Commission as the City of Las Vegas number one priortty
project. The estimated cost of the project is $5, 000 000.

The Regional Transportation Commission has already committed all but
$2,500,000 of its available funds and is therefore unable to finance
the entire Bonanza Rd. project.

The cost of building Bonanza Rd. from Eastern Ave. to Pecos Rd. would be
approximately $2,500,000.

The Ground Rules of the Regional Transportation Commission require the
governing .body of an’'entity to request that a project be initiated.

FISCAL IMPACT

The City of Las Vegas will pay its portion of the Special Improvement

Tistrict (S.1.D.) which is to be formed along Bonanza Rd. for the

parking lanes, curb and gutter and street 1ights.

Other costs will be paid by the Regional Transportation Commission.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Commission approve the Bonanza Rd.
project from Eastern Ave. to Pecos Rd. and request the Regional
Transportation Commission approve the project for construction.

So——

DISPQSITION
Approved O ———Benatd-f7"Donovan
Disapproved = Director of Public Services
Heid a
Statos Due:

79-3-30




PHONE 386-6011

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

Ci%y of Las Vegas

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS »
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

Commission Action -

October 1,

058

Page 25
1980

Department Action

V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY

A. Appeal of Work Card Revocation -- Millard
"Edward Mosley

B. Request to retain the services of Jones &
Tillson, rate consu]tants, for the purpose
of representing the City's interests in
Docket 2357 (SOB 3 - Cost of Service) and
Docket 2955 (Application of Nevada Power
Company for an Order Authorizing an Increase
in Rates of 20,509,000).

C. Resolution by the Traffic and Parking
Commission and the Traffic Engineer to make
the following changes:

Two hour parking zone: In front of 1054 So.
- Commerce on the west side.

-y N Wy N e W e e rllllhiullll \lllﬂﬁiéé;ll

One hour parking zone: In front of 1330 So.
4th St. on the west side.

]
4

Imperial Ave., north side, from So. 4th
St. west to the alley

Designated as through streets:

Marion Dr. from Washington Ave. to
Harris Ave.

-

Harris Ave. from Marion Dr. to Nellis
Blvd.

Required stops:
Tequesta Dr. at Pebble Beach Blvd.

Santa Rita Dr. at Santa Rosa Dr.

APPEAL WITHDRAWN
at request of
appellant, as this
matter had been
satisfactorily

T

resolved prior to mreting.

ABEYANCE at request
of Board.

Lurie -

APPROVED as per
recommendations of
staff.

Unanimous

(Woofter excused)

Administrative
staff to confer
with other govern-
mental entities ir
area and solicit
joint support in
representation of
this matter. Cit)
Attorney to find
out cost of retair
ing consultants
and bring matter
back on Agenda.

Staff to proceed



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 0"” 9

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |y

TO: FROM:
The 8oard of City Commissianers CITY ATTORNEY

SUBJECT: ) :
Retention of Services of Jones-Tillson, Rate Consultants

PURPOSE.BACKGROUND

The City Attorney's Office requests approval for the retention’
of the services of Jones-Tillson & Associates for the purpose
of representing the interests of the City of Las Vegas before
the Public Service Commzssxon of the State of Nevada in two
upcoming hearings.

In Docket 2955 an application has been filed by Nevada Power
Company requesting an order authorizing an increase in revenues
in the amount of $20,509,000.00, and thus potentially increasing
the rates to the consumers. The City Attorney's Office desires
to retain the services of Jones-Tillson for the purpose of
evaluating the application as to issues of importance to the
City of Las Vegas. It is not expected.at this time that the
City of Las Vegas will present testimony concernxng the cost

of money.

In Docket 2357 (Sub 3-Cost of Service) the Public Service

Commission is hearing testimony into whether they should

adopt Section 111 (D) (1) eof PURPA (Cost of Service Standard) -
stating that rates charged to each class of electric consumers

by utilities should reflect the cost of providing utility

service to each such class. The City of Las Vegas desires to

retain the services of Jones-Tillson to determine if we need

to present testimony on the cost of service.

FISCAL IMPACT

R"Oliﬁ='c TI0NS

This office recommends retaining the services of Jones-Tillson
as rate consultants in the above dockets presently pending
before the Public Service Commission.

DISPOsiTINY
e

Azgroved O

Cissoeroves o

He!d o

Sta:as Due A Agenda item
73.3.0¢ v - B
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C:r;,o{lmv%

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | 2

To FROM: _

'The Board of City Commissianers CITY AﬁORNEY '

SUBJECT:
Resolution by the Traffic dnd Parking Commission and the Traffic Engineer

PURPQSE/BACKGROQUND

" To correct and make additions to Title X of the City Code as follows:

Schedule 17-VI, page 33, be amended to include the following as a two (2)
hour parking zone:

In front of 1054 So. Commerce on the west side.
Schedule 17-VI, page 31, be amended to include-the following as one (1)
hour parking zone:

" In front of 1330 So. 4th St. on the west side

Imperial Ave., north side, from So. 4th St. west to the.alley

Schedule 14-1, page 4, be amended to include the following as a through street:
Marion Dr. from Washington Ave. to Harris Ave. '

Harris Ave. from Marion Dr. to Nellis Blvd.

Schedule 14-11, page 6, be amended to include the following as required stops:
Tequesta Dr. at Pebble Beach Blvd.

Santa Rita Dr. at Santa Rosa Dr.

FISCAL IMPACT

RECOMMENCATIONS

It is recommended that the Board of City Commissioners pass the Resolution
as proposed. : -

DISPOSITION

Aparwed c
Disapproved
He!d o

. Stat:s Due: ) . end3 [tem
. 73348 - v-C
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 193U

- - RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1589 allows for the additions and corrections of
schedules pertaining to TITLE X of the City Code to be done by Resolution; and

WHEREAS, it has been determined and recomzended by the Traffic and
Parking Commission and the Traffic Engineer that the following additions and
corrections be made in said schedules; and ‘

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of City Commissioners of the
City of Las Vegas, Nevada, that the following schedules pertaining to Title X
of the City Code be ameﬁde'd as follows:

» Schedule 17-VI, page 33, be amended to include the following as a two (2)
hour parking zone:

In front of 1054 So. Commerce on the west side.

Schedule 17-VI, page 31, be amended to include the following as ome (1)
hour parking zone:

In front of 1330 So. 4th St. on the west side

Inperial Ave., north side, from So. 4th St. west to the alley

Schedul({! 14-1, page 4, be amended to include the following as a through
street:

Marion Dr. from Washington Ave. to Harris Ave.

Harris Ave, from Marion Dr. to Nellis Blvd.

Schedule 14-II, page 6, be amended to include the following as required
stops: '

Tequesta Dx. at Pébb]:e Beach Blvd.

Santa Rita Dr. at Santa Rosa Dr.

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS Ist day of _ October

» 1980.

g/ A

" WILLIAM H. BRIARE, MAYOR

Carol hog, Hawley, Citf)Clerk
Hawley,

’
gt
|
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

Ci%y of Las Vegan

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE (October 1, 1980

PHONE 386-6011

GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY (cont.)

Commission Action

i

Page 26

Department Action

D.

Discussion and possible action on the exten-
sion of the Agreement with J.C.S. Bench
Advertising Company

Christensen -
Motion to hold in
abeyance until
10/15/80 Meeting
pursuant to request
of Chuck Robinson
of J.C.S. Bench

Advertising Company}

Motion carried by
unanimous vote.
(Woofter excused)

1

10/15/80 Agenda
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 : ; 063

O oﬂ.«/V%
' AGENDA DOCUMENTAT!ON °°‘°"

Sept. 22, 1980

TO:

FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners GEORG v

SUBJSCT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE EXTENSIONI" THE AGRE ENT WITH

J.C.S. BENCH ADVERTISING COMPANY

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

On November 1, 1980, the Agreement with JCS Bench expires.
This Agreement has been in effect since 1960, with a renewal
in 1970.

During the twenty (20) year duration of this Agreement, the fee .
structure has had only one (l) ten percent (10%) increase in

the fee structure (from $1.00 per bench per month, or 5% of

the gross revenue per bench per month, to $1.10 per bench per

month, or 5.5% of the gross revenue per bench per month,

whichever is greater).

It is staff's belief that this service should be let out to bid

so that a fee structure may be determined that more accurately
reflects the current fees of the 1ndustry .

In order to do so, however, it will be necessary to extend
the present agreement on a month-to-month basis in order to
allow for sufficient time to solicit bids. The attached
Amendment to Agreement is designed to provide such extension.

-

FISCAL IMPACT

The City currently collects approxirately $1,976.00 annually.

ECONIAENDATIONS

It is recommended that the Agreement with JCS Bench be extended

on a montih-to-month basis until cancelled by either party with

30 days notice. This will allow staff an opportunity to develop

a comprehensive bid package to be presented to you at a later date.

DISPCSITION

Apgcroved (@]
Disapproved O

Haid c ' . .
Statas Due: ‘A’&’gda ftem

sala.y -
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 004

AMENDMENT TO AGRIEIENT
L

twis Anendrment to Acreement, made and entesred inte

ay of Zepterker, 150, by ané betwsen the City of

o
58
N
[

o

Las Vegas, a municipal corporation of the State of NHevada
(nereinafier referred to as the "CITY"), and J.C.s. Bench
¢vertising Co., a Navada corporation (hereinafter referred to
&z "BENCE").
VITHESSETE:
WREREAS, ﬁhe CITY, pursuant to that certain Agreement

rade and entered intc by and retween the parties hereto on

(14

he first éay of Noverber, 1970, grarnted to BENCE the right,
areng other things, to maintain benches on public property at
desigrated bus stops or on other public property for a perioc
of ten years from and after the date of saié Agreement; ard

WECREAS said Agreement is due to expire on the first
day cf Noverter, 1380; and

{HEREAS said parties, Ev this Agreement, desire o
extend, cn a month to month basis, the term of the aforesaid
Acreement upon all of the terms and conditions.set forth ‘trerein
%OW, TEEREFORE, for and in consideration of the vre-

néd of the mutual promises hereinafier contained, the

]
H .
]
1]
1]
v

carties hereto agree as follous: ' .
I
Section 1 of that certain Agreerent rade and enteresd

into on the first day cof Novemkber, 1579, by and between the

carties herets, is hereby amended to reac as follows:
1. The CITY Liereby grants, on a menth—-to-wonin
taszis, to BELCE the right to maintain senches on
the public vrogerty in sucih locations as may be

designated by the City at designated bus stods cr con

[

uch other puclic property throughout the City of

Las Vegas as mav te desicnated by the City. The terr

e e e - . ————
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

of this Agreement shall commence on the first day of

November, 1280, and shall continue thereafter on a

month-to-month basis until cancelled by the service

by mail by either party of written notice of such

cancellation on the other at least thirty (30) days

priocr to the effective date of such cancellation.

I1

Except as otherwise mocdifiecd or amended as in Section
I of this Amendment to Agreerment expressly provided, all of
the terms and conditions of the aforesaid Agreement shall remain
and be in full force ané effect during the term of this
extension.

in witness whereof, the parties hereto have caused
this Amendment to Agreement to be executed by their duly
authorized representatives the day and year first above written.

CITY OF LAS VEGAS

By

william 5. Briare, Mayor

Carol Ann zawley. City Clerk

J.C.S. BENCE ADVERTISING CO.

By

resident -

gy

X
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS : page 27
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE October 1, 1980
l PHONE 386-6011
- ITEM Commission Action Department Action
T EEEEIIE———————, -
VI. NEW BILLS TO BE REFERRED TO A STUDY
COMMITTEE OR RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE
A. Bill No. 80-68 eliminates the Board of *1st Reading and Clerk to proceed
Astrology Examiners and the requirement that | Referred -
an applicant for an astrologer's license pass Commissioners
an exam by the American Federation of Lurie & Christensén
Astrologers
Sponsored by: Commissioner Ron Lurie
Bill No. 80-69 amends the gaming control *1st Reading and Clerk to proceed
ordinance to provide a definition of the Referred -
word "hotel". Commissioners

s . Lurie & Christensn
Sponsored by: Commissioner Ron Lurie.

*These new Bills have been Noticed for Public
Comment at a meeting of the Recommending
Committee to be held at 4:00 P.M. on Monday,
October 6, 1980, in the City Manager's Conference
Room, 10th Floor, City Hall.

[w o]
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AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING .
(Posting required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241)

et ot o
. " )
n

, an employee of the Clty of Las Vegas,

T Y % William Bradl
Nevada, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the st

day of ctober , 19g9 , at the hour of

and correct copy, of an Information Meeting before various Recommending
Committees relative to proposed ordinances, to be held at the hour of

4:00P.M. _ , on Monday October 6, » 198 in the

. City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Flooxr, City Hall, 400 E. Stewart
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; on Public Bulletln Boards at the following

locations:

1.
2.

3..

4.

QOctober ~1:30 P M_
I} - there were posted copies of a NOTICE, the attached of which is a true

‘Subscribed and sworn to before me this

In the United States Post Office (Downtown), 301 Stewart Aveﬁue;

In the Federal Building,'300 Las Vegas Blvd., South;
In the Clark County Courthouse, 200 E. Carson Avenue;

On the Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City Hall,
400 E. Stewart Ave. (near the entrance to the Court Clerk's

office); and
On the Special Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of

City Hall, 400 E. Stewart Ave. (near entrance to Clty Commission
Chambers).

..,...a-a-

v /’{%ﬂe‘”

) | UJ,(,VZ R

Thomas Young & William Bradley

G.S. 1223

2nd  day of October » 19 80 Department or Division

ublic in and for said County
and State. My Commission expires:

; o‘;ﬁw. ac'wﬂc}

NOTARY PURLIC

N Monice P. Keller

S¥PA STATE OF NEVADA

e 2% COUNTY OF CLARK
Fof '\AY A2PQINTMENT EXPIRES

¥ January 23, 19813

- M Mmool NN
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The following Bills proposed for adoption by the Board of City Commissioners of the
City of Las Vegas, Nevada, will be the subject of PUBLIC COMMENT before the respect1Ve
Recommending Committees, at the hour of 4:00 P.M., Monday, October 6, 1980, in the
City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, 400 E. Stewart Avenue,

Las Vegas, Nevada: 4 .

A. BILL NO. 80-65 - REQUIRES SECONDHAND DEALERS TO RETAIN ALL GOODS EXCEPT PAPER
AND RAGS FOR FOUR (4) DAYS, AFTER RECEIPT THEREOF HAS BEEN REPORTED TO METRO,

BEFORE SELLING OR DISPOSING OF THE SAME.
Committee: Commissioners Levy and Woofter

B. BiLL NO. 80-58 - CONTROLS THE CHANGE OF GRADE OF LAND.
Committee: Commlss1oners Lurie and Levy

C. BILL NO. 80-59 - AN ORDINANCE REPEALING EXISTINr REGULATIONS PERTAINING 10

MOBILE HOME AND TRAILER PARKS AND PROVIDING NEW MINIMUM DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
WITH RESPECT TO MOBILE HOMES, ACCESSORY STRUCTURES AND MOBILE HOME SPACES.
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter )

- D. BILL NO. 80-67 - MOBILE HOME PARK BUILDING AND INSTALLATION REGULATIONS FOR

MOBILE HOMES AND ACCESSORY STRUCTURES.
CommIttee' Commissioners Lurie and Christensen

‘E.  BILL RO. 80-68 - ELIMINATES THE BOARD OF ASTROLOGY EXAMINERS AMD THE REQUIREMENT
THAT AN APPLICANT FOR AN ASTROLOGER'S LICENSE PASS AN EXAM BY THE AMERICAN

FEDERATION OF ASTROLOGERS.
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Christensen

F. BILL NO. 80-69 - AMENDS THE GAMING CONTROL ORDINANCE T0 PROVIDE A DEFINITION OF

THE WORD "HOTELY
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Christensen

ALL INTERESTED PERSONS ARE INVITED TO ATTEND

(Attendance will be noted and a tape record1ng of the proceed1ngs will be kept on

file in the office of the City Clerk until final disposition of any proposed Bill. );

(Copies of the above Bills can be obta1ned through the office of the C1Ly Clerk
Monday through Friday, 8:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.) A
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" AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING '
(Mailing required under the provisions of NRS Chaptex 24]))

STATE OF NEVADA
SS.
COUNTY OF CLARK

__ﬁﬂgﬂggng_ig*_fhmxaw_m, an employee of the City of Las

Vegas, Nevada, Heing»first'duly sworn, deposes and says:
That on the /St day of ODetober . 1980

a copy of an Information Meeting before various Recommending

Committees relative to proposed ordlna wces, to be held at the

hour of ' ‘/fm ) on.Monday Oet. 6 . A 1980

in the City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall,

400 E. Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Ne\}ada, of which the attached

is é true and correct copy, was deposited in the United States

Mail, postage .prepaid, first class mail, to each person and/or

or_ganié.ation whose name appears in the AE;ENDA (NOTICE) REGISTER
maintained in the Department of the City Clerk's Office, as

having requested, in writing, a copy of said Agenaa_ (NOTICE).

¢
(An employee in the Office of
the City Clerk)

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me

this __ Jfof  aay of October, 1980

Notary Public in and for said County and State

e ) fmGa
NOTARY PUBLIC

Monice P. Keller

2 STATE OF NEVADA

S COUNTY OF CLARK

.0 oA APPQIMNTUINY EX 01085

January 28,1984
gxxm% NP
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NOTICE 050

The following Bills proposed for adoption by the Board of City Commissioners of the
City of Las Vegas, Nevada, will be the subject of PUBLIC COMMENT before the respective
Recommending Committees, at the hour of 4:00 P.M., Monday, October 6, 1980, in the
City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Ha]] 400 E. Stewart Avenue,

Las Vegas, Nevada:

A. BILL NO. 80-65 - REQUIRES SECONDHAND DEALERS TO RETAIN ALL GOODS EXCEPT PAPER
AND RAGS FOR FOUR (4) DAYS, AFTER RECEIPT THEREOF HAS BEEN REPORTED TO METRO,

BEFORE SELLING OR DISPOSING OF THE SAME.
Committee: Commissioners Levy and Woofter

B. BILL NO. 80-58 - CONTROLS THE CHANGE OF GRADE: OF LAND.
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Levy

C. BILL NO. 80-59 - AN ORDINANCE REPEALING EXISTING REGULATIONS PERTAINING TO
MOBILE HOME AND TRAILER PARKS AND PROVIDING NEW MINIMUM DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
WITH RESPECT TO MOBILE HOMES, ACCESSORY STRUCTURES AND MOBILE HOME SPACES.

Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter
. BILL NO. 80-67 - HOBILE HOME PARK BUILDING AND IVSTALLATION REGULATIONS FOR

- MOBILE HOMES AND ACCESSORY STRUCTURES.
. Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Christensen

'E. BILL NO. 80-68 - ELIMINATES THE BOARD OF ASTROLOGY EXAMINERS AND THE REQUIREMENT
THAT AN APPLICANT FOR AN ASTROLOGER'S LICENSE PASS AN EXAM BY THE AMERICAN

FEDERATION OF ASTROLOGERS.
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Christensen .

F. BILL NO. 8069 - AMENDS THE GAMING CONTROL ORDINANCE TO PROVIDE A DEFINITION OF

THE WORD "HOTEL®
Committee; Commissiyoners Lurie and Christensen

-~

.
P

ALL INTERESTED PERSONS ARE INVITED TO ATTEND

(Attendance will be noted and a tape recording of the proceedings will be kept on
file in the office of the City Clerk until final disposition of any proposed Bill.)

" (Copies of the above Bills can be obtained through ‘the office of the City Clerk
Monday through Friday, 8:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.)
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Gy of LasVegs, | |
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | Seeetata®

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners CITY ATTORNEY

ORI

SUBJECT: .
Bill No. 80-68 Eliminating the Board of Astrology Examiners

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Title V, Chapter 1(A), Section 4, Paragraph (A)l0 provides
certain requirements for the licensing of astrologers. Among
the requirements is the need for the applicants tc pass a
professional level examination prepared by the American Fed-
eration of Astrologers and administered by the City Board of
Astrology Examiners. The Ordinance as presently written re-
quires that the City Board be composed of not less than three
(3) residents who are licensed astrologists. At the present
time, the City of Las Vegas has one licensed astrologist, and
we are advised that Clark County has one licensed astrologist.
This condition makes it impracticable to constitute a proper

board.

It is, therefore, recommended that Title V, Chapter 1(a),
Section 4, Paragraph (A)10, be amended to delete the sections
requiring a City Board of Astrology Examiners and the adminis-
tration of an examination to astrology license applicants.

FISCAL IMPACT.

N/A

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that this bill be submitted to a Recommending
Committee or Study Committee for review, hearing and recommendation
to the Board of City Commissioners for final action.

DISPOSITION

Approved O
Disapproved ¢
Held o]

Statas Due: . '.——AESLIda [tem
VIi-A

79310
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AGENDA DOCUNENTATION | seps—2a—tan

TO: FROM:

.'n,e Board of City Commissioners ITY -AW

e
SUBJECT: ‘
Bill No. 80-69 Defines "hotel" for gaming rposes

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND .

Our chapter on gaming does not have a definition of the word
"hotel®”. The definition in this ordinance requires that the hotel
appear as one facility, rather than a series of connected motels
and also have traditional characteristics of a hotel such as a
restaurant and a hotel lobby.

This ordinance also changes the number of rooms required in a
hotel from 100 to 150. The City has grown so rapidly in the past
few years that 100 rooms does not seem adequate to justify full
gaming facilities in an area outside of our downtown gaming zone.

EISCAL IMPACT

RECOMMENDATIONS

This Bill should be submitted to a Recommending Cormittee or Study
Cormittee for review, hearing and recommendation to the Board of City
Commissioners for final action.

DISPOSITION
Approved o]
Disapproved O
Held (=]

+  Statas Dye: . '[_Agsnda Jtem
23-3.30 _— VI-B

3u22 b ey i K
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City of Las Vegas

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES

Commission Action

073

October 1, 1980

Page 28

Department Actior

DISPOSITION OF FIRE STATION #3 PROPERTY
(Abeyance Item) ‘

Real Estate Committee - Commissioners Lurie
. and Christensen

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

prz 4

Christensen -
Motion to take
parcel of real
estate off the
market ended in a
tie vote, with
Lurie & Christensen
voting "yes";

Levy & Briare voting
"no". (Woofter
excused)

Levy - Motion to
follow recommendatiT
of R.E. Cormittee to
accept Thriftimart
offer FAILED

with Levy voting
"yes"; Briare,
Lurie & Christensen
voting "no".
(Woofter excused)

MORNING SESSION WAS
APPROXIMATELY 11:40

e e

Real estate has
been removed fron
market at this
time.

ns

RECESSED AT
A.M.




]
AGE!

ITEM

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

ity of Las

Vegss

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

]

IX.

2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS

Commission Action

074

October 1, 1980

Page 29

Department Action

PR ——
MEETING RESUMED AT :

A.

V-60-80 - Appeal filed by James A. Hampton
to the action of the BZA in denying his
request for a Variance to allow existing
patio covers 9.96' from the rear property
Tine where 15' rear yard setbacks are
required on Lots 1 and 2; allow existing
patio covers and dwellings 11'7" from the
side property line on Lot 4, 9'3" from the
side property lines on Lot 6, 9'6" from side
property lines on Lot 8, and 10'5" from the
side property 1ine on Lot 10 where 15' side
yard setbacks are required on all four lots;
aTlow existing patio covers 10' from the
rear property line and with an average rear
yard setback of 13.85' on Lots 4, 6, 8, and
10 where 15' average rear yard setbacks are
required, all of the above lots are in the
Sun City Subdivision, on property generally
Tocated at the northeast corner of Arville
Street and Oakey Boulevard in Zoning District
R-1 (Single Family Residence).

V-67-80 - Appeal filed by Herbert Pastor to
the action of the BZA in approving the
application of Bob Stupak pursuant to his
request for a Variance to allow an on-premise
sign to extend 18" beyond the curb where a

- 3' setback from the curb is required on

property located at 22 East Fremont Street
in Zoning District C-2 (General Commercial).

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

e

Levy -
APPROVED motion to

by unanimous vote.
(Woofter excused)
(The above motion
allows existing
patio covers to
remain.)

Christensen -
Motion to DENY
appeal carried by
unanimous vote.
(Woofter excused)

_

:05 P.M.

Clerk to notify
and staff to

grant appeal carried proceed.

Clerk to notify
and staff to
proceed.




R MM ATIONS See Attached .
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
DISPOSITION
Approved a
Disapproved =
Held o
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Cyolasbiegss ,
Date: _SePtember 19, 1980
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION eter 19,

FROM:

To DON J. SAYLOR, AICP

The Board of City Commissioners DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: pypLIC HEARING AGENDA ITEMS
OCTOBER 1, 1980 CITY COMMISSION AGENDA

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

AR R ey

Item A - Appeal filed by James A. Hampton,'Et Al on Variance application - V-60-80
{see backup material)

Item B - Appeal filed by Herbert Pastor on Variance application - V-67-80 (see backup material)

EISCAL IMPACT No Funding Requested

StatesOuve: .~
78310 Item IX. :



To:
Re:

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 ' 07 i

The Board of City Commissioners ' September 19, 1980
Public Hearing Agenda Items .
October 1, 1980 City Commission Agenda

APPEAL FILED BY JAMES A. HAMPTON, ET AL ON VARIANCE APPLICATION - V-60-80

The request affects six of the ten homes in this small subdivision which is
presently under construction. The homes on four of the lots were inadvertently
constructed tog close to the 15' side property line bacause the contractor
measured from the curb rather than the back of the sidewalk. On these same four
properties an administrative variance was approved to allow one corner of the

< home to bz within 10' of the rear property line because of the irreqular shape of

the Tots. Patio covers were then constructed on these four homes and all

others in this subdivision. The construction of the patio covers added to the.
setback problem and created another violation because the rear yard setback did
not average the required 15', The patic covers were constructed without a permit
because the applicants felt the permits for the homes would allow patio cover
construction. Sinée the Board of Zoning Adjustment hearing, the applicants have
indicated by letter they will remove or relocate all patio covers to conform to
the ordinance. The only matter before the Commission is consideration of the

side setbacks on the four dwellings along Oakey. The homes are essentially complete
and ready for occupancy. The applicants have constructed a block wall along Oakey
for screening purposes.

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT DECISION - DENIAL - There was insufficient justification
to allow these setback deviations.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - of the setbacks on the existing dwellings and
relocate the patio covers to conform to the ordinance.

PROTESTS: 2 - One protestant to the north was more concerned about the applicant
repairing some minor damage to her block wall and private drive pavement that
occurred during the construction of these homes. The other protestant was
generally objecting to this development being R-1 rather than R-E. However, they
both felt this variance should not be allowed. .

APPEAL FILED BY HERBERT PASTOR ON THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT APPROVAL
OF THE VARIANCE APPLICATION OF BOB STUPAK - V-67-80

The appellant, Herbert Pastor, operates adjacent casinos on each side of
the property where this sign is to be located. The Golden Goose Casino
exists to the west and Sassy Sally's Casino is located to the east. The
Coin Castle Casino, which is also under his ownership, is located across
the street. The BZA approved the variance with the stipulation that the
lower marque portion above the sidewalk is to be set back one foot behind
the curb and the middle portion of the sign is not to extend beyond the
curb 1ine. The top portion of the sign that protrudes 18" beyond the curb
-is only a very small porttion of the sign that is located approximately

55' above the street. Recently the City Commisston approved the encroach-
ment aqreement for the supporting columns of this 77' high sign to be
installed in the public right-of-way (sidewalk area). The sign ordinance
waives all requirements for signs in the downtown area except for the 3'
setback from the curb. The applicant pointed out the sign on the Golden
Goose Casino extends approximately the same distance as requested in this
application and if his sign is to be set back 3' from the curb it would
destroy its effectiveness.

BOARD OF ZQNING ADJUSTMENT DECISION - APPROVAL - Subject to the sign on the
lower portion be set back one foot behind the curb and the middle of the
sign be set back to the curb line. )

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Subject to the sign oﬁ the lower portion
be set back one foot behind the curb and the middle of the sign be set back
to the curb line.

PROTESTS: ? - Go]den Nugget and three casinos owned by Herbert Pastor:
Sassy Sally's Casino, Coin Castle Casino and Golden Goose Casino.

{Location map attached for each variance item)
IX.
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EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 Page 1
RE: IX - PUBLIC HEARINGS - ITEM B - V-67-80 APPEAL OF ACTION OF
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT FILED BY HERBERT PASTOR ,

MAYOR BRIARE:

JIM JIMMERSON:

The next application for an appeal is filed by
Herbert Pastor on ‘the Board of Zoning Adjustment
approval of a Variance application of Bob Stupak,
numbered V-67-80 pertaining to a sign that Mr.
Stupak is anxious to build. Mr. Stupak, Mr. Pastor
will be allowed to speak first because he is the
Appellant.

Members of the Commission, good afternoon. My name is
Jim Jimmerson, Attorney at Law, representing Herbert
Pastor who is a casino owner downtown. Before you,

I submitted a presentation of Mr. Pastor's in opposition
to the Robert Stupak Variance request, and I included
certain documents therein which indicate the Minutes

of the BZA meeting that took place below, together

with certain documentation regarding the Beautification
Committee of the City of Las Vegas which was an advisory
body to this Commission set up almost 15 years ago
regarding the instant matter here -- signs --signs
downtown and signs throughout the community, billboards
and the like. Mr. Pastor and the Golden Nugget appeared
before the BZA at the hearing to contest the variance
request, which would be a first. They wanted to go 18
inches into the street when the policy and guidelines
was 3 feet behind the curb. The staff came up with an
unusual compromise -- one foot behind the curb for the
lower part of the sign; even with the curb in the middle
section of the sign, and it's alright to keep the foot
18 inches into the street for the boot or part of the
boot of the sign that you see there. I don't believe,
nor does Mr. Pastor or in my conversations with the
Golden Nugget representatives believe there is room for
compromise in this matter. Unlike the matter previously
set before you, you do have the opportunity now, before
the sign is erected to constrain and to enforce the
regulations that this body has over the last 15 years
worked hard and spent a good deal of taxpayers money and -
effort by you yourselves and related civic minded A
individuals to enforce, and that's what we are facing
here today. Also, it's a matter of good play and fair
business play with regard to the downtown businessmen.
Mr. Stupak can build whatever sign he wishes as long as
he conforms with the requirements of the City code

3 feet behind the curb. We're not try1ng to restrict the
size of his sign or the height of his sign. But my client
owns the businesses directly to the west and 50 feet to
the east and he has one business across the street. But
particularly with the business directly to the west, the
Golden Goose -- that sign, if allowed to stay as Mr.
Stupak requests, will dwarf the investment which was
one-half of a million dollars five years ago of the
Golden Goose. And do we want to encourage that kind of
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EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 Page 2
RE: IX - PUBLIC HEARINGS - ITEM B - V-67-80 APPEAL OF ACTION OF
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT BY HERBERT PASTOR

competitiveness? Now, Mr. Stupak says that in viewing

JIM JIMMERSON (cont.):
, ‘ his premises that he's doing down there that he's

MAYOR BRIARE:

JIM JIMMERSON:

* MAYOR BRIARE:

BRUCE LEAVITT:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

BRUCE LEAVITT:

 COMMISSIONER LURIE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

JIM JIMMERSON:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:

building very quickly, very feverishly over the last
three weeks, pending this appeal, in order to erect his
sign. I would ask the Commission to react against those
type of pressure tactics of Mr. Stupak. To erect ,
something and then say, "But, gentlemen, it's already
far along and I have an investment." You can't go along
with this. He could not possibly in good faith approach
the BZA or yourselves for a request for a variance

which would be absolutely one of a kind, extraordinary
in nature, and rely upon the compromise that was voted
on a 2 to 1 vote before the BZA. We would submit,

based upon the presentation of materials before you,

and the fact that it is what makes good sense -- when
you look up and down Fremont Street, the signs conform

3 feet behind the curb. They can build the most
magnificent sign they want, but just build a sign within
the requirements. That's all. Thank you, gentlemen.

Do you have any other persons who were going to address
the Commission on the side of the appellant?

No, sir, I do not know of any. The Golden Nugget may
be here, but I don't know of any.

Are you speaking on behalf of the appellant?

Well, I'm here on behalf of the Golden Nugget. My name
is Bruce Leavitt. I'm general counsel for the Golden
Nugget. We have no problem with the compromise that
apparently was reached and that is satisfactory to us.
Any deviation from the compromise would be unsatisfactory.

You're speaking of the compromise that the Board of Zoning
Adjustment approved allowing the sign to remain 12 inches
behind the curb and the boot to hang over --

I understand it was 18 inches.

-- 12 or 18 -- I'm not sure. Twelve or 18 -- what is it?
Mr. Jimmerson knows.

The minutes reflect it's 12 inches below -- 1 foot behind
the curb at the base of the sign, even with the curb at
the middle of the sign and 18 inches into the street for
the boot of the sign.

And the boot is up, what 65 feet in the air, which really
shouldn't have any concern. ,

That may be. That's true. But I think the lower part of
the sign is a concern.



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980
' 083

EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980 Page 3
RE: IX - PUBLIC HEARINGS - ITEM B - V-67-80 APPEAL OF ACTION
OF BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT BY HERBERT PASTOR

COMMISSIONER LURIE: And so what you're saying then, the Goldén Nugget has
‘ no objections to what the BZA approyed?

BRUCE LEAVITT: Right.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Thank you.

MAYOR BRIARE: Is there anyone else who wishes to speak on behalf of

the appellant, which is in opposition to this sign, or
at least they want to compromise measurements? (No
response.) Okay, then, Mr. Stupak, it's your turn now
to speak in opposition to the application.

BOB STUPAK: Good afternoon, Mr. Mayor and City Commissioners. My

name is Bob Stupak. I'd like to take a little bit of
objection to the statement that was made about hastily
building this sign. There was a variance asked for;
proper forms were filled out; we went before the Board

of Zoning Adjustment; we applied for this variance; the
variance was granted; the next day we got our permits

and we started building accordingly. There isn't very
much conformity to that 3 foot setback on Fremont ‘
Street. 1 have a list here of signs that don't conform:
the Golden Nugget, the Las Vegas Club, the Pioneer,

the Golden Gate, the Horseshoe, the Mint, the Four Queens,
which exceed that 3 foot limitation. The -- as well as
the Coin Castle and the Golden Goose which I might add

is owned by Mr. Pastor, the protestor here, and I would
say that they are the most blatant -- well, I wouldn't
use the word "violations" -- but they extend out into

the street more sothan any other sign on Fremont Street.
I have some photographs here. This is the Coin Castle,
which is directly across the street from me. This red
line right here -- this wasdrawn by the sign company --
this red line right here shows the curb line. He is
about 4 inches over the curb. I used this in front of
the Board of Planning Adjustment when I asked for this
variance to begin with and I said, "The only thing I'd
Tike to do is just have exactly what my competitors have.
He's out to the curb. Why can't I?" And they

restricted me to a foot back, so I have less than my
neighbor. This is the property -- the Golden Goose --
which is immediately to my right -- or left -- facing
the property and that's extending out approximately 18
inches over the curb line. Vegas Vic which was constructed
in 1946 -- that was pointed out to me -- that's extending
about 30 inches over the curb line. So this is nothing
new to Fremont Street. I have with me two letters,one
from the Las Vegas Club signed by Mel Exber just saying
that "I welcome this new addition to downtown and your
favorable action would be appreciated," and this is
addressed to the City Commission. If I could -- I left
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BOB STUPAK (cont.): one paragraph out of here for diplomacy sake, but I'd
Tike to show this to you, Mr. Mayor. Pass it up (speaking
to the City Clerk). I also have a letter here from the
Horseshoe Club. "Gentlemen, I think Bob Stupak's sign is
an asset to downtown and I heartily endorse it." That's
signed by Jack Binion. I also talked to the owners of the
Pioneer Club and they have absolutely no objections to the
sign. I think that this sign will be a tremendous asset
to Fremont Street. We've already gotten quite a bit of
publicity from it. You might have noticed today's R-dJ.
This is the front page of the R-J. This is the size of
the picture. They wrote -- it says, "Vicki disputes,"
and that's the front page of the R-J this morning. So
if I could pass it up to show you. =

MAYOR BRIARE: A bad copy to show us, Mr. Stupak, because the headline
right under it says, "No World Series on TV This Year."
(Laughter) Or does it say "radio"?

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Radio. Get the glasses on.

BOB STUPAK: So I think the sign will be an asset to Fremont Street,
: and I'd also 1ike to point out that I am getting less
than Mr. Pastor has as far as signs extending out into
the street, and I would appreciate your favorable action
on this. Thank you.

BEN MAYES: My name is BenMayes with Ad-Art Sign Company. I'm here
with Mr. Stupak..

MAYOR BRIARE: Mr. Foster, how do you respond to the comment of Mr.
Stupak where he named all of the existing non-conforming
signs? How do we address ourselves to that statement?

HAROLD FOSTER: Some of those signs may have been constructed prior to
our existing sign ordinance. Some of the others were
constructed, I think, in the 1970's. We don't have any
record of any variances on those and so it's just unknown
how they got there.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: I'd 1ike to hear from Mr. Jimmerson regarding thc Golden
' Goose sign, or the Coin Castle, I mean.

JIM JIMMERSON: ' First, let me respond by this. I think that we would all
agree that a discussion of Vegas Vic is so totally red
herring. I mean that was 30 years ago. In 1946, it was
installed. Now, this is what Mr. Stupak cites as the
great violation. Here's the curb line right about in
here (indicating on a photograph). Okay, you have one
portion of an egg and another portion of an egg.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: What were the -- but they're not 3 foot back, sir. Let's
go back 3 feet.
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JIM JIMMERSON: What are not 3 foot back, right.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: But what about the rest of the sign that's not 3 foot
back? ‘
JIM JIMMERSON: Well, this part of the sign is 3 foot back. Some of the

eggs would not be. It's difficult to measure, but I went --
I physically, obviously, have viewed this, Mr. Levy, and
this part of the sign -- the sign that literally affects
each side of the competing businesses is within 3 feet.

The eggs which are —-- I don't know how far -- maybe 20

feet -- may project in the street. Now, if what you're
asking me is, "Shall we take the eggs down?" Yes. If

you want to take the eggs down to keep in conformance,

the answer is "Yes".

COMMISSIONER LEVY: But it's supposed to be all 3 foot, isn't it, Jim?

JIM JIMMERSON: Well, the answer is -- I know what the variance -- I
mean I know what the sign is. When Mr. Pastor installed
the sign, there was no variance. I believe he tried
to comply and I've reached --

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Pardon. Now, wait a minute. What year did they put the
Golden Goose in?

JIM JIMMERSON: About 5 years ago, to my understanding. 1975.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: How long has the ordinance been written regarding signs?

I think you stated 15 years.

JIM JIMMERSON: No, the C-1 ordinance -- new one -- which is in the
material, I think, was about '72, '73, Mr. Levy.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: ' So that would be after -- in other words, he put the
sign up afterwards?

JIM JIMMERSON: Yes. Right. To the best of my knowledge, that's correct.
. Let me say this. I'm not sure that it is a legitimate

argument to be advanced to you that because 20 ft. in the
air a portion of an egg extends into the street or is at
the curb level, or that the Las Vegas Club or the Four
Queens violated many years ago, it's a matter of whether
you gentlemen want to allow any violation to continue and
you just want to review it on an ad hoc basis. I don't

. know.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: But didn't you use that as your argument, that -- ?
JIM JIMMERSON: I don't think it should be on an ad hoc basis. That is

my argument, yes.
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COMMISSIONER LEVY:

JIM JIMMERSON:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
JIM JIMMERSON:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:

I thought your argument was that, you know, you just
wanted yours -- your competitors shauld all be equal.
I heard that -- .

That's absolutely right. That's absolutely right.
That's why if you believe that there is a violation

and if Mr. Pastor's violation is the but for reason

for denying this application, then deny the application,
grant the appeal and enforce the reduction of the size
of one of the eggs, which is not a major portion of

the --

It's not the eggs. If I'm looking at that sign, it
would be -- it would go right into the major portion
of your sign, sir.

Well, I don't see it that way.
The Golden --

Well, how about the one across the street then -- the
Coin Castle? Are you willing to take that sign down
and conform that sign also?

Well, I haven't talked to my client about that, but I
don't understand -- I don't understand the relevancy
of that, Mr. Lurie, inasmuch as it's across the street.

Well, because what you're saying, Mr. Jimmerson --
you're talking about bringing all the signs into
conformance. Mr. Stupak mentioned there are some signs
that aren't in conformance that possibly need to be
brought into conformance to meet our new ordinance.

So then if we do one, we've got to start at Main Street
and work our way all the way down to the E1 Cortez or
the Orbit Inn to bring them all into conformance.

Well, I understand the difficulty that the Commission has.

It's a big project. 1It's a big project that you're
undertaking.

Well, I'm not undertaking any project, Mr. Lurie. I'm
just simply stating that there is no reason, no '
justification, and I think you understand this. We know
each other well. What justifies another violation

regardless of whether there's one violation or ten over

the last 30 years? That's what I'm saying.
Well, let's go back --

There should be some reason here.
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COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
JIM JIMMERSON:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
JIM JIMMERSON:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JIM JIMMERSON:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

- JIM JIMMERSON:

MAYOR BRIARE:

JIM JIMMERSON:
MAYOR BRIARE:

Let's take a step backwards, because you're saying
violation. I think Mr. Stupak went through the process
of giving approval of the Board of Zoning Adjustment

" which isn't a violation which is something that he

wanted to do, but he needed a variance to do it which
he was granted.

Right.

You're taking the appeal factor as a means to try and
get the Board of Zoning Adjustment's decision turned.

That's correct.

Okay. So we understand each other there on that
particular --

Oh, I think we understand each other right down the
line, Mr. Lurie. ‘

Okay, alright. My personal feeling is that Number One,
Mr. Stupak and Mr. Pastor are good friends.

To the best of my knowledge, that's correct.

And I think that this is two friends that have kind of a
disagreement that brought this whole appeal process
before us.

Then you know something I don't, Mr. Lurie.

I think I do.

Well, that may be true.

Okay. I think I do. And that kind of disturbs me.
It's like two neighbors arguing about something that --

Well, I'd like to know the basis of that belief because --

-- you're not going to reach -- you're not going to reach
a conclusion. '

-- because that's not before this Board.

Just a minute, Mr. Jimmerson. Would you allow Mr. Lurie
to complete his --

I apologize. I thought we were responding.

I shouldn't say, "would you" -- you will allow Mr. Lurie
to complete his statement. A
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COMMISSIONER LURIE: Thank you, Mayor. I was going to say something, but
: I can talk along with the lawyers.

MAYOR BRIARE: Well --

COMMISSIONER LURIE: - But anyway, getting back to the --

MAYOR BRIARE: The courtésy goes both ways and yours was being violated
at this moment, Commissioner.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Well, thank you. Thank you, Mayor. I feel -- again, my
own personal feeling -- that this -- there's more
involved than just the sign. I think it's two friends
that have a disagreement and I don't think -- I think the
sign just brought it all maybe to a head and I think that --
my personal feeling is what was there before was deterrent
to downtown. What is going in there now is something that
improves downtown. I think we agree on that point there.

JIM JIMMERSON: ' Yes, I totally agree, if I may respond.

is healthy and it's good and whatever one does is going
to improve all of the casinos downtown. You're not --
they are in competition with one another, but they also

do things that improve each other's business, and I would
hope that Mr. Pastor would look at it that way and not
Took at it negatively like he is because of this beautiful
sign, I think, that's been constructed downtown. I think
signs and the sign ordinance that we have, and I've worked
hard to maintain the sign ordinance that we have, and the
things that you pointed out -- you spent a great deal of
time and put together a fine package, but a lot of it
pertains to billboard signs -- the large billboard signs --
and I agree with you on the billboard signs, but I think
that these type of signs add to the downtown and improve
the looks of downtown and I hope it brings thousands of
people downtown to view the signs that we have on Fremont
Street. That's why people come downtown is to see the
signs and partake in the food and the gambling and the
entertainment that we have.

JIM JIMMERSON: : May I respond?

MAYOR BRIARE: Commissioner Christensen. Just a moment, please.
: Commissioner Christensen. '

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Let him respond.

MAYOR BRIARE: Okay.

JIM JIMMERSON: I totally agree with you. It's just not clear to me why
the same beattiful sign can't be done within the existing

ll COMMISSIONER LURIE: Then I think that competition between the casinos downtown
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JIM JIMMERSON (cont.): policy requirement. That's my only point.

MAYOR BRIARE:

JIM JIMMERSON:
MAYOR BRIARE:

BEN MAYES: .

MAYOR BRIARE:

. BEN MAYES:

MAYOR BRIARE:

BEN MAYES:

MAYOR BRIARE:

BEN MAYES:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

Well, the manufacturer is here, if anybody wants

to hear from the manufacturers. It would certainly --
probably if there's any problem here at all, it's
because of the manufacturer. I doubt that Mr. Stupak
is going to go tell the manufacturer to, "build me a
sign that violates City ordinances and then let me
get into an argument with my neighbors."

Well --

If anybody wants to talk about it from the sign company,
they'd be more than welcome to do it.

Yes. My name is Ben Mayes from Ad-Art Sign Company.
I'11 be glad to answer any questions you may have.

Why is this problem before us?

Well, No. 1, is that in trying to make an effective sign
that would be compatible basically with Vegas Vic and

be out where it could be recognized the same as Vegas
Vic is that we had to take and try to move it forward
somewhat. Now, we compromised on the billboard to bring
it back, but the structure itself -- if you look how it's
structurally designed and built and today with costs and
etcetera, you've got to be careful how much weight and
windloads you're canterlevering. So we originally come
for the poles in the street to help us move it where it
should be, but if we're looking at a cost factor plus
the fact that we were trying to design a sign that would
be competitive and do the advertising job that was
necessary.

Do you advise -- do you advise your customer that the
sign is not in compliance with City ordinances and you'll
have to make an application to --

Yes, sir, and we did.

And then you went ahead and started building?

After we had the variance on the poles.

We gave them the variance on the poles.

The BZA approved it.

No, we approved the variance on the poles. We approved
the poles and then the Board of Zoning Adjustment approved

the variance to allow the 12 inches behind the curb and

that's what's being appealed now because Mr. Pastor's
appealing. -
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MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

BOB STUPAK:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
BOB STUPAK:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
BOB STUPAK:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

Are there any other questions? Commissioner.

It sticks in my mind, as I think back, that we approved
some kind of a variance or an encroachment permit or
something on the Golden Goose sign when it was originally
constructed. Contrary to what the research shows, I
recall that coming before the Commission. I think the
only two commissioners that are here that heard that were
Commissioner Lurie and myself that are still here. But
I recall some kind of a variance on the Golden Goose.
It did come in and we received either a variance or an
encroachment permit or something. Now, perhaps it was
an encroachment permit only on the support and the sign
was built in violation without the variance. I don't
know which, but there was something approved at that
time. I've been very much against encroaching into the
sidewalk because you continually narrow down the sidewalk,
which I think creates a problem. My main problem was
that to narrow this down, if you give it to one, then
you've got to give it to everybody else. Now, it comes
to my attention that everybody else has already got it
and that all Mr. Stupak wants is the same privilege,
and I don't find that much fault with that. So I'd move
we deny the appeal.

Is there anyone else present that was here to speak on
this application? (No response.) Alright, then, the
public hearing will be declared closed. We have a
motion before us.

I have one question, Mayor.

Commissioner.

-This compromise -- I guess it was made -- that's what

you're living by?

That's --

The so called compromise that you made at the BZA meeting?
That's what we're --

That's what you're living by?

" Yes.

And that's what your motion?

Yes. I think for anybody that's interest in it -- the
original recommendation of the BZA was to approve the .
Variance with the stipulation that the lower marguee

portion above the sidewalk is to be set back one foot
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MAYOR BRIARE (cont.): behind the curb and the middle portion of the sign is

not to extend beyond the curb Tine. Is that what the
recommendation of the BZA was? And the appeal has been
filed by Mr. Pastor took exception to that plus other
matters to the sign.

HAROLD FOSTER: Correct. N

MAYOR BRIARE: | Any further comments by the Commissioners? (No response.)
Cast your votes. Post. Motion's approved. *

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Good luck to you, Mr. Stupak.

BOB STUPAK: Alright. Thank you, gentlemen.

JIM JIMMERSON: I'd 1ike to apologize to Commissioner Lurie if I did

not accord him the respect, because I do respect all
members of the Commission.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: No, I was trying -- Jim, I was try1ng to keep up with
. you (laughing).

JIM JIMMERSON: I apologize to the Mayor too.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: No problem.

(END OF DISCUSSION ON THIS MATTER.)
ch

*Motion was approved by unanimous vote by Mayor Briare, Commissioners Lurie,
Christensen and Levy. Commissioner Woofter was absent and excused from this

meeting.
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' | X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT '

- HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTQOR ,

- The items listed below, where appropriate,

. have been reviewed by the various City depart-
ments including sanitary sewer, storm drainage
Traffic Engineering, Public Services, Fire
and Building, and their comments and/or
_recommendations and requirements incorporated
into the action.

-A11 zoning items shall conform to the
following general conditions:

(1) Conformance to the plot plan;

(2) Landscaping and a permanent underground
sprinkler system shall be provided as required
by the Planning Commission and shall be
permanently maintained in a satisfactory
manner. Failure to properly maintain
required landscaping and underground sprinkler
systems shall be cause for revocation of

a business license; (3) Submittal of a
landscaping plan prior to or at the same time
application is made for a building permit,
license, or prior to occupancy; (4) All
mechanical equipment, air conditioners and

. trash areas shall be screened from view

! from the abutting streets. (Excluding

single family development}); (5) Satisfaction
of City Code requirements and design standards
of all City departments.

A1l subdivision items shall conform to the
following general conditions: (A} Tentative
Maps - (1) Approval of the tentative map
shall be for no more than twelve (12) months.
If a final map is not recorded on all or a2
portion of the area embraced by the tentative
map within twelve (12) months of the approval
of the tentative map, or an extension of time
up to one year, is not granted for the
tentative map, a new tentative map must be
filed. If a final map is recorded within
twelve (12) months of the original approval
of the tentative map, or within the extension
of time of the tentative map for only a.
portion of the area embraced by the tentative
map, the Planning Commission may require that
a new tentative map be filed and approved
prior to any further final maps being approvedi
(2) Street names to be provided in accord
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PPROVED AGENDA ITEM

(CONTINUED)

with the City's Street Name Policy. (3) Sub-
ject to all conditions of City departments
and State Subdivision Statutes. (B) Final
Maps - Conformance with the tentative map.

A1l Vacations shall conform to the following
general conditions: (1) Satisfaction of the
requirements of the various utility companies.
(2) Conformance to code requirements and
design standards of all City departments.

(3) Vacation shall not be recorded until alil
of the above conditions have been met.

A1l Variances and/or Use Permits shall conform
to the following general conditions: (1)
Conformance to the plot plan; (2) Satisfaction
of City Code requirements and design standards
of all City departments.

ZONE CHANGE - Z-69-80 - ROBERT R. BLACK,
ET AL . -

Property generally located on the north
side of Westcliff Drive between Cimarron
Road and Buffalo Drive.
From: N-U (Non-Urban)
To: R-PD7 (Residential Planned
' Development)
Proposed Use: . Medium Low Density
-Detached Single Family
Residences

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
DENIAL. '

If approved, following are the recommended
conditions:

1. Dedicate 60' of right-of-way for
Westcliff Drive and 30* of right-of-way
“for the easterly most urinamed street,

and the radius corner at its intersection
with Westcliff Drive.

Lurie -

Motion to follow
recommendations
of Planning
Commission
denying applicatio
carried by
unanimous vote.
(Woofter excused)

[

i — bttt

Clerk to notify
and staff to
proceed.
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APFROVED AGENDA ITEM

- Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL (5-

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENﬂ
(CONTINUED) ' o

2. Building additions and accessory
structures in the rear yards shall
conform to the R-1 setback.

3. Conformance to the plot plan.

4. Satisfaction of City Code requirements
and design standards of all City
departments.

5. Provide three (3) parking spaces
per unit.

6. Provide common recreation facilities.
Staff recommends DENIAL.
PROTESTS: 11

ZONE CHANGE - Z-63-80 - STANTON CONSTRGCTIdN,
INC.

Property generally located on the northeast
corner of Del Rey Avenue and Arville Street.
From: R-E (Residence Estates)
To: C-D (Designed Commercial)
Proposed Use: Office and Retail Sales

yes, 1 no), subject to the following conditic

1. Resolution of Intent to be restricted
to a 12 month time limit.

~2. Application be amended to P-R.

3. Block wall to be placed on the east
property line and along the south
portion of the property to screen the
rear parking area.

4. Dedication of a radius corner at the
intersection of Del Rey Avenue and
Arville Street.

Clerk to notify
and staff to
proceed.

Lurie -
APPROVED on the
basis of P-R
Zoning with buildin
Timited to one-stor]
with added conditio
that no construc-
tion equipment be
stored on property.
Unanimous
hs: (Woofter excusef)

b

——
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5. Redesign the northernmost driveway to
conform to City of Las Vegas standards.

6. At the time of development, install
full off-site improvements including
a wheelchair ramp on Del Rey Avenue and
"~ Arville Street.
Staff recommends APPROVAL.

PROTESTS: 6

ZONE CHANGE - 7Z-68-80 - FLAMINGO ASSOCIATES,’
me.

Property generally located on the west
side of South Rancho Drive between Meade
Avenue and Milo Way.
From: R-1 (Single Family Residence)
To: C-1 (Limited Commercial)
Proposed Use: Off Premise Sign

P]anging Commission recommends DENIAL (5-yes,
T<nao)

Staff recommends DENIAL;
PROTESTS: 5

PPROVED AGENDA ITEM

ABEYANCE at
request of
applicant.

11/5/80 Agenda
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Department Action

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) '

ZONE CHANGE - Z-70-80 - ROBERT L. CONN

Property located at 622 Sunny Place.
From: R-E (Residence Estates)
To: C-2 (General Commercial)
Proposed Use: Medium High Density
Apartments and an Office
Complex

2-no). .

If approved, following are the recommended
conditions: :

1. Submit full engineering designs and
plans for full one-half street off-site
- improvements on Sunny Place and for
the installation of sidewalks on
Highland Drive.

2. Construct above off-site improvements
on Sunny Place and sidewalks on
Highland Drive.

Staff recommends APPROVAL.

PROTESTS: 2

Property generally located on the west side
of Redwood Street between Holmby Avenue and
Oakey Boulevard.
~ From: N-U (Non-Urban)
To: R-3 (Limited Multiple Residence)
Proposed Use: Medium High Density
Apartments

Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL (5-yes
1-n0), subject to the following conditions:

1. Application be approved for the north
half only by Resolution of Intent with
a2 12 month time limit.

- Lurie -

Motion carried by
unanimous vote to
refer application
back to Planning
Commission, with

Clerk to notify .
and Planning to
proceed.

application redesigned

eliminating R-3
and access on Sunnyj
Place.

( Woofter excused)

Levy -
APPROVED with
North five
acres zoned R-3
under Resolution of
Intent and South
five acres
permanently zoned
RPD-18 (condominiun

Motion carried
with Lurie
voting "no" and
Woofter excused.

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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MAYOR BRIARE:

MR. BROWN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MR. BROWN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

MR. BROWN:

~

COMMISSIONER LURIE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

The next application is a zone change, request Z-48-80,

for L. H. Odegaard, for property located on the west

side of Redwood Street between Holmby Avenue and

Oakey Boulevard to change from N-U (Non-Urban) to

R-3 for (Limited Multiple Residential Use) for a medium
high density apartments. Planning Commission recommendation
was for approval; staff recommendation was denial.

Mr. Brown? '

Good afternoon, your honor. I'm Joe Brown. I'm the
lawyer for the applicant. With me also is Jay Downey,
representing the applicants, and General Taylor and

Ray Gregor are also here in the audience. In view of
the recommendation, which was unanimous, of the Planning
Commission I will 1imit my remarks and pardon me?

Tt was one"no". It was 5 to 1.

Oh, well. I thought we said it was -- sorry. I thought
it was unanimous. I'11 1imit the remarks and answer some

" questions you might have or save time for rebuttal. I

want to point out to you that the original concept which
was presented for approval was -- involved 10 acres, 5 acres
of apartments R-3 with a density of 21 units per acre and

5 acres to the south of that property of R-PD condominiums
with a density of 18 per acre. The Commission approved the
5 acres to the north, those of the apartment, and we were
somewhat unclear as to what exactly -- whether they tabled
the other 5 acres or it was held back for reconsideration.
There is in effect now since the 5 acres to the north were
approved there is now a 1,320 ft. buffer zone in between
this property and the nearest development to the south.

Why didn't we get a map for this project in our book? Are
you hiding something?

Excuse us, Mr. Brown, we're trying to follow this, but we
don't have a map before us 1ike we do on other applications.

Yes, I'd 1ike very much for you to be able to see exactly
where it is.

Well, where is it -- that's in the -- north --
It's right across the street from --

-- of Spanos and then to the east of that is Bonanza High
School?

It's right across --

This property is just west of Bonanza High School, is that --
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COMMISSIONER LEVY:

MR. DOWNEY:

. COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. BROWN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MR. BROWN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. BROWN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. BROWN:

MR. DOWNEY:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. DOWNEY:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. BROWN:

It's right across from your property, right across from
your home, Mr. Brown.

Correct. We're right across, directly across from Spanos
with the first 5 acres that the Board approved. HWe're
south of that and directly across from Bonanza on the
condomiums.

Usually staff gives us a nice map and points all these
little things out, but they forgot this --

Alright, this property in question is exactly across the
street and to the west of the existing Spanos project
which is a higher density prOJect, and it has been -- to
the south of the Spanos project is Bonanza High School.
The area right now is an area where the students park
their cars to a large degree, and then there is a vacant
lot of another 10 acres to the south now with a linear
distance of 1,320 ft. down to Oakey,and that is where

the nearest hous1ng in existence is starting -- beginning

| there.

So what the Planning Commission approved was the 5 acreson --
On the north side.

.That's right.

-- on the north side of Del Rey?
Only.
Only, right.

Right, and our clients are willing to accept that as a
compromise for the time being.

We had talked to the protestants at one time and they
weren't sure on the condominiums and at the Planning
Commission we were willing to accept the approval of
the north five to go back to the people within the area
and see what we could work out on the lower f1ve for a
condominium project.

To the south?
For the south five acres, yes.
Okay. That's not tied in with Spanos?

NO, sir.
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MR. DOWNEY: : Not at all.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: I take it many of the protestants felt that it was tied
up with Spanos. o ‘

MR. BROWN: Yes, there was --

MR. DOWNEY: We happened to come up on the Planning Commission at the

same time the Spanos application came up to the south for
600 apartments and it got a little mixed up.

MR. BROWN: Yes, there was a misconception and a lot of people who
signed the petition thought apparently that they
were signing an objection to the Spanos project. I
had an affidavit and a letter from some people who
said that that's why they signed that particular
petition. They were confused.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: I was at that meeting and I heard the comments. That's
what I thought it was. It's hard to find those streets
out there. A lot of them aren't named yet.

MR. DOWNEY: ~ That aren't even in.
COMMISSIONER LURIE: I know. They're not cut through.

MAYOR BRIARE:. Well, Mr. Brown, you'll be allowed and Mr. Downey will
< be allowed to give rebuttal to any protests that come
up, but if you have anything more to say in favor of your
application, we'd appreciate if you'd say it now because we
don't -- what we do, we don't go back and forth, back and forth.
We give you one shot to present your application. HWe
Tisten to the protestants. They give their one shot
and then because you're the applicant you're allowed
to rebut comments that they'll make to us.

MR. BROWN: Right. Well, I just -- I thought in view of that
recommendation, as we said earlier, we think that it is --
it was good zoning to begin with but as a compromise

we had met with the people that afternoon prior to the
Board of Zoning Adjustment meeting and they were con-
cerned about having a buffer zone of sorts there and
after considerable discussion that evening one of the.
Commissioners suggested that the northernmost property

be approved and that the property that would have been
the buffer zone as we saw it. My impression was that
that was being held but apparently it was denied. I
don't know. My understanding was that they would approve
the northernmost property, hold the middle property for
reconsideration or whatever, but we are willing to go
with what they have done and if it was in effect a denial
then we would reapply on that or reconsider the idea.
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MAYOR BRIARE: Mr. Foster, would you tell us exactly what specific
application we're working on here. Point on your
map there.

MR. FOSTER: Okay. The application involves both parcels. The
: Planning Commission only approved the north half or
the north parcel for the 106 apartments.

‘MAYOR BRIARE: And what did they do with the south half?

MR. FOSTER: To my knowledge they didn't address that so this means
the south parcel was not approved which would constitute
denial of it. Now, if you feel that there's to be some
additional consideration here and possibly, you know,
you wish to hold this in abeyance or refer this one
back to the Planning Commission if you decide to proceed
ahead you may do that also, but their action was only
to approve the north half.

MAYOR BRIARE: Well, Mr. Brown, you're representing the applicant.
What happened to that bottom piece of property? What
happened to the south, the south portion of the property?

MR. BROWN: ' It's vacant. Both of them are vacant right now. Yes,
I'm not taking issue. I don't want to make -- create
an issue that reallv doesn't exist. What we would 1ike at
this point is to go ahead with the northernmost project,
the northernmost five acres which was, in effect, approved
by a 5 to 1 vote of the BZA.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Of the Planning Commission.
MR. BROWN: Pardon me, the Planning Commission. Pardon me.
COMMISSIONER LURIE: The other parcel, Mayor, was I think 90 units and the

Planning Commission didn't approve that.

MR. DOWNEY: I think they wanted us to go back to the neighbors and
try to readjust that condominium portion on the south
five, five acres and we wouldn't accept that to go back

to them. |
COMMISSIONER LURIE: Would you by any chance have any drawings of what those
buildings look 1ike? Contrary to how I feel about
» Spanos or anything, the buildings look kind of nice
' architecturally.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: Renderings.
COMMISSIONER LURIE: The pictures --
MR. DOWNEY: We have a partial rendering. They will all be shake
' : roofs. They will not be the wood siding that Spanos
puts up.

*
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COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. DOWNEY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. BROWN:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MR. BROWN:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MR. BROWN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. DOWNEY:

MAYOR BRIARE:

MR. FOSTER:

MAYOR BRIARE:

5

MR. FOSTER:
MR. DOWNEY:
MR. BROWN:

MAYOR BRIARE:
MR. BROWN:

They look 1ike -- on that one plan they look like just

a square building with nothing there. I don't like that
kind of design. ’

No. They have an overhang on them, Commissioner.

You have an overhang and you have how many units? Is
it 20 units to a building? Is that what I read?

Twenty-one per acre.

Twenty-one per acre? How many units in each?

One hundred and five dwelling units.

Ten -- |

Five -- five up and five down and then you have one

building with 8, one building with 10, two buildings
with 8, 10, 10 -- no, 20, I'm sorry. Sixteen and twenty

units

Sixteen and twenty?

But we'll have a tremendous amount of open space in that
by dropping those units down to the number we have. They

-won't be bunched together as the Spanos unit is.

I might have a question for you later, Mr. Brown. I'm

trying to determine when vou submit an application, and

maybe it's because our notes -- we didn't have a map

and I don't know whether we have sufficient notes here.

I'm just inquiring. Would you remove that rendering for

a second, Mr. Foster. The specific part that we're talking
about is between Del Rey and Hombly and the original applica-
tion was submitted for the whole parcel?

No, the entire application is before you. The Planning
Commission only recommended approval on the north half.

And what did they do with the south end? How do you make
an application and get cut in half?

Deny the south portion and only approve the north.
I think in fact --

And we in effect stipulated that that would be acceptable
for the time being.

Anything else, Mr. Brown? Any other questions?

Not at this point, no.
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MAYOR BRIARE:

DON DAVIDSON:

COMMISSIONER

DON DAVIDSON:

DON DAVIDSON:

LEVY:

Is there anyone present in the audience who wishes
to speak in opposition to this?

Good afternoon, Mr. Mayor and City Commissioners. My
name is Don Davidson. I reside at 1991 Casa Vista Drive.

Where is that on the --*?
That is south of the pointer on the other side of Oakey.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: On the south side of Oakey?
DON DAVIDSON: South of Oakey. That's correct. I represent a number of
homeowners who Tive in the area who are both City and
County residents. We -~
COMMISSIONER LEVY: Do they all live south of Oakey, too?
DON DAVIDSON: ‘No. Some of them live directly west of the apartments.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: How far west? |

The next lot and, as a matter of fact, those homeowners
I believe are here and wish to speak too. We circulated
petitions and we attempted to make it very clear to the

- people signing that there was two different applications

simultaneously. One was the Spanos 600 units and the
other one was this application. We obtained the signa-
tures of 380 homeowners representing approximately 256
separate homes. All are in opposition to this project.
They wanted you to know how they feel about this and

you have in your files letters from a number of people,
homeowners and landowners, who all feel that the integ-
rity of the neighborhood is depreciating by the increas-

S AR A TR N G @ e ek e =

ing numbers of apartments. This is yet another application.
Let me try brief our concerns. One, we are concerned about
the buffer zone. I don't know how many of the Commissioners
are familiar with the area. I know Commissioner Lurie is
and from the comments I think Mr. -- Mayor Briare is.
It is all raw land west of Redwood. There is the 516
apartments that are directly north of the Bonanza High
School. When those were approved this Commission said
this will make a nice buffer zone. If you approve these
apartments directly west of the Spanos apartments, then
there will be no buffer zone between us and Oakey -- nonc
whatsoever. We are in concurrence as homeowners that if

* you were to approve these apartments we would asx and
request that you also approve the condos. That will force
them to build them simultaneously and we will indeed then
have a buffer. If you just approve the apartments and
of course we are opposed to apartments but if you were
to approve it then there would be no buffer whatsoever.
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DON DAVIDSON (cont'd)

Logically then, the people west and south of the
apartments would then say, "Gee if General Taylor can
have apartments. Why can't we?" and logically there
isn't much you can say about that. So we would definitely
1ike to have some kind of buffer. The purpose of the
buffer is to insulate and protect us between one zone
and another and we feel that raw land is no buffer at
all. It offers no protection, no security that it
won't be further densely developed. That's the number
one concern here. We would like to have a buffer.
Number two, we are concerned about economic reasons
behind these rezoning matters. We know the City
benefits by increased taxes and the developers benefit
from handsome profits when density is increased but,

if we can for a moment, let's look at the other side
of the coin. As you look around this town you realize
what apartments do to a neighborhood. Too often they
become bleak monuments of mass housing and as you also
look around this town you realize there are family
neighborhoods and those neighborhoods don't just happen.
They're carefully planned with a Toving concern for
people who will want to Tive there for years and years.

" This creates stability for our city. Our area is such

an area. It is an area of single family homes. It

was master planned for families and we would Tike it

to continue that way. We don't oppose housing for
people. We're realistic. We know that housing is
required. Apartments are required throughout the
City.but If I might for a moment give you some numbers.
There's 516 apartments already north of Bonanza. There's
another 520 apartments to be built by Spanos at Lorenzi
not Tess than a half a mile away and there's more apart-
ments behind those. I don't know how many apartments
within a mile or a half-mile area, but there must be

a couple of thousand either on the drawing boards or
already built. So we know that as-far as need in this
particular area is concerned it's being met. There are
apartments built and to be built to meet those needs.

So somewhere along the 1ine there has to be some kind

of concern. A little bit less concern for the developer
and a little bit more concern about what's happening

to the community, to our neighborhoods, where people will
1ive long after the developer has put his money into the
bank. This is not an economic concern. It is a people
consideration. It is a misconception for the developer
to say that he cannot profitably build houses because
houses are being built in this town daily and single
family home construction is up 13 percent. The problem
is not the building of the homes. The problem is getting
the mortgage woney. We feel that because of the already
increasing numbers of apartments in the area that it
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DON DAVIDSON (cont'd): would be a real blessing if we could continue with
some more home development and possibly a mix of
homes and condomuniums. We're not opposed to that.
We'd Tike to see some kind of planning definitely
south of Del Rey in the private ownership sector that
would help buffer. The third thing we're concerned
about is protecting our wives and children. Unfortu-
nately cities are becoming jungles where citizens
Tive in fear. Where the housewife looks through
the peephole even during the daytime and children
are carefully instructed about what to say to
strangers. The police are frustrated. They're
admitting defeat in the battle to protect our
citizens. 1It's out of hand, gentlemen. It's out
of control. Drunk and drugged teenagers wrap their
cars around lightpoles on Saturday nights on Sahara
Avenue not less than two weeks ago, killing some
person and seriously injuring the occupant. They
congregate in such numbers on West Sahara. The
police admit they're out of control. They just
cannot control it. As part of their crime prevention
- strategy we've had them come to our neighborhood to
see what we can do as citizens to help police our
own neighborhood and they say and as part of their
crime prevention strategy they advise that the only
effective way to safely guard a neighborhood is for
the citizens to participate in the policing of them-
selves and this means forming neighborhoods where
people know each other. They watch their homes when
they are gone and they observe the streets for strangers.
Apartments kind of prevent this self-policing behavior.
There are just too many people coming and going all the
time and not enough community within the walls to
encourage self-policing, neighborly concern. Further,
with increased traffic that density brings, our children
are not safe coming and going to school. There is already
one school in the area out there. There's one further
down the street at Oakey. There's a grade school planned
at -- just south of QOakey. If drivers won't stop for
blind people going to college, what will make them stop
for a five year old child who doesn't use the crosswalk?
Logic simply demands that there be less traffic and less
» crowding in our area and that we feel that houses are
appropriate. I know I've taken a lot of your time. I
apologize. We know you Commissioners face an awsome
responsibility of planning for one million people by the
end of this century and this places enormous pressure upon
you to provide housing, more public services, roads and
so forth. Tomorrow's people deserve the highest quality
environment that you can give them, just as today's
people deserve a cansistent and a stable neighborhood
where they can raise their children securely.
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MAYOR BRIARE:

JANE HORN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
JANE HORN:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
JANE HORN:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
JANE HORN:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

DON DAVIDSON:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMM. CHRISTENSEN:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
DON DAVIDSON:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. FOSTER:
COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

MR. FOSTER:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

. growth.

. . | g
EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSIOI\( ETING - OCTOBER 1, 1980 ( 105
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
E. ZONE CHANGE - 7Z-48-80 - L. H. ODEGAARD, ET AL PAGE 9

You can give the people their needs and still meet
those awsome responsibilities by limiting unplanned

We ask your intelligent concern and your care.
We urge that you vote against this proposal. Thank
you, Commissioners.

Is there anyone else present that wishes to speak in
opposition to this? Yes, ma‘'am.

I'm Jane Horn at 1899 Casa Vista Drive and I'm just
strictly against apartments, period. I'm sick of them.
The Spanos apartments stink and apartments to me are
apartments. I don't care how you build them or what,
and there's overcrowding at Bonanza High School aiready
and I just hope that you will deny this application.
Thank you.

Where do you live, ma'am?

I Tive just two or three houses up from Mr. -- well --

Davidson.

Yes, Davidson.
South of Oakey?
Right. It's the same street. I'm striclty against it.
That's what we understand.

How far south of Qakey is Casa Vista? My map doesn't
show it. That's why I wondered.

Casa Vista is one block parallel to Rainbow and it's
one block east of Rainbow coming off of Oakey.

I see. It runs perpendicular to Oakey.

Yes.

It runs north and south then.

How far south is your home on QOakey -- off Oakey?

About half a -- about a block, half a block.

They want to know if they're in the Couhty.
About 600 ft.
How far is Oakey from the end of this project?

Six hundred, 660.

Well, from the end of the second project.
a half mile.

It's actually
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MR. FOSTER:

DON DAVIDSON:

DO DAVIDSON:

MAYOR BRIARE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

DON DAVIDSON

DON DAVIDSON

A

MR. FOSTER:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

So it's T1ike a quarter of a mile away from the south
end of this project to the other subdivision, the
Wildwood Subdivision.

I see.

I wanted to point out if I might that there is a piece
of property right here. 1It's a half-acre ranch estate
and the people are actually living in it. These people
would be the most effected by the apartments here.
That's the only one -- that's what house?

That's the only one house that is right next to it.
There are other homes, however, further south and west
of this area but east of Rainbow.

Any other comments?

Your honor, I would 1ike to ask the attorney a couple
of questions since there are no other participants.

* You mean Mr. Brown?

Yes.
Mr. Brown?

No, no, not Mr. Brown, this gentlemén. The protestant.
I was going to wait until all of them spoke. You

‘mentioned the master plan of the community. Is that --

isn't most of this area surrounded by the County and if
so what is that master plan?

The master plan as we understand it is R-1 for the whole
area. ‘

Well, was that a County master plan?
I think it was a County and City master plan. That, of course --

Have we done a master plan in conjunction with the City,
or with the County’

No.

The other question I had was I noticed that most of the
people who are protest1ng Tive in that area and it's a

very fine area that's south and some of it west and some

of it east of there which are all half-acres. Wouldn't

you agree that probab]y one of the reasons that that was

all developed in half acres is because it requ1res a half

an acre for a septic tank permit and there is no sewer so
you can't develop anything less than half an acre over there?
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DON DAVIDSON:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:
COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

DON DAVIDSON:
COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

DON DAVIDSON:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

DON DAVIDSON:

- COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

DON DAVIDSON:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:
DON DAVIDSON:

COMM, CHRISTENSEN:

" DON DAVIDSON:

It's hard to answer your question. Commissioner, as
I understand it, they intend to build a pumping station
for their sewer and pump it --

He's not talking about this project. He's talking about --

I'm not talking about this project. I'm talking about .
the fact, you see, it's always brought up to us that the
rural density and everything is the greatest but one of
the reasons that is that way and that has never

‘been developed into a higher density is because

you physically can't. :

That actually is one of the concerns, yes.

I mean, if you owned an acre of ground out there and
wanted to subdivide it, you can't. You'd have to have --
you can only make R-E zoning out of it, half-acre lots,
because you have to have that much for a septic tank which
is the only thing you could use out there because the
County has no sewer out there.

That's correct unless, of course, you go to a little bit
denser type of thing 1ike a condominium or planned community
where you would have a mix and increase the sewer size.

I understand the City -- :

Which you can't do in the County because they haven't
the sewer.

No, but there's sewer down Oakey. There's sewer on Oakey
and also on Charleston. Charleston has the capacity
Oakey presently does not.

Well I notice that some of these protestants are even south
of Sahara -- ,

Yes. That's correct.
-~ which is a long ways away.

There are a number all over in that whole area that are,
yes, are opposed.

Well, that's the point I'm asking. One of the reasons that
they don't want any multiple dwellings is because there
are no multiple dwellings in that area other than those
that are in the City because you can't legally meet the
Health Department requirements to have a multiple dwelling
in the County because they're not served by the sewer.

Yes. That's very true.
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COMMISSIONER LEVY:

DON DAVIDSON:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:
DON DAVIDSON

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:
DON DAVIDSON:
COMM. CHRISTENSEN:
DON DA;IDSON:
COMM. CHRISTENSEN:
DON DAVIDSON:

I would 1ike to make a comment while the Mayor's involved
over there. You know, you complain about those kids on
West Sahara -- their children. I would Tike you to know,
I guarantee you, that a Tot of the people who are protest-
ing here today, it's their children who's out on West
Sahara and it's their children who are going to Bonanza
High School. Just like it could be our children. In
other words, it's all of our -- it's all of our problem.

It's a community-wide concern. That's true, Commissioner.
The only way to, as we see it, is to either increase the
police and increase the size of the jails or we try to
get the community involved in self-policing which seems
to me a more reasonable approach.

That's on Mondays, we --

Are there any more questions of Mr. Davidson?

I might add that the -- some of the Commissioners have
been concerned about the fact that the Wildwood, repre-

- senting only 40 of the homeowners -- we have a considerable

number of homeowners, Lewis, that are in the City, others who
are in the County and so forth. As far as the Wildwood
homeowners are concerned, when that was built there was
deed restrictions applying to all of the properties that
once the City annexed property just contiguous, or next
to it, then that would automatically annex our properties
to the City. We've spoken to the City Attorney about
this and we couldn't find the petition for annexation
that the developer gave the City when he developed our
homes. They were all one -home developments by M. L.
Enterprises and we looked for it. We couldn't find it.
A1l we found was a copy. I have in my hands today a
petition for annexation to the City of Las Vegas and

I will be submitting it to the City Clerk next week.

Excuse me. A petition for annexation from who?

Of the Wildwood homeowners that are south of Oakey.
A11 of them?

A1l of them.

Every Jack-last one of them?

That's correct.
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COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

DON DAVIDSON:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
DON DAVIDSON:

MAYOR BRIARE:
MR. FOSTER:

MAYOR BRIARE:

~ MR. FOSTER:

MAYOR BRIARE:
MR. FOSTER:
MAYOR BRIARE:
MR. DOWNEY:
MAYOR BRIARE:
MR. DON&EY:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

I didn't think I'd ever see that. It does require
100 percent of the homeowners, you know? If one holds
out it doesn't happen.

If 1 might respond. There are two types of annexation,
I guess, under the present ordinances. One requires the
100 percent participation and we consider that we have
the 100 percent participation because of our unity in
our area but because of the deed restrictions. However,
there's another type of annexation procedure and that

is where 5 percent -- did you say 5 percent? -- I think
5 percent of the homeowners initiate the petition. The
City then goes ahead with the annexation. There is no
means then to protest because all of us are in the City
by virtue of deed restrictions so legally there is no
protest. So I think whichever way we go, the 5 percent
way or the 100 percent.way, I would like to impress you

by saying 100 percent but I can't at this point.
I hope I can later.

Have you got the 5 percent?
Yes. '

- Mr. Foster, are you familiar with the annexation of this

property into the City? When did that occur?

I believe during 1979. On this parcel where it's big
enough for the zoning? Yes.

We're talking about the entire parcel that's designated
here on this application.

Either 1979 or the early part of 1980.
recent.

It was fairly

And who was the applicant for annexation?

I don't know.

Was it -- are you familiar with that, Mr. Downey?
I can answer that.

Was L. H. Odegaard and et al the applicants?

Odegaard was and it was annexed, I believe, in June of last

year.

I would 1ike to say something, Mayor, if I could.
Commissioner?

Are you finished?

Yes.
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COMMISSIONER LURIE: That the point that Mr. Davidson brought up~about the

number of units in that particular area. I've done a
pretty good survey through our Planning Department on
the number of units in a mile and a half radius and we're
Tooking at close to 6,000 apartments in that radius from
Bonanza High School. Use that as kind of a key with
what Spanos has built, what they're building across the
street. I thought that the -- Mr. Davidson brought up
an excellent point not only with the annexation but the
fact that the neighbors have agreed to a compromise on
condominiums in that area and I could support condo-
miniums but I can't support additional apartments over
the amount of apartments that are already being constructed
in that one particular area. I think we -- the density
with the roads that we have in that area that can't handle
the traffic, the sewer capacity. You mentioned pumping
of the sewer to say Charleston Boulevard. We already have
one sewer pumping problem on Valley View from apartments
that we made because it didn't have the proper grade to
get the sewage to the main line. So I think there are some
major problems that are faced with the number of units
that they want to put in this area and I think the
neighbors have finally agreed to a compromise and I

" appreciate when they can sit down and agree to something
Tike this. The developer though I don't think agrees
to maybe the whole ten acres going into condominijums but
I would Tike to hear from them to see if possibly they
might consider that.

MR. DOWNEY: Commissioner Lurie, I'm not sure that you understand
what the compromise -- you say that -- you said they
agreed to a compromise.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: I said the neighbors. Mr. Davidson mentioned that'they
can live with condominiums. ~

"COMMISSIONER LEVY: They said if the other five acres were apartments they
would go for the --

COMMISSIONER LURIE: I know what they're saying. What I'm saying, would the

' developer consider condominiums for both parcels?

COMMISSIONER LEVY: He wants to know would you go for the ten acres of condos

. rather than --

COMMISSIONER LURIE: . Than five acres.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: -- and no apartments.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: -- of R-3 and five acres of condominums?
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MR. BROWN: - Well, I don't know but let me tell you this. This matter

has been pending before the zoning authorities since
sometime in July and they've had their money up and plans
drawn and we've tried to work it out with the people and
tried to approach them as a -- with a concept of the
condominiums on the southernmost five acres as a buffer
zone for them and they opposed that at the hearing and,
as you know, the Commission did not act or deny the
southern portion and approved the five acres to the north.
There is quite a bit that Mr. Davidson stated to you
that I feel need be rebutted. Unless you're very familiar
with what exactly is out there, you -- from where the point
of the pencil is, that is the dividing line between these
two lots. There are the Spanos apartments which are in
the orange there and then from that pencil point down to
the south to where number two is, that's Oakey. That is
a distance of 1320 feet. Mr. Davidson said that there are
neighbors here who are the next lot over. Now the next lot
over is at the very least -- there is a small cul-de-sac
along Oakey which extends running to the north and I would --
my best guess is that there's at least 900 feet from the
southern extremity of the first parcel to the nearest point
- of any neighbor's property there on that side and then
you go down to Qakey itself and that's the 1320 feet to
the centerline and then you go into Mr. Davidson's neighbor-
hood which is another, I think, about two blocks down.
There are 42 signatures on the petition who have opposed
it that are just that area. The other signatories are
people who are down there in the Lewis inter -- Lewis Homes
Subdivsion which is anywhere from a third of a mile to --
there's some signature which are a mile and a half over
in my neighborhood which is considerably south of Sahara.
There is, as this is -- even if both of these projects --
what our original request was, even if both of them were
approved there was still 660 feet of a buffer zone, an
empty lot there, which you gentlemen as well as your
Planning Commission would have discretion to decide what
goes in there and give these people their buffer zone.
That's quite a distance, 660 feet. The statement has
been made that apartments ruin a neighborhood. Well, the
exact location of these proposed five acres of apartments
are already, if I can use the word, ruined as far as the
present zoning. No one is going to build R-E homes right
directly across from Bonanza High School and the high
density Spanos project there. I know that for -- another
example that -- in my neighborhood the Argyle Bray School that's
built out there and there's for sale signs all around there.
Eeog1e don't want to live next to schools. An apartment pro-
Ject which is being placed immediately adjacent, right across
the road, is the highest and best use for this property at
this point because it still remains of -- at the nearest point
1320 feet as a buffer zone which, again, you gentlemen
will have the discretion over what goes in there.
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MR. BROWN (cont'd):

EOMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MR. BROWN:

MR. DOWNEY:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

 MR. DOWNEY:

MR. BROWN:
MR. DOWNEY:
MR. BROWN:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MR. DOWNEY:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MR. DOWNEY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MR. DOWNEY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MR. DOWNEY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

There are no apartments in existence within a mile

radius of this project at this point. There's nothing
whatsoever west of this property and you $0 .all the
way to Lindell on the east side before you find any
apartment projects.

Say that again, Joe.

~ You must be talking about a different area.

Say that agéin, Joe. No, what was that first?

There are no existing apartments and I have this on
authority of Mr. Downey.

I'm going to correct you. I'm going to correct you.
There are some existing ones right across the street
but I think they've been there since 1968-9.

What, Spanos?

No. What we're speaking of -- there are no -

- ments outside of this area for a mile except the Spanos

that are built. There's nothing from Lindell west of
this property.

Well, that's what I mean. Obviously -- across the street --
There's nothing for a mile north.

Oh no, the Spanos. Agreed.

.And the one that's under constructionvnow.

I didn't know where you -- I didn't know where you came:
up with 6,000 apartments whithin this immediate area.

I can show you on the map. I've got a map that shows
every one of them. Mr. Foster drew the map for me and
I've got them --

Within a mile or --

A mile and a half.

-- are you going farther?

A mile and a half.

Yes, but you're going down to Decatur which is --

That's right. I've taken that whole area.
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MR. BROWN: Within a mile and a half? Well, that's quite a distance
and the Decatur area is a totally different --

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Well, let's just say -- well, let's just say use the
. Charleston area in this area. Within five blocks you have
over 1,000 with what Spanos has now and what they've
built across the street. That's 1,000 apartments. That
has a high-density factor and an impact on a particular
area whether you agree or not.

MR. DOWNEY: True, but you have the Expressway which is mainly where
you would put the high density to get those people out of
that immediate area.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: You're moving into a lower density now which has no
capabilities of moving people in and out in an orderly
fashion and a safe manner because you don't have any
streets. The streets aren't cut. I went out there the
other day to drive down all those streets and there's
dirt roads.

MR. DOWNEY: - But if you put in a development the streets would be
~there. That's how you do it.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Only half-streets though. Maybe you put a half-street
‘ and maybe you put a -- if the next property owner doesn't
want to put in the improvements then you have a dead end.

MR. DOWNEY: Well, Spanos has done a half-street now for his and we
put in our project finishes the street. That gives you
your access. So you do finish the streets by putting
the development in.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: But you're opposed to condominiums though. I mean, as
far as changing, changing the applications. Say the
condominiums are in R-PD where you, where you --

MR. DOWNEY: For the southern five acres. We're willing to do that
and go along with these people.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: But not -- not the northern five acres?

MR. DOWNEY: Well, I think we're buffering existing.apartments with

apartments at a lower density apartments. We're going
next to our project with condominiums which if anybody
went to the west of our project would be a basis to say,
"You go condominium," because we've dropped the density
down. A logical reduction.
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MR. BROWN: : And another point which was brought up by
. Mr. Davidson -- the traffic problem. The

traffic all will be to the north right out to
Charleston which is a very short distance there.
There'll be no reason -- I can't think of any
conceivable reason why traffic would go to the
west from this, from this project. It would people
going out to Charleston, going east or west on
Charleston and up to Rainbow. There is
really no reason for anyone other than school
children or people who live in the neighborhood
to be going south on Redwood because one thing
is Redwood is not a through street to Sahara.
It goes as far as, as Oakey and then down into
the Wildwood project and then hooks around in
through there. It's quite a long and out of
the way drive to get to Sahara that, that way.
and I think Mr. Levy's addressed the drunk and
drugged teenagers point that certainly this
apartment project -- I think that's stretching
it quite a bit is to say that that's going to
cause teenagers to be drunk and drugged. 1
don't know what else I could say to that one.

MAYOR BRIARE: ' Any other questions or comments by the applicants?
Okay. Any comments or questions by the Commissioners?
Commissioner Levy?

COMMISSIONER LEVY: I would like to ask Mr. Davidson a question. I want
to propose and tell him exactly what I'd like to
do and then to make myself clear because you made
a statement, Mr. Davidson, that if we should approve
the apartments you want us to approve the condominiums

also?

MR. DAVIDSON: That's correct and require that they build them
simultaneously.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: I don't know if they're planning on phasing. Are you

planning on phasing the condominiums? Well, start
the condominiums?

MR. BROWN: ‘ Yes.

COMMIS§}0NER LEVY: Mr. Mayor, are you ready for a motion?
MAYOR BRIARE: Yes, sir.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: You are?

MR. BROWN: Should I propose?

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Yes, you'd better form it in a motion, sir.
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GENERAL TAYLOR: Unfortunately we can't do that. When we first

applied, we applied for apartments parcel A and
parcel B. We changed that application to

condominiums.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: On parcel B?
GENERAL TAYLOR: On parcel B. We went at the Planning Commission

and there was much talk and a lot of confusion.

We asked to go forward just with the apartments
because we felt that that's what they would approve
after describing the commercial to the north. Then
‘apartments and so on and the question was asked of
me, "Would you go forward with the apartments?”

and we said, "That's what we would 1like to have

you vote on." The reason we made that statement

at that time, we own the five acres to the north.

We had an option on the five acres to the south.
Based on what the Planning Commission did approve
for us, we went ahead on the five acres to the north
and our option has expired on the five acres to the
south. So I can't stand here and tell you that

we are able to do that -- to proceed simultaneously.
We would have to go back and see what we could do
about the second five acres, but what we request
that you do is the same thing we request, requested
of the Planning Commission that you approve the
northern five acres.

MAYOR BRIARE: _ Well, Mr. Foster,'were you aware of this when this
application was presented to us?

MR. FOSTER: ' With the -- on the option?

MAYOR BRIARE: Now, I ask -—'I think there's been some questions

mentioned around here in general about, you know, what
is before us on the application. -

MR. FOSTER: Okay, I wasn't aware that the -- of their option situa-
tion, however, the applicant who owns both parcels
made the application on behalf of whoever has, you know,
‘the option to purchase it. See Odegaard owns both
parcels of land and signed the application on behalf

. of General Taylor and his group, rignt?
COMMISSIONER LURIE: , Which is -- he has to do.
MR. FOSTER: Right; but staff wasn't aware of the situtation on the option.
COMMISSIONER LURIE: The option on the property contingent on the zoning?
GENERAL TAYLOR: Yes, it was and we exercised our option on the northern half

but not on the southern half based on what the Planning
Commission recommended and approved. We were ready to

go forward with the second half to the Planning Commission
but unfortunately -- (Gen. Taylor was speaking from
the audience & the remaining comments were not clear &
were not recorded audibly through the speaker system.)



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

EXCERPT - CITY coMiss(  MEETING - OCTOBER 1, 1980  ( 116
-X. "COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
E. ZONE CHANGE - Z-48-80 - L. H. ODEGAARD, ET AL PAGE_20
MR. FOSTER: ‘The applicant --

’ COMMISSIONER LEVY: Let me make this comment. If we should approve the

applicant's application today, then they would
have the -- they can't go forward on the same
~time basis. That would be the only difficulty.
They couldn't meet that promise. Okay, I'm sorry.
Go ahead, Harold, you want to make some --

MR. FOSTER: Well, 1 think under the circumstances here that we
found out that, you know, they don't have the option
anymore I don't think Mr. Odegaard plans to proceed
with any type of condominium development. It may
even be, you know --

COMMISSIONER LEVY: But, well, yes, I think we would be putting them at a
dis -- well, they couldn't perform.

MR. FOSTER: So basically I think what you have before you and it
is probably the north half on this application What
the Planning Commission recommended for consideration.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: No. I can't agree with you. I think Mr. Odegaard
: is the one that made the application. Now, if I

would, if I would make a motion to approve the
application, George, can they build the --if I
just make a motion to approve the application can
they build, just build the apartments? What happens?
Because that's. Mr. Odegaard's application not
Mr. Taylor's.

MR. OGILVIE: I suppose that if you, if you moved to approve the
application then you would be approving what was
submitted rather than what came out of the Planning

Commission.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: That's right.
MR. FOSTER: There'd be apartments on both parcels?
COMMISSIONER LEVY: No, condominiums on the second parcel, but it --

it's not conditioned that they both be started at the
same time, basically, is what I'm saying and, thei-efore,
that's the motion I'11 make.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: A1l right. Explain the motion.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: My mo -- do you think so? oo .
: A1l right. I'11 hold back. Commissioner Christensen?
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MAYOR BRIARE:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

'MR. OGILVIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

MR. OGILVIE:

COMM, CHRISTENSEN:

MR. OGILVIE:

COMM. CHRISTENSEN:

LY

MR. OGILVIE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

Commissioner Christensen, do you want to make a
comment? ,

Mr. Ogilvie, what would be the procedure if we were
to, in order to guarantee that this was condominiums
built down there, could we not approve the application
and make the bottom half permanent zoning and zone

“it rather than a Resolution of Intent which would

then zone that property for that use and no other
use? where a Resolution of Intent all he has to do
is just hold off for a year and then he can come

back in for rezoning anything he wants on that bottom.

.Yes, but in the meantime it reverts.

In other words --

That's what I say. if you made the bottom half permanent
zoning to R-PD or whatever it is and the upper half
the Resolution of Intent. Then if the upper half got

. built the bottom half would, would have to built as

condominiums because it would be permanently zoned
rather than a Resolution of Intent. Would it not?
In order to give them a guarantee that they didn't --

That is great but I don't see what you're accomplishing
because if the resolution expires on the condom1n1ums
then it reverts back to, to the N-U.

Yes, but you see, you're not following me. I'm saying

not zone it with a Resolution of Intent but permanently
zone it. Then it doesn't revert back. The bottom half
would be permanently zoned condominiums. Then it wouldn't
revert back.

I, I follow that, yes. I think I'm beginning to see.
You only wanted the apartments if they are complete --

No, you keep trying to tie the two together. Don't
try that hard. What, what the protestants are saying
is that if the apartments are approved they want the
condominjums approved. What the applicant is saying
is that he doesn't own the property anymore.

_ Just a second --

However, the app11cant owns the property but the developer
doesn't so he can't guarantee those condominiums. We could
guarantee them be zoning it permanently condominiums.

Then it wouldn't revert back to N-U and come back in on

us for apartments In other words, we would lock it in
concrete in condominiums not the developer because he can't.
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MR. OGILVIE: But what -- my point is, and maybe I'm wrong.

It's as hard to get it out of condominium zoning to
apartments or it's as hard to get it out of N-U to
apartments as it would be to get it out of condominium
zoning to apartments. I just don't -- I don't see
where you're gaining anything by giving them permanent
zoning for condominiums because they would come in

if they wanted to build apartments and apply for

a rezoning from condominiums to apartments just as
they would have to to come in and apply to take it

out of N-U to whatever --

COMM. CHRISTENSEN: I agree with what you're saying but you put them on
: notice pretty much because it's listed then on the map.
MAYOR BRIARE: Is Mr. Odegaard present? Is there such a person as
. Mr. Odegaard?
MR. BROWN: He's not present.
COMM. CHRISTENSEN: I can appreciate the homeowners the protestant's fears

and I can respect that and I, and I'm sure that if had
the Planning Commission not taken a vacation and

held this off for an extra month that we wouldn't be
in this position because the option wouldn't have

run out. So it's partially the City's fault that
we're in this particular situation where, we can't
satisfy the protestants on that phase of it because the
developer no longer owns the property and his option's
run out. So, you know, I feel a little responsiblity
there because it was our Planning Commission that

took the month off and didn't hear anything that month
that forced them into this situtation.

MR. OGILVIE: Could I ask Harold a question? Harold, if permanent
zoning were to be granted on the half that is proposed
for condominiums, are there any conditions that would
have been eliminated? By making permanent zoning now
you would be eliminating some of the conditions that
you would like to see imposed?

MR. FOSTER: Yes. Generally we, you krow, receive much more detailed
. plans and we look at it essentially on the terms of

the criteria for a condominium development. The parking

ratio is a 1ittle bit higher. The question is if we

are going to have condominiums would you want it at that

same density and so forth. You know. These are things

that the Commission may wish to consider and we haven't

given you this at this point nor have we evaluated it

‘on that basis.

N
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MAYOR BRIARE: Actually the only thing that we have before us, at least

in my mind, is an application for some apartments
located on a plot of land five acres in size. It's the
only thing we're considering as a matter of fact.

" Now, technically the application has changed since it's
came out of Planning Commission. The applicants lost
a -- well, I shouldn't say the applicants lost an option.
The developers lost an option on the bottom part so
we're not even discussing that because the owners,
Mr. Odegaard, is not present and he's the only one
in my mind legally or otherwise who can speak on
behalf of that lower five acres. Does anyone disagree
with that statement? :

COMM. CHRISTENSEN: Yes, I do because he spoke on behalf of it when he made
the application. We require the owner to make the
application for just that reason so that somebody other
than the owner doesn't make that application. In this
case the owner was Mr. Odegaard. He made the application.
The application is before us for the complete zoning,
because he made the application and he owns the property.

MAYOR BRIARE: I was ready to vote in favor of Commissioner Levy's
application that would provide that the lower half
would be condominiums and the upper half would be
as the developers requested. Now, because of the
facts of the matter I'm trying to determine if the
only thing we're voting on is the five acres of
apartments and excluding any consideration of
condominiums and I don't know whether we've determined
that point, Mr. Ogilvie. Can we, can we zone this
property for condominiums?

COMM. CHRISTENSEN: Sure we can.

MR. OGILVIE: That was what the original application was and the
fact that the developer has lost his option., As
Commissioner Christensen pointed out, the deve]oper
is not the appl1cant anyway.

MAYOR BRIARE: That's right.

MR. OGILVIE: So the applicant, the owner, is still bound by his
appl1cat1on If he applied for the condominium
zoning on that half then that's what he gets.

MAYOR BRIARE: | See, Mr. Taylor, you did harm to your own application
there. You let Commissioner Levy's motion --

COMMISSIONER LEVY: No, because I was going to tie them in together. That's
why he jumped up. He, he -- _
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GENERAL TAYLOR: I wasn't going to let you proceed on that to have them
built simultaneously. |

COMMISSIONER LEVY: . No, right. I can understand -- I appreciate that, sir.

COMM. CHRISTENSEN: Your Honor?

MAYOR BRIARE: Commissioner Christensen?

COMM.. CHRISTENSEN: Perhaps I muddied the water. I didn't really mean

to that way. The thing that I see that you have

to keep in mind is that we differentiate between
permanent zoning and Resolution of Intent. The
Resolution of Intent means that if the proaect
doesn't get underway the zoning reverts. - .Permanent
zoning, that's what it's zoned. All I was trying
to do was to change the Resolution of Intent on

the bottom half to permanent zoning to give the
protestants some degree of safety and some, some
guarantee that that's the way it would be because
otherwise he can come in and withdraw or just never
build. Just sit on 1t for a year and then that

runs out.
- MAYOR BRIARE: So Commissioner what you're --
COMM. CHRISTENSEN: If it goes to permanent zoning then we've at least

put them on notice that that's what we intend to
have in there.

MAYOR BRIARE: Yes. I don't think you've muddied the water. 1
' understood what you're trying to say and I, I think
I'm with you on it. I would Tike to see that bottom
parcel zoned for condominiums.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: So if I made a motion to follow -- approve both those
with not the attachment of both -- simultaneously.

MAYOR BRIARE: And if Mr. Ostergaard (sic) is not happy with the zoning
that he applied for by virtue -- did he withdraw
anything on his application? We have an application

before us.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: I'11 move to follow -- not follow the recommendations
* but to zone the top five acres R-3 and the bottaom
condominiums.
MAYOR BRIARE: Subject to plot plan review.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: Subject to‘p1ot plan review on the condcminium parcel.
MR. FOSTER: The south half would translate into an R-PDI8. That

means 18 units per acre and possibly that should be
included in your motion to amend the --
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COMMISSIONER LEVY: Fine.
MR. FOSTER: -- application to an R-PD18. Then I'11 have the
planned development designation on that.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: That's right, if these people can get back and make
2 deal with them.and comé with. it.
MR. FOSTER: And are -- what about the resolution? Is it Resolution

- of Intent on the north half and go to ordinance on the
south half for the condominijums?

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Yes. That will be fine.

MAYOR BRIARE: I see here an -- I don't know what
the vote would be on this, but
supposing that a majority of this Commissioner
vere to vote in favor of this? This is another
instance of things that, that, and I'11 only speak
for myself, that I've been harping on that so many
times the City Commission receives applications
which have changed from the time they left the City
Planning Commission. We've spent better than an
hour on this application and it could have been
taken care of if we would somehow or another make
it a policy of this Commission if it's the Commission's
desire to make such a policy that when these matters
come before us they -- we recejve the same thing before
us as the Planning Commission had to consider.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: I've got a better idea. I Tike your other idea
: better than what you've talked of here.

MAYOR BRIARE: Yes, well, that's -- this is neither the time nor

= place to discuss the problems of communication and
going back and forth. So we have a motion before us.

Is there any questions or comments on the motion?

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Well, I'm speaking against the motion because I think
jt's wrong to build another 120 apartments and the -- .
I could support condominiums but another 120 apartments
on top of the over 1,000 that are built within a five-
block radius is putting a tremendious impact on that
. particular area and I would hope the Commission would
» ' take a ride out there and just see what they are doing to
that particular area that was developing with the
Lewis Homes Subdivisions and the Wildwood into a nice
section. Lijke it could have developed. Like Section 11
developed where you live, Joe. I think you're turning
that area into a -- it's going to be a deplorable area in a
matter of years and I'm really surprised, you know,
that many apartments the Commission's approving for
one area. It's over 1,000 -- 1100 --
within a five block radius and 6,000 in a mile and

a half radius. It's just a shame what's hapgening to
that particular area. It goes against all of our

General Plan both in the City and the County.
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MAYOR BRIARE: Any other comments on the motion? Cast your votes.
Post.

(Voting was as follows:

"AYES" Mayor Briare, Commissioner Levy, Commissioner
Christensen. - :

"NOES" Commissioner Lurie.
Motion carried by a 3 to 1 vote.)
Motion's approved.

/sk
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l. ITEM ' Commission Action
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT |

(CONTINUED)

2. Dedicate 30' of right-of-way for Redwood
Street and Holmby Avenue and 60' for
Del Rey Avenue and the radius corners
at Del Rey Avenue and Redwood Street,
and the radius corners at Holmby Avenue
and a cul-de-sac for Holmby Avenue at
the west end of the site.

3. Submit full engineering plans and
drawings for the construction of off-
site improvements on Redwood Street,
Del Rey Avenue and Holmby Avenue.

Staff recommends DENIAL.
PROTESTS: 341

F. ZONE CHANGE - 7-52-80 - CROSSTONN Lurie - Clerk to notify
INVESTMENT GROUP DENIED and Planning to
(Christensen voted |proceed.

Property generally located on the northwest | "no"; Woofter

corner of Highland Drive and Pinto Lane. excused)
From: R-4 (Apartment Residence)
To: C-1 (Limited Commercial)

Proposed Use: Conversion of Apartment
Complex to Motel

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions}

1. Resolution of Intent to be restricted
to a 12 month time Timit.

2. Dedication of a radius corner at H1gh1and

) Drive and Pinto Lane. MAYOR BRIARE EXCUSED FOR THE
REMAINDER OF MEETING - AT APPROX.
3. Planning Commission approval of all 4:35 P .M.

signs prior to installation.
Staff recommends APPROVAL.
PROTESTS: O

APPROVEL AGENDA ITEM
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Department Action

. X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONTINUED)

ZONE CHANGE - Z-64-80 - WAL LEE ENTERPRISES,
INC., A NEVADA CORPORATION

G.

Property generally located on the west
side of Mojave Road, 400' south of Stewart

Avenue.
From: C-1 (Limited Commercial)(under
Resolution of Intent to M)
To: R-PD19 (Residential Planned

Development)
Proposed Use: Medium H1gh Density

Condominium Development

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
DENIAL.

If approved, following are the recommended
conditions:

1. Construction of full off-site improve-

ments. on the west half of Mojave Road.
2. Approval of the‘Parking and Driveway
plan by the Traffic Engineer,

Staff recommends DENIAL.
PROTESTS: 1

H. ZONE CHANGE - Z-65-80 - VALLEY GROUP
CONSTRUCTORS, A JOINT VENTURE

Property generally located on the east
side of Shadow Lane between Pinto Lane
~ and Bearden Drive at 701 Shadow Lane,
From: R-1 (Single Family Residence)
To: C-1 (Limited Commercial)
Proposed Use: Patron and Employee
Parking Lot Expansion

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
. APPROVAL, subject to the following
~ conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent to be restricted
; to a 12 month time 1imit.

APHROVED AIENDA ITEM

Levy -

Motion carried
unanimously to
follow recommenda-
tions of Planning

Commission and DENW.

(Briare & Woofter
excused)

Levy - '
APPROVED as per
recommendations of

Planning Commissiop.

{Christensen voted
"no"; Briare and
Woofter excused)

Clerk to notify
and Planning to

| proceed.

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.



lﬁGENBﬁ o W 0{ » v eghg  tetor 110

3

Al

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

120

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS ' Page 37
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM o Commission Action Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) . .o l. ----- P T .

2. Application be amended to P-R with use .
and-lighting authorized until 11:00 P.M.

3. Dedicate a cul-de-sac on Bearden Drive
as per the Department of Public Services,

4. Erect a block wall on the south side of
the parcel.

5. No access to Bearden Drive.
Staff recommends APPROVAL.
PROTESTS: 0O

I. ZONE CHANGE - 7Z-66-80- VASILIKI AND levy - Clerk to notify
. ARGYRIOS GIZAS APPROVED as per and Planning to
| recommendations of | proceed.
Property generally located at the southeast Planning Commission.
corner of Pecos Street and Johnson Avenue. (Lurie voted "no";
From: R-1 (Single Family Residence) Briare & Woofter
To: R-3 (Limited Multiple Residence) excused)

Proposed Use: Medium High Density
Apartment Development

Planning Commission unanimously recommehds
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent to be réstricted
to a 12 month time 1imit.

2. Construct a 6' block wall on the east
s property line.

Staff recommends DENIAL.
PROTESTS: O

PPROVELD AGENDA ITEM
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Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) ' ' -

J. ZONE CHANGE - Z-67-80 - GEORGE W. COUCH III
AND DOUGLAS E. SIMMS

Property generally located at the northwest
corner of Stewart Avenue and Lamb Boulevard.
From: R-E (Residence Estates)
To: C-1 (Limited Commercial)
Proposed Use: Shopping Center

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following
conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent to be restricted
to a 12 month time limit.

2. Dedicate 10' of right-of-way for Lamb
Boulevard.

3. Construction of a 6' block wall on the
west property line.

Staff recommends DENIAL.
PROTESTS: O

K. ZONE CHANGE - Z-71-80 - HOWARD NEIL ECKER
AND SANDRA ECKER

Property laocated at 529 South 6th Street.:
From: R-4 (Apartment Residence)
To: P-R (Professional Offices and
« Parking)
Proposed Use: Offices

Planning Commission unanimously recommends

APPROVAL, subject to the following
" conditions:

PPRUVED AGENDAITEM

' APPROVED as per

Christensen -

recommendations of

Planning Commission.

Unanimous
(Briare & Woofter
excused)

Christensen -
APPROVED subject
to conditions.
Unanimous

(Briare & Woofter
excused)

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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Department Action

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 'DEPARTME
(CONTINUED)

=

At the time of development, remove the
existing driveway on Bonneville and
replace with curb, gutter and sidewalk;
pave the al]ey for the length of the
property in accordance with City
standards.

1.

2. Provision of an additional parking

space.

_ Staff recommends APPROVAL.

‘~

PROTESTS: O

EXTENSION OF TIME - Z-66-78 - ARH
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY

Request for an Extension of Time on
property generally located on the south
side of Harris Avenue and approximately
660 feet west of Lamb Boulevard, R-E Zone
(under Resolution of Intent to R-T).

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditio
1. Extension of Time limited to one year,

2. Conformance to the original conditions
- and any ordinances enacted subsequent
to the original approval.

Staff recommends APPROVAL

PROVED AGENDA ITEM

Christensen -
APPROVED subject
to conditions.
Unanimous

(Briare & Woofter
excused)

ns

e

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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Department Action

(CONTINUED)

EXTENSION OF TIME - 7-73-77 - FAIR REALTY
COMPANY

Request for an Extension of Time on

property generally located at the northeast
corner of Bonanza Road and Pecos Street,

R-1 and R-E Zone (under Resolution of Intent
to R-1, R-3 and C-1).

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following
cond1t1ons

1. Extension of Time limited to-one year.

2. Conformance to the original conditions
and any ordinances enacted subsequent
to the original approval.

Staff recommends APPROVAL.

REVIEW OF CONDITIONS - Z-9-80 - VALLEY
GROUP__CONSTRUCTORS

Request to extend the hours of operation

of the parking lot from 9:00 P.M. to 11:00 .
P.M. on property generally located at the
southeast corner of Palomino Lane and
Shadow Lane, R-1 Zone (under Resolution of
Intent to P-R zone).

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following condition:

shall cease-at 11:00 P.M.
Staff recommends APPROVAL.

Christensen -
APPROVED subject
to conditions.
Unanimous

(Briare & Woofter
excused)

Levy -

APPROVED
(Christensen voted
"no"; Briare &
Woofter excused)

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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(CONTINUED)

PLOT PLAN REVIEW AND USE REVIEW - Z-18-68(25)

-

TROY WILLIAMS

Request for a plot plan review and use
review on property located at 3124 West
Charleston Boulevard, C-D Zone.

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
DENIAL.

Staff recommends DENIAL.

REINSTATEMENT AND EXTENSION OF TIME -
£-23-78- TONY MENDENHALL

Request for a Reinstatement and Extension -
of Time on property generally located -
south of Reba Avenue at Orland Street,
R-PD15 Zone.

Planning Commission unanimously recommends

APPROVAL, subject to the following

conditions:

1. Extension of Time limited to one year,

2. Conformance to the original conditions
and any ordinances enacted subsequent -
to the original approval.

Staff recommends APPROVAL.

TENTATIVE MAP - CHARLESTON RAINBOW UNIT 19

Property generally located at the southeast

corner of Westcliff Drive and Durango Drive,

R-1 Zone.
Owner/Subdivider:

Sproul Homes
No. of Acres: 41

No. of Lots: 178

<> Planning Commission Unanimously recommends
‘APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions

1. Ho vehicular access to Durango and

Lurie -

APPROVED for period
of six months and
subject to review
at that time, with
condition that
property be used
exclusively as an
office and any
complaints to be
investigated.
Unanimous

(Briare & Woofter
excused)

WITHDREW FROM
AGENDA BY REQUEST O
APPLICANT.

Christensen -
APPROVED subject
to conditions.
Unanimous

(Briare & Woofter
excused)

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

S s

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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Department Action

(CONTINUED)

Westcliff Drive from the abutting Tots.

2. If a wall is constructed on an exterior
boundary street, the CC&R's shall contain
wording to the effect that each property
owner of a lot backing up to said wall
shall be responsible for the continued
maintenance of the exterior side of the
wall and the ground area at the exterior
base of the wall.

3. That the applicant provide a map, for
review and approval, to the Department
of Public Services that indicates the
method of controlling flood waters
together with the calculations for a
one-hundred (100) year and twenty-five
(25) year storm, or other time periods
which may be required by the Director
of Public Services.

Staff recommends APPROVAL.

TENTATIVE MAP - LEWIS HOMES MEADOW VISTA
NO. 4

Property generally located at the northeast

corner of Alaska Avenue and Michael Way,

north of the Las Vegas Expressway, R-1 zone.
Owner/Subdivider: Lewis Homes of Nevada
No. of Acres: 8 No. of Lots: 34

Planning Commis;ion unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following.conditions:

1. No vehicular access to Michael Way and
the unnamed street (between Tanya and
A]aska) from the abutting lots.

If a wall is constructed on an exterior
toundary street, the CC&R's shall contain
wording to the effect that each property
owner of a lot backing up to said wall
shall be responsible for the continued

- maintenance of the exterior side of the

——

Christensen -
APPROVED subject
to conditions.

Unanimous
(Briare & Woofter

excused)

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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wall and the ground area at the exterior
base of the wall.

3. The approval of VAC-4-78 be expunged.
Staff recommends APPROVAL.

FINAL MAP - LEWIS HOMES MEADOW VISTA NO. 4

Property generally located at the northeast

corner of Alaska Avenue and Michael Way,

north of the Las Vegas Expressway, R-1 zone.
Owner/Subdivider: Lewis Homes of Nevada
No. of Acres: 8 No. of Lots: 34

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following:

1. Posting bond and signing agreement:
within 30 days.

Staff recommend$1APPR0VAL;

SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON ANY ITEM
REQUIRING A PUBLIC HEARING THAT WAS ACTED

~ UPON BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION AT ITS

MEETING SEPTEMBER 23, 1980..

SET DATE ON ANY APPEALS FILED OR REQUIRING'
PUBLIC HEARINGS FROM THE BOARD OF ZONING
ADJUSTMENT MEETING HELD SEPTEMBER 25, 1980.

APPROVEDAGENDAHEM

October 1,

- 131
1980

Page 43 |

Department Actior

Christensen -
APPROVED subject to
conditions.
Unanimous

(Briare & Woofter
excused)

Clerk authorized by
Board to set any
hearings.

V-68-80
V-73-80
U-53-80

1

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

10/15/80 Agenda
10/15/80 Agenda
11/05/80 Agenda
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Septetr@er 19, 1980

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION o

TO: : :
The Board of City Commissioners

FROM:  oN J. SAYLOR, AICP

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: cOMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT AGENDA ITEMS

OCTOBER 1, 1980 CITY COMMISSION AGENDA
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND .

Item A through K - New Zoning Applications (see backup material)

Item L - Extension of Time - Z-66-78 - ARH Construction Company (see backup rhaterial)

Item M - Extension of Time - Z-73-77 - Fair Realty Company (see backup material)

Item N

Item Q

[tem P

Review of Conditions - Z-9-80 - Valley Group Constructors(see backup material)
Plot Plan Review and Use Review - Z-18-68(25) - Troy Williams (see backup material)

Reinstatement and Extension of Time - Z-23-78 - Tony Mendenhall (see backup material)

Item Q - Tentative Map - Charleston Rainbow Unit 19 (see backup material)

Item R - Tentative Map - Lewis Homes Meadow Vista No. 4 (see backup material)
Item S - Final Map - Lewis Homes Meadow Vista No. 4 (see backup material)

FISCAL IMPA 'No Funding Requested

RECOMMENDATIONS  See Attached

OISPQSITION
Approved

Disapproved
Held

[y

Statas Due:
79-3-10

! Item X.




To:
Re:

A.

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - OCTOBER 1, 1980

- 133

The Board of City Commissioners " September 19, 1980
Community Planning and Development Agenda Items
October 1, 1980 City Commission Agenda

ZONE CHANGE - 7-69-80 - ROBERT R. BLACK, ET AL

The request is located on property that was annexed recently. R-1 zoning
exists to the south in the Charleston Rainbow Subdivision and R-1 was
approved recently on the parcel to the west. To the north and east {s R-E
zoning in the County. The request is for a 68 unit zero Tot line subdivision
on lots approximately 40' x 103* in size. There is no common area proposed.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: .DENIAL - The planned residential develop-
ment does not provide a common recreation area and it was felt the request

was only submitted in this manner to increase density.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL - Because no common recreation area was proposed.

PROTESTS: 11

ZONE CHANGE - Z-63-80 - STANTON CONSTRUCTION, INC.

This property is located immediately south of the Brower printing operation

that is zoned C-1. To the south is P-R and to the west is C-1 for the

Westland Mall Shopping Center. To the east and southeast is R-E. An application
for P-R was denied in 1979 that included a branch State Employment office

that was felt to be incompatible with the area. The applicant was proposing

to construct a two-story building for offices and some retail sales. At the
Planning Commission meeting the applicant agreed to amend the application to

P-R and to limit the buildings to one-story. All access to the property will

be of f Arville Street only and there will be adequate parking and landscaping.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to amending the
application to P-R and limiting all structures to one-story in height.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to amending the application to P-R.
PROTESTS: &

ZONE_CHANGE - 7-68-80- FLAMINGO ASSOCTATES, INC.

A request for C-1 zoning was denied in 1977 for a proposed billboard on this
property. The parcel to the south was rezoned to M in 1974 for several billboards
that were relocated from the right-of-way for the proposed extension of Rancho
Orive. That application was amended to delete M zoning on the north 350' to
prevent any billboard from being in close proximity to the R-1 in the Richfield
Village Subdivision to the north. There is a narrow strip of land that runs
along the south portion of the Richfield Village Subdivision with a portion of

it used for a drainage channel. The applicant owns this strip and is only
requesting the easterly 200' of the property be zoned for this billboard.

PgANNING CO@MISSION RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL - The billboard would not be compatible
with the adjoining R-1 development.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL
PROTESTS: §
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ZONE CHANGE - 7-70-80- ROBERT L. CONN

The property is located on Sunny Place that is all zoned R-E except for the
parcel to the southeast at Highland and Bonanza that is zaned C-2-for a
service station. The property has frontage on both Sunny Place and Highland
Drive. To the east of Highland Orive is C-M zoning. The proposed development
is for two six-plexes that will front on Sunny Place and an office complex
that will be oriented towards Highland Drive. There is a pattern of R-3
developing along the north side of Bonanza Road, however, this property does
not have frontage on Bonanza. Several hundred feet to the west of Sunny Place
is R-3 zoning which extends north to Washington Avenue and was developed by
Bob Bigelow, but that parcel has frontage on.Bonanza. An application for C-M
zoning was requested on this property in 1975 and .denied even after the applicant
agreed to amend it to C-1.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - DENIAL - The character of the properties
on Sunny Place are currently for single family use and this use would not be
compatible.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIDN - APPROVAL - Application be amended to R-3 and 2ll access
be from Highland Drive. :

PROTESTS: 2

ZONE CHANGE - 7-48-80 - L. H. ODEGAARD, Ef AL

This property is located immediately west of the 516-unit A. G. Spanos project
and west of Bonanza High School. There is a church existing to the north which
fronts on Charleston Boulevard and there is scattered R-E development to the west
in the County. The property is divided by a street, Del Rey Avenue, and 106
apartment units are proposed on the north parcel and 90 units on the south parcel.
The units will be in 16 and 20 'unit buildings. The project can cannect to the
sewer line on Charleston Boulevard approximately 609' to the north. At the
Planning Commission meeting there was discussion on the feasibility of constructing
condominiums on this site rather than apartments. The applicant felt that only
apartments were feasible at this time. :

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Subject to the application being
amended to include the north half (north of Del Rey Avenue) only.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - DENIAL - It is felt this area should be limited to Tower
density residential west of Redwood Street.

PROTESTS: 341

ZONE CHANGE - Z-52-80 - CROSSTOWN INVESTMENT GROUP

Thjs,groperty was zoned C-1 prior to it being changed to R-4 to construct the
existing apartment complex. The applicant feels there is a need for a motel to
serve persons using the hospitals and health facilities in the area. There is
C-1 existing to the north and south and M zoning on the east side of Highland.

" PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL

PROTESTS: ©
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Dr. Leon H. Rockwell
1672 W. Bullard Avenue
Presno, Ca 93711

209 U435-0658: Telephone

':xh September 23, 1980

Honorable William Briare
Mayor of Las Vegas,

400 So. Stewart Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Dear Mayor Briare:

- I received an official notice from your City Planning .
Staff that the property at 622 Sunny Place was to be
considered for Commercial Zoning on or about October 1,
1980 at a City Hall hearing.

"I discussed this matter at great length with the present
owner, Mr. Robert L. Conn and although I have never met
¥r. Conn I feel compelled to write in his behalf.

This property was owned by my late father, Leon Rockwell,
Sr. who built and lived in the home which exists there
presently. Upon his demise the Bank of Nevada and myself
as co-trustees were charged with the rental and manage-
ment of this property.

It was virtually impossible to keep a tenant for any
length of time. There was a continual turn-over because
of around-the-clock traffic noise along Highland Ave. and
the intersection of Bonanza Rd. and Highland. This,
together with the bright lights at night was a constant
complaint from our tenants and the reason given for them

vacating.

Out of desperation due to continued vacancies and vandalism
Bank of Nevada and myself as co-trustees made application
for rezoning to Commercial. At that time the rezoning was
recommended by the Planning Staff and approved by the
Planning Commission with the restriction of a block fence
and landscaping to serve as a buffer for other residences
from existing noise and lights. When the application was
to be reviewed by the City Commissioners, a Mr. and lirs.
P. J. Cord (a next door neighbor) instituted a petition
and the City Commissioners denied the rezoning. In a
very short time after this denial I received an official
notification that lMr. & Mrs. P. J. Cord had applied for
Commercial Zoning themselves. I understand it was denled.

X.D.
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' Honorable William Briare P.2- September 23, 1980

I have experienced the problem personally of having this
property restricted strictly to residential use and feel

it only fair to inform you and your Commissioners of the

frustration this causes a property owner in this location.

It just doesn't seem fair to keep the property on the tax

rolls and deny the owner from utilizing the zonlng that is
the most practical considering all of the negative factors
for residential use.

I would like to request that this letter be read at the

.hearlng.

ResPectfully submitted.

cc: Mr. Harold Foster, Director of Dept. of Community
Development.

cc: Mr. Robert L. Conn
cc: File. N
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‘ To: The Board of City Commissioners September 19, 1980
Re: Community Planning and Develqpment Agenda Items
October 1, 1980 City Commission Agenda

G. ZONE CHANGE - Z-64-80 - WAL LEE ENTERPRISES, INC., A NEVADA CORPORATION

The property is located between the Mojave Recreation Center and the LTR Bus
Lineg fgéi1¥ty.. To the east is city property that is zoned C-1 aqd M. To

the west is vacant R-1 land. The general zoning pattern along Mojave Road is
commercial and industrial and all development along this street has been_of this
type. The applicant is proposing a planned development on a 4.24 acre site

and the ordinance calls for a 5 acre minimum unless waived by the City Commission.
The proposal is for an 80-unit condominium development.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - DENIAL - The propgsed re§identia1 use would
not be compatible with the surrounding commercial and industrial uses, and a
minimium 5 acre site should be provided.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - DENIAL - The use would not be compatible with the surrounding
commercial and industrial uses,

A PROTESTS: 1 - LTR objects to this use because it would not be compatible with
their 90 bus facility and they antictpate complaints of noise and fumes if
residential uses are located next to their property.

H. ZONE CHANGE - 7-65-80 - VALLEY GROUP CONSTRUCTORS, A JOINT VENTURE

The request is to expand parking lot facility for Valley Hospital on land that
has been acquired recently. The parking lot will tie into the approved parking
Tot to the west which fronts on Shadow Lane. The appltcant requested the hours
of operation be extended to 11:00 P.M. as provided for by a recent ordinance
amendment with City Commission approval, Valley Hospital was in agreement to
amend the application to C-1 if the hours of operation were extended as requested.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Subject to amending the application
to P-R and extending the hours of operation to 11:00.P.M.

STAFF_RECDMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Subject to amending application to P-R and
allowing the hours of gperation to 11:00 P.M.

PROTESTS: 0

I. ZONE CHANGE - Z-66-80 - VASILIKI AND ARGYRIOS GIZAS

The property fronts on a street that is predominately R-1. There is scattered
single family development north and east of this property with an R-1 subdivision
further east. To the south is developed C-1 and vacant city owned C-1 land to
the west. Pecos Street will be realigned to the west, however, there will be a
Tocal street in the present lgcation to provide access to the properties in the
area. The applicant is proposing three six-plexes. :

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - The R-3 would provide a buffer
between the C-1 and R-1. )

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - DENIAL - The re
in the area.

PROTESTS: 0

quest would not be compatible with the R-1
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The Board of City Commissioners . September 19, 1980
Community Planning and Development Agenda Items

October 1, 1980 City Commission Agenda

S ETERT s s ks

ZONE_CHANGE - Z-67-80 - GEORGE W. COUCH III AN2700UGLAS E, SIMMS

The property is located on the corner of two 100’ wide major streets. There
is C-1 zoning existing on the northeast and southwest cormers of this intersection
and R-1 on the southeast corner. An R-PD16 is being developed to the north and
north of that is approximately 30 acres of C-1 around the Carpenters Union Hall.
A variance was approved on the second parcel to the west for a commercial child
care nursery in the R-3 zone and there is developed R-3 property to the south.

The applicant is proposing a small shopping center on this 2.9 acre site.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Compatible with the existing
commercial on the other corners of this major street intersection.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - DENIAL - There is sufficient commercial zoning in this
area as recommended by the General Plan.

PROTESTS: ©

ZONE CHANGE - Z-71-80 - HOWARD NEIL ECHER AND SANDRA ECKER

The request is located in an area that is in transition to P-R. The applicant
is proposing to convert the existing house to a law office.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL v
PROTESTS: 0

EXTENSION OF TIME - Z-66-78- ARH CONSTRUCTION COMPANY

This is the second request for a reinstatement and extension of time. The
applicant indicates plans are underway to develop a 39 space mobile home park
on this property. -

PI%A.I:NING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Subject to a one year extensign
of time.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL

EXTENSION OF TIME - Z-73-77 - FAIR REALTY COMPANY

This 1s the second request for a reinstatement and extension of time. The

applicant indicates they have been unsuccessful in obtaining adequate f
for this development. - 2 adequate Financing

g%AQNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Subject to a one year euzension
ime.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL
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The Board of City Commissioners September 19, 1980
Community Planning and Development Agenda Items
October 1, 1980 City Commission Agenda

REVIEW OF CONDITIONS - Z-9-80 - VALLEY GROUP CONSTRUCTORS

A recent ordinance amendment allows the City Commission to approve the use of

a parking lot beyond 9:00 P.M. in the P-R zone. The applicant is requesting
use until 11:00 P.M. which is needed for patron and employee parking for Valley
Hospital. The property is located adjacent to the Clark County Health District
and there is R-1 to the south. The Special Activity Center Plan indicates the
R-1 area is to transition in the future to another use.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL

PLOT PLAN REVIEW AND USE REVIEW - Z-18-68(25) - TROY WILLIAMS

The request is to allow an auto glass repair shop as a permitted use in the C-D
zone. The C-D zone requires all uses to be approved by the City Commission.

The applicant indicates all glass installation work will be handled off premise.
The City did receive a complaint that the applicant was installing glass in cars
on the property.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - DENIAL - Not a compatible use.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION - DENIAL

REINSTATEMENT AND EXTENSION OF TIME - Z-23-78 - TONY MENDENHALL

This is the third request for an extension of time. The request also involves
a reinstatement since more than one year has elapsed since the original approval.
The applicant needs additional time to construct this project.

P%Az@ING COMMISSIDON RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Subject to a one year extension
of time.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPRDVAL

TENTATIVE MAP - CHARLESTON RAINBOW UNIT 19

T?epmggisugsta?tiaI}y conforms to the subdivision regulations. The Departmeﬁt
of Public Services is requesting additional flood control i

condition of approval. 9 s ontrol information as a
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL
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To:
Re:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL.

(Location maps attached for each new zoning item.)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL
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The Board of City Commissioners September 19, 1980
Community Planning and Development Agenda Items .
October 1, 1980 City Conmission Agenda

TENTATIVE MAP - LEWIS HOMES MEADOW VISTA NO. 4

The area involved in this map was originally part of the Lewis Homes development
but was deleted bacause the subdivider wished to vacate the connecting north/south
street between Tanya and Alaska that would no longer be needed once Michael Way

was constructed across the Las Vegas Expressway. Traffic would then be realigned
through this subdivision that would connect Alaska with Michael Way but at a

point further north. A vacation was approved for this north/south connecting
street but was never recorded because the land where the connecting street

exists cannot be acquired from the State until Michael Way is constructed. Lewis
Homes has determined that it will be some time before this occurs and would rather
subdivide its remaining land and rescind its request to vacate this street which
means the street will remain even after construction of Michael Way. The Department
of Public Services has approved the street layout in the subdivision in relation

to the street that was to be vacated and feels that it is acceptable. In all other
respects the map conforms to the subdivision recommendations.

SN

~

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Subject to the approval of VAC-4-78
be expunged.

FINAL MAP - LEWIS HOMES MEADOW VISTA NO. 4

This is the final map for all the lots in the tentative map under Item R.
The final map does conform to the tentative map.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECDMMENDATION - APPROVAL - Subject to posting bond and
signing agreement within 30 days. :
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0;@ 06 iM V% - October 1 1980

. BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 44
l COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 .
- ITEM _ ‘ Commission Action Department Action

XI. ADDENDUM ITEMS

No. 1 Project Initiation - Bonanza Road, APPROVED
Eastern Ave. to Pecos Rd. (See Page 24) | (See Page 24)
(See Page 24, Item D-3) : _

APPROVED AGENDA 1TEM
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0
GGENDA 0%y of Lus Vegrr e

) BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 45
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 ,
ITEM 4 ‘ Commission Action Department Action

- XII. CITIZEN PARTICIPATION

Items raised under this portion of the on Russell of E1 Status Report on
Agenda cannot be acted upon by the City orado Concrete this matter to
Commission until the Notice provisions ddressed the Board | be on 10/15/80
of the Open Meeting Law have been concerning his Agenda

complied with. Therefore, action on roblem on non-paymerft

such items will have to be considered f concrete work

at a later meeting. erformed on Fremont

treet owed him by
tewart Contracting,
eneral Contractor
f project.

he Board expressed
oncern on his behalf],
ut emphasized that
his was not a City
debt as his contract
as with Stewart and
bxplained- the 5%
retention currently
being held by the
City on this project
due to standards
problems, etc.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
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