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* EXCEPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING - OCTOBER 7, 1981 - PAGE 1
Iv.(d). - DEPARTMENT OF FUNDS COORDINATION, ITEM A - A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE
CLARK COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS TO IMPOSE AN ADDITIONAL TWO CENTS (2¢) PER GALLON
TAX ON MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL TO BE APPLIED TOWARDS PENDING AND FUTURE STREET AND HIGHWAY

PROJECTS. :

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

The next under Funds Coordination, Mr. Blue.. We have a
Resolution requesting the Clark County Board-of Commissioners
to impose an additional 2¢ per gallon on motor vehicle fuel.
What kind of a time element are we involved with here as far
as whether this be approved right away or --

Mayor, let me address that. The Regional Transportation
Commission has adopted a Resolution asking the County
Commission to consider adopting an ordinance adding the
additional 2¢ a gallon on motor vehicle fuel so that we

can continue to provide the needed street construction in
Southern Nevada. The Legislature, at the last session,
with Bi11 701, modified the N.R.S. 373.030 and provides
that the Board of County Commissioners may impose a tax

on motor vehicle fuel sold in the County not to exceed

4¢ per gallon. They are already collecting the 2¢, so
what all of the cities are doing is requesting that the
County Commission consider adopting the ordinance allocating
the additional 2¢. That 2¢ would generate 4.8 million
dollars worth of buying capacity, which we need to continue
construction of our streets and highways in Southern Nevada.
As you know, we have approximately $166,000,000 worth of
projects on a priority list. The bond issue that was
passed, if you subtract that $56,000,000, it still leaves
$110,000,000 worth of projects that we feel have to be
started within the next five to ten years in order to

meet the normal growth that we anticipate. So all of

the entities are putting these Resolutions before their
Boards and then we're going to submit them to the County
Commission and they are going to have to make a decision.

Do you want to make a motion, Commissioner?

I would make a motion to APPROVE the Resolution.
Mr. Mayor.

Commissioner Levy.

I'm not for taxes, raising taxes, but I honestly feel that
gasoline tax for our roads is probably one of the most
fairest fair user pay type of taxes we could have within
our government because the people when they pay that are
using the streets and are buying gasoline. I just think
it's probably one of the most fairest situations we have,
and certainly there is no doubt in anybody's mind in our
community that our streets are -- we're way behind,
especially when 007 is driving them and he knows, and we
need to get these streets improved.
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IV.(d). - DEPARTMENT OF FUNDS COORDINATION, ITEM A.- A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE
CLARK COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS TO IMPOSE AN ADDITIONAL TWO CENTS (2¢) PER GALLON
TAX ON MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL TO BE APPLIED TOWARDS PENDING AND FUTURE STREET AND HIGHWAY

PROJECTS.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

1o

I can't support this. I'm not in favor of higher taxes and
this City Commission has seen fit to pave County streets, so
we must have plenty of money, if we're going to go ahead and
pay for paving in the County and tax our residents to pave
streets “in the County. I don't see any need for a gas tax

to go further beyond that.

Any other comments? Cast your Votes. Post. Motion is
APPROVED.

VOTING WAS AS FOLLOWS:
"AYES" Lurie, Levy, and Mayor Briare.

"NOES" Christensen and Woofter
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS « 400 E. STEWART AVENUE « 386-6011

pDATE: October 7, 1981
TIME: 10:00 A.M.

INVOCATION: Reverend Joel Rivers, Southside Christian Church

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS  ° PRESENT  ABSENT  EXCUSED
MAYOR 8ILL BRIARE
COMM. PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN

COMM. RON LURIE
MAYOR PRO-TEM

COMM. AL LEVY

00 OO0

© COMM. ROY WOOFTER

CITY ATTORNEY
GEORGE F. OGILVIE

N 8 HEBD
O 00 040D

O

APPROVED BY REFERENCE .19

ATTEST:

Coitq oty Vit F G

Page 1 CITY CLERK MAYOR
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BOARD OF ClTY COMMISSIONERS '

COMM!SS!ON CHAMBERS * 400 EAS'I’ STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386—60! 1

Commlsslon Action

0901

Octqbek 7, 1981

Page 1

~ Department Action

I

; 9 45 A M

I1.

i 'connuuxrv RELATIONS

.. SPECIAL EVENTS

10:00 A.M.

NO ITEMS .

|Nno ITEMS

_ ANNOUNCEMENT RE COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN

.~ INVOCATION.

- Reverend Joel Rivers o
“ Southside Christian €hurch - -

. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

:fAPPROVAL QF CITY COMMISSION MEETING
'MINUTES _ ,

Meetmgs of 8/06/80 8/20/80 9/03/80
and’ 9/17/80

 APPROVED. AGENDA ITEM

| ANNOUNCEMENT MADE

"INVOCATION GIVEN.
BY REV. RIVERS -

‘PLEDGE'GIVEN-

Lurie -
-| APPROVED
‘Una‘m’ mous

FULL BOARD PRESENT;v

Clerk to proceed B
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0002
(Posting required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241)
STATE OF NEVADA g
COUNTY OF CLARK ) ss
, an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada
being Tirst duly sworn, deposes and says that on the Sl day of

c}#_.-_.? , 8/ _, at the hour of __ 930 @am _there were posted copies.of
GENDA and ADDENDUM NO. 1 (NOTICE), the attached of which are true and correct

coies, of a REGULAR MEETING of the BOARD {ELCITY COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, to be held on the 7 day of

, 4! , at 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted
on Public Bulletin Board at the following locations:

1. In the United States Post Office (Downtown), 301 Stewart Avenue;

2. In the Federal Building, 300 Las Vegas Boulevard South;

3. 1In the Clark County Courthouse, 200 East Carson Avenue;

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

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

Commission Chambers).
M'/
GNATURE ’
DEPARTMENT %? DIVISION

Subscribed and sﬁorn to before me this

2uQ  day of _@czéﬁﬁf/

or said County
My Commission expires:

and/ State.
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AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING -
0203

(Mailing required under the provisions of A. B. 437, NRS CHAPTER 241)

STATE OF NEVADA )
COUNTY OF CLARK ; Ss

/4 z,c% /4 /‘:‘7(/0( , an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada

being Tirst duly sworn, deposes and says that on the day of
éﬁc_b-ﬁre_é , copies of an AGENDA and ADDENDUM Ng. 1 (NOTICE), the
attached o 1c are true and correct copies, of a REGULAR MEETING of the BOARD

OF CITY COMMISSIONERS OF CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA to be held on the

of [, , was deposited in the United States Mail, Postage
prepai irst Class Mail, to each person and/or organization whose name appears
in the Agenda Register maintained in the Office of the City Clerk as having
requested, in writing, a copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE)

(AN

E (an employee in the Office
f the CITY CLERK)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

éiﬂd . day of _@ﬁm,ﬁ{{
/%

Y PUBLIC in and for said County
and/State. My Commission expires:
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 2
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 .
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

ITI. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

JERRY J. CAHILL, 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 CHILD CARE FACILITY APPLICATIONS ) A ‘
(Approved by the Child Welfare Lurie - ) taff to proceed
Board) APPROVED Family
Child Care Homes, Nos.
Fami ; ‘ 1 through 8, and
amily Child Care Homes Child Care Center
1. ELIZABETH WAITS No. 1.
6324 Vista Verde North Unanimous

4 children days/2 nights
3 before/after school

2. DALENE WISER

4621 Amherst Lane

3 children days

3 before/after school
3. PATRICIA KUEPPER

5613 Evergreen

5 children days

4, MARILYN QUEEN
6205 Espinosa Avenue

4 children days/2 nights
APPROVED AGENDA mbefore/after school

~
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GENDA 5T -
CSM October 7, 1981

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 3
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 )
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

_—

I11. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

L
>

CHILD CARE FACILITY APPLICATIONS
(cont’d)

5. BONNIE WILLIAMS APPROVED
3920 Costa Mesa See Page 2 See Page 2

6 children days
3 before/after school

KARLA SMITH

4419 Parkchester

6 children days/2 nights
2 before/after school

7. SHERRYE 1IVY

6221 Lawton Avenue

4 children days/4 nights
3 before/after school

8. JUDY BOWERS

2320 Jansen

6 children days/2 nights
2 before/after school

Child Care Center

1. RAINBOW BRIDGE CHILD CARE APPROVED
CENTER See Page 2 See Page 2

3301 West Charleston

21 children days only
APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Eo

()]
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GEND& c‘@ 0‘ LM V% October 7, 1981
B8OARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Pagg 4

COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 .
ITEM : Commission Action Department Action

III.  DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)

*B. GAMING -- Additional
Lurie - Staff to proceed
1. EXBER, INC. APPROVED
: Items 1 thru 13.

AR I s e
1 slot that Lurie abstained

from voting on

Item No. 10.

FOXY'S JACKPOT CITY, INC.

Foxy's Firehouse Casino
2423 Las Vegas Blvd South
8 slots

3. WESPAC, INC.
Gold Spike

400 East Ogden
10 slots

4. RAINBOW VEGAS HOTEL, A
PARTNERSHIP

Rainbow Vegas Hotel

401 South Casino Center

1 slot

5. SCOTT PLAZA, INC.

Union Plaza Hotel & Casino

#1 Main Street
1 Poker Table

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
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G;E 0‘ LM v% October 7, 1981

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

PHONE 386-6011

0007

Page5

ITEM Commission Action Department Action
II1. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)
KB. GAMING -- Additional

(cont'd) ;

6.

EXBER, INC,

Western Hotel & Bingo Parlor
899 East Fremont
3 slots

VRANESH & VRANESH, INC.
Brothers Market

1221 East Sahara

1 stot

JACOBY, INC.

Desert Inn Liquor

1503 Las Vegas Blvd South
4 slots

AUTOMATIC AMUSEMENTS OF L. V.

Blue Heaven Cocktail Lounge
2025 East Charleston
1 slot

The Cutty Sark
2002 East Charleston
1 slot

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

APPROVED
See Page 4

See Page 4
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FGENDE % 0‘ Lﬁ/’ chﬁd October‘7, 1921008

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 6
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601 | )
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

ITI,  DEPARTMENT QF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

*B. GAMING -- Additional
(cont'd)

10. CASINO SERVICES APPROVED
See Page 4 See Page 4

Four Queens Hotel & Casino
202 East Fremont
6 slots

Foxy's Firehouse Casino
2423 Las Vegas Blvd South
8 slots

Gold Spike
400 East Ogden
5 slots

Las Vegas Club
18 Fremont
1 slot

Orbit Inn Casino
707 East Fremont
1 slot

11. GOLDEN GAMES, INC.

E1 Cholo Mexican Cafe
625 Las Vegas Blvd South
1 slot

E1 Cid Hotel
233 South Sixth
6 slots

The Zodiac

6136-6140 West Charleston
8 slots

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

an m m m w An G S U B
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 7
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 :
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

“GEND ﬁ CITY commssxon M;ZES OCTOBER 7, 1981 0009

II1. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)
*B . GAMING -- Additional
(cont'd ‘
12. J & T, INC. APPROVED
See Page 4 See Page 4
Golden Hotel
200 South First Street
4 slots
13. MILLS NOVELTY COMPANY
The Roaring Twenty's
530 South Highland
3 slots
*xC. RETAIL TOBACCO -- Additional
1. VEGA VENDING, INC. : Lurie - Staff to proceed
, APPROVED
B.J.'s Pub Items 1 and 2.

1111 South Decatur Unanimous

2. VILLAGE CATERING

Central Telephone Company
601 Fremont Street

Central Telephone Company
125 Las Vegas Blvd South

PPROVED AGENDA ITEM

. . -

NS an n y Ou Ay N A S Am N e ) 6N am e
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[
O‘E Lﬁ/& Vﬂgﬁd October 7, 1981

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 8
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601 |
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

I1I1. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

D. LIQUOR -- Change of Ownership

1. From: jojos Restaurants of Lurie - |Staff to proceed
California, Inc. -- APPROVED subject to
James F. Guthrie, provisions.
Pres, Dir Unanimous
Harold F. McGrath,
V. P., Secy, Dir
Marcia A. Weiner,
Treas

T0: * KS ENTERPRISES, INC.
dba
J0JOS #160
1531 Las Vegas Blvd So
Beer/Wine On-Sale

(LKS Enterprises, Inc.,
a wholly-owned sub-
sidiary of jojos
Restaurants, Inc. )

LKS Enterprises, Inc. -t

James 0. Lee, Pres,
Dir

Adam Storch, V. P.

James F. Guthrie, V. P.},
Treas, Dir

Steven A. Butler, Dir

jojos Restaurants,
Inc. --

SuS (BN Sy BB U &am m I—l aE R s e 0w IIIE:E‘Ii

Steven A. Butler, Pres,
:,s Dir
s ] James F. Guthrie, V.P..
J Finance, Treas
James 0. Lee, V.P. -
Development

”ﬁﬂ

4

Vep azy,

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

" oy an B
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 9
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHON.E 386-6011
l ITEM Commission Action Department Action

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)
E. LIQUOR -- Change of Ownership/
Change of Business Name
1. From: Canton -Restaurant Lurie - Staff to proceed
. APPROVED Items 1 and
Sui Y.. Lee, 100% 2, subject to
provisions.
T0: *CHON LEE & JUNG LEE Unanimous

dba
DAE DONG CHINESE
RESTAURANT

324 West Sahara Avenue
Beer/Wine On-Sale

Chen Su Lee and Jung Ae
Lee, 100%, jointly as
husband and wife

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

2. From: Play Pen:

Frankie Jane MclIntosh,
Executrix of the
Estate of Arnold
David McIntosh

T0: *RAYMOND MEDRANO dba
VEGAS LOUNGE
2216 East Fremont
General On-0ff Sale

Raymond Manuel Medrano,
100%

*Subject to the provisions of the

Planning, Building, and Fire codes
and Health Department regulations

APPROVED AGENDA I7eyy
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 .
l ITEM Commission Action Department Action
III.

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)

F. LIQUOR -- Request for Extension
of Inactive Status

1.

Name

VEGAS VILLAGE SHOPPING
CORPORATION

1717 South Decatur
General 0ff-Sale License

W. Chapman Wooten, Trustee
in Bankruptcy for Vegas
Village Shopping Corporation

(Closed 7/16/81. Request for
extension of inactive status
for 3-month period: 10/16/81
to 1/16/82.)

G. LIQUOR -- Requests for Waiver of
1500' Distance Requirement and
Preliminary Approval on Change
of Location/Change of Business

1.

From: The Wait'n Room
208 Las Vegas Blvd No

T0: JOSEPH & ANNA ASHBY dba
ASHBY'S SALOON
130 North 11th Street
General On-Sale

Joseph Ashby, 50%
Anna May Ashby, 50%

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Lurie -
APPROVED
Unanimous

Lurie -

APPROVED Waiver
subject to the
construction of a

56-unit hotel.
otion carried with
Levy voting "no".

(An earlier motion

y Levy to deny the
equest was defeated
ith a 4-1 vote, with
Levy voting "yes".)

0012

October 7, 1981

Page 10

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Atty. Brent Heggie
represented
applicants.

Ron Ashby spoke
in favor of
request.

Opposed:

Robert W. Keck,
Pres., NV Food
& Beverage Assn.
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e

TO: . FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners DON SAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT BUSINESS Y - 0

LIQUOR -- Request for Extension of Inactive Status

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Item "F" under the Department of Business Activity agenda
is a request for extension of inactive status on the
General Off-Sale liquor license held by Vegas Village
Shopping Corporation, 1717 South Decatur.

Vegas Village Shopping Corporation has filed bankruptcy,
and the Federal Bankruptcy Court has appointed W. Chapman Wooten
as Trustee in Bankruptcy for Vegas Village Shopping Corporation.

Attached is a copy of a letter dated September 24, 1981,
from Lenard E. Schwartzer, attorney representing Mr. W. Chapman
Wooten, requesting inactive status of the liquor license.

RISPOSITION
Approved 0O
Disapproved 0
Heid Q

Statas Due:
79-3-10

III. F 1.
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- TO:
The Board of City Commissioners

AGENDA DOCUNMENTATION | testestes ta.

FROM:
DON SAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- OCTOBER 7, 19871 COMMISSION AGENDA

LIQUOR -- Requests for Haiver of 1500 Distan:e Requirement andN
3

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Item 1II, "6"°, 1

Appearing on the Department of Business Activity agenda under
item "G” is an application for a change of location and change

of business name on the license currently held under the name
Wait ‘N Room at 208 Las Vegas Boulevard North, whereby Joseph and
Anna Ashby have made application to reloeate to 130 North 11th
Street under the name Ashby's Saloon.

1

PR VIRV ErS TR IR O N ST

In conjunction with this application there are two requests made
pursuant to the Liquor Control Ordinance which must be taken into
consideration by the Board.
1. Request for Waiver of the 1500' Distance Requirement
ursuant to Title §, Chapter 18, Section 17 (1):
Upon recefpt of the application a survey of the proposed 7
location and surrounding area was made by the Department .
of Business Activity. This survey revealed that there v
are six (6) establishments which hold efther General :
On-Sale or General On-0ff Sale 1iquor licenses within 4
1,500' &f the proposed location. The six establishments. .
are:, ‘
Approximate B
Name Address Distance .
Orbit Inn 707 E. Fremont 1,450 . >
Western Hotel -899 E. Fremont 950 i
Ambassador 916 E. Fremont 550 :
Peyton Place . 124 South 11th 700
Mayfair Liquors 1201 E. Stewart 860
Atomic Liquor 917 E. Fremont 660

2. Request for Preliminary Approval made purshant to

Title 5, Chapter 18, Section & (E)

The Liquor Control Ordinance specified that the Board may
grant preliminary approval of an application when such
approval is requested by the applicant for any good and
sufficient reason. Requirements may be impesed and all
requirements must be satisfied and the license {ssued
within six (6) months after the date of preliminary
approval, unless a longer or shorter period is specified
by the Board.

If the Board grants the waiver of the 1,500' distance
requirement and further grants preliminary approval of this
application, it is recommended that the following
requirements be imposed.

1. That preliminary approval be granted for a period of one
year. If the business is not open and operating with-
in the one year period, the preliminary approval of the
Change of Location shall be rescinded. ’ -

Approved a
Disapproved O
Heid a

Statas Due:

79-3-70

ITII. G 1.
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Agenda Documentation

Department of Business Activity -- Octuber 7, 1981
Requests for Waiver of 1500' Distance Requirement
and Preliminary Approval on Change of Location/
Change of Business Name

Page 2

2. The license shall be subject to compliance with
Title 5§, Chapter 18, Section 4(F) regulating
non-operational status during the one year
Preliminary Approval period.

3. The licensee shall submit to the Department of
Business Activity a copy of the Lease Agreement
on the new premises for approval by the Depart-
ment prior to opening.

4. Licensee must obtain all necessary approvals from
the Planning, Building, and Fire Departments of
the City of Las Vegas, and the Clark County Health .
Department and must be in compliance with all
prov:sions of the Liquor Control QOrdinance prior to
opening.

5. Notwithstanding granting of Preliminary Approval and/or
non-gperational status by the Board, 1icensee shall
pay all semfi-annual liquor license fees due within
the one-year preliminary approval period as provided
for under Title 5, Chapter 18, Section 16.

- AR 3 ety i SR R

Attached for your review regarding this application are the
following:

1. Letter dated September 2, 1981, from 6. Brent Heggie, )
Attorney for the Ashbys setting forth their requests . 3
for waiver of the 1500' distance requirement and for .
preliminary approval. N

2. Map setting forth the proposed location and affected
1iquor license establishments within 1500°.

)
epaytment of Buslness Activity

IrI. 6 1.



==,
\?g\‘

IAMES B. CIBSON
LENARD E.SCHWARTZER %
GEORCE R.CARTER

GARY B. CELFAND %
OF COUNSEL

#ALSO ADMITTED IN CALIFORNIA

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981 0016
GIBSON 8 SCHYARTZER
ATTORNEYS AT 1AW HENDERSON OFFICE
316 EAST BRIDGER AVENUE, SUITE 200 30 WATER STREET
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 HENDERSON, NEVADA 89015

(702)584-2448

BEVERLY MILLS OFFICE
181 SOUTH DOMENY DRIVE
BEVERLY HILLS,CALIFORNIA 8021
(213) 272-6361

{702) 386-0030

September 24, 1981

Jerry J. Cahill

Department of Business Activity
400 E. Stewart Ave.

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Re: Vegas Village Shopping
Corporation, General Off-Sale
Liquor License LO 100-4-00420

Dear Mr. Cahill:

1981.

Reference is made to your letter of September 22,

This firm represents the trustee in bankruptcy:

for vVegas Vvillage, W. Chapman Wooten. Under the Bankruptcy
Code, all assets of Vegas Village were automatically
assigned to the trustee, including the liquor license. The
corporate officers have no authority with regard to the
license or any other asset. Therefore, the corporate
structure is, simply stated, Mr. Wooten.

As you know, the Vegas Village store has been

closed since August 22, 1981. Mr. Wooten intends to sell
the liquor license. On behalf of Mr. Wooten we request that
the City Commission approve extending the inactive status

of the license for a period of six months.

LES:pw

Ver ruly ?

Lenard E. Schwartzer
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' INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM s ber 25, 1981
Ii"” FROM:

CAROL HAWLEY JERRY J. CAHILL, Director

City Clerk Department of Business Activity

SUBJECT: - COPIES TO:

PUBLICATION OF LEGAL NOTICE

Attached is a copy of a "notice" which relates to an item
this Department has scheduled for the City Commission
meeting of October 7, 1981.

‘--

The Liquor Control Ordinance in regard to this matter

provides that "notice of ‘the time and place of the Board's
consideration of the request for waiver shall be given by

a published announcement in a newspaper of general circulation
in the City not less than five days or more than 10 days prior
to the date of the hearing." (Emphasis added)

Will you please take the necessary steps to ensure that this
notice is published no later than Thursday, October 1, 1981l.

.

arjo Hether, Supervisor
Privilege License Division
JJC/MH/kas
Attachment

CLV-6217
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COMMISBIONE RS i {
RON LURIE 'l

grmi B Al CITY of LAS VEGAS

AL LEVY i | !

2>
!

CITY ATTORNEY E', ‘
GEORGE F. OGILVIE b l
II“

CITY mamaGEwn
RUSSELL DORN

September 28, 1981

NOTICE

October 7, 1981

S NN N B En =.E e
F—-
|l

Notice is hereby given that on October 7, 1981, commencing
at 10:00 a.m., in the Commission Chambers of City Hall,
400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, the Board of
City Commissioners will hear the following:

®

REQUEST FOR WAIVER OF 1500' DISTANCE REQUIREMENT AS
PROVIDED UNDER TITLE V, CHAPTER 18, SECTION 17,
SUBSECTION (I), LAS VEGAS CITY CODE, LIQUOR CONTROL
ORDINANCE, SUBMITTED ON BEHALF OF JOSEPH AND ANNA ASHBY,
DBA WAIT N ROOM, 208 LAS VEGAS BLVD. NORTH, LAS VEGAS,
NEVADA, IN CONJUNCTION WITH AN APPLICATION FOR CHANGE OF
LOCATION AND CHANGE OF BUSINESS NAME OF ITS GENERAL ON

SALE LIQUOR LICENSE TO ASHBY'S SALOON, 130 NORTH 11TH

N, o EN N

STREET, LAS VEGAS, NEVADA.

Any and all interested persons may appear before the Board of
City Commissioners either in person or by representative and
object to or express approval of the request for waiver; or may,
prior to this meeting, file with the City Clerk, written
objection thereto or approval thereof.

QAX?(AWQW

CAROL HAWLEY
City Clerk

CLv-6218 400 E. STEWART AVENUE * LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 « {702} 336-6011

B =
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NOTICE TO PUBLISH
" Las Vegas, Nevada
Date: September 29, 1981

TO: LAS VEGAS SUN

FROM: CITY CLERK

UBJECT: PUBLICATION OF NOTICE OF A HEARING REQUESTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS
.ACTIVITY FOR A REQUEST FOR
CHAPTER 18, SECTION 17, SUBSECTION (1), LAS VEGAS CITY CODE, LIQUOR CONTROL ORDINANCE,

LAS VEGAS, NEV IN CONJUNCTION WITH AN APPLICATION FOR CHANGE OF LOCATION AND CHANGE OF
B . - » - ) 'y -
Please publish the attached NOTICE N

ON THE FOLLOWING DATES: ___Thursday, October 1, 1981 (One Time Only)

and send mef ive (5) copies of the Affidavit of Publication at your éarliest convenience. (No latér than seven ’

(7) days following final publication.)

O

CITY CLERK

cc: Finance Department - Accounts Payable
City Attorney - (on Ordinances only)
Business Activity

76-11%-8



TER 18, SECTION 17, SUBSECTION
{h, LAS ¢ty CODE, i

-----q-----

 deposes and says: That he is__

CITY. COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, ?81
{ \

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEVADA,
COUNTY OF CLARK 5.

REX TAYLOR

. being first duly sworn,

COMPOSING ROOM FOREMAN of the
LAS VEGAS SUN, a daily newspaper of general circulation, printed and published
at Las Vegas, in the County of Clark, State of Nevadas, and that the attached was
continuously published in said newspaper for a period of

1 time

from oct, 1 to Oct. 1

inclusive, being the issues of said newspaper for the following dates, to-wit:

That said newspaper was regularly issued and circulated on each of the dates
above named.

Notary Public-Stete of Nevadg
3 COUNTY Of CLARK
. My Appointment Expires Apr. 14, 1985

- G G G - -

000
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ROBERT ARCHIE
G. BRENT HEGGIE

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

Archie & Heggie

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
431 SOUTH SIXTH STREET
LAS VEGAS. NEVADA 83101 TELEPHONE

AREA CODE 702
382-4512

0021

September 2, 1981

Marjorie Hether, Supervisor
Privileged License Division
Department of Business Activities
400 East Stewart

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Re: General On-Sale License transfer
Joseph and Anna Ashby

Dear Ms. Hether:

Please be advised that by this letter, as attorney for
Joseph and Anna Ashby and on their behalf, I hereby
request preliminary approval of the transfer of their
General On-Sale License from their present location at
208 L.V.B.N. to the Southwest corner of Ogden and 1lth

Streets.

Furthermore, we are requesting preliminary approval of
the necessary business licenses which will be needed.
These requests are made pursuant to Section 5-18-14 (E)
of the City Liquor Ordinance. 7

The proposed operations to be conducted at the new
location are a hotel with a restaurant and lounge
contained therein. The property located at the new
location is presently owned by Ronald Ashby, who
proposed to sell said land to Mr. Guy W. Jones, who is
President of Guy W. Jones Corporation. Mr. Jones then
proposes to construct at least a three-story hotel on
the land with a restaurant and lounge on the first floor.
Mr. Jones will then lease the restaurant and lounge area
to Joseph and Anna Ashby.

The approximate construction cost of the premises will be
in the area of $500,000. The approximate lease-back
price to the Ashbys will be $3,000 for the restaurant

and lounge operation.



» ¥
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&S

Marjorie Hether, Supervisor
Privileged License Division
September 2, 1981

Page Two

By this letter the Ashbys are also requesting a waiver of
the 1500-ft. variance requirement as contained in Section
5-18-17 (I) of the City Liquor Ordinance. The reasons
that they feel this waiver should be granted are as
follows:

(a) The property where the new location is proposed
was purchased in 1975, long before the new ordinance was
passed. At that time the Ashbys were informed that a
license could be secured for that location.

(b) 1In 1978 proposed plans were drawn up for the
building to be constructed, and Mr. Jones received tenta-
tive verbal approval of said plans.

(¢) In 1978 the Ashbys began paying $100 a month
to A.C. Therma-Seal, the business located directly across
from the proposed location. Said payments were made to
secure and guarantee adequate parking facilities

(d) In late 1978, Joseph Ashby became seriously ill
with cancer and the proposed construction was put off
until the present time.

(e) The nature of the proposed establishment is such
that it will not be in direct competition with other
licensees in the immediate area.

(£) In the past ten years, numerous licensees have
left the general downtown area, but at the same time the
growth of the downtown area has expanded rapidly. There
have been hundreds of new hotel rooms constructed, causing
a large increase in both guest occupancy and employees in
the area. Furthermore, the Ashbys presently hold a license
within six blocks of their proposed new location, so any
threat to the other licensees in the area is minimal.
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Marjorie Hether, Supervisor
Privileged License Division
September 2, 1981

Page Three

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Kindest regards,

A Btk Mgy

G. BRENT HEGGIE, ESQUIRE
GBH/cal

00

) 4D
pxy
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 11
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 :
I ITEM Commission Action Department Action

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)
H. LIQUOR -- Approval of Additional
Corporate Officer/Stockholder
1. J.A.M., INC. dba Lurie - |Staff to proceed
T.K. CHRISTY'S APPROVED
300 South Fourth Street Unanimous

General On-Sale License
J.A.M., Inc. --
From: Chris Karamanos, Pres,

Secy, Treas, Dir,
100%

TO: Chris Karamanos, Pres,
Secy, Treas, Dir,
51%
Charles Eugene
Thompson, V. P., Dir

49% -
I. LIQUOR -- Approval of Manager
1. CANUL & ESCOTO dba Lurie - Staff to proceed
LAS VEGAS TROUBADOR APPRQVED
2112 Western Avenue Unanimous

General On-0ff Sale

Manager:
Tomas Canul

Lmoveo AGENDA ITEM




“GENDE CITY COMMISSION MINUJES ocmasrv, 1981 0025
Lﬁl& October 7, 1981

' BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 12
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
{(cont'd)

Jde LIQUOR & RETAIL TOBACCO -- Approval
of Additional Stockholder/Deletion
of Stockholder

1. EL JARDIN WEST, INC. dba Lurie - Staff to proceed
EL JARDIN WEST APPROVED
5720 West Charleston Blvd Unanimous

General On-Sale License

From: Francisco Canul, Pres,

25%

George Duane La Grange,
V. P., 18%

Joyce N. Gearin, Secy,
9%

Kenneth Kesterson, 10%,
Stockholder

Pete Hernandez Escoto,
18%, Stockholder

Ottavio Ronca, 10%,
Stockholder

Donald Lee Moore, 10%
Stockholder

TO: Francisco Canul, Pres,

- 25%

George Duane La Grange,
V. P., 18%

Joyce N. Gearin, Secy.,
9%

Pete Hernandez Escoto,
18%, Stockholder

Ottavio Ronca, 10%,
Stockholder

Donald Lee Moore, 10%,
Stockholder

Tomas Canul, 10%,
Stockholder

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

-
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' BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 13
COMMISSION CHAMBERS *» 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

, PHONE 386-6011
I ITEM Commission Action Department Action

I11. DEPARTMENT  OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

-‘ -

K. LIQUOR .& RETAIL TOBACCO --
Approval of District Manager

1. SOUTHLAND CORPORATION dba Lurie - Staff to proceed
7-ELEVEN FOOD STORES APPROVED
District # 2052 Unanimous

Beer/Wine Off-Sale Licenses
Southland Corporation --

District Manager:
Gary Richard Kirk

L. LIQUOR, GAMING & RETAIL TOBACCO --

Approval of Additional Corporate

Officers

1. TRANS-STERLING, INC. dba Lurie - Staff to proceed
FREMONT HOTEL & CASINO APPRQVED
200 East Fremont Unanimous Atty. John Moran
General On-0ff Sale represented
Unrestricted Gaming applicants.

From: Allan D. Sachs, Pres,
Secy, Treas, Dir,

100%
T0: Allan D. Sachs, Pres,
Dir, 100%

Herbert L. Tobman, V.P|
Jay E. Hechtman, Secy,
Treas

APPROVED AGENDA gy
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' BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 14
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

M. GAMING -- Transfer of Interest
Among Licensees/Change of Location

1. BUCKEYE ENTERPRISES Lurie - Staff to proceed
APPROVED s

From: 3325 Las Vegas Blvd So |Unanimous

Buckeye Enterprises,
Inc. --
Gilbert Cohen, Pres,
Dir, 50%
Sigmund Rogich, Secy
Treas, Dir, 50%

T0: 3110 Polaris, #1
STot Operator License

Buckeye Enterprises,
Inc. --
Gilbert Cohen, Pres,
Dir
Sigmund Rogich, V.P. ]
Secy, Treas, Dir,

100%
N. RETAIL TOBACCO -- New
1. EXPRESSWAY EXXON Lurie - : Staff to proceed
101 North Jones APPROVED Items 1
and 2.
Maria Scoccimara, 50% Unanimous

Joseph F. Scoccimara, 50%

2. THE OKLAHOMA KITCHEN
23 North Mojave Road

The Oklahoma Kitchen, Inc. --
Edward J. Bellerose, Pres,
and Juanita K. Bellerose,
b Secy, Treas, 75%, jointly
APPROVED AGENDA ITEM as husband and wife
/1 Alice Jeanine Swenson, V.P.
25%

o am A e S an fm v B S e e T an

{

;s .
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM Commissipn Action

I11I. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)
0. ARMORED CAR LICENSE -- New
1. NEVADA ARMORED TRANSPORT, INC.Lurie - .
1427 Gragson Avenue APPROVED subject to
provisions.
Nevada Armored Transport, Unanimous
Inc., a wholly-owned sub-
sidiary of Purolator
Armored, Inc.
Nevada Armored Transport,
Inc. --
Daryl Lee Harmon, V. P.,
General Manager
*Subject to the provisions of the
Planning, Building, and Fire codes
P. BURGLAR ALARM LICENSE -- New
1. *BETTER HOME SECURITY Lurie - ]
820 West Bonanza, Suite L APPROVED subject to
provisions.

Joseph Mitchell Corbin, 100% Unaﬂmmus

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

Q. SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE
1. ITALIAN AMERICAN CLUB OF Lurie -
SOUTHERN NEVADA APPROVED

Unanimous
Location: 2333 East Sahara

Dates: November 11 -
November 15, 1981

Responsible Licensee:

APPROVED AGENDA fligk Fiore

0028
Page 15

Department Action

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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aounn OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 16
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

l ITEM Commission Action Department Action

I11I. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

l (cont'd)
l ABEYANCE ITEMS -- Tabled 8/5/81 and
9/2/81 (At the request of the applicant's
attorney)
. R. SECONDHAND LICENSE -- New ABEYANCE at request |10/21/81 Agenda
- of Atty. Harry Reid
‘ 1. ODYSSEY VIDEO representing
1600-1610 Las Vegas Blvd So applicants.
No Name Record Corporation --
i Suzanne Ruth Beck, Pres,
Dir
Lawrence Martin Bensky,
V. P., Dir
William Russell Robbins,
Secy, Treas, Dir, 100%
General Manager:
Steven John Wilchinski
2. RECYCLED RECORDS ABEYANCE 10/21/81 Agenda

1600-1610 Las Vegas Blvd So

No Name Record Corporation --
Suzanne Ruth Beck, Pres,
Dir
Lawrence Martin Bensky,
V. P., Dir
William Russell Robbins,
Secy, Treas, Dir, 100%

General Manager:
Steven John Wilchinski

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

<J
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Cty of LasVegss
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | sessamer-2asas

TO: FROM:
TheBomdofCthbmnﬂawnu! DON SAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

_ SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- OCTOBER 7, 1981 COMMISSION AGENDA
ABEYANCE ITEMS -- Secondhand License - New

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Items "R", 1 and 2.

The abeyance items appearing on the Department of Business
Activity agenda are requests for new secondhand licenses h
filed by No Name Record Corporation, doing business under

the fictitious firm names Odyssey Video and Recycled Records

at 1600-1610 Las Vegas Boulevard South.

The applications previously appeared on both the August 5,
1981 and September 2, 1981 commission agendas, and were
tabled at the request of the applicant's attorney.

These items have received "unfavorable” police reports.

Confidential reports will be furnished to the Mayor and
Commissioners prior to the meeting.

| Ladeze

ry J/Lahill, Director
epartMment of Business Activity

I
Approved D
Disapproved D
Hetd D

Statas Dye:
79-3-18 III. R. 1 and 2

000
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’ CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7 1981

IV(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA -

__RUSSELL W. DORN, CITY MANAGER

AtfHDISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE

REQUEST OF -THE LAS VEGAS HOUSING AUTHORITY .

© . TO WAIVE THE REQUIREMENT OF LANDSCAPING..
"~ PROPERTY LOCATED. WEST OF BRUSH - STREET
-NORTH OF ALPINE L :

.“B;f‘DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING

* FOUNTAIN BUILDING LOCATED AT THE NORTH-e;M

EAST CORNER OF STEWART AND LAS VEGAS
BOULEVARD.

" C. >DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE
* " REQUEST OF JIMMY EASON TO PURCHASE TWO
' _URBAN RENEWAL LOTS. ON- IVY LANE.

_ DI DISCUSSION AND -POSSIBLE ACTION RELATING

- T0 ALTERNATE SITES FOR DETENTIDN FACILITY. |

‘Motion to refer this
item to Real Estate

' Cﬁrisfensen -
Junanimous vote to
|giving notice to

| vacate on 1171781 |
with actual vacation

.| Motion carried by

| refer item to Real

| Woofter - Motion to

|site.to Planning

ITEM ITEMD D o
NOTE: Ear11er mot1ons were as fo]]ows

“ Christensen moved to follow City Manager's

recommendations. endorsing the. Stewart/Mojave
.site and having same: reviewed. by the Planning
Commissign.”- This motion was approved with
‘Woofter and Lurie voting "no".

After a brief recess, Christensen moved for
reconsideration of his earlier motion and that -

‘| motion was approved with Briare voting “no".

Commission for publi

‘Manager to identify
funding source for.
Rehab Farm proposal.|

| voting “no

%JWV%

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
' COMMISSION CHAMBERS . 400 EAS‘I’ STEWART AVENUE

_PHONE 386-601i - ' :
g Commusuvon _Ac_t_lon

Item A"
Christensen -

Committee carried by|
unanimous vote. -

Item B-.
Motion carr1ed by
terminate’lease,

Clark County to

by 1/1/82.

Item -C )
Christensen -

unanimous vote to
Estate Committee.

Item D

0031

Page 17

October 7, 1981 .

Dep’artm’ent Aetib_n :

10/12/81 Real
Estate Comm1ttee
Agenda

Staff and Attorney
to proceed.

10/12/81 Real

| Estate Committee

Agenda.

City Manager

refer Stewart/Mojavel directed to take

hearing on 10/27/81
and refer Rehab Farm

all appropm ate

c action to- '
accomplish - the
referrals..

'site to County Plannfing

Commission. City

Motion carried with
Briare & Christensen

(A verbatim tfansérfpt on Item D

to be made a part of

Clerk's Minutes.)
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Gty o Luabiegas
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

007

_2

Date: __September 30, 1981

TO:

FROM:  pue€Ef W~ DORN

The Board of City Commissionsrs CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT:

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING THE FOUNTAIN SUILDING.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The property in question is located at the northeast corner of Las Vegas

Boulevard and Stewart. It has been leased to Clark County since October

of 1973, as a maintenance building for the Metropolitan Police Department
vehicles. The lease is on a month-to-month basis and when entered into,

it was understoocd to be a tamporary use.

The City Attorney's Office has advised us that the lease can be terminated

by giving 3D days notice to the County.

The City has a substantial need for the facility to use it for Graphic
Arts, warehousing, and light automotive maintenmance. Utilization of this
building for these purposes would preclude the expenditure of a substantial
amount of City funds if these facilities had to be located elsewhere.

Although the lease calls for a 30 day termination period with an additional
30 days for the removal of any fixtures, equipment, etc., placed therein
by Metro, staff would recommend that the County be given notice to vacate
by January 1, 1982, which would then give them until the end of January

to remove any fixtures and equipment.

EISCAL IMPACT

The lease involves 9,226 sq. ft. of enclosed ground floor area for which

the City is paid $14,973.48 per year; however, the City pays all utilittes
which is approximately $5,500 per year leaving a net rental of approximately
$9,400 per year which is slightly over $1.00 per sq. ft. per year. In
addition, the City is responsible for all maintenance improvements which
recently involved redoing the roof at a cost of $1,363.00.

BECOMMENDATIONS

Approved

The City Manager recommends that the County be given notice of the intent
of the City to terminate the lease effective January 1, 1982.

a

Disapproved O

Heid

Statas Due:

T30

a

10-7-81
l Iv (a) B.
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Gy f Lesliega
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |™

FROM:

October 5, 1981

Russell W. Dorn

:The f issi
Board of City Commissioners City Manager

SUBJECT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION RELATING TO ALTERNATE SITES FOR DETENTION FACILITY.

PURPOSE/BACKGRQUND

At their meeting of August 18, 1981, staff presented to the Board of Commissioners

a plan to construct a City Misdemeanant Detention Facility with military housing

units donated by Nellis Air Force Base. This plan was both cost effective and

able to meet the Federal Court imposed time frame. At that time, the city yard site

was proposed for locating the facility. As a result of potential 1itigation, the

city yard site was removed from consideration at the September 15, 1981 Commission

Meeting. At that same meeting, the Commission requested that a public meeting be
held to invite community suggestions for a site to locate the detention facility. i

After advertising in the three major newspapers, the city received 14 suggestions
and proposals which were reviewed by staff. At the September 30th public meeting
none of these submittals were recammended by a staff screening committee because
each was either not compliant with ired standards, not cost effective or other
problems existed with the proposal. (See attached for specifics.)

After reviewing all options, the city-owned property at Stewart and Mojave again sur-
faces as the best solution for a site to locate the detention facility. It meets all
applicable detention standards. The proposed plan utilizing military housing can be
placed there, well screened from public view. The project can be accomplished in an
expeditious time frame ensuring public safety in our community. .

EiSCAL IMPACT

The cost of this project is estimated to be $2 million.

BECOMMENDATIONS

The City Manager recommends that the Board of Commissioners endorse the Stewart/
Mojave site for locating an interim Misdemeanant Detention Facility and request
a review by the Planning Board at their meeting on October 22, 1981.

Approved O
Disapproved O
Held Q

- Statas Due: [__Anmn.lm_
78310 Iv(a) 0D.
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0094
EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - OCTOBER 7, 1981 _ Page 1
Iv(a) - D. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION RELATING TO ALTERNATE
SITES FOR DETENTION FACILITY
MAYOR BRIARE: _ The next item, Mr. Dorn.
CITY MANAGER DORN: Item D, Your Honor. Discussion and possible action

relating to alternate sites for the detention facility.
At a previous meeting the City staff presented to the
Board of City Commissioners a plan to construct a City
nonviolent misdemeanant detention facility with military
housing units donated by Nellis Air Force Base. This
plan was both cost-effective and able to meet the
Federal Court imposed timeframe and standards. At

the September 16 meeting the City Commission requested
that a public hearing be held to invite community
suggestions for a site to locate the City detention
facility. After advertising in the three major news-
"papers, the City received 14 suggestions and proposals
which were reviewed by staff. At the September 30
public hearing none of these submittals were recommended
by a staff screening committee because each was either
not compliant with the required standards, not cost-
effective or other problems existed with the proposal.
After reviewing all options, the City-owned property

at Stewart and Mojave again surfaced as the best
solution for a site to locate the City misdemeanant
detention facility. It meets all the applicable
detention standards. The proposed plan utilizing
military housing can be placed there, well screened

from public view. The project can be accomplished in
the expeditious timeframe ensuring public safety in our
community and meeting the wishes of the Federal Court.
The cost of the project is estimated to be Two Million
Dollars. The City Manager recommends that the Board of
City Commissioners approve the Stewart and Mojave site
for locating a nonviolent misdemeanant detention facility
and requests that the City Planning Board at their
meeting on October 22 approve the use of the property
Tocated at Stewart and Mojave for a nonviolent misdemeanant
facility.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Your Honor.
MAYOR BRIARE: ' Yes, Commissioner.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: I move we follow the recommendations of the Manager and
that this Board approve the use of the Stewart/Mojave
site and request the Planning Commission at their meeting
of October 22, 1981 to approve the plot plan.of the
property for an adult nonviolent misdemeanant detention
facility.
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D030
EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - OCTOBER 7, 1981 Page 2
IV(a) - D.. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION RELATING TO ALTERNATE
SITES FOR DETENTION FACILITY
COMMISSIONER LURIE: Mayor.
MAYOR BRIARE: Commissioner.
COMMISSIONER LURIE: I requested a letter from the Manager. Yesterday, I

went out to Nellis Air Force Base and toured the barracks
and I requested a Tetter from staff that if we were to
follow Commissioner Christensen's motion, that the

courts would accept this recommendation and agree to
approve the facility on a temporary basis, and so far,

I have not received that correspondence saying the

courts would accept it, and I think that's important

we have that since we're going to be spending upwards of
Two Million Dollars for a misdemeanant facility. I think
that we should have the assurance from the courts that

by spending this money that we can be assured that we

are going to be able to use it after we move the barracks.
Now, where is that correspondence?

CITY MANAGER DORN: I agree with your request, Commissioner Lurie, to get the
: approval by the plaintiffs and the court and our City
~ Attorney, Mr. Ogilvie, pursued that yesterday and
talked to the plaintiffs. George, would you like to
report to the Board? -

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE: = I'd like Mr. Roethel to respond to it because he had
" the direct conversation with the District Attorney.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Your Honor, before we get into that, there's one
correction. It has been pointed out to me that the
Planning Commission meets on the 27th, not the 22nd.
They meet on a Tuesday night.

MAYOR BRIARE: Okay, the 27th then.
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Is that correct, Mrs. Hawley?
COMMISSIONER LEVY: Whatever date that is.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: The next Planning Commission meeting, I believe, is the
27th, not the 22nd --

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE: There's one further thing I'd Tike to add, Commissioner
' Christensen.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: -- and I'd 1ike to correct that.

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE: You asked the Planning Commission to approve the plot
plan. They also should specifically approve the use
" because under the C-V, they have to approve the use of
the facility.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Okay, I have no fight with that.
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EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - OCTOBER 7, 1981 Page 3
Iv(a) - D. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION RELATING TO ALTERNATE
SITES FOR DETENTION FACILITY

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:
DEP. CITY ATTY. ROETHEL:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

DEP. CITY ATTY. ROETHEL:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
DEP. CITY ATTY. ROETHEL:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

That's Planning Commission, not BZA?

Planning Commission, yes.

Okay, I'11 amend to put the use in there also.
Do you wish to make further comment, counselor?

Yes. In response to Commissioner Lurie's question, I
spoke with Mr. Markoff who is the Federal Public
Defender representing the plaintiffs in the Tawsuit
and he indicated to me that he has also toured the
barracks and he does not anticipate any problems with
regard to those facilities. He certainly is not in
any position representing his clients where he wants
to put that in writing on a piece of paper. I tried
to speak to Mr. Barrick who is also plaintiffs' counsel
in the Justice Department in Washington, but he wasn't
in his office. He was out on other business. So it's
a little difficult to operate on a one-day notice with
regard to trying to get anything approved.

Isn't it unusual for a -- you know, a suit of this nature --
for them to stipulate to something like that in writing
until it's completed?

Yes, you're right, Commissioner. They're going to want
to take a tour of the facilities.

Subject to.

Well, we have a Court Order from the Judge and the Court
Order tells us exactly what it is we have to do. As long
as we do that, there's no way they can come in and say
we're not doing what we're supposed to be doing. So.
it's not a type of situation where you can go before
Judge Foley and say, "Your Honor, here's our plan. Is
it okay if we go ahead and do it?" What we have to do
is go ahead and do it and then the position we're in is
saying, "Here's what we've done, Your Honor." As long
as the plaintiffs don't have any objection to it, we're
alright. So --

~Well, you see, I disagree with you on that. I signed

the Consent Decree and I think that everything should be
documented and I don't feel that it's necessary to spend
Two Million Dollars of taxpayers money not knowing whether
or not when it's completed in six months that it's going
to be approved for use by the courts. I personally believe
there's been a breakdown in our criminal justice system
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COMMISSIONER LURIE:
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

DEP. CITY ATTY. ROETHEL:

MAYOR BRIARE:

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

and everything is one sided. Now, I'd just 1ike to --
Do you have a site that you can get prior approval on?

I'd 1ike to just be able to have some assurance that
this site and this removal and relocation of these
barracks is going to be approved.

Commissioner, at the September 14 hearing before Judge A
Foley, the City presented the same presentation that this
Commission has seen with regard to what the alternate
detention facility is going to look like. We gave the
presentation before the court. The plaintiffs were
there. A very elaborate one-hour discussion of exactly
the layout of the facility and how it was going to be
used was presented. We've heard nothing from the court
or from the plaintiffs with regard to any objections to
that. So all we can do is presume that it's alright and
proceed.

I think too, though, you know, from a very, very practical
standpoint I can understand Commissioner Lurie's concern
and actually, I'm quite confident, it's the concern of
everybody on this Commission and the City Manager and
everyone else. But I also know this. That -- or at least

I am informed -- that the Public Defender's office has

been -- is familiar with this type of a project and I

think that before the actual dollars are spent, that there's
going to be a hearing before the Federal Court,:and the
Public Defender's office is going to come forward and

say, "Yes, this is an acceptable plan and all the criteria
has been met, etcetera, etcetera, etcetera." Now, Mr. Dorn,
I'm not representing that because I don't have the

authority to do it, but I'm confident that you're going

to make sure that that does take place, and I think it
would be a matter of a motion or two -- I mean a motion
before the court, not a motion here. Is that correct,

Mr. Ogilvie? That's about the procedure that we'd follow?:

Well, I don't think that there's much possibility that
Judge Foley is going to put his stamp of approval on
something down the road. I think I agree with Mr. Roethel
that it's our burden to comply with what we said we were
going to do in the Consent Decree and if we do, we're
home free.

The Public Defender's Office is very likely to stipulate
that this plan, if it's followed, is in conformance

| with the Consent Decree.
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CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE: One thing that I would like to point out. In addition
to the tour that the Public Defender's office made, the
Justice Department's attorney flew out an expert from
Washington and the two of them went through the
facility, or the barracks, with Mr.. Graham and we have
heard nothing from them and this was on the 16th of
September. So both of the plaintiffs' attorneys, the
Public Defender and the Justice Department's attorney,
have toured the barracks and an expert in the field of
1ife safety toured the barracks with the Justice
Department's attorney. And I have to assume that
since this is a month later and that we have heard
nothing from them, that they have no objections to it.

MAYOR BRIARE: Well, these are only kind of obvious details which I'm
sure that will be completed before we proceed, -but in
the interim time between now and the Planning Commission
meeting, I'm sure that all of these documents can be
gathered so that we don't go off half-cocked. Commissioner

Levy.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Well, I just wondered if we were through with that
point.

MAYOR BRIARE: Well, unless you wanted us to pursue it further.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Well, Your Honor, I've got a real problem with this line
. . of reasoning. I'm a Tittle tired of all the rhetoric

and so forth and I think we all know what the situation
is. We all signed this Consent Decree. I think the
bottom line is a site's got to be chosen. I think we're
beating our gums, beating around the bush. If somebody's
got a site that meets it -- meets all the requirements --
that we can get that kind of a letter on, then so be it.
You know, I'd be willing to go along with that. But to
raise a red herring like.that letter in this particular
meeting and trying to get a judge to agree to something
that he hasn't seen completed and so forth. And I
object to the -- to the kind of a slap in the face to
our staff. Constantly, we go through this same routine
and it would indicate that our staff doesn't know what
the heck they're doing. And as a matter of fact, we have
a very competent staff that has gone over these things
umpteen times and they've come with a recommendation
twice, and they've explained the exact problems that we
have with some of the other sites. They've explained
exactly what's in the Consent Decree. We've gone over
this so many times that I'm frankly tired of going over
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN

MAYOR BRIARE:

* COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:
' COMMISSIONER LEVY:
connrss:onsn WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER,LEVY:

- COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER LEVY
MAYOR BRIARE:

1t And if all we're look1ng for is a public forum for

-all_this rhetoric -- "I'm go1ng to protect the public" --
“and all this-hooplah, that's fine. Then go ahead and-

have a press conference outside, but let's get on with
the meeting, and I'd like to call for the question.

The question's been called. Cast your votes.
Mayor; I»toink -

I've got a comment to make _

-- We a11 have a coup]e of comments to make.-—,

Yes, I sure do.

.~ == -and I agree with Commissioner Christensen. Ifm~not‘
- going to.belabor the poifit. I've already expressed my -
 _reservations.on Stewart/Mojave. I recommended the farm.

My opinion hasn't changed, and I won't go into the
reasons why I differ with staff, and I agree with

- Commissioner Christensen that staff has done a thorough .
. Jjob, and: I certainly cannot object to their recommendat1on. ‘
but I still have those inner feelings. Also, I'd like to

" make .mention that staff had advised. us that'a certain -

motel representat1ve came up with a good suggestion, but
there's no. question the Two Million Dollars was the

_f1gure that we had to work with, and it hasn't changed,
and everybody was advised of that figure. I've been
.assured of that, so I don't think anybody was misled in .
~thinking that we had more money .to spend than the Two

Million Dollars. . So:I commend the motel. I mean, there's

- certain motel s1tes that I would have ser1ous]y considered

if we had the money, but we can't. Also, I'd 1ike to take
a slap -- when we talk about slaps as Commissioner

‘Christensen mentioned -- 1'd Tike to take a slap at some.
of the editorials that have ‘been expressed in our news

media in respect saying ‘that 450 citizens that's protest1ng

" to certain sites don't know what they' re talking about.
. .By. God, they say, well, there was some 50 and they'll
‘“forget about it in two weeks. You know, those people live o

in those areas, and I think they've got a lot more sense,

~common sense, than somebody picking up a pen and making

a little comment in the editorial saying that 450 citizens

,.d°" t know what they're talking about. That's all I have.
X ‘MrLYMayor:'~

_Further comments?



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981 . (3.0

EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - OCTOBER 7, 1981 Page 7
Iv(a) - D. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION RELATING TO ALTERNATE -
SITES FOR DETENTION FACILITY

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

Yes, I have a further comment. I'd like to comment
regarding the meeting we had last Wednesday. It was
basically my idea, and I think it was a very good idea
that we were able to go to our citizens and say, "People,
here's our criteria. This is what we have to work with.
What do you think?" And in your backup, you'll find the
locations that were presented to us last week. [ feel --
I'm sorry that they were not acceptable in our thinking in
our problems that we have. They certainly had some good
ideas and some suggestions and particularly, if we were --
had the funding, I think that I could have gone for some
of them if we had the Three to Five Million Dollars to
work with. I know that our City Manager is working very
diligently to make this a very cost-effective situation
and the bottom 1ine when we are able to build our
premanent facility. And I just feel that there was not

a waste of time on my part to come last Wednesday night.

I really appreciate our citizens thoughts and considera-
tions and, Commissioner Christensen, I know you were here.
I didn't see that piece of property that would have given
us the complete approval of the judge either. :

Well, I came for a public hearing and was disappointed
because what we had was real estate proposals. I think
there were three people that didn't have a real estate
proposal that came to tell us what they thought about
placing a jail in any particular neighborhood.

Maybe it's my background.

I thought the hearing was a total bust because it wasn't
what we asked for at all. What we got was real estate
proposals, and I don't think that's what we asked for.

Well, that's what we --
It wasn't my impression anyway.

That's what we got, and maybe I'm just used to real estate
proposals. . »

I just have one more thing. I'd just like to add that I
don't think that some of the comments Commissioner
Christensen made were good. I think -- if he referred
that I was taking some kind of a shot at the staff, I
think staff has done an excellent job, but I think it's
time that we take a look at our complete system. There's
been a breakdown. And I personally like the site at the
Rehabilitation Farm and I keep -- I'm told that we can't
use the Rehabilitation Farm because it doesn't belong to
us any more and because there's no bus route out there,

which we can request a bus route, that there's a smell

from the Sanitation District that's right next door. But
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COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MAYOR BRIARE:

CITY MANAGER DORN:
MAYOR BRIARE:
DEP. CITY MGR. SAYLOR:

how about the people who live out there in Winterwood
that have to smell it every day that aren't criminals?
And that facility was used for many years when we had
our Police Department, you know, so I think --

Vote against my motion then and make a motion to that.
I think -- I think a Tot of things that we said --

Now, now, now. Let's proceed orderly here.

I think that a lot of things that were said earlier this
morning by Commissioner Christensen we have to discuss
these in public forum. We can't go in the back room and
discuss these. These are public issues that we have to
discuss and bring out and make our comments known. If

I had to do it over again, as I mentioned before, in '77
or '78, I wouldn't have signed that Consent Decree because
I think we should have fought it. We've spent millions of
dollars and so far, we haven't got one inch on this --

Your Honor, this is germane to the location, whether we
signed the Consent Decree or not.

Commissioner, Commissioner Lurie can make his comments
the same as anybody on the Commission and in order to
maintain the decorum that we always try to follow, I
think a person should be --
I apologize if I took too long, Mayor. I won't --
There's no apologies necessary. If we didn't have -- if
this were not a forum for debate, then we'd better change
the makeup of the manner in which we do business. Are
there further comments? Cast your vote on the motion to
follow the recommendation. Post. Motion's approved.
(VOTE: Mayor Briare, Commissioners. Christensen and

Levy voted "Yes"; Commissioner Lurie and

Woofter voted "No".)
Mr. Dorn, you know how to proceed.

Yes, Your Honor.

In order --

Mayor, excusé me.‘ The Planning Commission is not
obligated to have a public hearing on this issue. I

presume the Mayor and Commissioners would like the
property owners in the area notified of the planning

" action?
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COMMISSIONER LEVY: Absolutely.

DEP. CITY MGR. SAYLOR: Okay.

MAYOR BRIARE: We'1l be in recess for five minutes.
(RECESS)

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Your Honor, I would like to move for reconsideration of
the last question on the jail site.

MAYOR BRIARE: Comments by the Commission?

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Yes. Maybe I'm -- do we want to consider that now, or
‘ do you want to hold it up until -- ?

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Whatever.

MAYOR BRIARE: , No, what Commissioner Christensen is moving is that the
vote by which the City Manager's recommendation was
followed would be reconsidered and if that motion were
to be approved and the matter is back before us, just as
if no previous action had been taken. Now, that's the

way --
COMMISSIONER LEVY: - Fine.
MAYOR BRIARE: That's what the status would be. So if the motion is

approved, then the whole matter is back before us just
as if no vote had been taken in the first place. I'm
asking now for further comment on the motion. The motion
has been made. I have to presume that there are going to
be two members of the Commission to my right that are
going to be all in favor of that since they voted
negatively the first time and since we have the Commissioner
that made the motion in the first place has moved, I think
this is going to pass, but I'm telling you, you're all
making a big mistake. Further comments? Cast your vote.
Post. Motion is approved. The matter is before us.
(VOTE: Commissioners Lurie, Christensen, Woofter and Levy
voted "Yes"; Mayor Briare voted "No".)

COMMISSIONER WOOFTER: Mayor, I'd 1ike to make a motion and, of course, Mr.
Ogilvie is going to have to advise us if it's entirely
legal. I would make a motion that we approve pursuant
to Commissioner Christensen's motion that we approve and
refer the Stewart/Mojave site to further consideration at
a public hearing before the Planning Conmission. If it's
at all possible, I would make the motion to refer both
sites that were discussed today, the Stewart/Mojave site
and the Prison Rehab Farm, to the Planning Commission for
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COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

public hearing reconsideration. That way, it narrows
it down to the two sites that we have before us and we
go from here on out.

The other one would go before the County Planning
Commission. That's not ours. That's the County
Planning Commission.

That's correct. Because the County's got to approve
that.

I think that what you're saying, if I'm not mistaken,

Commissioner, is that we're going to narrow it down to
those two sites, and you're going to find out all the

legal ramifications of the --

That's where the problem lies.
-- of the other site.

That's right. You see, nobody understands the other site -
because they don't pay attention to staff work. I'd like
to have Mr. Dorn explain to us what's required with the
Rehab Farm site that everyone seems to like so well.

Commissioner Christensen, not to belabor it. I think
Mr. Dorn has explained it thoroughly to all of us and
most of the audience is gone in regard to the question
and that we all know the problems with the farm. We

~ also know the concerns with Stewart/Mojave and rather

than go through a spiel, I'd just as soon we do that,
because we know the legal ramifications of the farm

and let's just get off of that. :

The question that was just asked doesn't indicate it
because it doesn't have anything to do w1th the County
Planning Commission.

Well, it has to go to County Planning now to operate it.

It has to go before the County Planning Commission to
approve that.

Why?
Because it's in the County.
It's City property in the County.

Well, that's the last step. It's got to go before the

‘Pol1ce Commission first.
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COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:
DEP. CITY MGR. SAYLOR:
MAYOR BRIARE:
DEP. CITY MGR. SAYLOR:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

MAYOR BRIARE:

There is no --

Then it's got to go to the Police Department to find out
if they need the property. Then it's got to go to the
Police Commission to find out if they can relinquish

the property.

There is no Police Commission.

Then it's got to go to the County Planning Commission.
There is no Police Commission.

Well, somebody has got to release the property because
it belongs to the Police Department right now.

Mr. Saylor, that obviously is an island that bélongs to
the people of the City of Las Vegas, but it happens to
be not contiguous with any other part of the City limits.
Right.

That's kind of an interesting question as to whether it
has to go before the County Planning Commission.

It is not in the City, so any question on zoning would

‘have to go before the County.

I see.

We were right then. It does go before the County Planning
Commission and their Boards.

Yes, but that's the last step. That's the step that
takes place. Judging from the last time we got a piece
of that City-owned property back from the Police
Department is a good eight months down the road.

But that was before -- there is no more Police Commission,
Commissioner, so I don't know. I'm not telling you that -
I know all the answers and I think Mr. Ogilvie is
certainly going to have to tell us who can give us
approval of that site. But I think what Commissioner
Woofter is suggesting is that we follow those steps and
take both sites and find out where in the hell we're
going.

During the discussion earlier, remarks were made about
the comments in the newspapers and those comments had my

" support too, but I'm beginning to think that the

editorials in the newspapers -- incidentally, I want to
make sure that you a]] understand, Commissioners, what my



0045
CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981
EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - OCTOBER 7, 1981 Page 12
IV(a) - D. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION RELATING TO ALTERNATE
' SITES FOR DETENTION FACILITY
MAYOR BRIARE: feeling is towards editorials. I'm very %mpressed with

them because supposedly, they reflect the feeling of the
community. And in this instance, I happen to agree with
the editorials which were critical of this Commission and
being a member of the Commission, the criticism went to me
as well as to you others, and I took the criticism because
I can take criticism just as well as the next person.

I'd much prefer praise. But I think we're acting now, if
we were to pursue this course that we're on, in a manner
which is going to very much justify the feeling as
interpreted by the media. And I know that the Commissioners
in whose district these properties lie are a little bit
more sensitive perhaps than the others, but I can see that
we're going to continue this and continue it and continue
it, and I'm all in favor of public hearings and I thought
that we had, you know, a pretty sufficient number of them.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Mr. Mayor?
MAYOR BRIARE: » Yes.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: I'm not quite sure that this is the case as to what you're
. indicating to us today. I think that if there was no

doubt, if we could take a vote, and we'd all 1ike to go
back to the Rehabilitation Farm. I mean -- well, I'm
talking for Al Levy and I think the same goes for this
Board. If it was feasible. In other words, when I say
"feasible", I'm talking about not only the costs, but all
these other problems that we have with this Consent Decree
that I didn't sign because I wasn't on the Board at the
time. But I felt that we had that out of the way, but
there is indication that we don't have it out of the way,
and I'd 1ike to have that run its course but not stop our
other situation at Stewart/Mojave at the same time, and
that's basically what I think Commissioner Woofter is
saying. :

MAYOR BRIARE: In the course of events, sometimes the majority has to
rule, and we're seeing a demonstration here on our own
Commission that the majority does not rule. That the
minority, as grieved as they are, are victorious today
in the event that the matter should be changed from the
action we originally took. And I compliment them on it
if that's the case. Sometimes you have to bite the buliet
and stay with it. But I have a feeling that my conversation
here is worthless because I have an indication as to what
the votes are going to be on this matter. But, Commissioner
Woofter, your motion, once again, is that -- and please

~correct me if I'm not stating it right --
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

Your Honor, you'll have to pardon me for interrupting,
but I can't see any reason why we can't hear what the

- staff found wrong with that particular site because to

my way of thinking, there's nobody on this Commission
that's going to spend money we don't have for a site

that doesn't fill the bill for this jail. If that's the
case then, you know, you're violating your oath of office.
And I think we really should hear the problems with this
site before we vote on this motion.

Well, Russ, correct me if I'm wrong. There's three major
problems with the site. It's going to cost us an
additional $500,000 for extra sewage. There's question
of the odor, and there's a question of public transporta-

‘tion which would cost the taxpayers possibly $50 000 a

year. Now, if there's any others --
Availability of the site.

Availability of the site, and we don't know that until we
go through the legal steps to determine whether it's
approved by the County and the Metropolitan Police
Department. However, we have -- Commissioner Lurie and
myself have reviewed all of those concerns and we -- and
look. Staff has done a good job in preparing it, but
still sometimes you have to disagree with staff. And it's
nothing political, nothing in that regard. I agree with
Commissioner Lurie, thank God. If it's good enough for
those citizens that live at Winterwooed and that whole
area, and the golfers that play golf out there and they
never complain, and my Labrador dog that I take out there
and let him run through the Mormon Farm, you know, to get
in his retrieving training, and we haven't detected that
bad of an odor.

Wait a minute. Wait a minute. (Laughing)

Other than that -- I mean, sure, it's going to be an
expenditure, but maybe to the satisfaction of all, maybe
we should stand that expense. That's my feeling and I
just can't go -- there's been points brought out on
Stewart/Mojave. 1It's also a child care center as well as
a recreation center to be close to, you know. That's

my main objection.

Well, gentlemen, the --

We're going into more than the motion I mean and I'm
sorry.
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MAYOR BRIARE: ' Now, Commissioner, don't let anybody kid anybody. Each
of us know exactly what the good points are and what
the bad points are. And to rehash and restate them,
.it's just going to be taking a lot of time and I don't
know that we're going to end up accomplishing anything
this morning.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Well, Your Honor, the whole purpose of a lot of this
rhetoric is for public record, and I'd like that in the
public record. '

MAYOR BRIARE: I know, yes. How about stipulating --

UNIDENTIFIED MAN FROM
AUDIENCE: Sir, I'd 1ike to --
MAYOR BRIARE: Sir, I know that you've been wanting to get upvhere,

and even though you think I've been ignoring you, I'm

not. This is not a public hearing in the sense that
we're calling for comments from the public on a matter
which is now before the Commission. A1l of the public
hearings have been had on the discussion we're having

at this moment. Now, if we're not going to take action

on this matter, and I think we're going to find out in

a few minutes, then I'm sure that other public hearings
will be held and everybody then that's interested, can
come forward and make -comments about this site that was
acted on this morning, or as Commissioner Woofter has
requested, that we add on the Rehab Farm site. But when

a matter is taken before the Commission, it's strictly

up to the Commission unless they were to direct a question
to someone in the audience. That's the standard procedure
that we follow.

UNIDENTIFIED MAN FROM
AUDIENCE: Well, I'd 1ike to be heard -- about two or three different
. items. Either now or later. It don't make any difference
to me, but I want to be heard. :

MAYOR BRIARE: Very good, sir. At the Tast item on the agenda, because
of our Open Meeting Laws and the requirements to post
agendas indicate an area where citizens could be heard on
any subject; however, no action can be taken unless it's
posted for a future meeting, and by all means, you'd be
more than welcome at that time, sir.- Further comments by
the Commissioners?

COMMISSIONER LURIE: I have just one item and I think this would start a whole
discussion. I would 1like staff to still pursue with the
" people that went out there and viewed the barracks, that
they did go out there and view them and that they didn't

see any problems with moving those barracks. Now, I don't
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"COMMISSIONER LURIE:

CITY MANAGER DORN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

CITY MANAGER DORN:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

think my request is out of order and I think they can at
least assure us that they did look at them, and I would
like that statement in writing from them. And you assured
me y$sterday, Mr. Dorn, that I could get that from these
people.

Commissioner, we tried. We talked to them verbally and.
they testified and they told us that.

Well, let them come here and tell me that they went out
there so I have it on this record that they did go out
there and look at them.

We will pursue that as directed from the last motion.

You know, Commissioners, it's very bad to try to anticipate
or to try to judge as to how one person's going to vote

on this Commission because the more you try to do that,

the more you find out you haven't got anybody figured out.
But I just had the -- I could tell by your comments that

I thought that had you had those assurances that you're
requesting, that you might have voted for the Stewart/
Mojave site. But in any event, we can't --

What is the motion, Mayor?
Pardon?
What motion do we have before us?

We have a motion Commissioner Woofter made to -- in
addition to referring the Stewart/Mojave site to the
Planning Commission for the purpose of a hearing, that
also the Rehab Farm site be referred to the Planning
Commission for a hearing.

The County P]anning‘Commfssion.
Is that correct, Commissioner?
Yes, that's correct.

Could I have an explanation of just exactly what that
does as far as timeframe is concerned? Does that mean
that we have to wait on the Stewart/Mojave site until
such time as we run the course on the Rehab Farm site to
find out if it's available to us and so forth? Is that
what this motion does? I think the motion's a little
unclear in that respect. ‘

Commissioner Woofter.
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MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

~ COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

© COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

Roy, would you like to -- or, Commissioner Woofter, would
you like to elaborate on what your intent is?

Well, my intent is -- I think we've narrowed it down,
outside of Commissioner Lurie's concern on the barrack
aspect, to the two sites, the Farm and the Stewart/Mojave
and to proceed with both so we will avoid a time delay

as far as arriving at the final decision.

Okay, well, that's what the discussion told me, because
if you proceed with both, the time delay is automatic in
one far and away more than the other. So do we hold the
one up until the other one runs it course or what? That's
my question.

I think that's inevitable, Commissioner. I don't know --
if you're addressing your question to whoever wishes to
take a stab at it, I'11 take a stab at it, and in view

of the complications of the Rehab Farm, which incidentally,
and I've stated it publicly prior to today's meeting,
that if all was well, I would have preferred the Rehab
Farm, but in view of all of the barriers that we have
against the Rehab Farm, then I was happy to support this
morning what I considered to be the next best site.

None of them are any good. I think we've all established
that. In fact, it would be --

Well, what we effectively do, if that motion is abprbved,
then we've effectively delayed this until we can run
the whole --

I don't think anybody's going to argue that, Commissioner.
and that's why I made the comment.

And that's looking like --

In this instance here, the minority has prevailed, as |
opposed to the majority, but that's what -- listen.
Anybody --

I'm not sure we're going to have a delay, Commissioner.

Well, if this motion carries, you'll have a delay
because you automatically, to recapture some of that
site before, it took us, what, seven months?

Well, before, we had a Board that made that decision.
It was a City and County Board. We do not have that
Board any more and I'm not sure if the Sheriff himself

"~ can make that decision. And if he's --

Somebody has to make it.
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COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:
COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

I think -~ it's going to the Planning Commission. 1
think --

Let's find out.

And we'll get a decision there. They'l1l come out with

a recommendation, and like I say, if we hold up one, the
question is -- 1ike the Mayor's mentioned. We don't

have a consensus of opinion here, and it might be a longer
delay. We send just the Stewart/Mojave down there to

be reviewed and so forth and that the ultimate it comes
back and all of a sudden we find that the decision is
we're not going to go for Stewart/Mojave, then we have

" to go back to the Farm. So let's get them both going

at the same time.

Could I ask a question. Commissioner Woofter, are you
referring the Rehabilitation Farm to the City Planning
Commission --

No.

-- for an advisory opinion or are you --
Yes, I would 1ike that first of all.
What is that?

Just an advisory opinion from the City Planning Commission,
you know, to review both of them at the same time. That
allows the --

I disagree with that completely. Number One, I don't care
what our County Planning -- our City Planning Commission
thinks about an item in the County. I would like to go
there, and as the Mayor's indicated and I think this whole
Board has indicated, we'd grab that if everything was all,
and I'd 1ike to talk about if everything was all, and
that's what I want to go before the County Planning
Commission, have our City Attorney find out who can give

us that if there is a facility. He could do the research
on that. If it's going to take eight months, we're knocked
out of the box. If the Sheriff can say "yes" or "no" in
ten minutes, then we're not knocked out of the box, and I
think these things have to be finally decided on while
we're going through the steps of both facilities, and I
don't see anything wrong with that. I mean, it may be a
little bit extra work, but I think we owe it to some people
in the audience who have fought very hard and who have
dedicated themselves in some areas, and I think that they
still will be reasonable and find that when we've gone
through these motions and gone through the areas who
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COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

decides on what, and if the County Commission -- we're up
before the County Planning Commission. We put up our
$100. We can always withdraw it if we find that we can't
get that step. I don't think it's a big deal. ‘

It's a big deal. You just added eight months time to it.

With respect to the question you just asked me, Commissioner
Levy, the statute with respect to the return of property
which has been occupied by the Police Department, one of -
the criteria is that it is no longer needed for law enforce-
ment purposes. So in that sense, the Sheriff does have .
the right to say, "Yes, we still need this for law
enforcement® --

Or "we don't".
What?
Or "we don't".

Yes. - Once that hurdle has been crossed, then it goes to
the Fiscal Affairs Committee and they have to -- that
Committee has to take a vote on whether in fact it will

be returned. Now, during our negotiations with the Police
Department last summer with respect to the property we
used for the sludge beds, one of their concerns was that

. the location of sludge beds there might destroy the

remaining property the department was still using for its
uses and at that time the City agreed if that came about --
if the odor from the sludge beds interfered with the
department’'s use of the remaining property, that the

City would relocate the department's facilities to some
other location. If that is done then, the property would --
we would remove the first hurdle of whether it's used for
law enforcement purposes or not. We would remove the law
enforcement purpose.

You're surmising too, George. You're not -- I don't want
any surmises. I think that's what Commission --

What do you mean "surmising"?

Well -- in other words, he's surmising in the fact that
will the County or won't the County, will the Sheriff;
won't the Sheriff.

They use it as a police pistol range and a shooting range
right now. If they do relinquish the property, we have
to build them another one somewhere else.

‘That's not a big cost.
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MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER WOOFTER:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

Further comments?

I'd also like, Mayor, to have included in the motions
somewhere where the money's going to come from. We've
identified Two Million of it. I want to know where the
Half Million's going to be cut -- from what service?

I think probably the City Manager will take his instructions
in the event this motion passes that all of these details
would have to be put forth so that as many details in ,
addition to what we already have can be included for the
review of the various boards.

I think that's only fair for the rest of the Board
though to know where those Commissioners that want this
other Half Million Dollars spent want it spent-from.
Sure. I know --

I have no objection to that as part of the motion. I

"would go back to satisfy Commissioner Levy that initially,

this be referred to the County.

Now, you'd satisfy the Mayor if you'd just forget the
whole thing. (Laughter) I don't say that, you know,
trying to make any factitious remarks here, but this
Commission made a decision earlier this morning and it
was a decision of some nature. Some decision had to be
made and now,we are moving toward the possibility of
being indecisive, and it might be that if this motion
that Commissioner Woofter has offered is passed by a
majority, that maybe the minority will make a motion or
hope to get a motion to reconsider and we'll be back

in the indecisive position we were before. That proposal,
according to the City Manager, at Stewart and Mojave was
to be a temporary. Now, "temporary" depends on how many
years you want to talk about, but I'm convinced that it's
temporary in nature because of the way it's to be
constructed. But I think that we made a decision this
morning. We should stick to it and for that reason, I'm
going to vote against Commissioner Woofter's motion.

[t's time we made some decisions. Any further comments?
Cast your -- ’

Yes. I still want to know from the guy who made the motion
where he wants the Half Million Dollars cut from.

Well, he's going to tell you that at the next time we

" have this before us in the event his motion's approved.
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

- COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

CITY MANAGER DORN:

Well, how can we vote on a motion when we don't know
the fiscal impact?

Well. Any other questions?

What you're saying is that we don't have to have the

~ fiscal impact.

No, I don't think anybody's said that. You're asking
that that be determined and I indicated the City Manager
surely is going to try his best to determine what the
fiscal impact is.

There's no question if the motion passes, he's got to
determine it, but I want to know where they want it
taken from because those who would impact this.
Commission and the citizens of this community with an
extra Half Million Dollars ought to be able to stand up
and say where they're going to take it from.

And I think that would be a good thing for the City
Manager to include in his report. Further comments?
Cast your votes. Post. The motion is approved.

(VOTE: Commissioners Lurie, Woofter and Levy voted
"Yes"; Mayor Briare & Commissioner Christensen "No.")

Now, then, is there any question in anybody's mind as to
where we are?

I know exactly where we are.

They're going to put me in jail in three months.

We're in a mass state of confusion. Where are we, Mr.
Dorn? Are we ready to go on to the next item on the
agenda?

If it so pleases the Commission, we are.

(END OF DISCUSSION ON THIS ITEM)
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ITEM
IV(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA
RUSSELL W. DORN, CITY MANAGER
E.. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE

APPOINTMENT OF A NEW MEMBER TO THE
WATER QUALITY STUDY BOARD.

F. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON A
RESOLUTION REGARDING MX AND ITS ANTICIPATED
IMPACT ON THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS AND ITS
RESIDENTS.

G. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON FREMONT

STREET TILES.

STRICKEN FROM AGENDA

Levy - Motion to

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

Commission Action

Item E

Levy -

APPROVED motion to
appoint Ashley Hall
as the new member of
the Water Quality
Study Board to
represent the City.
Unanimous

Item F

Item G

proceed with City
Manager's Alternative
A, replacing the 8
intersections with
concrete at an esti-
mated City cost of
$40,000 and estimated
Contractor cost of
$40,000; however, if
Downtown Progress
Association wants to
retain 5 tiled intert
sections, they would
have to agree to pay
for any costs over
the $40,000 estimated
City cost. Motion
carried with Briare
and Christensen
voting "no".

(See recommendations
of City Manager for
additional detail.)

0054
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Department Action

Clerk to notify
Water Quality
Study Board of
this appointment.

Staff to proceed
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TO: FROM: WZZ‘WV
The Board of City Commissioners ssell W. Dorn
City Manager

SUBJECT:  pISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE APPOINTMENT OF A NEW MEMBER TO THE
WATER QUALITY STUDY BOARD.

PURPOSE/BACKGRQUND

; As a result of the U.S. District Court Consent Decree, the Water Quality

' Study Program is being performed under the direction of a Water Quality

. . Study Board. This Board consists of representatives from the county, cities,
state and EPA. At the March 7, 1979 City Commission Meeting, when a resolu-
. tion was approved regarding the Consent Decree for the Advanced Wastewater

i Treatment Plant, a motion was carried to designate the City Manager to repre- .
sent the city on the Water Quality Board.

Due to active participation in various time involved projects and issues such
as the implementation of the City Misdemeanant Detention Facility, the City

i Manager has not been afforded sufficient time to devote to this highly compli-
i cated and difficult issue. It is therefore suggested that Ashley Hall, Deputy
: City Manager, represent the City of Las Vegas on the Water Quality Study Board.

o cavmim

None.

BECOMMENDATIONS.

The City Manager recommends that the Board of City Commissioners approve
Ashley Hall as the new member of the Water Quality Board representing the
City of Las Vegas.

Approved O
Disapproved O
Held c

Statas Due:

79-310
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TO

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | —

“The Board of City Commissioners

2 o
FROM: RUSSELL W. DORN
CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT:  [oemONT STREET TILE

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

July 15, 1981, the City Commission approved the Compromise and Settlement

Agreement with Stewart Construction, Inc., relative to the removal of the
tile at the intersections onFremont and replacement with concrete with the
exception of Main Street intersection which will be replaced with asphalt.
The agreement contains wording to the affect that if the City can change
the means or method of replacement or repair of the tile, the City will
pay for any additional cost involved therein.

Shortly after the City entered into this agreement, Downtown Progress
indicated that they would be willing to abide by any decision the City
made; however, they desired that, if at all possible within the realm

of practicality, the tile motifs on 5 of the 8 intersection be preserved.
This matter has been dfscussed with the City Attorney's Office and with
Mr. Stewart and cost estimates have been provided. The present agreement
calls for the removal of all of the tile and replacement with concrete

T A .
L oD b ARRPARNRLS 1t - S e sene s

at a cost of approximately $80,000 with the City paying half and the con-

tractor the remainder,

If you wish to preserve the gaming motifs on the

S intersections (First, Casino Center, Third, Fourth and Sixth), it would
cost the City approximately $25,000 to have the missing tiles installed.
This would be in addition to the City’'s share of redoing the 3 remaining
intersections by replacing the tile with concrete. This is estimated
to cost $22,000 which totals $47,000 as opposed to the $40,000 under

alternate A.

Additionally, if at the end of a one-year periocd the tiled

intersections show enough damage to conclude that the tile simply will

not work, it would cost us an additional $18,000 to have these intersections

redone with concrete.

Staff cannot advise you with any degree of accuracy as to whether or not
replacement of the broken tile would assure the continued longevity of
the tiled intersections. There is si

except through a trial basis.

EISCALIMPACT.

mply no way to make this determination

Alternate A - approximately $40,000 City and $40,000 contractor.

Alternate B - approximately $47,000 City and $22,000 contractor (unless
after the end of one year the tiles need to be replaced
with concrete, the cost would then be $65,000 City and

BECOMMENDATIONS

$18,000 contractor).

Recognizing the benefit to the appearance of downtown by maintaining the -
gaming motif and in anticipation that the trial period will be successful,
the City Manager recommends that Alternate B be approved.

Disapproved
Heid

Statas Due:

a
a
a

79-3-10

10/7/81
l Iv(a) 6.
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l ITEM Commission Action Department Action

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

*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l matters listed under Item A are considered
to be routine by the City Commission and may
be enacted by one motion. However, any items
may be discussed if a Commission. .member or ... .
citizen so requests. ' - o

*A.  SERVICE AND MATERIAL WARRANTS/PAYROLL - Lurie - Staff to proceed
WARRANTS/OTHER WARRANTS AND INVESTMENTS  |APPROVED
Unanimous
1. Service and Material Warrants (Christensen excused

In the amount of $4,306,050.30

2. Payroll Warrants
In the amount of $701,959.87

3. Other Warrants and Investments
In the amount of $8,222,671.12

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

0lylor?

-m e a» ow
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<J
CITY of LAS VEGAS
WARRANT REGISTER SUMMARIES RECAP
SERVICE & MATERIAL WARRANTS
No. __EUQSUST ot =0- s (3.00)  peceenon:VOTD
Hu08074 =0 (508,23) vOID
—l406389 =0= (17,.500,.00) )
Iu06912 -0 (223.20) hid
IsCE996 ~0= 32.70) "

—hi07082 =0 $13,360,30 = _SERVTYCE 8§ MATERIAL
1407113 X 221.612.686 hd bt :
1807118 -0~ 230.489,7¢° hd d
1307137 =0 . Y w ™

~Ju02iu2_ =0- £00.000.00 » "

—Iun71720 Jun7688 2,.742,729.18 " )

Total Service & Material $ 4 306 050,30
PAYROLL WARRANTS

w_ 035242  mm_ 036729 awr$____ 701,959.87  oecwmeePE_9/12/81

el b @l e st

Total Payroit $701,959.87

OTHER WARRANTS
noJ1120996 1120998 . 1,300,000.00  oscurmon: BANK TRANSFERg
—Iu07083 1407085 5,083,785 BOND & INTEREST
I407086 -0 $0,00 _CETA
—1l 207087 Ju07111 S1.642,69 hid
Innz1l2 =0 450,000.00 BANK _TRANSFER
Iu021ih Iyn7118 2,820.00 _BOMD & YNTEREST
1071172 =0- 2.000,000.00 INVESTMENTS
1807118 -0 212,50 _BOND & INTEREST
30713 223,314.72 CETA
I407138 T407141 $3,406.25 BOND & INTEREST
___J8071u3 Ju07166 108.187.26 _cppa
1012011 1812012 111,.964,.51
1343862 1943865 3,033,000.00 INVESTMENTS
118621 =0- 382,989,564 CDBG

Total Other $ 3 222 §71.12

TOTAL NET AMOUNT §_13,230,681.29

1 hereby certify that | have audited the above warrants:
and approve same ent as being in compliance with all applicable laws, to the best of my knowledge and belief,

<

On Oot 10 — 19.31 TheBoardofthCqmmisionersogde@ﬁ'eabwemnﬁ_;

CITY MANAGER

4 - (30
(7] ' ' d
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' ITEM Commission Action Department Action

" IV. (c) DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL
' & EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
_ GARY DONALD 0GG, DIRECTOR
l AUTHORIZATION TO FILL BUDGETED
: VACANCIES - CRITICAL HIRES - CITY
I FUNDED - FULL TIME
. Monthly
Dept/Class Salary Justification
,' PS/Sanitation $1213. Responsible for Lurie - Staff to proceed
Treatment Plant inspection and APPROVED as per
Operator maintenance of all | nacommendations.
(Replacement) plant equipment Unanimous
_ _ (Christensen excused
l PS/Traffic $1183. Responsible for
Engineering collecting money
Parking Collection from parking meters
Officer and ticket collec-
l' (Replacement) tion boxes
GS/Facilities $1046. Responsible for the
' Support custodial mainte-
Custodian nance of specified
(Three Positions) areas in City Hall
' (Replacements) complex
Municipal Court  $1213. Responsible for a
' Lower Court variety of secre-
Counseling tarial duties
Secretary
i (Replacement)
GS/Automotive $1154, Responsible for
Services fueling, lubrica-
' Equipment Service ting and servicing
Worker 1ight and heavy
(Two Positions) equipment
. (Replacements)
. APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

PHONE 386-8011¢

DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL

& EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
GARY DONALD 0GG, DIRECTOR

(continued)

Dept/Class

PS/Maintenance
Plumber Crew
Leader
(Replacement)

Business
Activity
Deputy Director
(Replacement)

Financial
Management
Jr. Office
Assistant
(New Position)

PS/Animal Care
& Control

Animal Health
Technician

(Two Positions)

(Replacements)

Monthly
Salary

Justification

$1552.

$1667.

$ 902.

$1154.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

0o uycate

Leads a crew and
participates in
skilled plumbing
repair work involv-
ing City-owned
buildings and
property

Assists in planning
and directing ac-
tivities in the .
enforcement of City
ordinances govern-
ing business,
gaming and liquor
licenses, child
care facilities and
sewer service fees

Responsible for
microfilming all
financial documents
on a timely basis

Assists in perform-
ing routine diag-
nostic, medical and
surgical procedures
and in the mainte-
nance of records
and inventory con-
trol

APPROVED
See Page 20

G;E 0‘ LM VQgM October 7, 1981
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Page 21

See Page 20
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' ITEM Commission Action Department Action

' IV. (c) DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL
& EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
l GARY DONALD 0GG, DIRECTOR
(continued)
' Monthly ,
Dept/Class Salary Justification
' GS/Graphic $1274. Responsible for the]appROVED
‘ Arts operation Of'mu.l ti- See Page 20 See Page 20
Sr. Reprographic 1ith, bindery
" Operator equipment, and
' (Replacement) 1itho camera, and
performing a vari-
ety of related shop
l work
Funds Coordination $ 759. Receives and trans-
Project Admin. mits telephone
. Radio Communication emergency alarms in
Aide ‘ : conjunction with
(Three Positions) NET and provides
I (New Positions) crime prevention
assistance to vol-
unteer citizens in
cooperation with
l Metro
R&LA/Admin. $ 704. Performs a variety
Sr. Citizen of clerical func-
' Assistant tions including
' (New Position) . receptionist duties
' . for the department
Fire Services $1278. To maintain full
' Firefighter minimum manning
(Replacement) requirements at all
l . City stations
' .APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
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. BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 23
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-6011

ITEM Commission Action Department Action
' IV. (c) DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL
& EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
l GARY DONALD 0GG, DIRECTOR
(continued)
' Monthly -
Dept/Class Salary Justification
' Fire Services $1214. Assists in perform-| APPROVED
Fire Prevention ing investigations |See Page 20 See Page 20
Inspector Trainee and inspections of
' (Three Positions) public buildings
' (New Positions) and industrial or
commercial estab-
lishments for the
l enforcement of fire|
prevention laws and
' ordinances
! APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | oo

“60(;;—

September 30, 1981

To-

“The Board of City Commissioners

FROM:
Ashley Hall
Deputy City Manager

SUBJECT:

DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL & EMPLOYEE RELATIONS - AUTHORIZATION TO FILL BUDGETED VACANCIES

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The following information is submitted with reference to Items 1 - 14 under Agenda

Item IV.

(¢)

Treatment Plant Operator - to replace employee who resigned

Parking Collection Officer - to replace employee who resigned

Custodian (Three Positfons) - to
retired, and one who resigned

Secretary - to replace employee who resigned

replace one employee who was terminated, one who ' J.'

Equipment Service Worker (Two Positions) - to replace one employee who was terminated
and one who was premoted

Plumber Crew Leader - to replace employee who retired

Deputy Director, Business Activity - to replace employee who was promoted

Junfor Office Assistant - This position is required in order to be in compliance with
State law and general fire code regulations governing the microfilming of all
financial documents

Animal Health Technician (Two Posftions) - to replace two employees who are resigning

Senior Reprographic Ope'rator ‘= to replace employee who was promoted

Radio Communicatfons Aide (Three Positions) - to replace temporary positions with full
time budgeted positions

Sen;og Citizen Assistant - to replace temporary posftion with full time budgeted
position

Firefighter - to replace employee who was promoted

Fire Prevention Inspector Trainee {Three Positions) - These trainee positions are to
underfill budgeted inspector positions to provide for a one year training program
geared to certify the candidates as full-fledged inspectors.

EISCAL IMPACT

A1l of the above positions are included in the 1981-82 budgets of the requesting departments.
There are no additional non-budgeted expenses associated with any of these positions.

BECOMMENDATIONS
The Department of Personnel & Employee Relations has indicated that all of the above are in

order. The Ci

Approved
Disapproved
Heid

Statas Due:

a
a
m]

ty Manager's Office concurs with requesting departments' recommendations, the

staff analyses, and recommends approval of filling the-pe ns at thi |,
RECOMMENDED ﬁ. N

79-3-10

Jonald Ugg,
onnel/& Employee Relations
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CITY FUNDED FULL TIME VACANCIES

AS OF 9/25/81

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 & Project Control
General Services
Administration
Facilities Support v
City Hall Warehouse ¢
Graphic Arts

Automotive Services
Purchasing

Office of Budget & Management Services

Fire Services

Managment Information Services

Senior Citizens

U\.) vk
CLASSIFICATION NO.
Deputy City Attorney 1
Senior Office Assistant 1
Court Counselor I 1
Secretary 1
Data Entry Operator 1
Office Assistant 3
Exec. Aide/City Manager 1
Administrative Assistant III 1

Deputy Director, Business Activity 1
0ffice Manager

Office Assistant . 1
Secretary 1
Chief, Zoning Division 1

Chief, Architectural Design Division 1

Custodian : 4
Graphic Arts Supervisor 1
I1lustrator/Photographer Assistant 1
Automotive Mechanic Helper 1

1

Buyer

Chief, Budget Division 1
Firefighter 17
Fire Prevention Inspector 4
Programmer 1
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DEPARTMENT/DIVISION
Building & Safety

Public Services
Administration

Sanitation

Streets
Maintenance

Quality Control

Engineering Design
Traffic Engineering

Animal Care & Control
Electrical Services

Recreation & Leisure Activity
Administration
Parks & Open Spaces
Recreation
Cultural Services & Fine Arts
Cemetery
Youth Affairs

CLASSIFICATION

Management Analyst Il

City Engineer

Treatment Plant Operator
Treatment Plant Operator Trainee
Heavy Equipment Operator
Carpenter

Carpenter Crew Leader

Plumber Crew Leader

Assistant Engineering Technician
Engineering Technician

Principal Engineering Technician
Chief, Quality Control Division
Sr. Engineering Designer

Sr. Civil Engineer

Traffic Signal Electrician
Parking Collection Officer
Animal Control Officer

Grounds Keeper

Fine Arts Coordinator

-—— TOTAL

omed el omed d wd omed wd el [\) e wd e ) —t vl w—l o—d

If these positions remained vacant for two (2) weeks, the savings, including fringes,
would amount to $51,568; $111,731, if vacant for a month.
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October 7, 1981

. BOARD OF CITY coumssuousns
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM

IV. (d) DEPARTMENT OF FUNDS COORDINATION
RICHARD B. BLUE, JR., DIRECTOR

A. A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE CLARK COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS TO IMPOSE AN
ADDITIONAL TWO CENTS (2¢) PER GALLON
TAX ON MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL TO BE APPLIED
TOWARDS PENDING AND FUTURE STREET AND
HIGHWAY PROJECTS.

B. AUTHORIZATION TO AWARD THREE (3)
PROFESSIONAL SERVICE CONTRACTS FOR
THE SENIOR CITIZENS LAW PROJECT:
PROJECT ATTORNEY, PARALEGAL AND
SECRETARY.

C. REQUEST PERMISSION FOR STAFF TO
NEGOTIATE A LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS AND THE MARION
BENNETT YOUTH PROGRAM/QIC FOR USE OF
THE JEFFERSON RECREATION CENTER (CITY
OWNED FACILITY).

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

OalmNatt

Commissi_on Action

Item A

Lurie -

APPROVED Resolution.
Woofter & Christense
voted "no".

Item B

Lurie -

Contracts APPROVED
as recommended.
Unanimous

Item C

Lyrie -
APPROVED request.
Unanimous

Page 24

Department Action

Staff to proceed.

——

Clerk directed to
send letter with
Resolution which
indicates vote on
this matter.

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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0'¢
Gty of LasViegas
AGENDA DOCUVMENTATION | s it

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

“w
SUBJECT: A RESOLUTI ESTING THE CLARK COUNTY BOARD 0 COMMISSIONERS TO_IMPOSE AN ADDITIONAL
R GALLON TAX ON MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL TO BE APPLIED TOWARDS PENDING AND
AND HIGHWAY PROJECTS.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The bonding capacity of the Regional Transportation Commission is limited by the
amount of gas tax revenue available for debt service. Revenues currently available
have reached bonding limitations, and are insufficient to complete upcoming priority
projects. The additfonal two cents (2¢) per gallon will generate approximately
$4,800,000 per year which can be applied. towards pending and future projects.

None.

BECOMMENDATIONS

1t is the recommendation of the Office of the City Manager that this resolution
be approved.

Disapproved O
Held o

- Stares Due: . [—mm_
7310 Iv. (d) A.
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A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS REQUESTING THE

o o BT
TAX ON MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL _

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Conmission was established
to plan, build and maintain a system of major streets and highways for
the Las Vegas Valley; and

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Commission has recommended
priority improvements totalling $166,479,700 in 1981 dollars; and

WHEREAS, further delay in commencing work on the projects will
result in further inflationary increases to the project‘deve'lopumt costs;
and

WHEREAS, the capacity to issue bonds to finance the aforesaid
improvements is dependent upon the tax revenues received; and

WHEREAS, the revenues available have reached bonding limitations;
and

_ WHEREAS, the Nevada State Legislature approved Assembly Bill 701
which modified N.R.S. 373.030 and provides that the Board of County
Commissioners may impose a tax on motor vehicle fuel sold in the County in
an amount not to exceed four (4) cents per gallon; and

WHEREAS, the Clark County Board of Commissioners have previously
imposed a two (2) cents per gallon tax on motor vehicle fuel; and

WHEREAS, the levy of the additional tax will generate approximately
$4,800,000 per year which can be applied toward projects; and B

WHEREAS, the recommended priority projects will greatly benefit '
the citizens of the City of Las Vegas.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Commissioners of
the City of Las Vegas to request the Board of County Commissioners to
{impose an additional two {2) cents per gallon tax on motor vehicle fuel
in order that work on needed transportation projects may commence.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 7ph day; October, 1981.

RON LURTE, MAYOR PRO-TEM

ATTEST: % o
Carol Ann Hawley, City Cle

0068
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION [ semter 2.0

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

0069

SUBJECT:  ATHORIZATION TO AWARD THREE (3) PROFESSIONAL SERVICE CONTRACTS FOR THE SENIOR
CITIZENS LAW PROJECT: PROJECT ATTORNEY, PARALESAL AND SECRETARY.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The City has applied for and successfully been awarded funding to continue the Senior Citizens
Law Project from the State of Nevada, Division of Aging Services.

The Project, which is in the fourth year, ensures that citizens 60 years of age and older who
1ive on fixed or low-to-moderate incomes within the City of Las Vegas, Clark County and Pahrump,
Nevada are afforded the opportunity to maintain maximum independence through legal assistance.
The Project offers the following services free to Seniors:

1. Preparation of simple wills

2. Preparation and termination of real property agreements

3. Preparation of powers of attorney

4. Preparation of cases concerning government benefits in appeal process

5. Advice and referral on age discrimination cases

6. Servicing of sjhnpie adoption processes

7. Investigation of housing issues

8. Servicing of probate set-aside

During 1981, 1,450 Seniors utilized the services offered by the Project.

In order for the Project to proceed, it is necessary for the following professional service
contracts to be executed:

1. Mr. Richard Donaldson, Project Attorney
Contract Amount: $27,300 per year

2. Ms. Jean Parrott, Paralegal
Contract Amount: $14,400 per year

3. Ms. Dorothy Gordon, Project Secretary
Contract Amount: $14,400 per year

EISCAL IMPACT 4
The three (3) contracts are funded in total by the State of Nevada, Division of Aging Services.

BECOMMENDATIQNS

It is the recommendation of the Office of the City Manager that the Mayor be authorized to -
execute these contracts” in behalf of the City.

Approved O A
Disapproved O i RICHARDNS R
Held a DEPARTMENT 10N

- Statas Due: . I—Amm‘m_
350 Iv. (d) B.
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS

and

RICHARD E. DONALDSON

for

ATTORNEY/PROJECT DIRECTOR OF THE
SENIOR CITIZENS LAW PROJECT

THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this day of October, 1981,
by and between the City of Las Vegas (hereinafter called the
"Sponsor"”) and Richard E. Donaldson, 4210 Fairbanks Circle, Las
Vegas, Nevada (hereinafter called the “"Attorney").

PART 1
WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the Sponsor desires to engage the Attorney to render
professional services hereinafter described in connection with
the Senior Citizens Law Project which is expected to be par-
tially financed under Title [I]l of the Older Americans Act of
1965 (P.L. 94.135),

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree as follows:
SECTION 1. DEFINITIONS. That the following definitions shall apply

to the terms used in this Agreement, except where the context
necessarily requires otherwise:

a. The "Project" shall mean the Senior Citizens Law
Project. -

b. The "Agreement shall mean this written agreement
between the Sponsor and the Attorney, and any
amendments thereto, to perform the work detailed
in this Project. .

C. The "Grant" shall mean the grant awarded the Sponsor
under Title III of the Older Americans Act.

SECTION 2. EMPLOYMENT OF ATTORNEY. The Sponsor hereby agrees to
engaye the Attorney and the Attorney agrees to perform the services
set forth, as follows:

The Attorney will administer the Senior Citizens Law Project in
accordance with the guidelines and provisions established in the
Grant awarded by the State of Nevada, Division for Aging Services
under Titile III of the Older Americans Act of 1965 as amended
P. L. 91.135). Under the Grant, the Attorney will render legal
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service to citizens 60 years and older residing within Clark
County and Pahrump, Nevada, who fall within the Grant
guidelines.

Under the guidance of the Sponsor, the Attorney will perform the
following duties:

(1) Assume responsibility for the daily administra-
tion of the Project.

(2) Assume responsibility for hiring, training,
supervising and termination of Project personnel
who have contracts with the Sponsor or are CETA
personnel.

(3) Assume responsibility for the hiring of Project
staff in accordance with established EEQO and
Affirmative Action guidelines.

(4) Ensure the quality of legal services rendered by
reviewing all cases for proper documentation and
compliance with legal requirements.

(5) Ensure the confidentiality of case and record
information by instituting safeguards.

(6) Ensure the confidentiality and quality of legal
services rendered by operating the program
.according to the Canons, Considerations and Rules
of the American Bar Association and other appli-
cable tenants of professional responsibility.

(7) Represent Project clients at the bar.
(8) Represent the program to the community.

(9) Prepare required monthly, quarterly and annual
reports. -

(10) Serve as liaison to the Senior Citizens Law
Project Advisory Board.

(11) Attend gerontology training sessions or seminars
where appropriate.

(12) Conduct outreach efforts.

SECTION 3. " INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. It is agreed that Attorney
shall perform as an independent contractor under this Agreement.
The Attorney is, for all purposes arisinyg out of this Agreement,
an independent contractor pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes
284.173 and shall not be deemd an employee of the Sponsor. It
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is expressly understood and agreed that there shall be no

(1) withholding of income taxes by the Sponsor; (2) industrial
insurance coverage provided by the Sponsor; (3) participation in
group insurance plans which may be available to employees of the
Sponsor; or (4) participation or contributions by either the
independent contractor or the Sponsor to the Public Employees'
Retirement System. -

SECTION 4. INDEMNITY. The Attorney shall exonerate, indemnify
and hold harmiess Sponsor from and against, and shall assume
full reponsibility for, payment of all Federal, State and local
taxes or contributions imposed or required under unemployment
insurance, Social Security and income tax laws, with respect to
Attorney in performance of this Agreement. The Sponsor and its
agents and employees, shall not be, nor be held, liable for any
liabilities, penalties or forfeitures, or for any damage to the
goods, properties or effects of the Attorney, or of any other
persons, nor for personal injury to, or death of them, whether
caused by or resulting from any negligent act or omission of
Attorney. The Attorney further agrees to indemnify and hold
harmless the Sponsor and Sponsor's agents and employees against
and from any and all of the foregoing liabilities, and any and .
all costs or expenses incurred by Sponsor on account of any
claim. The Attorney agrees to assume the foregoing obligations
and liabilities, by which it is intended by both parties that
Attorney shall indemnify and hold harmless Sponsor from all
claims arising by reason of the work done or by reason of any
act or omission of the Attorney.

SECTION 5. INSURANCE. The Sponsor will provide at Project or

.Sponsor expense all appropriate insurance coverage necessary to
- meet the obligations set forth in Section 4.

SECTION 6. 'PERIOD OF PERMFORMANCE. The Period of Performance
shall have commenced October 1, 1981, and shall terminate
September 30, 1982.

SECTION 7. COMPENSATION. The Attorney shall be compensated
for services 1n such amount and in such manner as detailed in
Attachment 1, Schedule of Compensation.

SECTION 8. TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT FOR CAUSE. If the Attorney
shall materially breach any of the agreements or stipulations of
the Agreement, the Sponsor shall thereupon have the right to
terminate this Agreement by giving written notice to the
Attorney of such termination and specifying the effective date
thereof, at least thirty (30) days before the effective date of
such termination. In such event, all finished or unfinished
legal documents prepared by the Attorney under this Agreement
shall be the property of the Sponsor.

SECTION 9. TERMINATION FOR CONVENIENCE OF SPONSOR. The
Sponsor may terminate this Agreement at any time funds are una-
vailable under the Grant due to suspension or termination of the
Grant by giving written notice to the Attorney of such ter-
mination and specifying the effective date thereof at least

-3-

~
I
»

£
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fourteen (14) days prior to the effective date of such ter-
mination. In that event, all finished or unfinished documents
and other materials remain as property of the Sponsor.

SECTION 10. TERMINATION OR SUSPENSION BY ATTORNEY. The
Attorney may suspend work when funds are not available to the
Sponsor for payment of services rendered under terms of the
Compensation Schedule (Attachment 1) or in the event of a
material breach of this Agreement by the Sponsor, or in the
event the Attorney shall provide ninety (90) days notice to the
Sponsor in writing. In such event, all finished or unfinished
documents and records prepared under the Project shall remain as
property of the Sponsor.

SECTION 11. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY. (a) The Attorney
will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for
employment because of race, color, religion, sex or national
origin. The Attorney shall take affirmative action to ensure
that applicants are employed and that employees are treated
during employment without regard to. their race, color, religion,
sex or national origin. The Attorney agrees to post in conspi-
cuous places available to employees notices to be provided
setting forth the provisions of this non-discrimination clause.
The Attorney will in all solicitations or advertisements for
employees placed by or on behalf of the Attorney, state that all
qualified applicants will receive consideration for employment
without regard to race, color, religion, sex or national origin.
(b) The Attorney shall keep such records and submit such
reports concerning the racial and ethnic origin of applicants
for employment and employees as may be required. (c) The
Attorney agrees to comply with such rules, regulations or guide-
lines as the Secretary may issue to implement these require-
ments.

SECTION 12. PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY INSURANCE. The Attorney

. agrees to secure professional liability and malpractice

insurance for the Project through the National Legal Aid and
Defenders Association at Project expense.

SECTION 13. INTEREST OF MEMBERS OF THE SPONSOR AND OTHERS. No
officer, member, or employee of the Sponsor and no members of
its governing body, and no other public official of the
governing body of the locality or localities in which the
Project is situated or being carried out who exercises any func-
tions or responsibilities in the review or approval of the
undertaking or carrying out of this Project shall participate in
any decision related to this Contract which affects his personal
interest or the interest of any corporation, partnership, or
association in which he is directly or indirectly interested or
have any personal or pecuniary interest, direct or indiréct, in
this Contract or the proceeds thereof.

g
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SECTION 14 " ASSIGNABILITY. The Attorney shall not assign any

~, interest in this Contract, ‘and shall not transfer any interest
- in- the same (whether by assignment or novation), without the
' -pr1or written consent of the.Sponsor. :

accept no fee-generat1ng cases for senior citizens age 60 or

older, nor will he accept any fee, ‘gift or benefit of “any k1nd
- for the referral of any fee-generat1ng case.

?_SECTION 16. OFFICIALS NOT_TO BENEFIT. - No members of or dele-

gates to the Congress of the United States of America, and no

‘T,re51dent commissioner, shall be adm1tted to any share or part
‘hereof or -to any benef1t to ar1se -herefrom.

LSECTION 17. AUDITS AND INSPECTIONS. At any t1me during normal
‘business hours and as often as the Sponsor, State Administration
~on Aging, HEW and/or the Comptroller General of ‘the United

States may deem necessary and for three (3) years after final

~_payment on this Agreement. there shall be made available to the
~_Sponsor, State ‘Administration on:Aging, HEW and/or represen-
“tatives of the Comptroller General for examination all of its

~ records with respect -to all matters covered by this Contract and

will permit the Sponsor, State Administration on Aging, HEW

,and/or representatives of the Comptroller General to audit, exa-

mine and make: excerpts or transcripts from such records; and to

'make audits of all contracts, invoices, materials, payrolls,
records of personnel, cond1t1ons of emp]oyment and other data

relating to all matters covered by this Contract, except where
the access to client records would constitute a clearly :
unwarranted invasion of personal pr1vacy.

SECTION 18. ATTACHMENT INCORPORATED AS PART. One attachment

'is. incorporated as part of this Agreement: Attachment 1,
' Schedu]e of Compensation. -

‘ '“SECTION 19.- PROVISIONS REQUESTED .BY LAW DEEMED INSERTED. Each
.and every provision of law and clause. required by Taw to be .-
~inserted in this Contract shall be deemed to be ensured herein

-~ and the Contract shall be read and enforced as though it were
- "included "herein, and if through mistake or otherwise any such

. provision is not inserted, or is not correctly inserted, then

- upon the application.of either party, the Contract shall forth-

00

'SECTION 15.3 INTEREST OF ATTORNEY. The Attorney covenants that

- he presently has no interest and shall not acquire any interest,
direct or indirect, which would conflict in any manner or degree
- with the performance of services required to be performed under

- this Contract. The Attorney further covenants that in the per-

. formance of this contract no person having any such interest

© -shall be:employed. The Attorney further covenants that he will

o 1 )
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with be physically amended to make such insertion or correction.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF THE SPONSOR AND THE ATTORNEY HAVE EXECUTED
THIS AGREEMENT AS OF THE DATE FIRST ABOVE WRITTEN.

CITY OF LAS VEGAS (SPONSOR)

By

WILLIAM H. BRIARE, MAYOR

ICHARD t. DONALDSON ATTORNEY)

ATTEST:

TAROL ANN HAWLEY, City Clerk
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October 23, 1981
November 6, 1981
November 20, 1981
December 4, 1981
December 18, 1981
January 8, 1982
January 22, 1982
February 5, 1982
February 19, 1982
March 5, 1982
March 19, 1982
April 9, 1982
April 23, 1982
May 7, 1982

May 21, 1982
June 4, 1982
June 18, 1982
July 9, 1982
July 23, 1982
August 6, 1982
August 20, 1982
September 3, 1982
September 17, 1982
October 8, 1982

The Attorney shall receive compensation per the followiny
schedule:

$ 1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50
1,137.50

1,137.50

$27,300.00

00

dg.]
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS
and

JEAN PARROTT

for

PARALEGAL OF THE
SENIOR CITIZENS LAW PROJECT

THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this day of Octobe:r, 1981, by
and between the City of Las Vegas (hereinafter called the
“Sponsor") and Jean Parrott, Las Vegas, Nevada (hereinafter
called the "Paralegal"). .

PART 1
WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, The Sponsor desires to enyage the Paralegal to render pro-
fessional services hereafter described in connection with the
Senior Citizens Law Project which is expected to be partially
f;n?gg§d under Title III of the Older Americans Act of 1965 (P.L.
94.. . :

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree as follows:
SECTION 1. DEFINITIONS. That the following definitions shall

apply to the terms used in this Agreement, except where the con-
text necessarily requires otherwise:

a. The "Project" shall mean the Senior Citizens Law
Project as described in Attachment 1, Statement of
Work.

b. The “"Agreement” shall mean this written agreement
between the Sponsor and the Paralegal, and any
amendments thereto, to perform the work detailed
in this Project.

c. The "Grant" shall mean the grant awarded the
Sponsor under Title IIlI of the Older Americans Act.

SECTION 2. EMPLOYMENT OF PARALEGAL. The Sponsor hereby agrees to
erigage the Paralegal and the Paralegal ayrees to perform the ser-
vices set forth in Attachment 1, Statement of Work, in connection
with the Project of the Sponsor under AOA . It
is both desirable and necessary to employ the Paralegal as an
independent contractor to assist the Sponsor in implementing the
aforementioned Grant.
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SECTION 3. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. It is agreed that Paralegal
shall perform as an independent contractor under this Agreement.
The Paralegal is, for all purposes arising out of this Agreement,
an independent contractor pursuant to Nevada Revised Statue
284.173 and shall not be deemed an employee of the Sponsor. It is
expressly understood and agreed that there shall be no (1) with-
holding of income taxes by the Sponsor; (2) industrial insurance -
coverage provided by the Sponsor; (3) participation in group
insurance plans which may be available to employees of the
Sponsor; (4) participation or contributions by either the indepen-
gent contractor or the Sponsor to the Public Employees' Retirement
ystem.

SECTION 4. INDEMNITY. The Paralegal shall exonerate, indemnify
and hold harmless Sponsor from and against, and shall assume full
responsibility for, payment of all Federal, State and local taxes:
or contributions imposed or required under unemployment insurance,
Social Security and income tax laws, with respect to Paralegal in
performance of this Agreement. The Sponsor, and its agents and
employees, shall not be, nor be held, liable for any liabilities,
penalities or forfeitures, or for any damage to the goods, proper-
ties or effects of the Paralegal, or of any other persons, nor for
personal injury to, or death of them, whether caused by or
resulting from any negligent act or omission of Paralegal. The
Paralegal further agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the Sponsor
and Sponsor's agents and employees against and from any and all of

the foregoing liabilities, and any and all costs or expenses

incurred by Sponsor on account of any claim. The Paralegal agrees
to assume the foregoing obligations and liabilities, by which it is
intended by both parties that Paralegal shall indemnify and hold
harmless Sponsor from all claims arising by reason of the work done
or.by reason of any act or omission of the Paralegal.

SECTION 5. SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BY PARALEGAL. The Paralegal
shall perform all necessary services as described in Attachment 1,
Statement of Work. )

SECTION 6. PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE. The Period of Performance
shall have commenced October 1, 1981, and shall terminate
September 30, 1982. The parties agree that the performance of the
Paralegal shall be reviewed by the Sponsor and -the Senior Citizens
Law Project Advisory Board on March 1, 1982 and that following
such evaluation, this Agreement may be terminated with or without
cause1with the approval of the Sponsor and the Advisory Board
jointly.

SECTION 7. COMPENSATION. The Paralegal shall be compensated for
services in such amount and in such manner as detailed in
Attachment 2, Schedule of Compensation.

SECTION 8. TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT FOR CAUSE. If, through any
cause, the Paralegal shall fail to fulfill in timely and proper
manner his obligations under this Agreement, or if the Paralegal
shall violate any of the covenants, agreements or stipulations of
the Agreement, the Sponsor through the direction of the Senior
Citizens Law Project shall there upon have the right to

-2-
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terminate this Agreement by giving written notice to the Paralegal
of such termination and specifying the effective date thereof, at
least fourteen (14) days before the effective date of such ter- .
mination. In such event, all finished or unfinished legal docu-
ments prepared by the Paralegal under this Agreement shall be the
property of the Sponsor.

The Paralegal shall not be relieved of liability to the Sponsor for
damages sustained by the Sponsor by virtue of any breach of the
Agreement by the Paralegal and the Sponsor may withhold any
payments to the Paralegal for the purpose of setoff until such time
as the exact amount of damages due the Sponsor from the Paralegal
is determined. .

SECTION 9. TERMINATION FOR CONVENIENCE OF SPONSOR. The Sponsor
may terminate this Agreement at any time funds are unavailable '
under the Grant due to suspension or termination of the Grant by
giving written notice to the Paralegal of such termination and
specifying the effective date thereof at least fourteen (14) days
prior to the effective date of such termination. In that event,
all finished or unfinished documents and other materials remain as
property of the Sponsor.

SECTION 10. TERMINATION OR SUSPENSION BY PARALEGAL. The Paralegal
may suspend work when funds are not available to the Sponsor for
payment of services rendered under terms of the Compensation
Schedule {(Attachment 2) of this Agreement. In such event, all
finished or unfinished documents and records prepared under the
Project shall remain as property of the Sponsor.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF THE SPONSOR AND THE PARALEGAL HAVE EXECUTED
THIS AGREEMENT AS OF THE DATE FIRST- ABOVE WRITTEN.

CITY OF LAS VEGAS (SPONSOR)

By __
' ILLIAM H. BRIARE, MA

ATTEST:

JEAN PARROTT (PARALEGAL)

CAROL ANN HAWLEY, City Clerk

Q
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ATTACHMENT 1: SCOPE OF SERVICES

1. Conduct Client interviews.

2. Perform assigned case services including negotiations,
drafting of Wills and other documents where applicable, preparing’
homesteads, real estate transfers and affidavits. Advising and
negotiating in landlord-tenant problems. Representing clients in
Social Security Disability hearings and any Social Security
problems. Preparing probate documents to settle small estates.
Preparing all paper work on Termination of Parental Rights and
Adoptions. Preparing all paper work on Termination of
Guardianships. Advising clients how to proceed in the Small
Claims Court. Advising clients of eligibility of social programs,
such as: Title XIX, food stamps, rent subsidies, Section 8
Program, Developmental Program, S.S.l., County Medical Assistance,
Home Health Care and many more. Advising clients where they might
go to receive service in areas that are outside our guideline

category.
3. Represent the program to the public upon request.
4; Conduct home visits and assist in outreach efforts.
5. Assist the Project Director.
6. Maintain client records.

7. Represent the Project Director at Board Meetings when his
schedule precludes him from being present.

8. Perform related duties as required.
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ATTACHMENT 2:

SCHEDULE UF COMPENSATION

October 23, 1981
November 6, 1981
November 20, 1981
Decemmber 4, 1981
December 18, 1981
January 8, 1982
January 22, 1982
February 5, 1982
February 19, 1982
March 5, 1982
March 19, 1982
April 9, 1982
April 23, 1982
May 7, 1982

May 21, 1982
June 4, 1982
June 18, 1982
July 9, 1982
July 23, 1982
August 6, 1982
August 20, 1982
September 3, -1982
September 17, 1982
October 8, 1982

The Para-Legal shall receive compensation per the following
schedule:

$ 600.00
600.00
600.0U
600.00
600. 00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
600.00
6006.00
600.00
600.00

TOTAL $14,400.00
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS
and
DOROTHY B. GORDON
for
SECRETARIAL SERVICES OF THE
SENIOR CITIZENS LAW PROJECT

THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this day of : 1980,

by and between the City of Las Vegas (hereinafter calied the
“Sponsor") and DOROTHY B. GORDON, Las Vegas, Nevada (hereinafter
called the "Secretary").

PART .1
WITNESSETH:

- WHEREAS, The Sponsor desires to engage the Secretary to render pro-

fessional services hereafter described in connection with the
Senior Citizens Law Project which is expected to be partially
financed under Tltle III of the Older Anericans Act of 1965 (P.L.
94.135),

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree as follows:

SECTION 1. DEFINITIONS. That the following definitions shall
apply to the terms used in this Agreement, except where the con-
text necessarily requires otherwise: ‘

a. The "Project" shall mean the Senior Citizens Law
Project as described in Attachuent 1, Statenient of
Work. .

b. The "Ayreement" shall mean this written agreement
between the Sponsor and the Secretary, and any
anendments thereto, to perform the work detailed
in this Project.

c. The "Grant" shall mean the grant awarded the
_Sponsor under Title Il1I of the Oluer Americans Act.

SECTION 2. EMPLOYMENT OF SECRETARY. The Sponsor hereby agrees
to enyaye the Secretary and the Secretary agrees to perforu the
services set forth in Attachment 1, Statement of Work, in connec-
tion vwith the Project of the Sponsor under ACA .
It is both desirable and necessary to employ the Secretary as an
independent contractor to assist the Sponsor in 1mp1ement1ng the
aforementioned Grant.

008
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SECTION 3. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. It is agreed that Secretary
shall perform as an independent contractor under this Agreement. 0083
The Secretary is, for all purposes arising out of this Agreement,
an independent contractor pursuant to Nevada Revised Statue
284.173 and shall not be deemed an employee of the Sponsor. It is
expressly understood and agreed that there shall be no (1) with-
holding of income taxes by the Sponsor; (2) industrial insurance
coverage provided by the Sponsor; (3) participation in group
insurance plans which may be available to employees of the
Sponsor; (4) participation or contributions by either the indepen-
dent contractor or the Sponsor to the Public Employees' Retirement
System. . :

SECTION 4. INDEMNITY. The Secretary shall exonerate, indemnify
and hold harmless Sponsor from and against, and shall assume full
responsibility for, payment of all Federal, State and local taxes
or contributions imposed or required under unemployment insurance,
Social Security and income tax laws, with respect to Secretary in
performance of this Agreement. The Sponsor, and its agents and
employees, shall not be, nor be held, liable for any liabilities,
penalities or forfeitures, or for any damage to the goods, proper-
ties or effects of the Secretary, or of any other persons, nor for
personal injury to, or death of them, whether caused by or
resulting from any negligent act or omission of Secretary. The

Secretary further agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the Sponsor

and Sponsor's agents and employees against and from any and all of
the foregoing liabilities, and any and all costs or expenses
incurred by Sponsor on account of any claim. The Secretary agrees
to assume the foregoing obligations and liabilities, by which it is
intended by both parties that Secretary shall indemnify and hold
harmless Sponsor from all claims arising by reason of the work done
or by reason of any act or omission of the Secretary.

SECTION 5. SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BY SECRETARY. The Secretary
shall perform all necessary services as described in Attachment 1,
Statement of Work.

SECTION 6. PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE. The Period of Performance
shall have commenced the of , 1981, ana
shall terminate the of , 1982. The
The parties ayree that the performance of the Secretary shall
be reviewed by the Sponsor and the Senior Citizens Law Project
Advisory Board on March 1, 1982 and that following such eva-
luation, this Agreement may be terminated with or without
cause]with the approval of the Sponsor and the Advisory Board
jointly.

SECTION 7. COMPENSATION. The Secretary shall be compensated for
services in such amount and in such manner as detailed in
Attachment 2, Schedule of Compensation.

SECTION 8. TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT FUOR CAUSE. If, throuyh any
cause, the Secretary shall fail to fulfill in timely and proper
manner his obliyations under this Agreement, or if the Secretary
shall violate any of the covenants, agreements or stipulations of
the Agreenient, the Sponsor through the direction of the Senior
Citizens Law Project shall there upon have the right to

2=
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terminate this Agreement by giving written notice to the Secretary
of such termination and specifying the effective date thereof, at
least fourteen (14) days before the effective date of such ter-
mination. In such event, all finished or unfinished legal docu-
ments prepared by the Secretary under this Agreenent shall be the
property of the Sponsor. .

The Secretary shall not be relieved of liability to the Sponsor for
damages sustained by the Sponsor by virtue of any breach of the
Agreement by the Secretary and the Sponsor may withhold any
payments to the Secretary for the purpose of setoff until such time
as the exact amount of damages due the Sponsor from the Secretary
is determined.

SECTION 9. TERMINATION FOR CONVENIENCE OF SPONSOR. The Sponsor
may terminate this Agreement at any time funds are unavailable
under the Grant due to suspension or termination of the Grant by
giving written notice to the Secretary of such termination and
specifying the effective date thereof at least fourteen (14) days
prior to the effective date of such termination. In that event,
all finished or unfinished documents and other materials remain as

_property of the Sponsor.

SECTION 10. TERMINATION OR SUSPENSION BY SECRETARY. The Secretary
may suspend work when funds are not available to the Sponsor for
payment of services rendered under terms of the Compensation
Schedule (Attachment 2) of this Agreement. In such event, all
finished or unfinished documents and records prepared under the
Project shall remain as property of the Sponsor.

IN WITRESS WHEREOF THE SPONSOR AND THE SECRETARY HAVE EXECUTED
THIS AGREEMENT AS OF THE DATE FIRST ABOVE WRITTEN.

CITY OF LAS VEGAS (SPONSUR)

By
WILLIAM H. BRIARE, MAYOR
ATTEST:

BARBARA S. FALLS (SECRETARY

CAROL ANN HAWLEY, City Clerk

-3-
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ATTACHMENT 1: SCOPE OF SERVICES - SECRETARY

Perform all duties as secretary to the Director of the
Senior Citizens Law Project, indluding the following:

- 1. Making all appointments and keeping the Director's
appointment calendar, including Court appearances, etc.

2. Handlinyg all correspondence for Director, including
dictation and preparing routine correspondence for Director's signature.

3. Preparing legal documents for Court and/or Social
Security hearings.

4. Perform all secretarial duties as required by the
Director.

5. Serve as Secretary to the Advisory Board of the
Senior Citizens Law Project, ana record all minutes of meetings
thereof and perform other duties as required.

6. Attend training sessions and/or seminars, as

'required.
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ATTACHMENT 2: SCHEDULE QF CORPENSATION

The Secretary shall receive compensation per the following OOSb
schedule:

October 23, 1981 . $ 600.00
November 6, 1981 600.00
November 20, 1981 600.00
Decenber 4, 1981 _ . 600.00
December 18, 1981 600.00
January 8, 1982 600.00
January 22, 1982 600.00
February 5, 1982 600.00
February 19, 1962 6G0.00
March 5, 1982 600.00
March 19, 1982 600.00
April 9, 1982 600.00
April 23, 1982 600.00
May 7, 1982 600.00
May 21, 1982 600.00
June 4, 1982 600.00
June 18, 1982 - 600.00
July 9, 1982 600.00
July 23, 1982 600.00
August 6, 1982 600.00
August 20, 1982 600.00
September 3, 1982 600.00
September 17, 1982 600.00
October 8, 1982 600.00

TOTAL $14,400.00
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City of LasViegus 0%«
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | s et

FROM:
ASHELY HALL, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

TO:
The Board of City Commissioners

SUBJECT: u\gUEST PERHISSXON FOR STAFF TO NEGOTIATE A E AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY
EGAS AND THE MARION BENNETT YQUTH PROGRM/O!C FOR USE OF THE JEFFERS
RECREATION CENTER (CITY OWNED FACILITY).

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The Department has received three proposals for use of the Jefferson Recreation
Center. Proposals were submitted by:

1. The Econamic Opportunity Board of Clark County (E.0.B.)

2. Marfon Bennett Youth Program/0IC

3. Mission Possible (Reverend Billy Gillmore)

All the proposals have common elements, in that they all address critical communi ty
needs and all have no conmitted funding for the renovation of the facility.

In order that this facility can be put back into meaningful service in the near
future, I would suggest that a lease be negotiated between the City and the Marion
Bennett Youth Program. Although they indicated a need for funding,. they alse
indicated that it would be possible to undertake reasonable renovation activities
through their Youth Involvement Program.

None

BECOMMENDATIONS

It is the recommendation of the Office of the City Manager that permission be
granted for staff to negotiate a lease agreement betueen the City of Las Vegas
and the Marion Bennett Youth Program/QIC.

Disapproved QO
Held a

Statas Oue:

79340
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CONTRACT AMENDMENT 6271.1

The purpose of the Contract Amendment 6271.1 is to modify the Scope

of Services for the Westside Community Development Commission contract
between the City of Las Vegas Community Development Block Grant Program
and the Westside Comnunity Development Commission.

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas Community Development Block
Grant Program entered into a formal contract July 1, 1981 with the
Westside Community Development Commission; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas Community Development Block
Grant Program has determined that it is in the best interest of the
community that the Westside Community Development Commission continue
to operate at its present level of service to the community; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas Community Oevelopment Block
Grant Program has determined that it is necessary to modify the
Scope of Services in order to better serve the community.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants and conditions
hereinafter set forth, the parties hereby agree to the modification as

follows: .

1. That Section 2, Scope of Services, be modified to read:
2. SCOPE OF SERVICES

The Operating Agency shall perform all the necessary services
provided under this Contract Amendment in accordance with and respecting
to the following project and project area:

The Westside Community Development Commission will be a part
of the neighborhood revitalization plans and efforts in the Block Grant
Program's NSA's [ and II.

The Operating Agency shall do, perform and carry out in a
timely, satisfactory, and proper mammer the following activities within
the program year July 1, 1981 to June 30, 1982.

GOAL:

To improve the housing stock in NSA's [ and Il through rehabilitation,
preservation and education.

OBJECTIVES:

A. Provide minor carpentry and painting rehabilitation to fifty-four
(54) homes in NSA's I (15) and II (39) between July 1, 1981 and
June 30, 1982, .

B. Train sixty (60) Organizational Industrialization Center (0IC)

youths in painting and minor carpentry repair through classroom
and on-the-job training betweep July 1, 1981 and June 30, 1982.

.]e=2-%/
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have e;ga:uted this Contract

Amendment on this

— day of

DATE

DATE

-2-

WESTSIDE COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

NAVE

THLE

DATE
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CONTRACT AMENDMENT 6284.2

The purpose of Contract Amendment 6284.2 is to modify the Scope of
Services and extend the Time of Performance for the Operation Eﬂe
Outpatient Medical Center contract between the City of Las Vegas
Community Development Block Grant Program and the Operation Life
Community Development Corporation (OLCDC).

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas Community Development Block
Grant Program entered into a formal contract July 1, 1980 with Operation
Life, CDC, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas Commnity Development Block
Grant Program has determined that it is in the best interest of the
community that the Operation Life Qutpatient Medical Center be
constructed; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas Community Development Block
Grant Program has determined that it is necessary to modify the Scope
of Services in order to better serve the community; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas Community Development Block
Grant Program has determined that it is necessary to extend the Time
of Performance to accomplish the goals and objectives of the Outpatient
cal Center Project.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants and conditions
l;eﬁinafter set forth, the parties hereby agree to the modifications as
ollows:

1. That Section 2, Scope of Services, be modified to read:
2. SCOPE QF SERVICES

The Operating Agency shall perform all the necessary services
provided under this Contract Amendment in accordance with and respecting
to the following project and project area:

" The Operation Life Community Development Corporation (OLCDC)
project, Outpatient Medical Center building, will be a part of the
ng;?hborhood revitalization plans and efforts in the Block Grant Program's
NSA's.

The Operating Agency shall do, perform and carry out in a timely,
satisfactory and proper manner the following activities within the Program
Year July 1, 1981 to June 30, 1982.

GOAL:

To implement neighborhood revitalization efforts in NSA Il area that
will provide permanent jobs for area residents, assist in creating a
viable environment which will result in more effective health-related
service to NSA residents.

OBJECTIVES:

A. OLCOC will construct or cause to be constructed a facility
of approximately 8,400 square feet to house several of
QLCDC's programs serving low-moderate income persons,
including a camprehensive community health center, the
Women, Infants and Children (WIC) Program, and the Committee
of Low Income Women.

00
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c.

E.

G.

OLCDC will construct said building on a two and one-half (2%)
acre parcel owned by OLCOC at Owens Avenue between "F" Street
and "D" Street on the North side of Owens.

Prepare bid contract for architectural and design services
;ii'si?himet approval of Department’'s Project Administration
vision.

Prepare a contract document for construction of facility,
and conduct a Pre-Bid Conference prior to December, 1981.

Initiate and maintain a labor standards system which meets
the approval of the Department's Project Administration
Division prior to December, 1981.

Construct facility no later than November 15, 1981 -
february 15, 1982.

Begin health services by March 1, 1982.
That Section 3, Time of Performance, be modified by

2.
deleting June 30, 1981, and inserting the date: June 30, 1982.

-2
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IN WITRESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Contract
Amendment this day of o 1

OPERATION LIFE, CDC, INC.

0092

DATE

DATE
CITY OF LAS VEGAS

DATE

TITLE

DATE
ATTEST:

DATE

-3-
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1
AGENDA  Cpof Las Vegeo

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
l COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE page 25

PHONE 386-6011) .
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

l IV(f) DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND LEISURE

ACTIVITIES - RICHARD CAMPBELL, DIRECTOR

A. RATIFICATION OF CONTRACT ADDENDUM Lurie - Staff to proceed
BETWEEN THE NEVADA STATE DEPARTMENT APPROVED Contract
OF HUMAN RESOURCES AND THE CITY OF Addendum.
LAS VEGAS FOR ADDITIONAL GRANT MONIES |Unanimous
IN THE AMOUNT OF $7,575.00 TO BE USED
TO PROVIDE RECREATIONAL SERVICES FOR
THE HANDICAPPED.
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION - Septenber 23, 1581

T’o.

“The Board of City Commissioners

FROM: (DOE J. SAYL% é

SUBJECT: RATIFICATION OF CONTRACT ADDENDUM BETWEEN THE NEVADA STATE DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN

RESQURCES AND THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS FOR ADDITIONAL GRANT MONIES ($7,575.00).

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

On July 1, 1981, the Board of City Commissioners approved a contract from the
Department of Human Resources which provided $39,439.00 to the Department of
Recreation and Leisure Activities to be used to purchase equipment and supplies
for adaptive recreation programming for handicapped persons.

Recently, the Department of Recreation and Leisure Activities was contacted

by the Department of Human Resources indicating they would provide an additional
$7,575.00 in grant monies for the program if the City would submit a contract
addendum indicating how the additional montes would be used; however, it was
indicated that the contract addendum had to be received by the Department of
Human Resources by October 1, 1981.

This matter is now being placed on the agenda for ratification. A copy of the
contract addendum is attached.

EISCAL IMPACT

Additional grant monies in the amount of $7,575.00.

BECOMMENDATIQNS

Recommend that the Commission ratify the contract addendum.

Approved [m]
Disapproved O

Held

Statas Due:

10

a

TSR N LU PUIF AT O

BERYC

10-7-81
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CONTRACT ADDENDUM

THIS Addendum is hereby made to the Contract made and entered into
on tﬁe 30th day of June, 1981, by and between the NEVADA STATE DEPARTMENT OF
HUMAN RESOURCES, REHABILITATION DIVISION, as "PRINCIPAL," and the CITY OF LAS
VEGAS, as the "CITY.” '

Page one, lines 17-21 are hereby changed to read as follows:

Subject to the avaflability of fur;ds and subject to all the terms
and conditions as herein specified, PRINCIPAL shall pay the CITY, upon written
request from the CITY, a total sum not to exceed FORTY-SEVEN THOUSAND FOURTEEN
DOLLARS ($47,014.00) for the term of this Contract. Said payment shall be
expended according to the following 1ine item detail.

Page one, 1ine 27, is hereby changed to read as follows:

f. Field Trips (in-State) $11,125

Page two, line ;me. is hereby changed to read as follows:

1. Total $47,014

Page two, line 6 1s hereby changed to read as follows:
.+« . FORTY-SEVEN. THOUSAND AND FOURTEEN DOLLARS ($47,014.00). -

Page two, lines 8-9 arehereby changed to read as follows:

. . not encumbered by September 15, 1982, and all encumbered funds which are
not expended by November 15, 1982. , '

Page two, 1ine 30, 1s hereby changed to read as follows:

. . . September 15, 1982. However, if the CITY is in default of any of the

terms and . . .

-1-
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26
27
23
29
30
31
32

of the original Contract. -

APPROVED BY:

Névac.la State D:eparment of
Human Resources

APPROVED' 'AS TO FORM ONLY:

RICHARD BRYAN
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Except for the changes herein specified, all other terms and condi-
tions of the original Contract shall remain in full force and effect.
Upon approval, this Addendum shall be fncorporated and made a part

By
~ Deputy Attorney General

[Date

ACL-2099

WIH:ks
09/22/81

-2-
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Rehabilitation Division
Nevada State Department of -
Human Resources

City of Las Vegas

A

RON.LURIE, BAYOR PRO-TEM .




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981 o
0094

GENDG % o‘ Lﬁ«; V% Page 26

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE October 7, 1981

PHONE 386-6011 .
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
DAN R. PILKINGTON, DIRECTOR
*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l items 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 so requests.

PURCHASING AND CONTRACTS DIVISION

*A. AWARD OF BIDS

1. Moving and Relocation of Housing and ABEYANCE ABEYANCE
Administrative Units
Department of Public Services
(Abeyance Item from September 16, 1981
Commission Agenda.)

APPROVED AGENDA ITES

Odldlate

---------3-
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | *wteer = 1=

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD QF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - OCTOBER 7, 1981
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

*A. AWARD OF BIDS

1. Moving and Relocation of Housing and Administrative Units - Department of
Public Services - (Abeyance Item from September 16, 1981 Commission Agenda).

. Recommend Award, SUBJECT T0 FINAL USE PERAIT gg:ngm,as SlandFord
!nc.. ES Uegas evada in the amount o § 2 o odde
Estimate: $100,000.00.

FUNDING: GENERAL REVENUE SHARING

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 81-82.

BECOMMENDATIONS

THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATED THAT ITEM 1 IS IN ORDER
BASED ON THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT ITEM 1 BE

.

ngton ector
Approved (O ’
Di a Deparunent of General Services
Held a
Statas Due: . SECTION A PAGE 1 OF 1
10300 IVW(g)Al

Avakeeiradidyl 4ot
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ITEM:

BID TITLE:
BID NUMBER:
DEPARTMENT:

INVITATIONS MAILED OUT:

RESPONSES RECEIVED:
BIDDERS:

o9y

SUMMARY
BID ABSTRACT AWARD RECOMMENDATION

Capital Project

Moving and Relocation of Housing and Administrative Units
82.3550.13 "

Public Services

9

1

Bland/Ford, Inc. $97,200.00

STAFF_RECOMMENDATION TO AWARD BID TO:

Bland/Ford, Inc. : $97,200.00
Las Vegas, Nevada
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BID Ar5TRACT & AWARD RECQO YMENDATION g g8 g g
AND FORD INC. N T
DD EITL: R o o atons vooen™® | 2361 GATENAY Ho. 1 " ?. E 4 g'ﬁ
BID s DORMITORIES | LAs vears, w8910 8 e g % 7 EE‘:
%ﬁg gmm_’grou‘ 7 TOTAL ¢ mmﬂ,‘ T | E; i ; 'g : @ :
BASE BID 8
1. |4 EA| REMOVE, TRANSPORT, AND SET IN PLACE, [24,300.00]$ 97,200.00 7 § B8 ¢ E EE.
FOUR (4) EACH 2-STORY WOODEN DORMITORIER X g
8| B cas
(=
TOTAL BASE BID: s 97,200.00 . % AR IE
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM

IV _(h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES
DONALD E. DONOVAN, P.E., DIRECTOR
*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l matters listed under Items A, B, C, and D 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

It is recommended that the following final
maps be approved subject to posting of
bonds and signing of agreements and plans
within thirty days. A1l engineering
designs are being processed.

1. Monroe Manor II. ( D & R Invest-
ments - property generally located at the
Southeast corner of Lamb Blvd. and Monroe
?Xﬁ. - No. of acres: 1.04, No. of lots:

2. Tonopah Plaza. (Tonopah Plaza
Partners - property generally located
on the Southwest corner of Cheyenne Ave.
and Rancho Drive. No. of acres: 10,

No. of lots: 10, 1 lot C-2 Zone)

*B. ACCEPTANCE OF SUBDIVISION IMPROVEMENTS

A1l offsite improvements on the following
subdivisions have been completed in

accordance with agreements and City stand-
ards except for the final correction list.

1. Atrium Gardens I. (Bivins Construc-
tion - property generally located at the
Southeast corner of Pecos St. and Wash-

ington Ave. - No. of acres: 4.1, No. of

lots: 42, Zoned RPD-12)

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Commission Action

Lurie -
APPROVED Items 1
and 2.

Unanimous

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended, Items 1 thru
3

Unanimous

Page 27

Department Action

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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7 & WA WY
FROM: . ViV~
CITY CLERK CITY ENGINEER
BJECT: COPIES TO:
RELEASE OF SUBDIVISION BOND CHUCK TURK
DON DEACON
DOUG PETERSON
On  cctoker 7;'1991"t't:i‘. the City Commission accépted the
improvements for’::ﬁiigﬁﬁ?ééfééhszix'  - _subject

to the completion of the improvement correction list items for
this subdivision. Please be notified that these items have

now been completed to the satisfaction of the department of

Public Services. It is recommended that the Cash Deposit

. )
with Lomas & Nettleton Company be released to

the subdivider.

) | o)
£ 8 =
; i =~
City Engineer N -~
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l aOAno OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 28
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

I ITEM Commission Action Department Action

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

*g, ACCEPTANCE OF SUBDIVISION IMPROVEMENTS
(Continued)

2. Washington Square 7. (A.G. & H. APPROVED
Enterprises - property generally located | See Page 27 See Page 27
at the Northwest corner of Washington Ave
and Sandhill Rd., No. of acres: 33.65,
No. of lots: 146» zoned R-1)

3. Charleston Rainbow 8. (Sproul Homes -
property generally located on the North
side of W. Charleston Blvd., East of
Antelope Way - No. of acres: 2.26,

No. of lots: 8, Zoned R-1)

*C. RELEASE OF BOND

A11 offsite improvements have been com-
pleted, inspected, and accepted. The
bonds may be released.

I 1. Location: 1625 Kenyon Place Lurie - Clerk to notify

Use: Offsite improvements, | APPROVED & Staff to proceec
driveway, sidewalk, Items 1 thru 4.

I and street lights Unanimous
Builder: Sherwood Bldg. Co. '
Surety Co.:  SAFECO Insurance Co.

I of America
Amount: $2,128.00

' Bond No.: 4152781 CLV #21-81

2. Location: 2001 West Bonanza Rd. same as above

Use: 0ffsite improvements,
sidewalk and driveway

Builder: U-Haul Co. of Las Vegaq
Inc.

Surety: Co.: St. Paul Fire and
Marine Insurance Co.

Amount: $2,600.00

Bond No.: 400 GC 1739 CLV #25-81

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

’




CITY OF LAS VEGAS - - CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981 Date - 010,
 INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM

October 14, 1981

s

IIO:

I CITY CLERK CITY ENGINEER ﬂ
j
IUB;ECT: COPIES TO:
RELEASE OF SUBDIVISION BOND CHUCK TURK

RALPH W. BECK
DOUG PETERSON

L

.
.2,

improvements for ' Washington Square $7 = subject

to the cothetion of the improvement correction list items for

this subdivision. Please be notified that these items have

now been completed to the satisfaction of the department of

Public Services. It is recommended that the Cash Deposit

f
with Lomas & Nettleton Company be released to

the subdivider.

~q -

IV (h) B-2
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T FROM: Jiva
CITY CLERK CITY ENGINEER
p8JECT: COPIES TO:
RELEASE OF SUBDIVISION BOND CHUCK TURK
DON DEACON
DOUG PETERSON
On___ october 7;'1931'T‘11i" the City Commission accepted the

..........................

improvements for ' cCharleston Rainbow #§
to the completion of the improvement correction list items for

subject

this subdivision. Please be notified that these items have
now been completed to the satisfaction of the department of

Public Services. It is recommended that the sSurety Bond

. ,
£606218 with__ Gereral Insurance Company be released to

the subdivider.

QZ&@,M%

' °¥£ZWJCHARLES KAJKOWSKI, P.E. .

City Engineer

Iv (h) B-3
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BOARD OF CITY commsslouzns . Page 29
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 388-6011

. ITEM Commission Action Department Action

l IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES (Continued)
*C RELEASE OF BOND (Continued)
' 3. Location: Redwood St. - Holmby | APPROVED Staff to proceed
Ave. to Del Rey Ave. See Page 28
Use: 0ffsite improvements,

curb & gutter, side-
walks, street paving,
and street lighting
Builder: Valley Contractors
Surety Co.: Cash deposit with Home
Savings Association
Amount: $68,500
Bond No.: CLV # 6-81

- -

4. Location: 2000 Goldring Ave. Clerk to notify

Use: Offsite improvements, & Staff to proceed
curb & gutter, side-
walks, street lighting,
and street paving

Builder: SSC Investments

Surety Co.: Fidelity and Deposit
Company of Maryland

- - -x

Amount: "$5,640.00
Bond No.: - 9383527 CLV #20-81
*D RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS “
1. Grant Deed Lurie - Staff to proceed
From: Charles L. Painter, an | APPROVED
unmarried man Item§ 1 thru 3.
To: City of Las Vegas Unanimous
For: Portion of Block 1,

Boulder Dam Homesite
Addition, Tract No. 1
Radius

Bonanza Rd. and Bruce
St. (8/31/81)

Grant Deed
From: Capital Holding Co., a
Nevada Corporation,
Trustee
To: City of Las Vegas
For: Portion of Block 13,
IJPPRQVEE'J AGENDA TTER ;ankg]s North Addition
0.
Radius
> Bonanza Rd. and Shelby
Sst. (9/15/81)

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

Commission Action

0107
7, 1981
Page 30

Department Action

.
, w—,

.

.

IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES (Continued)
*D. RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS (Continued)
3. Grant Deed
From: Jerald D. Malone, an
unmarried man
To: City of Las Vegas
For: Portion of SE-1/4,
Sec. 31, T20S, R62E
Sacramento St.
(9/14/81)
E. REPORTS/ACTION

1. Approval of consultant agreement for
repair of City of Las Vegas parking
structures.

2. Resolution transferring rights of way
for the I-515 Freeway.

3. Quitclaim Deed to Clark County for a
portion of Sloan Lane.

4. Nevada Department of Transportation
Resolution of Consent relinquishing a
portion of the State Highway System.

to allow landscaping and canopies in the

6. Request for an Encroachment Agreement
to allow landscaping in the right of way
at 600 South Third Street.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

- ;
i =0 o0 Aw Sy BB 0w B TN AN 0 BN AR @ NS om

5. Request for an Encroachment Aareement’

right of way at 401 S. Casino Center Blvd.

APPROVED
See Page 29

Levy -

APPROVED Agreement
as recommended.
Motion carried with
Christensen voting ™

Lurie -

APPROVED Resolution
as recommended.
Unanimous
(Christensen excused

Levy -

APPROVED as recom-
mended. Unanimous
(Christensen excused

Levy -

APPROVED as recom-
mended.

Unanimous
(Christensen excused

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended. Unanimous
(Christensen excused

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended. Unanimous
(Christensen excused

.|See Page 29

Staff to proceed

S
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FROM:

T0 DON J. SAYLOR

The Board of City Commissioners DEPUTY CIoT RANAGER

SUBJECT:  spppovAL gf CONSULTANT AGREEMENT FOR REPAIR OF CITY OF LAS VEGAS PARKING

STRUCTURE!
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

During recent inspections of the Carson Street and Ogden Avenue Municipal
Garages and the original portion of the City Hall Complex Parking Garage,
it has come to our attention that the expansion joints of the parking
structures are in need of repair.

We have negotiated with the consulting firm of Daniel, Mann, Johnson and
Mendenhall to prepare plans, specifications, estimates and construction
inspection for a fee not to exceed the sum of $26,400.

It is estimated the total project cost for this repair work will be
$200,000.

EISCAL IMPACT
Funds for this contract are available in:

1. Municipal Garages - Parking Fund
2. City Hall Garage - City Hall Capital Improvements Fund

RECOMMENDATIONS
It is recommended that the City Commission authorize the expenditure of
$26,400 for the above consultant agreement and authorize the Mayor, on -
behalf of the City Commission, to execute the agreement with Daniel, Mann, ’
Johnson and Mendenhall.

Approved O Director of Public Services
Disapproved O _
Heid a

- Statas Due: 10/7/81
%10 ' ' Iv (h) E. 1
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CONSULTANT AGREEMENT

" THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into as of the
day of , 1981, by and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS,
NEVADA, a municipal corporation and political subdivision of the
State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as the "CITY OF LAS VEGAS")
and DANIEL, MANN, JOHNSON AND MENDENHALL, a professional partner-

ship in the State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as "CONSUL~
TANT"). .

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS recognizes its responsi-
bility to maintain public buildings and facilities in a safe and v
serviceable condition for those who use these buildings; and . e

WEEREAS, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS desires the services of
a Consultant, Daniel, Mann, Johnson and Mendenhall, for the purpose
of designing and supervising the construction of structural repair
work on three municipal parking garages, to-wit: the City Hall

Complex parking garage and the municipal parking facilities located
on Carson Avenue and Ogden Avenue.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the terms, conditions
and covenants herein set forth the parties hereto agree to the
following:

SECTION I: SERVICES OF CONSULTANT
A. DESIGN PHASE

to do and. perform the following service in connection with the
structural repair of the Las Vegas Municipal Parking Garages

on Ogden Avenue and Carson Avenue, and the City Hall Complex
Parking Garage:

l. Conduct a field survey of all existing faults at the
expansion joints to procure the information necessary
for the design of repairs;

2. Using the best current engineering knowledge, devise
and design optimum schemes to correct the faults;

3. Prepare detailed plans and drawirigs on standard

24" x 36" sheets clearly indicating each proposed
method of repair; .

4. Prepare complete technical specifications on 8 1/2°
x 11" paper for each item indicated on the drawings
in a form ready for printing;

5. Prepare a detailed final cost estimate for the work:

6. Prepare complete bid documents and make necessary
copies; :

7. Issue addenda as appropriate;

8. Assign a licensed project engineer to the project at
the outset of the work to keep the CITY OF LAS VEGAS
informed of all developments as work progresses, to
be present at the Pre-Bid Conference and to assist
the CITY OF LAS VEGAS with evaluating bids.

, During the design phase of this project, the CONSULTANT agrees
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B. CONSTRUCTION PHASE

During the construction phase of this project, the CONSULTANT
agrees to do and perform the following services:

1. Attend Pre-Construction Conference with contractors
and the staff of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS concerning
the construction repair of these municipal parking
facilities;

2. Provide full-time field supervision and engineering
inspection of any construction repair performed upon
these municipal parking facilities, using experienced
personnel familiar with this type of work;

3. Review all plans and specifications, or any other
working drawings or documents submitted by the
contractor for substantial compliance with the
requirements of the construction repair contract;

4. Provide assistance in the interpretation of any and
all plans and specifications as requested by the
CITY OF LAS VEGAS;

5. Attend meetings and negotiations involving changes
in the estimated costs of the construction repair
contracts or changes in the design previously approved;

6. Make recommendations regarding change orders;

7. Complete compliance reports, certification of comple-
tion, warrantee reviews and assist in final audit;

8. Approve periodic pay estimates;

9. Certify that all construction has been completed in
substantial compliance with the plans and specifications
as approved by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS;

10. Provide cne set of reproducible mylar “as-built”
drawings.

SECTION II: RESPONSIBILITIES QF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS

In addition to the compensation to be provided the
CONSULTANT in accordance with the provisions of Section IV, the
CITY OF LAS VEGAS shall:

1. Provide all maps of the City Hall Complex as reguested
by the CONSULTANT which are within the possession
of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS.

2. Provide access to the City Hall Complex necessary to
perform the services of the CONSULTANT.

3. Provide to, or give access to, tﬁe CONSULTANT any and
all other pertinent information not previously described
which is in the CITY OF LAS VEGAS' possession. -

SECTION III: TIME OF PERFORMANCE

The basic services as provided in Section I of this
Agreement shall be commenced by the CONSULTANT immediately upon
receipt of Notice to Proceed from the CITY OF LAS VEGAS and shall
terminate with the acceptance of the repairs to the municipal
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parking facilities; provided, however, that one set of reproduci-
ble mylar "as-built®" drawings shall be provided to the CITY OF
LAS VEGAS for each of the municipal parking facilities within

thirty (30) calendar days after the date that the repairs to each

facility are accepted by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS.
SECTION IV: COMPENSATION AND MANNER OF PAYMENT
A. FEES )

The CITY OF LAS VEGAS agrees to compensate the CONSULTANT
on an hourly fee basis for those employees of the CONSULTANT
utilized in the performance of the services required under
Section I of this Agreement. Said compensation shall not
exceed THREE THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED AND 00/100 DOLLARS
($3,800.00) for each municipal parking facility with the
prior written approval of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS. CONSULTANT
agrees to segregate the cost, expenses and compensation on
each municipal parking facility so as to allow the CITY OF
LAS VEGAS to ascerxtain that the expenditures have not .
exceeded the contract maximums p:avided under this Secticn.
Compensation shall be computed as 2.5 times the actual

payroll expense.

Non-salary expenses incurred under this Agreement shall be
compensated at actual cost plus ten percent (10%) of .
actual cost to cover overhead and administrative expenses.
Subsistence expenses shall be at actual cost not to exceed
the maximum limit of $55.00 per day.

Pravel expenses shall be paid at actual cost.
B. MANNER OF PAYMENT

1. Payment of the fee for basic services shall be due
within thirty (30) days of monthly invoice for the
work ccmpleted du:ing the preceding month.

2. In o:de: to defray carrying charges resulting from
delayed payments, simple interest at the rate of ten
percent (10%) per annum (but not exceeding the maximum
rate allowed by law) will be added to the unpaid
balance of each invoice. The interest period shall
commence thirty (30) days after the date of the
original invoice and shall be terminated upon date

of payment.

3. Payments will be first credited to interest and then
to principal. No interest charge will be added during
the initial thirty (30)-day period follcwing the
date of invoice.

SECTION V: TERMINATION

Throughout the existence of this Agreement, CITY OF
.LAS VEGAS reserves the right to terminate the services of CONSUL-
TANT immediately upon written notification of the CONSULTANT.
Notification of the CONSULTANT is deemed to have occurred upon
that date the written notice is received by the CONSULTANT or
his representative.

SECTION VI: CITY'S REPRESENTATIVE
The Director of Public Services or his authorized repre-~

sentative is hereby designated as the CITY OF LAS VEGAS' represen-
tative with respect to the work to be performed under this Agree-

-3-
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ment. Said rapresentatzve shall have complete authority to
transmit instructions, receive information, interpret and define
CITY OF LAS VEGAS' policies and decisions with respect to the
services of the CONSULTANT. _

SECTION VII: STANDARD OF PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

All of the professional services herein provided shall

conform, where applicable, to the requirements of the following
standards:

1. The Uniform Building Code and amendments as published
by the International Conference of Building Officials
(Latest Edition).

ey

Sareiagho e

2. The National Electrical Code, as published by the National
Fire Protection Association International (Latest Edition).

3. The Uniform Plumbing Code, as published by the Western
Plumbing Officials Conference (Latest Edition).

4. The State of Nevada Industrial Commission Codes of
Safety Orders.

< e P G B W .

S. The regulations of the Division of Public Health zngi—
neering, Nevada State Department of Health.

6. Municipal Ordinances in effect at the locaticns of the
work.

7. Regulations of the Fire Department serving the area ot
construction.

8. Regulations and requirements of the Pacific Coast Fire
Underwriters Bureau and International Conference of
Building Officials.

S e L N A T T A

9. National Pire Protection Association Pamphlet No. 13.
10. State Pire Marshall‘’s Regulations.
SECTION VIII: CONSULEBNT'S EMPLOYEES

The CONSULTANT agrees to employ a certified Pire Safety
BEngineer throughout the term of this Agreement.

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for maintaining
satisfactory standards of employee competency, conduct and inte-
grity and shall be responsible for taking such disciplinary action
with respect to its employees as may be necessary. In the event
the CONSULTANT fails to remove any employee from the contract
work whom the CITY OF LAS VEGAS deems incompetent, careless or
insubordinate, or whose continued employment on the work is deemed
by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS to be contrary to the public interest,
the CITY OF LAS VEGAS reserves the right to require the CONSULTANT
t0 remove the employee as a condition for the continuation of
this Agreement. )

SECTION IX: INSURANCE

A. CONSULTANT shall provide and maintain, and it will require
its subcontractors to provide and maintain, in force and -
effect during the existence of this Agreement to protect
himself and the CITY OF LAS VEGAS the following insurance
coverage:
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1. Nevada Industrial Insurance or equivalent coverage
acceptable to the CITY OF LAS VEGAS.

2. Architect & Engineer's Professional Liability Insurance
in the amount of FIVE MILLION AND 00/100 DOLLARS
($5,000,000.00) for any one claim and in the aggregate,
with a deductible of ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND AND 00/100
DOLLARS ($100,000.00) to be paid by the CONSULTANT.

3. Automobile Liability Insurance in the amount of
FIVE HEUNDRED THOUSAND AND 00/100 DOLLARS ($500,000.00).

B. Prior to the commencement of this Agreement and as a condition
precedent thereto, the CONSULTANT will obtain the insurance
coverage required hereunder and will furnish Certificates of
Insurance to the CITY OF LAS VEGAS demonstrating the procure-
ment of such insurance.

c. The insurance coverage required herein must be written by a
campany acceptable to the CITY OF LAS VEGAS and which is
licensed to do business in the State of Nevada. The Certifi-
cates of Insurance sent to the CITY OF LAS VEGAS must contain
a clause to the effect that cancellations, reductions or
restrictions shall not be made until thirty (30) days after
written notice to the CITY OF LAS VEGAS. 1In the event that
any of the insurance coverage required hereunder is cancelled,
reduced or restricted, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS reserves the
right to terminate this Agreement.

SECTION X: INDEMNITY

Notwithstanding any of the insurance requirements herein-
above set forth or limits of liability set forth therein, CONSULTANT
shall protect, indemnify and hold harmless the CITY OF LAS VEGAS,
its officers and employees from any and all claims, damages, losses,
expenses, suits, actions, decrees, judgments, attorney fees and
court costs which the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, its officers or employees
may suffer, or which may be sought against, recovered from or
obtainable against the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, its officers or employees
as a result of, or by reason of, or arising out of the negligent
acts or omissions of the CONSULTANT, its subcontractors or agents
or anyone directly or indirectly employed by the subcontractor or
agent, in fulfillment or performance of the terms, conditions or
covenants of this Agreement. :

It is expressly agreed that the CONSULTANT shall, at its
own cost, defend any and all suits or actions that may be brought
against the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, its officers or employees by reason
of any act or omission against which the CONSULTANT has indemnified
the CITY OF LAS VEGAS. ' If the CONSULTANT shall fail to do so, the
CITY OF LAS VEGAS shall have the right to defend same and to charge
all direct and incidental costs of such defense to the CONSULTANT,
including court costs and counsel fees.

SECTION XI: ARBITRATION

v All claims, disputes and other matters in gquestion between
the parties to this Agreement, arising out of or relating to this
Agreement or the breach thereof, may, at. the option of the aggrieved
party be decided by arbitration in accordance with the Construction
Industry Arbitration Rules of the American Arbitration Association
then obtaining unless the parties mutually agree otherwise. No
arbitration, arising out of or relating to this Agreement, shall
include, by consolidation, joinder or in any other manner, any
additional person not a party to this Agreement except by written
consent containing a specific reference to this Agreement and

* signed by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS and the CONSULTANT, and any other
person sought to be joined. Any consent to arbitration.involving .
an additional person or persons shall not-constitute-consent. tO- .- — .— .
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arbitration of any dispute not described therein or with any
person not named or described therein. This agreement to
arbitrate and any agreement to arbitrate with an additional
person or persons duly consented to by the parties to this
Agreement shall be specifically enforceable under the prevailing
arbitration law.

Notice of the demand for arbitration shall be filed in
writing with the other party to this Agreement and with the American
Arbitration Association. The demand shall be made within a reason-
able time after the claim, dispute Or other matter in question has
arisen. In no event shall the demand for arbitration be made after
the date when institution of legal or equitable proceedings based
on such claim, dispute or other matter in question would be barred
by the applicable statute of 1imitations.

In the event that either party dema.nds arbitration, it is -2
agreed by the parties hereto that all means of discovery, including,
but not limited to, depositions and interrogatories will be afforded
to the parties involved in the arbitration, with the appointed
arbitrator having all authority to impose sanctions against either
party for failing to comply with the rules for discovery provided
under the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

. B . .
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The award rendered by the arbitrators shall be final,
and judgment may be entered upon it in accordance with appuca.ble
law in any court having jurisdiction thereof.

SECTION XIXI: INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

It is hereby expressly agreed and understood that in the
performance of the services provided herein, the CONSULTANT and any
other person employed by him hereunder shall be deemed to be an
independent contractor and not an agent or employee of the CITY
OPF LAS VEGAS.

SECTION XIII: OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS

Any reports, plans, information, data, or other documents
given, prepared or assembled by the CONSULTANT or any subcontractors
with the exception of the original plans and specifications under
this Agreement are deemed the property of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS and
shall not be made available to any individual or organization with-
out prior written agreement of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS. The original
plans and specifications, reproducibles of which are to be provided
to the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, are to remain the property of the CONSUL~
TANT, however the CITY OF LAS VEGAS shall have the exclusive right
to use and rely upon such originals.

SECTION XIV: ASSIGNMENT

The CITY OF LAS VEGAS and the CONSULTANT each bind itself
and its partners, successors, administrators and assigns to the .
other party of this Agreement and to the partners, successors,
executors, administrators and assigns of such other party in respect
to all covenants of this Agreement, except neither the CITY OF

LAS VEGAS nor the CONSULTANT shall assign, sublet or transfer its
interest in this Agreement without the written consent of the other.
Nothing contained herein shall be construed as creating any personal
liability on the part of any officer or agent of any public body
which may be a party hereto.

|
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SECTION XV: PROHIBITION AGAINST CONTINGENT FEES

The CONSULTANT warrants that no person or entity has been
employed or retained to solicit or secure this Agreement upon an
agreement Or understanding for a cammission, percentage, brokerage
or contingent fee. For breach or violation of this warranty, the
CITY OF LAS VEGAS shall have the rjight to annul this Agreement
without liability or, in its discretion, to deduct from the contract
price or consideration, or otherwise recover, the full amocunt of
such commission, percentage, brokerage or contingent fee.

SECTION XVI: PUBLICITY

All publicity concerning the services of CONSULTANT shall
be approved by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS.

SECTION XVII: NOTICES

Any notice required under this Agreement shall be sent
to the following addresses:

CITY: CITY OF LAS VEGAS
Director of Public Services
400 Bast Stewart Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

CONSULTANT : DANIEL, MANN, JOHNSON & -
MENDENHALI, OF NEVADA
3555 sough Highland Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 839109

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and
executed this Agreement the day and year first above written.

CITY OF LAS VEGAS,
a Municipal Corporation

DANIEL, MANN, JOHNSON &
MENDENHALL OF NEVADA

By

Sl

s
i
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.. CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981 1
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |>™ Septenber 23, 1981

FROM: o

o DON J. SAYLOR

The Board of City Commissioners DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION TRANSFERRING RIGHTS OF WAY FOR THE I-515 FREEWAY

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The State of Nevada Department of Transportation has requested certain
rights of way be transferred to the State for the approved extension of
1-515 from Eastern Avenue to Charleston Boulevard. (See attached maps)
As indicated on the maps, portions of the requested rights of way will:
1) become a permanent part of the freeway
2) be relinquished to the City upon completion of the project
3) be maintained by the City
4) be developed as roadway by Nevada Department of Transportation to City of
Las Vegas Standards and relinquished to the City upon
completion of the project.

Staff has no objections to this transfer. The Resolution has been reviewed
by the City Attorney’'s office. ;

None

BECOMMENDATIONS.

It is recommended that the Commission adopt the Resolution and authorize
the Mayor, on behalf of the.City Commission, to execute the Resolution.

. DONOVAN, P.E.
Approved O . Director of Public Services
Disapproved 0O

Held c
10/7/81

- Statas Due:
>0 IIV (h) E. 2




3 8 &
£.A. 75780 ( L_}:

. amv——

D,gg,gy SOMMISSION™ M'INUTES oc*rosfﬁ'-wér' e

-

RESOLUTION RELATIVE TO TRANSFERRING
RIGHTS-OF-HAY FOR THE I-515 FREEWAY

WHEREAS, the Statain’ﬂevadb. Department of Transportation, in conjunction with
the United States Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, has
adopted aligmnments for construction of the 1-515 Freeway between Charleston Boulevard
and Eastern Avenue, Clark-County, State of Nevada, Project QI-515-1 (4)V'I. E.A. 70789,
which alignment has been previously approved by the City Commissioners of Las Vegas,
Nevada; and .

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas owns or controls certain rights-of-way for streets
and road purposes; and

WHEREAS, portions of said rights-of-way cwned or controlled by the City for street
and road purposes will be occupied by the propesed alignment and construction of the
1-515 Freeway, said‘portions being depicted in orange and purple on the attnched.mups
marked EXHIBITS "A1® through “A6", and {dentified as Parcels 072.604; 072.624; 072.715;
072.964; 073.197; 073.305; 073.721; 073.827; 074.300.

WHEREAS, that portion of streets and alleys as described and delineated in light
blue on the attached maps marked "Al", "AS", and "A6", and identified as Parcels 072.732
and 072.752 and portions of Pareé!s 072.625;_072.744: 074.094; 074.215; 074.227; and
074.268, property and maintenance responsibilities to be transferred to the City at
completion of construction; aiﬁ ;

WHEREAS, that portion of streets and alleys as described and delineated as brown
on the attached set of maps mfted EXHIBITS "A1".through "A6" to be occupied during
the peried of construction only and to be rehabilitated to original condition on
portions affected and to be transferred to the City on completion of construction.

WHEREAS, the City believes that aligmment and construction of the 1-515 Freeway
will be of great benefit to the general public. '

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Commissioners of Las Vegas, Nevada,
acting for and on behalf of the citizens of Las Vegas, do hereby grant, transfer, and
relinquish to the State of Nevada, Department of Transportation, their right and title

.and right to occupy the streets and roads and portions thereof as described-and delin-

eated in orange and purple on the attached set of maps marked EXHIBIT “Al1" through

Page 1 of 2
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*AG" and more particularly described as Parcels 072.604; 072.624; 072.715; 072.964;
1073.197; 073.30S; 073.721; 073.827; 074.300, containing an area of 8.18 acres, more
or Jess. ’

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Commissioners of Las Vegas, Nevada, acting
for and on behalf of the citizens of Las Vegas, do hereby grant, transfer, and relin-
quish to the State of Nevada, Department of Transportation, their right, title and

right to occupy the streets and roads and portions thereof as described and delineated .

fn brown on the attached maps marked as EXHIBITS °A1® through “A6®, pruperty to be
occupied during the period of construction only and to be rehabilitated to original
condition on portions affected and property and maintenance responsibilities to be
transferred to the City at completion of construction. 4

8E IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolutfon does not grant, transfer, or relin-
quish to the State of Nevada, Department of Transportai‘lon. any right, title, and
{nterest in and to any utility improvements located thereon whether of record or
not. A .
8E IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commissioners of the City hereby authorize the
Mayor of Las Vegas to execute any and all documents necessary to grant, transfer,
and relinquish all rights, title and interest in the property of the City of Las
Yegas to be conveyed to the State of Nevada, Department of Transportation, for the
purpose of the alignment and constructfon of 1-515 Freeway all as more fuﬁy de-
scribed above. | o

Dated this ___ day of » 1981,

APPROVED FOR LEGALITY AND FORM: CITY COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF

LAS VEGAS

8y:
Tty Retorey— 4 bty VLT . BRI
. . ’or -

ATTEST:

ra»mwn

CAROL A. RAWLEY
City Clerk

Page 2 of 2
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Gty o Lusliege
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | =

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners DON J. SAYLOR -

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
* QUITCLAIM DEED TO CLARK COUNTY FOR A PORTION OF SLOAN LANE

SUBJECT

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The attached Quitclaim Deed to Clark County is to dedjcate a rad'lys corner
on Sloan Lane and Vegas valley Drive to the County. (see drawing

The City of Las Vegas has petitioned Clark County for the vacation of 40 feet
of dedicated right of way along the easterly boundary of the Wastewater Treat-
ment Plant to facilitate location of the floodproofing wall uhich will be
built around the Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The County Planning Commission recommended approval of the vncat1on at their
September 17, 1981 meeting, subject to the dedication of a radius corner at
Sloan Lane and Vegas Valley Drive. The requested radius corner does not in-
terfere with the proposed floodproofing wall.

Staff has no objections to the dedication.

The City Attorney's office has reviewed the Quitclaim Deed.

heke i .

[IRSOTINTRCTTS M

None

RECOMMENDATIQNS

That the City Commission approve the dedication and authorize the Mayor,
on behalf of the Commission, to execute the Quitclaim Deed.

RISPOSITION D%NALD E. DONE%% 5; -

Approved 0O Director of PubHc Services
Disapproved O
Held ]

- Statgs Due: rémmm
79310 ) 1V (h) E. 3
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QUITCIAIM DEED

| in considerationof $_1,00 _______ . the receipt of which is hereby seknowledged, do hereby remise, release and forever
quitelsimto _______ COUNTY OF CLARK ‘

-

all that real property situate in the

County of CLARR
State of Nevada, bounded and described as follows:

That portion of the Southwast Quarter (5Wx) of Section 10, Township 21 South,
Range 62 East, M.D.M., in the County of Clark, State of Ravada, described as:

A triangular parcel of land bounded as follows: - On ths Sorth by the South - -
line of thae North 40.00 feet of thes Southwest Quarter (SWx) of said Section
10; on the West by the East line of the West 50.00 feet of the

Quarter (SWx) of said Section 10; and on tha Southeast by ths are of a circle
coneave Southeasterly, having a radius of 30.00 fest and being tangent to the
South line of said North 40.00 feet and to the BEast line

|

32-25-01

Together with ail and singuisr the mwmmwmmuhmw
ing.

Witness _their hand g this day of 19
~BIIX OP LAS VEGAS
\"é) H ATTEST:

WILLIAM B. BRIARE, MAYOR CAROL ANN HAWLEY, CITY CLERE

STATE OF NEVADA 3 ; C—
: ) = WHMEN RECORDED MaIL TO: CITY CLERK

COUNTY OF CLARK ) 400 E. Stewart Ave,, Las Vegas. NV 89101

on SPACE BELOW FOR RECORDER'S USE ONLY B

personally appeared before me. a Notary Public
—NILLIAM H. BRIARE, MAYOR _
CAROL ANN HAWLEY, CITY CLERK

who acknowledged that __t he ¥ _ executed the shove
instrument,

-~

(8EAL)

Notary Public in and for said County and State
T T

B T
[ DRI PENSEINT N RE%-Ty RS :
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |*™ 5—-’——4—5 E—

T0: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners %u#v %%OSANASER

SUBJECT: NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION RESOLUTION OF CONSENT RELINQUISHING
A PORTION OF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The State of Nevada, Department of Transportation has prepared two
Resolutions of Consent which will transfer a portion of Harmony Avenue
and a portfion of Silverstream Avenue to the City of Las Vegas (see
Exhibit "A" attached). The right of way for these streets was acquired
by the State in preparation for the Las Vegas Expressway construction.
The streets are built and have been inspected by City personnel.

The City Attorney's office has reviewed the Resolutions.

[

RUEA TP URULITN RIS 3 - SCREY

None.

RECOMMENDATIONS
' It is recommended that the City Commission accept these streets and

authorize the Mayor, on behalf of the City Commission, to execute
the Resolution of Consent to Relinquish.

Approved O DONALD E. DON%AN, P.E. ;

Disapp ' O Director of Public Serﬁces
Held |

- Statas Due:
70-2-i0 Iv (h) E. &
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Silver Stream Avenue

Parcel #1 EX-F-006-CL-
081.457; Parcel #2 EX-F-006-CL-
081.757

E.A. 70640

RESOLUTION OF RELINQUISHMENT

WHEREAS, the Nevada Department of Transportation presently holds all of
that certain right-of-way for a portion of Silver Stream Avenue lying within
the City of Las Vegas, County of Clark, State of Nevada, extending from the z
east boundary of the W 1/2 of the W 1/2 of the SW 1/4 of Section 26, T. 20 S., ‘
R. 60 E., M.D.M. to the west section line of said Section 26, being a portion
of the west 1/2 of the west 1/2 of the southwest 1/4 of said Section 26, and
shown as Parcel Number 1 and Parcel Number.- 2 and delineated by shading on the
map, identified as Exhibit “A" attached hereto and made a part hereof; and

WHEREAS, said right-of-way, as shaded on Exhibit "A", is of no further use
to the Nevada Department of Transportation; and

WHEREAS, the State of Nevada, Department of Highways entered into a certain
occupancy agreement with the City of Las Vegas, namely: Oocument Number 667024,
recorded in Book 708, dated February 15, 1977; and

WHEREAS, one of the conditions of said occupancy agreement was that said
streets and alleys as located or relocated and constructed or reconstructed by
the State of Nevada, Department of Highways would become part of said City's
street and road system upon completion of the contract; and

WHEREAS, said project is now complete.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Department
of Transportation, of the State of Nevada, that .t.hie“fnnowing described right-
of-way and incidents thereto, Séing all that land as delineated by shading on -
Exhibit “A", be and hereby is relinquished to the City of Las Vegas, a political
subdivision of the State of Nevada.

IV (h)
E-4
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. .
Bémg two parcels of land situate, lying and being in the City of Las
Vegas, County of Clark, State of Nevada, located across portions of the W 1/2 of
the SW 1/4 of Section 26, T. 20 S., R. 60 E., M.D.M., said two parcels more

particulary described as follows, to wit:

Parcel No. 1

Being a parcel or strip of land 60 feet in width, being 30 feet wide on
each side of the following described centeriine, to wit:

COMMENCING at the northwest corner of the SW 1/4 of Sec-

tion 26, T. 20 S., R. 60 E., M.D.M.; thence S. 0° 23' 12"

E. along the westerly l1ine of said Section 26, a2 distance

of 857.89 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; thence N.

89° 36' 47" E. along the centerline of Silver Stream Ave--
nue, a distance of 100.00 feet to a point; thence from a
tangent which bears the last described course curving to

the right along said centerline, with a radius of 200.00

feet, through an angle of 59° 03' 35", an arc distance of
206.16 feet to a point; thence S. 31° 19' 38" E. along said
centerline, a distance of 355.45 feet to a point; thence fm
a tangent which bears the last described course, curving to
the Teft along said centerline, with a radius of 200.00 feet,
through an angle of 57° 49' 23", an arc distance of .201 .84
feet to a point; thence S. 89° 09' 01" E. along said centerline,
a distance of 49.39 feet to the point of ending, said point of
ending being further described as bearing S. 26° 40' 32" E.,

a distance of 1514.79 feet from the northwest corner of the

SW 1/4 of said Section 26. '

The sidelines of said 60 foot rlig'ﬁtbof-way to be extended
or shortened to terminate at the west 1ine of said Section 26 and
to terminate at the east line of the W 1/2 of the W 1/2 of the SW
1/4 of said Section 26.

R U 1) PR s
B TPIER S I NP A R T A SN
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Parcel No. 2

Being a spandrel of land having a radius of 25 feet concave southwesterly;
being tangent to and bounded on the east by the east line of the W 1/2 of the
SW.1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 26, T. 20 S., R. 60 E., M.D.M.; and being tan~
gent to and bounded on the north by the southerly right-of-way line of said
60 foot right-of-way as described above in Parcel Number One. Said parcels

being conveyed contain a net area of 1.26 acres, more or less.

1t is the intent of this instrument to convey and does convey all of that
parcel of land as acquired by the Nevada Department of Transportation, formerly
known ashepartrmt of Highways, by Document Number 683218, recorded April 4,
1977, in the 0fficfal Records, Clark County, Nevada, together with a portion
of that parcel of land acquired by the Nevada Department of Transportation, for-
merly known as Department of Highways, by Document Number 430591, recorded
November 1, 1974, and by Document Number 421620, recorded September 24, 1974,
in Official Records, Clark County, Nevada.

erdae g2 ¥

B

The above described parcels shall have no access in and to the US-95
Expressway (Project RF-TQF-006-2(10)). '

This document is intended to convey aﬁd does convey to the City of Las
Vegas, pursuant to relinquishment, any and all of the State of Nevada, Départ-
ment of Transportation's right, title, and interest in and to that portion of
Silver Stream Avenue.
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ADOPTED this, ¢/ _ day of é'faz‘::a./' , 1981.

APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY AND FORM: BOARD OF DIRECTORS, STATE OF NEVADA,
DEPARTMENT OF [RANSPORTATION

A. E. Stone

wlLAA LoniaT: NEYRUA

JOAN L. SWiF T, SEC;
RECIRIEY &° .Eﬁf“%?r

-

Ocr 19 11 25 AM '8

FEE ___ DEPUTY
OFFiLIaL RECOROS
Roox INSTRUMENT

1476 . AT LE T
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RESOLUTION OF CONSENT TO RELINQUISH

WHEREAS, the State of Nevada desires to relinquish a portion of the
state highway system as shown on Exhibit "A" attached hereto and made a part
hereof as if set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas desires that the aforesaid portion of
said highway be relinquished to the City of Las Vegas.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Commission of the City of Las
Vegas, County of Clark, State of Nevada, that the City of Las Vegas doss
hereby consent to the State of Nevada, Department of Traﬁsportation. through
{ts Board of Directors, relinquishing to the City of Las Vegas that portion

of highway more fully set forth and shaded on Exhibit "A" attached hereto.

DATED this 272 _day of Dotuber _, 1981.

ATTEST: ' THE CITY COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS

SLARK Cn} ¥ NEVEDA
SR ST REsoACER
QECCADED AT AECUEST OF

Oer 13 il 2w AH'8I

JURIY i 1411 .
Fﬁumms %Etc-_ms
80X INSTRUMENT
1476 o Ll
IV (h)
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Hamony Avenue
Portion of Parcels
CL-0006-00430, 00431,
00432, 00433, 00434
BA 70493; 70576

RESOLUTION OF RELINQUISHMENT

R

‘WEERBAS. the Nevada Department of Transportation presently
holds all that certain right-of-way for a portion of Harmony Avenue
lying within the city of Las Vegas, county of Clark, state of Nevada,
and shown as parcel number 1, and being 51 feet in width and delin-
eated by shading on the map, identified as Exhibit "A" attached here-

to and made a part hereof; and

"..{‘;3'4- PP RS it

‘ WHEREAS, the State of Nevada, Dap&rment of Transportation
entered into a certain occupancy agreement with the city of Las Vegas,
namely, document number 264247, recorded in book 305, dated February %
27, 1973; and 3

WHEREAS, one of the conditions of said occupancy agreement
was that said streets and alleys as located or relocated and con-
structed or reconstructed by the state of Nevada, Department of
Transportation would become part of said city's street and road
system, one of which is Harmony Avenue depicted on Exhibit "A",
upon completion of the contract; and _4 b

WHEREAS, said project is now complete and. said :'.ight-cf- o
way, as shaded on Exhibit "A" is of no further use to the Nevada
: Depa:mnt‘<of Trangportation.

NOW THEREPORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors
of the Department of Transportation of the state of Nevada, that the
following described right-of-way and incidents thereto, being all
that land as delineated by shading on Exhibit "A" and identified
as parcel number 1, be and Hereby _is relinquished to the city of
Las Vegas, a political subdivision of the state of Nevada.

This document is intended to coavey and does convey to
the city of Las Vegas, pursuant to reli:iéui-shment, any and all of
the state of Nevada, Department of. Transportation's right, title,

and interest in and to that portion of Harmony Avenue, as depicted

on attached Exhibit "A%

R Mgt N P SR ,w"- s
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ADOPTED this 7/ day of 0 1981.
h) Y < /, /! ’
APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY AND FORM: BOARD OF DIRECTORS, STATE OF szm:m
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Deputy Attorney Gener

Chief Counsel

Degartment of Transportation
vin L. Beauchamp

ATTEST:

T et

Chair
Robert* List

ember
Wil sPn McGowan

| ANR Sau ."v ssvala
R

L. S¥ITT, RECIRTER
RECNWED AT IILUESTOF

Oor 19 112w AM'8I

o DEPLTY
m TTioAL RECORDS
ms TNSTRUMENT
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RESOLUTION OF CONSENT TO RELINQUISH

WHEREAS, the State of Nevada desires to relinquish a portion of the
state highway system as shown on Exhibit "A" attached hereto and made a part
hereof as if set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas desires that the aforesaid portion of
said highway be relinquished to the City of Las Vegas.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Commission of the City of Las
Vegas, County of Clark, State of Nevada, that the City of Las Vegas does
hereby consent to the State of Nevada, Department of Transportation, through
its Board of Directors, relinquishing to the City of Las Vegas that portion

of highway more fully set forth and shaded on Exhibit "A” attached hereto.

DATED this 78 _day of (tphep ., 181,

ATTEST: _ THE CITY COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS

CLARA CUUNT T 43y,
JOAN L. STIFT, FECIROER
RECORDED AT REQUEST oF

et 9 1123 AW 81

FEE _____ DepPuTY
OFFICIAL RECORDS
INSTRUMENT
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CONTRACT ADDENDUM

THIS Addendum is hereby made to the Contract made and entered iato
on_the 30th day of June, 1981, by and between the NEVADA STATE DEPARTMENT OF

HUMAN ﬁESMCES. REHABILITATION DIVISION, as “PRINCIPAL,” and the CITY OF LAS |

VEGAS, as the "CITY."

Page one, 1ines 17-21 are hereby changed to read as follows: .
Subject to the availability of funds and subject to all the terns
and conditions as herein specified, PRINCIPAL shall pay the CITY, upon written.
request from the CITY, a total sum not to exceed FORTY-SEVEN THOUSAND FOURTEEN
DOLLARS ($47,014.00) for the term of this Contract. Said payment shall be - |
expended according to the following line ftem detafl. ' o
Page one, line 27, is hereby changed to read as follows:
f. Field Trips (in-State) ' $11,125
Page two, line one, is hereby changed to read as follows:
1. Total ' $47,014

Page two, 1ine 6 is hereby changed to read as follows:
. . . FORTY-SEVEN THOUSAND AND FOURTEEN DOLLARS ($47,014.00). - -
Page two, l1ines 8-9 are hereby changed-to read- as ‘.f-oI'Iow’s: .
. . . not encusbered by September 15, 1982, and all encumbered funds which are
not expended by November 15, 1982. . ‘
Page two, line 30, {s hereby changed to read as follows:
. . . September 15, 1982. However, if the CITY is in default of any of the
terms and . . . ' <o
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Except for the changes herein specified, all other terms and condi-
tions of the original Contract shall remain in full force and effect.

Upon approval, this Addendum shall be incorporated and made a part '
of the original Contract.

APPROVED BY:

A. R. MARTELLE, DIRECIOR BERT E. FROST, ADMIN
Nevada State Department of Rehabilitation Division
Human Resources Nevada State Department of

Human Resources

APPROVED' AS 0 FORM ONLY:
' B
ATTEST: '

City of Las Vegas

By . {“ Q——

ey

LURIE, MAYOR .PRO-TEM .

Hem o od UL UTELTLT, SEASERNS SAS FITRE I e SESRTEYL it atTTTVE G L

RICHARD BRYAN
ATTORNEY GENERAL

By

Deputy Attorney General

Date

ACL-2099

WIH:ks
09/22/81
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AGENDA DOCUVMENTATION | °r= Seetester 2,181

TO

“The Board of City Commissioners

FROM: poN J. SAYLOR
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR AN ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT TO ALLOW LANDSCAPING AND CANOPIES

AT 401 S. CASINO CENTER BLVD.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

We have received a request from Paul Richard Goodman on behalf of the Rainbow
Vegas Hotel, to allow the existing landscaping and planter in the public right
a way, and to permit 2 overhanging entrance canopies in the public right-of-
way at 401 South Casino Center Drive.

There is 8' of public right-of-way between the back of curb and the property

line, with an existing concrete sidewalk, 5i' in width, adjacent to the back

of curb. The applicant proposes to maintain the existing landscape in the remaining
right-of-way. The applicant also requests permission to install two entrance
canopies, 6' 4" wide, which will encroach 6' into the right-of-way, ending 2°'

back of curb. The bottom of the canopy will be 8' above the walk. The canopies
will be supported by 13" diameter pipes set 5' back of curd.

Staff has no objection to the encroachment agreement.

The applicant has signed the standard encroachment agreement which has conditions
of liability, maintenance, and removal.

None

BECOMMENDATIONS.

It is recommended that the City Commission approve the encroachment agreement and
authorize the Mayor, on behalf of City Commission, to execute the agreement.

RISPOSITION
=
N, P.E.

Statas Dye:

T9-3-10

Di rector‘of Public Services

IV (h) E. 5
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’% 4MV% September 23, 1981
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | ===

FROM:

TO: )
The Board of City Commissioners DON J. SAYLOR

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

" SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR AN ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT TO ALLOW LANDSCAPING IN THE RIGHT-OF-WAY AT

600 SOUTH THIRD STREET
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

e have received a request from Peter L. Flangas to ailow the existing land-
scaping to remain in the Parkway area, between the curb and sidewalk and
between the.sfdewalk and the property 1ine on 3rd Street and on Bonneville Avenue.

There is 17* of existing public right of way between the back of curb and
the property line, with a 5' concrete sidewalk located 9' back of curb. The re--

maining area is planted in grass and contains 6 mature elm trees. i
Staff has no objections to the encroachment agreement. 3
C g
Applicant agrees to maintain the landscaping and has signed the standard T3
encroachment agreement which has conditions of 1iability, removal, and 4
maintainance. K
[
EISCALIMPACT
None
BECOMMENDATIONS,

It is recommended that the City Commission approve the encroachment agreement
and authorize the Mayor, on behalf of City Commission, to execute the agreement.

D P.t. -
Approved O . Director of Public Services
Disapproved O
Held a

10/7/81
- Statas Due: . I-Am'mm )
78310 IV (h) E. 6
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
l ITEM Commission Action Department Action

IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES (Continued

E. REPORTS/ACTION (Continued)
7. Nevada Department of Transportation Lurie - Staff to proceed
Agreement No. NM281-81-012 for the APPROVED Agreement
installation of traffic signals and as recommended.
intersection 1ighting at two locations. Unanjmous
a. Sahara Ave. at Paseo Del Prado/ (Christensen excusefl)
Teddy Dr.

b. Rancho Rd. at Cheyenne Ave.

57%CYED AGENDA (T

x
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City of LusVieges
AGENDA DOCUNMENTATION | P Setemar 2

; FROM: .
The Board of City Commissioners ﬁ"m“ cs;ax;ywﬁamesa

TO

SUBJECT: NEVADA DEPARTMENT DF TRANSPORTATION AGREEMENT NO. NM281-81-012 FOR THE INSTALLATION
OF TRAFFIC SIGNALS AND INTERSECTION LIGHTING AT TWO LOCATIONS

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

To minimize danger to pedestrian and vehicular traffic, the City of Las Vegas
proposes to cause the construction of traffic signals and intersection 1ighting
in the intersection of Sahara Avenue and Paseo Del Prado/Teddy Drive; and the
intersection of Rancho Road (SRS59) and Cheyenne Avenue. Since Sahara Avenue

and Rancho Road are State controlled roads, an agreement is required to delineate
the maintenance responsibilities of the State of Nevada and the City of Las Vegas.

The construction of the traffic signals and intersection lighting at the inter- 3
section of Sahara Avenue and Paseo Del Prado/Teddy Drive and the intersection of
Rancho Road and Cheyenne Avenue will be accomplished at no cost to the City. P

The Sahara Avenue and Paseo Del Prado/Teddy Drive traffic signal and tighting
will be paid for by the developer (First Western Savings and John Midby and
Associates) of the property Northwest of the intersection.

The Rancho Road and Cheyenne Avenue intersection traffic signal and lighting
is being funded by the Regional Transportation Commission of Clark.County.

None

BECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the City Commission approve the Integrated Cooperative -
Agreement and authorize the Mayor, on behalf of the City Commission, to execute
the Agreement

Approved O

Disapproved O Director of Public Services
Held (m]

. StatasDue: ___ 10/7/81
resre IV (h) E. 7
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

Citg of Las Vegas

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM

A. Resolution making a provisional order and
notice of hearing on Special Improvement

District No. 403

S.I.D. No. 403

Step No. 5-A and 6-A

Location: Both sides of Bonanza Road from|
N Eastern Avenue to Pecos Drive
Improvements: Installation of parking lanes,

curbs and gutters and street
lighting and sidewalks.

B. Selection of Bond Counsel re: S.I.D. No. 438
(Peccole Property)

Annexation Resolution A-5-81

Property Located: 6665 West Del Rey

Petitioned by: Thurman White,

Associate Superintendent
School Facilities Division
Clark County School Dist.

Acreage: Approximately 40 acres

Zoned: R-E (County classification

N-U (City equivalent)

D. Annexation Resolution A-6-81

Property Located: 2480 Maverick Street
Thurman White

Associate Superintendent
School Facilities Division
Clark County School Dist.

Petitioned by:

Acreage: Approximately 18.82 acres

Zoned: R-E (County classification

N-U (City equivalent)

—

~—

COMMISSION CMAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

Commission Action

Item A

Lurie -

Resolution ADOPTED
Unanimous

(Woofter excused)

Item B

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by Attorney.
(Retain law firm o
Sherman & Howard o
Denver, Colorado)
Motion carried with
Levy abstaining and

Christensen excused.

Item C

Lurie -

Resolution ADOPTED
Motion carried with
Fhrfstensen voting
'No".

Item D

Lurie -

Resolution ADOPTED
Unanimous

0136

Page32

October 7, 1981

Department Action

V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITV ATTORNEY MEETING RECESSED Aﬂ]2:0'7 NOON AND
RESUMED AT 1:30 P.M

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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% O{LMV% . September 25, 19
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | e

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners

GEORGE F. OGILVIE
City Attorney

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION MAKING A PROVISIONAL ORDER AND NOTICE OF HEARING ON
SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT _DISTRICT NO. 403

PURPQSE/BACKGROUND
s.I.D. NO. 403
STEP NO. S-A Resolution making a Provisiona
Order to the effect that the
work of improvement of certain
streets and parts thereof.
6=-A Notice of Hearing on the imprc
ment of certain st:eets and
parts thersof.
LOCATION Both sides of Bonanza Road from
Eastern Avenue to Pecos Drive.
IMPROVEMENTS ’ Installation of parking lanes, .
: curbs and gutters and street
lighting and sidewalks.’
<
FISCAL IMPACT

R MENDAT!

It is recommended that the Board of City Commissioners adopt tlus B
Resolution and the Notice.

RISPOSITION
Approved O3
Disapproved O
Held o
Statas Due: .
28-3-10 e ——————

— v-A
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‘to Chapter 271 of Nevada Revised Statutes, and all laws supple~

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION MAKING A PROVISIONAL ORDER TO THE EFFECT THAT THE
WORK OF IMPROVEMENT OF CERTAIN STREETS AND PARTS THEREOF WITHIN
THE PROPOSED LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
NO. 403 SHALL BE DONE.

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of the City of
Las Vegas, in the County of Clark and State of Nevada, has di-
rected the City Engineer to file with the City Clerk, who is
also the Clerk of said Board of Commissioners, certain preliminary
estimates of costs, and estimates of maximum benefits; all in ‘
connection with the installation of street improvements within

that certain area of said City hereinafter described; all pu:sm}‘:

mental thereto; and

WHEREAS, the City Engineer, on the lst day of October,
1981 filed at the office of the Clerk of said City and of said
Board of Commissioners, in connection with said improvements and
with its proposed Las Vegas, Nevada, Special Improvement District
No. 403 the following:

A. Preliminafy plans showing typical sectigns @f the
contemplated improvements, the type or types of material, and
preliminary estimates of the costs of such improvements:;

"B. Preliminary estimates of the total cost of each
type of construction, said estimates being made in a lump sum ar
by unit prices, and, further, including in said estimates withoutj
limitine the-generality of the foregoing, the advertising, ap-
praising, engineering, printing, and such other expenses as in
the judgment of said Engineer are necessary or essential to the
completion of such work of improvement, a.ﬁd the payment of

the costs thereof;
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C. Assessment plats showing the areas to be assessed
and the amount of maximum benefits estimated to be assessed
against each lot or parcel or property in the assessment district}
such estimates being computed on an areas basis, as heretofore
deaignated by said Board of Commissioners; proved that an eqnitab e
adjustment will be made for assessments to be levied against any
irregular lots or parcels, so that assessments according to

benefits will be equal and uniform; and
WHEREAS, the Board of c°missioners.has examined said

plans, assessment plats, typical sections of contemplated improve
ments, preliminary estimates of costs, and estimates of maximm
benefits, so filed with said Clerk, and has found, and does
hereby declare the same to be satisfactory in all respects;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COM-
MISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, at a regular meeting
thereof held on the 7th day of October, 1981 at 10:00 A.M., that
the Board of Commissioners shall and hereby does accept said
plans, assessment plats, typical sections of contemplated imp: -
ments, preliminary estimates of costs, and the estimates of
maximum benefits to be assessed against each tract or parcel of
land in the assessment areas.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said Board of Commissioners
shall, and hereby does PROVISIONALLY ORDER THAT:

SECTION 1. That street improvements shall be installed
within that certain area of the City hereinafter described, all
as more particularly hereinafter set forth and as described in
said plans herein accepted, reference to which is hereby made
and which are available for public examination at the office of
the said City Clerk, and at a total estimated cost of $400,804.00
including engineering, legal and :.ncidental expenses. -

SECTION 2. The amounts to be assessed shall be made
upon all lots and parcels of property benefitted, proportionately
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to the benefits received and shall be assessed against the pro=-

perty abutting said improvements on an area basis, i.e., on the

bagis that each lot or parcel of property to be assessed in each
such assessment unit shall be assessed a portion of the aggregate
dollar amount being levied against that particular entire assess—|
ment in the proportion that the area of said lot or parcel bears
to the area of all. assessable property in such assessment ugita

provided that the depth of a lot or parcel in excess of 100 ‘feet
from the frontage facing the improvements ‘shall not be considered
in computing the area of such lot or parcel; provided that in
each assessment unit an equitable adjustment will be made for

JOPTS R PO A S

Ladwn by

SR

assessments levied against any irregular lots or parcels, so
that the assessments according to benefits are equal and uniform.
The portion of the costs to be asseésed against, and the maximum
benefits estimated to be conferred upon each lot or parcel of
property shall be as stated in the aforesaid assessment plat.

Regardless of the basis used by apportioning assessments,
in case of wedge or "V or other irregqularly shaped tracts, an A‘
Mt apportioned thereto shall be in proportion to the special
benefits to be derived.

SECTION 3. The area comprising said streets to be
improved and said property to be assessed (i.e., all of said
assessment units), shall be designated "Las Vegas, Nevada, Specia}l
Improvement District No. 403°.

SECTION 4. On Wednesday, the 4th day of November, 1981}
at the hour of 2:00 P.M., at the Commission Chambers in City
Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, or any time
prior to said date and time at the Office of the City Clerk in
City Ball in said City, the owners of the property to be assessed
or any other person interested therein, may file written protests 1
or objections, and may appear before the Board of Cormissioners

at said time and place and be heard as to the propriety of making

-3- . . . - "
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1}| such immau, as to the’cost thereof, as to the mana'er of .
2 payment therefor, and as to the -amount thereofl to be assesse_d
3|| against the-property‘ to be so improved. Twenty (20) dap's:noticei' :
_'4 in writing of such time and place shall be given to such. prci‘perty'L :
- 's|l owners, which shall be served by the city Clerk by mailing a copy|
. 6l of such notice, postage prepaid. as first-class mail, to the :Last i
-~ 7l known. address of each last known owner of property within each ‘
8]] assessment unit whose property will be assessed for the costs of . -
9 such improvements, such names and addresses of such property
10|{| owners being: those appearing on ‘the: local property assessment '
11|] rolls for general (ad valorem) taxes on file in the office of the
12 " 'County 'Aesessor o£ Clark County, Hevada. wherein. said property is
) 13| located. Notice shall also be. aiven; bﬁr the City Engineer by
14{| posting a copy of such notice in three. public Pplaces at or near
15|| the site of the proposed work in each assessment. um.t at least
16 twenty (20) days prior to said. hearing.' Proof of such mailing
17|| and posting shall be madeby the affidavit of the City Clerk or -
-i‘18 " of ‘the City Engineer as the case may be, such proof to be 'filied‘ 1
19 _with the city Clerk; provided, however, _that the fact that the
20 " person to whon any such notice is addressed does not receive the
.21' same shall not invalidate or affect the legality of the notice
2 Agiven thereby and shall not invalidate or affect the legality of
2;-! -of any assessment nor a.ny other of the proceedings hereunder. .
24 " Notice of the time and olace of such. hearing shall also be ‘given ‘-
2 by publishing a copy of such notice in the lLas Vegas Review |
26{]' Journal, a: newspaper published in the city of Las Vegas, ANevada, L
‘ 27| and of general circulation in said City of Las Vegas, once each
28} week for three consecutive weeks, by three weekly insertions.
29 the £irst publication to be at least fifteen (15) days prior to '
30|{| the date of the protest hearing. ..Not less than- fourteen (14)
31}| days shall intervene between ‘the first publication and the last_
32 publication. Such service by publioation shall be verified by
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the affidavit of the pnblishef and filed with said City Clerk.
Said notice shall be in the form as indicated in Exhibit "B",
attached hereto and by reference made a part hereof.

SECTION 5. That the City Clerk and the City Engineer
are hereby authorized to advertise for bids on the contemplated
work by advertising at least once a week for three consecutive
weeks by three weekly insertions in the Las Vegas Review Journal,
a newspaper of general circulation in the City of Las flegas:
provided that not less than fourteen (14) days shall intexvene
between the first publication and the last publication; provided
that the last publication shall be at least five (5) days prior
to the receipt of bids; and provided that no contract shall be
awarded until after the aforesaid hearing and until after the
creation of sﬁid District by ordinance.

. INTRODUCED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this 7th day of October,

1981.
- APPROVED:
RON LURIE, MAYOR PRO-TEM
ATTEST:
'Conef
L , CI

0 MZ

[

e ——— — ot - i ot
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Date: OCt. 5, 1981

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION [**=

TO

FROM:

“The Board of City Commissioners cIry mﬂ

SUBJECT:

Selection of Bond Counsel re: S.I.D. No. 438 (Pectole Profperty)

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

It is estimated that the costs to be incurred in the
Special Improvement District which is proposed to be created
for the installation of the off-gite improvements during the
development of the newly annexed property which is owned by
william Peccole and his associates will be somewhere between
$3,500,000.00 and $4,500,000.00. Since a project of this
size dictates that special improvement district bonds be
sold to finance the construction of the improvements, and
since such bonds cannot be marketed without the approving
opinion of a recognized bond counsel, it is my reccmmendation
that bond counsel be retained at the very outset of this
project.

I feel that the counsel who has the ultimate responsibility
to pass upon the legality of the bond issue should also be
involved in the legal decisions with respect to the many ques-
tions which will be encountered during the course of the project.-
Otherwise, bond counsel, after it has been retained, may dis-
agree with the previous advice of this office on a particular
gquestion and refuse to approve the bonds. In such event, the
money which the City would have advanced up to that point would
not be recoverable. On the other hand, since bond counsel's
fees are based upon a percentage of the principle amount of the
bonds sold, retaining a bond counsel at the outset of the pro-
ject will not increase the amount of its fee in this matter.

It is my further recommendation that the law firm of
Sherman and Howard of Denver, Colorado, be retained as such
bond coungel. This firm has done extensive bonding work in
the State of Nevada and was bond counsel for the City on approxi-
mately 20 special improvement districts, the parking facility
bonds and the City Ball bonds which I handled during my tenure
as chief deputy city attorney during the 1960s. I also worked .
.closely with it on bond matters when I was county counsel and
county manager. Although I have had experience with several
other bond counsel, I have always felt more comfortable in
dealing with Sherman and Howard and have been more confident
in relying upon its advice.

I have discussed the question of fees with Mr. Robert M.
Johnson of that firm, and he advises me that its fee for a special
assessment district bond issue of this magnitude would be somewhere
in the range of §$27,000.00 to $29,000.00. Additionally, if the
City chooses to retain that firm to do the disclosure work in the
preparation of an offering statement in connection with the proposed
issue, its fee for the disclosure work would be somewhere in the
range of $15,000.00 to $30,000.00.

Since the work on the assessment district will be entirely
unrelated to the disclosure work, the City could make a decision
to retain the firm to do the assessment district work at this time -
and delay making a decision concerning whether or not it also wishes
the firm to do the disclosure work until a later date. Incidentally,
the fees for both the assessment district work and the disclosure

Approved [w]
Disapproved O
Held a
~Agendaitem . _______
- Statas Due:
79310 V=B
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City of Luslieges 8
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | o= -2t

TO: ’ FROM:
Tha Board of City Commissioners CITY ATTORNEY
SUBJECT: Selection of Bond Counsel re: S.I.D. No. 438 (Peccole Property)
PURPOSE/BACKGROQUND
work will be properly chargeable against the project, as any
oaither expense, and will be paid out of the proceeds of the bond
sale.
B4
y
1
EISCAL IMPACT
$27,000.00 to $29,000.00 to be paid out of the proceeds of the
sale of the Special Assessment District bonds.
BECOMMENDATIONS
It is recommended that the Board of Commissioners approve the -
retention of the law firm of Sherman and Howard of Denver, Colorado,
to act as bond counsel in connection with the proposed Special
Improvement District No. 438.
Approved m}
Disapproved O
Hetd Q
Statas Due: :
7310 vV-B
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AGENDA DOCUNMENTATION | S==e==2s

TO: FROM:

The Board of Cnty Commissioners /- ty Attoz; gé éé:
SUBJECT:

Annexation Resolution A-5-81
PURPOSE/BACKGROUNG

The attached resolution begins the annexation ptocess for certain
real property, directs the City Clerk to give notice of public
hearing, sets public hearing and directs the Director of Public

Services and Director of Community Planning and Development to 1
prepare certain maps. 5':
The following is pertinent ‘information: f%
Annexation No.: ' ' A-5-81 e
Property Located: 6665 West Del Rey

Las Vegas, Nevada

Petitioned By: : Thurman White, Associate Supezintendeut
School Facilities Division
Clark County School District
2832 East Flamingo Road
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121

Acreage: ’ Approximately 40 acres

Zoned: o R-E (County classification)
N-U (City equivalent)

T Y

FISCAL IMPACT

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the Board of Commissiocners take the
appropriate steps to adopt the attached resolution.

DISPOSITION
Agproved 0O

Disspproved O
Held a

States Dye: ) .

5310 ————————————— ’ V -C
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TO: FROM: ,
The Board of Cuv Comm:ssonm 0 City Att?ey Zé ié :
( rten, ,‘ %"1“’- A / :

SUBJECT:
Annexation Resolution A-6-81

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The attached resolution begins the annexation process for certain
real property, ditects the City Clerk to give notice of public
hearing, sets public hearing and directs the Director of Public
Services and Director of Community Planning and Development to
prepare certain maps.

DRI SLR

The following is pertinent information:

AT RN

Annexation No.: ‘ ’ A-6-81 : 3
Property Located: o 2480 Maverick Street 3
Las Vegas, Nevada 3

Petitioned By: : Thurman White, Associate Superintendent
School Pacilities Division
Clark County School District
2832 East Flamingo Road

Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 3
Acreage: - Approximately 18.82 acres :
Zoned: " R-E {County classification) :

N-U (city equivalent)

B UPRRI- CHP BN

Ei MPAC

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the Board of Commissioners take the - -
appropriate steps to adopt the attached resolution.

RISPOSITION
Approveds Q
Disapproved Q
Held c
Statas Dye: ‘ .
3300 ——————— ) V -« D
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aonan OF CITY commssoonr.ns Page 32-A
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

Commission Action Department Action

V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY

E. Discussion and Possible Action on the Christensen _|Staff to proceed
Resolution Setting Forth the City of Las Vegas'| APPROVED Resolution
Criteria for the Potential Establishment of a | Unanimous
Valley-Wide Flood Control District.

Addendum Item No. 2 (Note: this item
( °. 2) heard at end of
NOTE: To be acted upon after 3:30 P.M. due meeting. )

to time of posting.
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Vegua.

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

.COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE .

PHONE 386-60! I

_REPORTS_FROM: RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES

‘BILL NO. 81-50 - FIRST. AMENDMENT - PRO-
VIDES FOR THE LICENSING AND REGULATION =
.. OF BUSINESSES IN.THE:DEVELOPING, PRO- -

MOTING AND SELLING OF TIMESHARING PRO-A.A

~ GRAMS AND PROJECTS.

- Ist Pub]ic;t1on.

1st Pub11cat1on

Comm1ss1oners Cevy and. Lur1e
'SUN 9/30/81
Commi ttee Recommendat1on

Committee:

.. Adoption, as amended at 10/7/81 meet1ng

BILL NO. 81-62 - FIRST AMENDMENT -
REVISES THE CHAPTER REGULATING GAMING AS
A-PART OF RECODIFICATION AND TO -CONFORM
TO STATE LAW.

. Comrhision Action

Committee: Comm1ss1oners Lurie and woofter
SUN- 9/21/81

Committee Recommendation:

Adoption, as amended;‘at,10/7/81'meéting;

- No action to be. taken until after 2 PM
Public Hearing on this Bill.

~ BILL NO. 81-63 - FIRST AMENDMENT - AN
- ORDINANCE RELATING TO SECONDHAND DEALERS:

REQUIRING A LICENSE TO ENGAGE IN BUSINESS

AS A SECONDHAND DEALER: PROVIDING EX-

“"CEPTIONS: THERETO: CLASSIFYING DEALERS

ACCORDING TO VARIOUS KINDS OF GOODS DEALT
WITH: RESTRICTING LOCATIONS OF SAID - ‘
BUSINESSES REQUIRING REPORTS AND RECORDS:

TREGULATING ‘THE OPERATION OF SUCH.BUSINESSES
- PROVIDING FOR :LICENSE FEES:
ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT HEREWITH AND. PRO-

REPEALING
VIDING OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATING

THERETO.

-| Hearing.

Comm1ttee

1st Publication: SUN, 9/30/81

'Committee ReCommendation:

Adoption, as.aﬁended;'at 10/7/81 meeting.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM -

Comm1551oners Lur1e.and Woofter

woofter -

"~ ABEYANCE - until -

10/21/81. Motion
carried with Levy
& Christensen

- voting "no".

Lurie -

Second Reading and
ADOPTED as per
Third Amendment.
Unanimous

(NOTE: This action
on this 8i11 at 2:0
See also

Lurie -

‘Second -Reading and

ADOPTED as per

~ First Amendment.

Motion 'carried
with Christensen
abstaining.

o D,e’partmgnt.“A_‘c‘_tioh._,‘

0148
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10/21/81 Agenda-

Clerk to proceed
with second
publication.

P.M. Public

i1s whatItfdnspired*
age 39.)

|Clerk to proceed -
with second
Tpublication."
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~ PRESENT:
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ANNOTATED: MINUTES
BILL NO. 81-50

© RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING

]Segtemberfsz'198] '

~ Commissioner Lurie
Commissioner Levy

Don Saylor, Deputy City Manager

George Ogilvie, City Attorney .~
Jan Stewart, Deputy City Attorney
Jerry Cahill, Director, Business Activity

. Marge Hether, Chief of Privilege Llcense D1vision
- Lois Solomon, Management Analyst
-~ Kathleen England, Deputy City Attorney

Paul M. Nutter, Better Business" Bureau of Southern Nevada o

Dave Cook, Tourex Corporation-
Philip A. Murphy, Jr., American International Vacat1ons '

Attorney Harry Reid, Reid & Alverson

~ Attorney Robert B11bray, Bilbray & G1bbons, Chartered
~ James Friese, Sunward Sales

James DiFiore, Licensing :
E. George Triphon, Holiday Clubs Internat1ona1

- Kermitt J. Waters, First American Travel Club
M. P. Dyer, Grand Flamingo Club

Charles Fleming, Las Vegas Chamber of Commerce
Linda Owens, Deputy City Clerk

~ Carol Ann Hawley, City C]erk

BILL NO. 8]-50 - PROVIDES FOR THE LICENSING AND REGULATION OF BUSINESSES IN THE

DEVELOPING PROMOTING AND SELLING OF TIMESHARING PROGRAMS AND
: PROJECTS '
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- Page 2

Attorney Harry Reid addressed the Committee. He and Attorney Phil Murphy were

* _present to represent American International Vacations. That firm has approx1mate1y =

500 suites on timesharing in the Las Vegas area and as a result, brings a potential

of 70,000 people to visit Las Vegas each year and Mr. Reid emphasized the sizeable

contribution this many people makes to the economy. Mr. Reid related his concerns
with the bill which were that unlike the County ordinance, the City's draft required
one-half of one-precent of gross sales as a tax. He indicated this would be a
nightmare to account for. Commissioner Levy asked Mr. Reid what properties his
client operated and he replied those were the Carriage House, Cambridge Towers and -
Racquet Club in Las Vegas; A1l Seasons Resort in Lake Tahoe; a number in Hawaii and

- Florida. Their office is located at 1820 W. Sahara. Mr. Reid alsc was concerned

with the bill's seven-day "cooling off" period and indicated the normal was 3 days and
that Hawaii at present had the most stringent timesharing ordinance and even that
contained only a 5 day “cooling off/rescinding” period. He recommended that .the :
City change the bill to a 3 day period as was Clark: County's. Mr. Reid also expressed
concern over the ordinance governing sales made in the City for properties outside

‘the city and indicated the bill as written would be a bureaucratic n1ghtmare to

comp]y with.

" The Committee then heard from Dave Cook, Vice-President of Tourex Corporation.

(Dave was formerly employed by the State of Nevada's Division of Consumer Affairs.)

‘He was concerned with the $50,000 bonding provision of the bill and felt that the _
. consumer could be better protected by such wording in the bill as: "until collected
_..or the end of the rescission period or until the time that there's enough money to

. guarantee any incumbrances against subject property." He also disagreed with the 7

~ day .provision for "coo]ing of f" and preferred the standard 3 days. He also expressed

the disclosure provision in the bi1l posed great difficulty in compliance.

“The. Committee then heard from Attorney ‘Robert Bilbray. He went through with the

Committee all the criticism of the bill he had formerly expressed to them in his :
letter -of September 4. He emphasized the contribution timesharing made to the tourist o

‘economy. He expressed: concern over the ordinance's control over sales made in the

City that were for properties out of the City and the 11censing requirements. He

also felt the rescission period was entirely too long, stating that in some cases
" counting weekends, it would add up to 11 days. He was.concerned that the disclosure.

statement would have to be on every piece of advertisement. He also was concerned

that there was no.news media exemption on the disclosure portion of the bill.
- He was" concerned also about the bonding requirement. : He said that both the Clark

. County-and Hawaii's bonding requ1rements provided bond1ng ‘during the period of time

~ allowed for refunds. He said the City's bill had that bond but in addition another

‘bond,a bond basically to indemnify the City, and that he was not at all sure this
type of bond was available and additionally, he felt it was a duplication of bonding. -
He said the offering disclosure requirements of Paragraph 10 on a multi-location and
multi-state project would require almost daily amendments in order to comply and have

. the adequate disclosures. He also questioned whether the City would have adequate

staff to regulate and enforce these provisions, i.e. product review and property s1te
inspections and monitoring. Comm1ss1oner Levy affirmed his position stating he felt

S the City should be aware of a company's changes through monitoring. Bilbray also

recommended the City consider a Tand use ordinance in conjunction with the timesharing

- “ordinance and also the potential effect of a transient occupant. room tax income, all:
- at the same_time, in order to have a comprehensive set of ordinances. Commissioner
. Levy said-the City also had need to look at its zoning ordinances, i.e. converting an
L apartment complex into t1meshar1ng
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Commissioner Lurie directed City Attorney Ogilvie to draft an ordinance whereby

when an apartment complex is converted to a timesharing program that that would have
to ‘come before the Board of City Commissioners for review and approval. Commissioner
Levy said in conjunction that the City might want to add to an ordinance requirements
for conversion of a single family residence as well. ‘ .

Discussion was then held amongst the Committee, City staff and Paul Nutter, Dave Cook,

‘Attorneys Bilbray and Reid and James Friese, Sunward Sales regarding the rescission

period.” The citizens 'all supported a three-day rather than seven-day period.

City Attorney Ogilvie then addressed some of the concerns expréssed by the public.

- He advocated leaving the owners of timesharing projects to be licensed in that it

was very important for the City to have this control, i.e. experiences the City had

had in vacation certificates in recent years. Attorney Bilbray asked if the City

could live with the bill applying to only owners of projects located within the City
of .Las Vegas. Ogilvie stated his feelings were not entirely limited to that situation.

. Commissioner Levy stated he had rather leave this language in the bill and allow for

wajvers.

City Attorney Ogilvie then addressed Mr. Reid's complaint regarding 1/2 of 1% gross -

«.f sales as ‘a license fee. He said he'did not know if it was the amount of tax that was
- 'his concern or the accounting of same. Mr. Reid stated the County did not have this

provision and that if the City was concerned about costs of investigation, that this

"-:should be borne by the applicant and that this should not be a revenue-generating
- ordinance. Mr. Reid said it would be a nightmare accounting-wise. Mr. Reid was
_apprised by Mr. Bilbray and members of the Committee that the County did have a tax,

that being 1% gross sales tax.and that the City's-.proposal was less. It was pointed
out that the proposed ordinance.perhaps should be more specific as to what was indeed

_ the gross sales, i.e. accounting-for refunds, etc. . Phillip Murphy of American

International Vacations stated that timesharing plans are normally purchased on a

‘deferred basis and asked if under this bill they entire purchase was taxed or only
' that portion of money that was collected and Commissioner Levy stated it would be on

the total purchase price. Discussion was then held about cancellations of timesharing

. and ‘the effect on the tax paid. Bilbray stated that the County made adjustments on

the tax for cancellations as much as two years later and that the County issued a credit
and. that the City's tax in actuality would be higher than 1% if they were to:be taxed

-on unrecognizable receivables. Commissioner Levy stated his strong feelings that . -
.tax credit refunds should be made only on rescissions and cancellations, those being

transactions prior to actual closing, but not on cancellations after the close of sale.

City.Aftbrney.Ogilvie next addressed 5-47-6 and 5-47-17, the refunds, registration fees

- and bonding. Mr. Bilbray had expressed concern over the duplication of bonding, the

$5,000 bond on page 8 and the $50,000 bond on page 14. Mr. Ogilvie agreed with his
concerns and stated he felt the $5,000 bond on page 8 and references thereto should be
removed in that the $50,000 (page 14) really covered what the City was striving for.
Ogilvie stated that on Line 13, Page 8, after the letters "t i o n" he would recommend
putting a period {(.) and then strike thebalance.of that section with reference to the

- $5,000 bond.

- Dave COOk'asked if cﬁanges could be made to the ordinance in regarding to bonding as

it relates to out of city sales. After discussion the Committee requested the City
Attorney to change the language to require a copy be filed of whatever bonds are filed
and require the insurance company to give the City notice of any cancellation.
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City Attorney Ogilvie then addressed the degree of disclosure as concerned Mr. Bilbray
on page 9, section 10, and stated he felt it was important to keep this language and
that it was not too onerous. Harry Reid stated that 5-47-11 and 5-47-10 were
duplicates and confusing. Commissioner Levy stated these were important in that he
wanted the public informed at the time they were offered "freebies” as well as at the

time of sale.

Next was discussed the "cooling off" period. Ogilvie was directed after discussion by
Commissioner Lurie to amend the bill from 7 days to 8 days.

- The next Recommending Committee meeting on this bill was set for 3 P.M., Monday,

September 21, 1981.
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

Date: Oct. 5, 1981

TO: FROM: cITY
The Board of City Commissioners
7 ST
SUBJECT: Bill No. 81-62 Revises the chapter/regulating gaming as a part
of recodification and to conform to State law
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Bill No. 81-62 revises the chapter regulating gaming.
This bill is submitted as a part of the recodification
effort. Amendments to the chapter were made to correspond
with the new chapter 4 of our code which is applicable to
all privileged businesses.

Some definitions in the chapter were changed to more
clearly follow state law. Gaming fees were not increased.
However, penalties for delinquent payments were added to
the chapter. These are not new. They have been imposed by
the Department of Business Activity for years. They will
merely be codified by this ordinance.

The Recommending Committee approved amendments which retain
a special public hearing on all amendments to the section that
sets up special districts for nonrestricted gaming. The amend-
ment appears in 5-17-7 (p. 6) and requzres a public hearing by
the entire board, the same as has been in our code for many
years. The procedures for notice have been slightly changed for
clarification purposes. The amendment requires that the City
Clerk mail to each nonrestricted licensee a notice of the
hearing. Under the old procedure several alternative methods
for notice were provided; such as publication of a legal notice.
The notice provided in the amendment is the one that will most
likely give notice to the people concerned. We have not re-
quired "certified” mail because of the expense and extra staff
time involved.

The Recommending Committee also approved an amendment
that provides for the City to accept a suitability finding by
the State for all gaming licenses except one which is limited
to 35 or fewer slot machines and no other gaming devices.
The Board, hcwaver, may make a determination that an investiga-
tion is required in a particular case and request that one be
made not withstanding a fxnd;ng of suitability by the State.
This amendment is found in Section 5-17-12 and is substantially
the same as that which is now in our code.

RECOMMENDATIONS
It is recommended that this Bill be adopted by the )
Board of City Commissioners
Approved [m]
Disapproved
Held m]

- Statas Due: - '
310 ‘ .
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September 14, 1981

TO: T
The Board of City Commissioners CIT! ATTORNEY
. “Bill N : :
SUBJECT: part o£ :eeodiﬁcation
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
Bill No. 8l1-63 revises the chapter regulating secondhand
dealers. It is submitted as a part of -the recodification i
effort and contains the changes required in order to conform
with the new Chapter 4 which applies to all privileged
businegsses. The amount of the bond has been increased from 1
$1,000 to $5,000 for Class I and II secondhand dealers. This 3
amount is more consistent with that which we require of i
pawnshops and auctioneers. The location of secondhand stores :
is regulated by the zoning chapter, however this ordinance 3
specifies that no new secondhand stores can be located on 2
Premont Street or on Las Vegas Boulevard South between ;”
Charleston and Sahara. §
v
i
b 4
1
4
N
EISCAL IMPACT
BECOMMENDATIONS
It is recommended that this Bill be submittéd to a Recommending i
Committee for review, hearing and recommendation to the Board
of City Commissioners for final action.
Approved [m]
Disapproved O
Held [m]
Statas Due:
79340 VI-C
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PHONE 386-6011 :
‘ ITEM Commission Action Department Action
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VI.

REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES
(Continued)

BILL NO. 81-64 - FIRST AMENDMENT - REVISES
THE CHAPTER REGULATING AUCTIONS AS A PART
OF RECODIFICATION.

Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

1st Publication: SUN, 9/23/81
Committee Recommendation:

Adoption at 10/7/81 City Commission
meeting as amended.

BILL NO. 81-65 - REVISES THE CHAPTER ON
HEARING EXAMINERS AS A PART OF RE-
CODIFICATION.

Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

1st Publication: SUN, 9/23/81
Commi ttee Recommendation:

Adoption at 10/7/81 City Commission
meeting.

BILL NO. 81-66 - FIRST AMENDMENT - REVISES
THE CHAPTER ON PAWNBROKERS AS A PART OF
RECODIFICATION.

Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

1st Publication: SUN, 9/23/81
Committee Recommendation:

Adoption at 10/7/81 City Commission
meeting as amended.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

(o ycate

Lurie -

Second Reading and
ADOPTED as per
First Amendment.
Unanimous

Lurie -

Second Reading and
ADOPTED.

Unanimous

Lurie -

Second Reading

and ADOPTED as

per First Amendment
Unanimous

Clerk to proceed
with second
publication.

Clerk to proceed
with second
publication.

Clerk to proceed
with second
publication.
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TO: FROM:
The 8oard of City Commissioners CI A‘m‘o%
O
SUBJECT: Bill No. 81-64 Revises the chapt ‘egulating auctions as a
part of recodification : :
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Bill No. 81-64 revises the chapter which regulates
auctions. This bill is a part of recodification and amends
the chapter to correspond with the new chapter 4 of our
code which pertains to all privileged businesses.

N
-

Other changes were made at the suggestion of a holder of
a city auction license to make the regulations more stream=
lined. Such as, in the past a person had to get a new license
for every auction. Under Bill No. 81-64 a person does not
have to be re-licensed for every auction, but merely obtains
a permit which is approved by the Director of Business Activity.

iy

EENLR P

BECOMMENDATIONS

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

N
Approved (O
Oisapproved O
Heid [m]

Statas Due: .
78210 vI-D
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |™* September 11, 198

TO:

FROM:

The Board of City Commissioners o3 4 Amm§§

SUBJECT: Bill No. 81-65 Revises the chaptgr /on hearzng examiners as
a part of recodification
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND B
Bill No. 81-65 amends the chapter pertaining to hearing
examiners. This ordinance is submitted as a part of the
recodification effort. The old ordizance contemplated a
permanent appointnent of a hearing examiner along with a
deputy hearing examiner. By practice, hearing examiners
have been appeinted on a case by case basis. Bill No.
81-65 conforms the chapter to ocur normal practice. You
should also be aware that the hourly fee to be paid the
examiner has been increased from $25.00 per hour to $35.00
per hour.
EISCAL IMPACT,
R MEN
It is recormmended that this Bill be submitted to a Recommending
Committee for review, hearing and recommendation to the Board
of City Commissioners for final action.
QISPOSITION
Approved [m]
Disapproved O
Heid =]
Statas Due:

79-310

vi-E
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | szt st

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners CITY ATTORNEY
SUBJECT: Bill No. 8l1-66 Revises the chapter on pawnbrokers as a part
of recodification
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
Bill No. 81-66 revises the chapter regulating pawnbrokers.
This bill is submitted as a part of the recodification effort.
Amendments to the chapter wer2s made to correspond with the
new chapter 4 of our code which is applicable to all privileged
businesses. In addition, changes were made to conform with .
State law which now allows a pawnbroker to charge interest 4
at the rate of 5% per month rather than 4%, as in the past. 3
3
Other changes were made to streamline the ordinance at 2
the suggestion of one of our licensees. The Las Vegas .
Metropolitan Police Department has reviewed the ordinance P
and provided helpful information. 1
EISCAL IMPACT
BECOMMENDATIONS '
It is recommended that this Bill be submitted to a Recommending
Committee for review, hearing and recommendation to the Board
of City Commissioners for final acticn.
Approved d
Disapproved O
Held [m]
Statas Due:
70-3-10 VI:‘F -
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Page 35

Department Action

VI.

REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES
(Continued)

BILL NO. 81-67 - REVISES THE CHAPTER ON
HEARINGS BEFORE THE BOARD CONCERNING -
APPEALS FROM DEPARTMENT DECISIONS AND
LICENSE DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AS A
PART OF RECODIFICATION.

Cormittee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

1st Publication: SUN, 9/23/81
Committee Recommendation:

Adoption at 10/7/81 City Commission
meeting.

BILL NO. 81-69 - ESTABLISHES A COMMITTEE
TO INSTITUTE AND SUPERVISE A COURSE ON
THE USE AND ABUSE OF ALCOHOL AND CON-
TROLLED SUBSTANCES PURSUANT TO THE NEW
SO-CALLED DRUNK DRIVING LAW AND PROVIDES
FOR MEMBERSHIP THEREON AND THE SALARIES
OF THE MEMBERS THEREOF.

Committee: Commissioners Woofter and Lurie

"1st Publication: SUN, 9/30/81
Committee Recommendation:

Referred to the Commission as a whole
without recommendation for consideration
at the 10/7/81 meeting.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

M&ad{a&

Lurie -

Second Reading and
ADOPTED.

Unanimous

Lurie -

ABEYANCE until
10/21/81 meeting.
Motion carried
with Christensen
voting "no".

Clerk to proceed
with second
publication.

10/21/81 Agenda
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TO:

The Board of City Commissioners

SUBJECT:

PURPOS&GACKGROUND

Bill No. 81-67 amends the chapter dealing with pro-
cedure by the Board when it is holding a disciplinary hearing
against a licensee or others as provided by the code. This
ordinance is submitted as a part of the recodification effort.

A substantive change was made to regquire an answer to
be filed by the person or business charged for violations.
Also the original provision that required the Board to hear
these matters within 45 days has been extended to 60 days.
It is hoped that such hearings will be held early but there
have been occasions in the past due to other pressing business
when it was extremely difficult to meet the 45 day requirement.

BECOMMENDATIONS

Approved

It is recommended that this Bill be submitted to a Recommending

Committee for review, hearing and recommendation to the Board
of City Commissioners for final action.

a

Disapproved O

Heid

Statas Due:

310

a
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" CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981
AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING
0161
(Posting required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241)
STATE OF NEVADA )

COUNTY OF CLARK ; sS

.cmorLAsvx-:sAs'}

bADte':H:a« ﬁ . Hg ! ! , an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada
eing first du]y sworn, deposes and says that on the / é? :t% day of
%{g‘bﬁ’[ , at the hour of ; there were posted copies of
a N , the attached of which is a true and correct copy, of an INFORMATION
MEETING before various RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES relative to proposed ordinances,
to be held at the hour of _3:00 P.M, on MandaY.s%?;gmhﬁ;r%l S Eass
1981, in the City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, ast
Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted on Public Bulletin Board at the
following locations:
1; In the United States Post Office (Downtown), 301 Stewart Avenue;
2. In the Federal Building, 300 Las Vegas Boulevard South;
3. In the Clark County Courthouse, 200 East Carson Avenue;
4. On the Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City Hall,
400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the Court Clerk's
office); and

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

— :?ZNX‘IG TURE
'D'E:Z%Mm T-0F DIVISION

Subscr;i‘bfd and sworn to before me this
day of &g:‘m]zz.._‘l_! e[

NO PUBLIC in and for said County
and State. My Commission expires:

. - '”ﬁf:;'-‘-__\;y »Ieuc ﬁ
¢ FR,, Nosice B Keller
g S S1eTT W MEVADA

\"f\‘ﬁ SOUNTY 7= ULARK

g' B ” Wmifsiv:rtéaéqis

B ) J-warv 3.1

N G/ AL o) w-a




'/ CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981
" AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

' 0162
Il (Mailing required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241)
. STATE OF NEVADA )
l COUNTY OF CLARK ; SS
l 2o Q,Lv‘zy- , an employee of the City of La.&legas, Nevada
ng first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the day of
, 1981, a copy of a NOTICE OF INFORMA NG before various
RECOMMEND MMITTEES relative to proposed ordinances, to be held at the hour
' - of 3:00 P.M., on Monday Seg;%%%g% 21,1981, in the City Manager's Conference
S Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, ast Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, of which

the attached is a true and correct copy, was deposited in the United States Hail,
Postage prepaid, First Class Mail, to each person and/or organization whose name
appears in the Agenda Register maintamed in the Office of the City Clerk as
having requested, in writing, a copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE).

P Nt ———
;Iﬁ?m&i (an emp;l oye3§ Tn the Office
of the CITY CLERK)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

(77%  aay «_&B&@ﬁf/

I
i
1
]
I
|
' e
|
I
|
|

NOTARY/PUBLIC in and for said County
and State. My Conmsswn expires:

? Mywmin A 12-‘9“ :
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| AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING
CITY, COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981 oo 241)

"(Posting required under the provisions of 016:
A 3e
STATE OF NEVADA ) ° |
COUNTY OF CLARK ; ss
CITY OF LAS VEGAS ;
y Qgh employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada bejng,.
irst . worn, deposes and says that on the |7 day of Ssgﬁw\au?
at the hour of ‘po there were posted copies of

WOTICE, the attached of which 75 a true and correct copy of an AMENDED
INFORMATION MEETING before various RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES relative .to pro-
posed ordinances, to be held at the hour of 3 P.M. » on Monday,September

21st, 1981, in the City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall,
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 Boul eyard South;
3. In the Clark County Courthouse, 200 East Carson Avenue;

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

office); and

5. 0On the Special Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City
Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the City

Commission Chambers).

: : 2
MM“S_—DEP RERT OF DIVISION »

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

247" day of' e@&_m E«,_ﬁ_{(

NOTARY PUBLIC in and for said‘County
and State. My Commission expires:
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'ClTYOFLASVEGAS Date 01684
% INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM ~ September 22, 1981

T0: | FROM:

Il- ":.’FILE T 4 ‘ ~ CAROL ANN HAWLEY

T , | CITY CLERK

c
&
m
| Q

' ﬁ?rll-is 10 — !
Agenda Books for 10/7/81 C1ty Comm1ss1on :

"MEETING OF RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE | Meeting.
- PROPOSED. NEW BILLS - Business Activity Department

~ SEPTEMBER 21, 1981 . - 1 Community Planning & Development Dept.
S e : Building. & Safety Départment
Public Serv1ces Department

CMEETING HELD:  3:00 P.M., September 21, 1981, City Manager's Conference -
L - Room, 10th Floor, City Hall. Meet1ng adjourned at 5:10 P.M.

- PRESENT: - ) ~ - Commissioner Lurie
ST : Commissioner Levy
Commissioner Woofter
Russ Dorn, City Manager
George Ogilvie;, City Attorney
.Jan Stewart, Deputy City Attorney
Jerry Cahill, Director, Business Activity -
Kerry M111er, Municipal Court Administrator
- Judge Don Mosiey, Municipal Court-
Linda M. Owens, Deputy City Clerk
Carol Ann Hawley, City Clerk
Jim-DiFiore, Business Activity
~Attorney Philip Murphy, Jr., American International Vacat1ons
Attorney Harry Reid, Reid & ‘Alverson .
Dave Cook, Tourex Corporat1on
- Paul ‘M. Nutter, Better Business Bureau of Southern Nevada
Liz Thompson, Mid-City Furniture
Robert Deiro, Robert Deiro & Associates
- Joan Deiro, Robert Deiro & Associates
R. Smith, Leasehills Corporation
Herb Jones, Downtown Recreation Association
James Loomey, The Gold Buyers
ETi Welt, Bobby's Pawn Shop
Da]e W. Beasey, B11bray & Gibbons

'300PM

A. BILL NO. 81-50 - PROVIDES FOR THE LICENSING AND REGULATION OF BUSINESSES IN THE
. DEVELOPING, PROMOTING AND- SELLING OF TIMESHARING PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS.
Comm1ttee Comm1ss1oners Levy and Lurie '

C1ty Attorney George Og11v1e said amendments had been made to this Bill, but since
: the 1nterested c1t1zens had been unable to review the Bill pr1or to the meeting,

'CLv-6217 .
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.

o

the Committee referred it to the Recessed Recommending Committee meeting on Monday,
September 28, 1981 at 4:00 P.M.

4:00 P.M.
B.

BILL NO. 81-62 - FIRST AMENDMENT .~ REVISES -THE CHAPTER REGULATING -GAMING: AS A. -PART OF
RECODIFICATION AND TO CONFORM TO STATE LAW.
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

Commissioner Lurie directed the City Attorney to amend this Bill as to include notifi-
cation on any applications to non-restricted gaming 1licensees outside the red line
districts and that the City accept the State's investigation for 35 slots or less.
Deputy City Attorney Jan Stewart said there were some typographical errors that will

be corrected. He pointed out that the ordinance does not change any fees. Commissioner
Lurie recommended that Section 5-17-8 be broken into Sections A and B; and that the

Bill be adopted at the 10/7/81 City Comission meeting as amended.

BILL NO. 81-63 - AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO SECONDHAND DEALERS; REQUIRING A LICENSE TO
ENGAGE IN BUSINESS AS A SECONDHAND DEALER: PROVIDING EXCEPTIONS THERETO; CLASSIFYING
DEALERS ACCORDING TO VARIOUS KINDS OF GOODS DEALT WITH; RESTRICTING LOCATIONS OF SAID
BUSINESSES; REQUIRING REPORTS AND RECORDS; REGULATING THE OPERATION OF SUCH BUSINESSES,
PROVIDING FOR LICENSE .FEES; .RERPEALING. ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT HERNITH AND PROVIDING
OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATING THERETO.

Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

Commissioner Luf1e stated this Bill will be held until the éecessed Recommending
Committee meeting on Monday, September 28, 1981 at 4:00 P.M. so persons interested
in this Bill may review it and attend the meeting,

BILL NO. 81-64 - FIRST AMENDMENT - REVISES THE CHAPTER REGULATING AUCTIONS AS A PART
OF RECODIFICATION.
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

Deputy City Attorney Jan Stewart said this Bill states an auctioneer does not have
to be re-licensed for every auction, but merely obtain a permit for each auction
which is approved by the Director of Business Activity. This Bill also lists the
qualifications for an auctioneer. City Attorney George Ogilvie said the language
regarding bonding on page 5, lines 8 and 9, will be changed from “any person suffer—
ing injury" to "any person who purchases from an auctioneer and.may suffer injury."
Commissioner Lurie on behalf of Committee recommended that Bill be adopted at 10/7/81
City Commission meeting as amended.
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E. BILL NO. 81-65 - REVISES THE CHAPTER ON HEARING EXAMINERS AS A PART OF RECODIFICATION
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

Deputy City Attorney Jan Stewart stated this Bill stipulates that a hearing examiner
be chosen on a case-by-case basis. In addition, the hourly fee to be paid to the
examiner has been increased to $35.00 per hour. No one spoke in opposition.
Commissioner Lurie on behalf of Committee recommended that Bill be adopted at 10/7/81
City Commission meeting.

F. BILL NO. 81-66 - FIRST AMENDMENT - REVISES THE CHAPTER ON PANNBROKERS AS A PART OF
RECODIFICATION.
- Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

Commissioner Lurie asked the City Attorney to revise the language on page 1, paragraph 1.
City staff is to draft changes to this Ordinance and present to the next session of the
Nevada Legislature. Commissioner Lurie on behalf of Committee recommended that Bill be
adopted at the 10/7/81 City Commission meeting as amended.

G. BILL NO. 81-67 - REVISES THE CHAPTER ON HEARINGS BEFORE THE BOARD CONCERNING APPEALS.
FROM DEPARTMENT DECISIONS AND LICENSE DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AS..A PART OF RECODIFI-
CATION.

Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Woofter

Deputy City Attorney Jan Stewart stated this Bill requires the person or business
charged with violations to file an answer. No one was present to speak in opposition.
Commissioner Lurie on behalf of Committee recommended that Bill be adopted at the
10/7/81 City Commission meeting.

H. BILL NO. 81-69 - ESTABLISHES A COMMITTEE TO INSTITUTE AND SUPERVISE A COURSE ON THE
USE AND ABUSE OF ALCOHOL AND CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES PURSUANT TO THE NEW SO-CALLED
?ﬁggKQERIVING LAW AND PROVIDES FOR MEMBERSHIP THEREON AND THE SALARIES OF THE MEMBERS

E
Committee: Commissioners Woofter and Lurie

Court Administrator Kerry Miller said this Bill is a result of the last session of the
Nevada Legislature requesting education and counseling for all first-time offender DUI
drivers. This would be a five-session course to assist the offender and the costs for
the course will be borne by the violator. The Committee conducting this program will
comprise the Municipal Court Judges. There was discussion as to compensation for the
additional time the judges will have to devote to this program. Commissioner Lurie
said this Bill will be reviewed at the Recessed Recommending Committee meeting on
Monday, September 28, 1981, to give staff time to present proposals for compensation
of the judges. »

CAH/1mo
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STATE OF HEVADA )
_COUNTY OF CLARK ; ss

W@wn employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada
being first duly sworn, deposes and says tha ﬂo /’/; Q,Qad day of

, 1981, at the hour of there were posted copies: of
e attached of vhich is a true and correct copy, of @ Recessed

MEETING of the Information Meeting before various Recommending Committees ,
to be held on the 28th day of __ September

1981, in the City Manager's 10th Floor Conference Room, City Hall, at 400 East
Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, to be posted on Public Bu] 1etm Board at the’

foﬂowi ng locations:

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

= 4, On the Public_Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City Hall,
' 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the Court Clerk's
' office); and ,
' | ' On the Special Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City
Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the City

Commission Chambers). W ,&mwm

Vs - Z 70l
‘%SI ORE
'u'E:PsAR‘ TMERT %?’&"mvwx S 10"“"[3‘33‘—“;

5.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

Q.'/ day of ___@:Qm&:_lic?/

NOT% PUBLIC in and for said County

and State. My Commission expires:
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{(Mailing required under the provi-sidns of A. B. 437, MRS CHAPTER 241)

. STATE OF NEVADA )

COUNTY OF CLARK Ss

' O”W Qﬂfv‘n{‘ ., an emplbyee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada
' being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the R KL day of

: (9¥/ . a copy of an AGENDA (NOTICE), the attached of which is
a true and correct copy, of a Recessed Meeting/of the _Information Meetina hefore

mum_ae%nnmqmég_mmgnaesto be held on the _28th °f__Ssntﬁnherﬁ_ -.
ﬂ_gq_, was deposited in the United States Mail, Postage prepaid, First Class

all, to each person and/or organization whose name appears in the Agenda Register
maintained in the Office of the City Clerk as having requested, in writing, a ,

|
. copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE).
|

——
. *

\'\

-,

SIGNATURE (an employee in the Office

' . of the CITY CLERK)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

| 2GPL  day of QutmEnded 195/

NOTARY PUBLIC in and for said County
and State. My Commission expires:

LINDA M. OWEN'S :
5} Notory Public-State of 1'2v3ts

COUNTY OF Co.ii
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INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM September 29, 1981
'!cn | FROM:
. FILE ‘ CAROL ANN HAWLEY
City Clerk

'UB] ECT: COPIES TO:

A11 Agenda Books for 10/7/81 City Commission

MEETING OF RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES Meeting
l ggg;gﬁggRNgg B]I'g"é? Business Activity Department
? Community Planning & Development Dept.

Building & Safety Départment
Public Services Department

MEETING HELD: 4:00 P.M., September 28, 1981, City Manager's Conference
Room, 10th Floor, City Hall. Meeting adjourned at 6:00 P.M.

PRESENT: Commissioner Levy
Commissioner Lurie
Commissioner Woofter
Commissioner Christensen
Russ Dorn, City Manager
Don Saylor, Deputy City Manager
George Ogilvie, City Attorney
Jan Stewart, Chief Deputy City Attorney
Jerry Cahill, Director, Business Activity
Marjorie Hether, Supervisor, Business Activity
Judge Don Mosley, Municipal Court
Kerry Miller, Administrator, Municipal Court
Carol Ann Hawley, City Clerk
Linda M. Owens, Deputy City Clerk
Attorney Harry Reid, Reid & Alverson
Philip Murphy, American International Vacations
Dale W. Beasey, Bilbray & Gibbons, Chartered
Dave Cook, Tourex Corporation
Attorney John J. Momot, Gold Buyers
George L. Sturman, Las Vegas Loan & Jewelry
Liz Thompson, Mid-City Furniture
Kay Tricoli, Thieves Market

CLV-6217
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" BILL NO. 81- 50 - PROVIDES FOR THE LICENSING AND REGULATION OF BUSINESSES IN

THE DEVELOPING, PROMOTING AND SELLING OF TIMESHARING PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS.

- Committee: Commiss1oners Levy and Lurie

"C1ty Attorney Ogilvie. reported to the Committee that he had met with the -
“attorneys representing various timesharing businesses and that several minor

amendments to the bill had been worked out and agreed upon. Harry Reid

‘summarized the four points of contention remaining in the bill as far as the

representatives of the industry were concerned. These were that the five

- business day rescission period should be reduced to three business days; the

tax rate is a problem in that the ordinance does not provide for credit of tax

. when a contract for t1meshar1ng is cancelled after a 30-day period, and the

descr1pt1on of "owner" and setting up of escrow accounts on each transaction

- is not necessary and extremely ‘unfeasible from an accounting standpoint. After

discussion_of these items, the Committee recommended that the five-day rescission

~ period be reduced to three: days; the gross sales tax provision be amended whereby

tax cred1t/refunds will be"issued on cancelled sales contracts, that the portion

- .regarding escrow agreements be amended that that provision would apply only to

situations where there was in fact an escrow agreement; and that waiver provisions

- be implemented in the ordinance. With these amendments and others of a technical

nature addressed by the City Attorney, the Committee recommended adoption at the
October 7, 1981, City Commission meeting.

‘BILL 81- 63 -. AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO SECONDHAND DEALERS; REQUIRING A LICENSE
- TO ENGAGE IN. BUSINESS AS A SECONDHAND DEALER; PROVIDING EXCEPTIONS THERETO;
- CLASSIFYING DEALERS ACCORDING TO VARIOUS KINDS OF GOODS DEALT WITH; RESTRICTING

LOCATIONS: OF SAID BUSINESSES; REQUIRING REPORTS AND RECORDS; REGULATING THE:
‘OPERATION OF SUCH BUSINESSES, PROVIDING FOR LICENSE FEES; REPEALING ORDINANCES

"IN CONFLICT HEREWITH AND PROVIDING OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATING THERETO.
-yComm1ttee Comm1ss1oners Lur1e and Woofter

:I;Ch1ef C1V11 Deputy Attorney Stewart addressed the Committee and citizens summarizing

this bill. " He noted that he would be amending the bill as to it's purpose

\. the same as those amendments being made to the bills on gam1ng and auction under
_current consideration (Section 1). This bi1l makes provisions for Class III 1icenses

which are limited to prec1ous ‘metals or precious or semi-precious gemstones or art1c1ef5

-made of these substances. ' People in this category had formerly been in Class II.
‘Stewart also proposed amendments in the area of bonding provisions, including the -

providing of bonds for Class 3-A and the violation inclusion of principles, agents
or employees. Stewart told the Committee he would like to include guns as second-
hand merchandise in the ordinance. George Sturman, Las Vegas. Loan & Jewelry,
brought up the problem of the zoning limitations on pawn shops and the fact that
they were slowly being squeezed out of their locations by downtown hotels, etc.

‘taking over property and that they had no place to go. Commissioner Lurie adv1sed

‘Mr. Sturman that these. items of zoning were be1ng referred to the Planning
Commission to review and at that time any revisions would come under Title X of

the P1ann1ng Code and at that time Mr Sturman can comment on’ hws feelings.
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»BILL 81-63 - Cont1nued

- Liz Thompson, Mid- -City Furn1ture, requested that the prov1s1on for fum19at1on

of mattresses in 5-8-16 be deleted. She said there was only one service in town
that fumigated mattresses and that was Deseret Industries and that their machine
could only handle 20 p1eces per day. She questioned if the City was in fact

~ enforcing ‘this provision of the code. Jan Stewart stated it had been in the code

for many years. The Committee said they would consider removing this provision
if it appeared to be feasible after checking with the District Health Department.
Ms. Thompson also questioned if people dealing in used televisions and stero
equipment were licensed as secondhand dealers. The Committee, after discussion,

- directed the Director of Business Activity to explore this area to make sure that
. tv/stero dealers were fully in compliance. Kay Tricoli, Thieves Market, asked if
" there ‘could be some relief in the requirement that secondhand dealers deliver

by ‘noon a report.of the previous days receipt of secondhand merchandise to the

. Police Department. It was pointed out to her that this was State law-as well as |

City Code, but the Committee also directed staff to explore the possibility of
working with the Sheriff to provide that these reports could be left at the City's
drive-in window to make it more convenient for the dealers. Attorney John Momot -

- .on.behalf of Gold Buyers asked ‘if the City would consider limited dealers and

cited statistics that Las Vegas had the most per capita than all the other cities
in Southern Nevada. - Commissioner Christensen requested that 5-8-12 which requires

~ secondhand dealers to. post their license and post a sign informing the public of
the fact they are a secondhand dealer be stricken and the Committee so concurred.
The Committee then recommended that this ordinance with amendments be adopted

at the 10/7/81 City Commission meeting.

BILL. NO. 81 69 - ESTABLISHES A COMMITTEE TO INSTITUTE AND SUPERVISE A COURSE
ON THE USE AND ‘ABUSE OF ALCOHOL AND CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES PURSUANT TO THE
NEW SO-CALLED-DRUNK DRIVING LAW AND PROVIDES FOR MEMBERSHIP THEREON AND THE

. SALARIES OF THE MEMBERS THEREOF.
~Committee: Comm15510ners WOOfter and Lurie

Two alternatives were discussed at the 9/21/81 Recommending Committee on. this

- ordinance and as a result, City Attorney Ogilvie provided the Committee with
- two drafts which address the changes so discussed. Draft A, until. the

elections in 1983,would restrict membership on the Commnttee to the Judges of

‘ Departments- 1 and 4 and until the election would provide a salary for serv1ng on

the Committee of $11,500 a year. Following the 1983 election, all judges in
Mun1c1pa1 Court. would serve on- the Committee and no judge on the committee would

- ‘receive any salary for such service. Draft B provides that instead of the annua]
 .salary in the original bill and Draft A that the compensation for serving on the -
- Cormmi ttee would :be based upon a per diem amount not to exceed a given amount in

any month. This:concept was the practice of the Legislature in the mid-70's to
compensate the Board of County Commissioners. Commissioner Woofter suggested that.
the. or1g1na] bil and drafts be subm1tted to the Municipal Judges, let them review
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Recommending Committee
September 2B, 1981
Page 4

BILL 81-69 - Continued

and get back to the Committee with their recommendations. Judge Mosléy indicated
he would like for the bill to be acted upon at the 10/7/81 meeting. e

Committee recommended that this ordinance be referred to the Commission as a whole
without recommendation at the 10/7/81 meeting.
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 36
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
. ITEM Commission Action Department Action

VII. BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

A. CHILD WELFARE BOARD
3-Year Term (Terms Expire 10/16/81)

. Lurie - Clerk to notify.
1. Marianne Kenney APPROVED motion to
reappoint
2. Mona Johnson Marianne Kenney
3. Elizabeth D. Wilhelm B ohnson i Thelh
4. John H. Sarb and John H. Sarb,

as recommended.
Unanimous

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

(i
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INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM
l —eptember 8, 198]
TO: FROM: a 7
l JERRY CAHILL CAROL ANN HAWLEY
Director, Business Activity - City Clerk

lus; ECT: COPIES TO: g —

' Child Welfare Board

i

. The following Child Welfare Board members have expiring terms on October 16, 1981.

. Please find out if they desire to continue to serve on this Board. If any members
do not wish to be reappointed, please provide me with a 1ist of recorr:ﬁendations so

I that I may submit it to the Board of City Commissioners for consideration in
October: |

' Mariaﬁne Kenney

John H. Sarb

l Mona Johnson

l - Elizabeth D. Wilhelm

]

i

i

I

I

l . CAH/1mo

i

CLV-6217



l’éiﬁ’ OF LAS VEGAS CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981 | Date GLTS
INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM '

I September 25, 1981
To: FROM:
l CAROL HAWLEY ' Y J. CAHILL, Director
City Clerk epartment of Business Activity

I;UB] ECT: COPIES TO:

CHILD WELFARE BOARD DON SAYLOR
: Deputy City Manager

Pursuant to your memo dated 9/8/81, the following is
submitted reference members of the Child Welfare Board
having expiring terms on 10/16/81.

1. Marianne Kenney - Appointed March, 1979

Since her appointment, the Child Welfare Board has

held 35 meetings. She has attended 30 (85%). Mrs. Kenney
has always been very conscientious about informing this
department of her absences in advance. Last year she
served as Chairman of the Board.

Mrs. Kenney has expressed a desire to remain on the
Child Welfare Board.

2. John H. Sarb - Appointed January, 1980

and he has attended 16 (70%). He missed several
meetings earlier this year due to a near fatal automobile
accident from which he is only now beginning to recover.

Mr. Sarb has expressed a desire to remain on the Child
Welfare Board.

3. Elizabeth Wilhelm - Appointed July, 1980

Since her appointment, the Béard has held 15 meetings.
She has attended 12 (80%). All her absences were
excused in advance.

Mrs. Wilhelm has expressed a desire to remain on the
Child Welfare Board.

l Since his appointment, the Board has held 23 meetings,

CLV-6217
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Page 2

Mona Johnson - Appointed January, 1980

Since her appointment, the Child Welfare Board has held
22 meetings. She has attended 15 (63%). Mrs. Johnson
is disabled and many of her absences have stemmed from
illness. '

Mrs. Johnson has stated a wish to be reappointed to
the Child Welfare Board.

JJC/kas
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' BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
. COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-6011

IGGENDG

ITEM

“|'VIII. NEW BILLS TO-BE REFERRED TO A STUDY
- COMMITTEE OR. RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE

Commission Action

*First Reading and
Referred -
Lurie & Levy

A. Bill No '81-68 - Repeals obso]ete and super-
" seded Traffic Code sections, makes certain
other amendments thereto, provides a defini-
tion of school zone and provides for the
towing of abandoned vehicles.

;Sponsbredjby: Ron' Lurie

*First Reading and
Referred -
"~ Lurie & Levy

'Bi11 No. 81-70 - Annexation No. A-9-81(A)

‘East sidé>Qf Lorenzi
~~ Blvd., approximately- 671
- feet north of Vegas Drive

o Pfoperty Located: -
Petitioned by: ; Frank L. Kocvara:

”Atfeage: _'ApprOXimately 10.4 acres

e

Zoned: -R-E (County classification
S ~N- U (City equ1va1ent)

: Sppnsored~5y:i Ron;Lur1e4

*First Reading and
Referred -
Lurie & Levy

|c. 'B111 No. 81-71 - Rev1ses the C1ty ordinance |
| regulating peddiers, solicitors and
~temporary merchants_

Sponsored by: Ron Lurie

. *First Reading and
. Referred -
Lurie & Levy

“ | b, Bi11 No. ST 72 - Regulates temporary sales
-~ activities conducted ‘at conventions and
T trade shows -

'AgSppnsored by: Ron Lurie

‘I *First Reading and
Referred -
Lurie & Levy

‘E. Bi11 No. 81-73 - Requires City Commission
approval of all use-permits for Class III
~ secondhand dealers in the C-~I and C-II zone
.. and for transient sales lots and open sales
lots in the C-II zone

: 'SpohsoredAby:-'Ron Lurie

O NN S S O S B B B 1- - e o

October 7,

0177
Page 37 -

1981

: Department‘.‘ Action

Clerk to proceed

Clerk to proceed

Clerk to proceed -
Clerk to proceed

Clerk to proceed
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSION CHAMBERS . 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

Commission Action

October 7,

Page 38

1981

Depaftfn_ent- Action ...

VIII.

NEW BILLS TO BE- REFERRED TO A STUDY ’
COMMITTEE OR RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE (cont.)

~ BILLS EFFECTING TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS' :
: PROCESS

IN CONNECTION WITH THE CODIFICATION

_ Sponsored by:

Al Levy'

TB11] No. 81 74 - Repeals the Chapter of the

~ - Trustees, since the need for such board
- no 10nger exists .

Code which prov1des for the Board of Park

'*First-Reading and

- solete provisions of Title VIII relating to
eating and dr1nk1ng establishments; sanitation}
~.and milk, ‘meat and: agr1cu1tura] ‘products. The |

-jurisdiction of the Clark County District
'Boardjof'Hea]th s

811] No.. 81- 75 - ‘Repeals superseded and ob-

regu]at1on of these matters is now within the

Aaéfa.part'Of’theihew codificatiOn'project

B1]] No.. 81 76 - Repeals: park1ng 1ot pro-
visions from Titles. V and IX and transfers
the existing Title V provisions to Title X »

'81]1 No 81-77 - As part of the new cod1f1ca-
4‘re1at1ng to fire zones, smoking in public .

© "adult group care facilities, and mobile home

. construction. _
Titles provisions. re]at1ng to fires, fireworks

'Tand f1re hydrants in.City streets

tion project,- repea]s obsolete prov1s1ons
transportat1on, Tliquified petroleum.gas,

-Also transfers from- other

;‘tBiTT No. 81-78 - Makes'techn1ca1 amendments
in the. general pena]ty c]ause of the City’
‘ Code "

Referred -
Levy & Christens

*First Reading and
Referred --
Levy & Christens

*First Reading and
Referred -
Levy & Christens

*First Reading and
Referred -
Levy & Christens

*First Reading and
Referred -
. Levy & Christens

Clerk to proceed,E

bn

Clerk. to proceed

ENn

Clerk to proceed

gn

Clerk to proceed.

en

Clerk to proceed

&n
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM

VIII. NEW BILLS TO BE REFERRED TO A STUDY
COMMITTEE OR RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE (cont.)

Commissi_on Action

K. Bill No. 81-79 - Adopts Interim Civil Service
Rules.

Sponsored by: Commissioner Paul J. ChristenseJ

ADDENDUM ITEM NO. 1 - TO SECTION VIII: *Fiprst Reading and

Referred -

Christensen & Levy

0179
October 7, 198

Page 38-A

Department Action

Clerk to proceed
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. EXCERPT - CITY OF LAS VEGAS CITY COMMISSION MEETING - OCTOBER 7, 1981

VIII - NEW BILLS TO BE REFERRED TO A STUDY/RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE
. ITEM K - BILL NO. 81-79 - ADOPTS INTERIM CIVIL SERVICE RULES Page 1-

MAYOR BRIARE: .=~~~ " We'll now go to New Bills and it would be my intention,
' : if it's with the approval of the Commission, that we -
request the City Attorney to read Bill 81-68, 81-70,
- 81-71, 81-72 and 81-73. Upon.the“conclusion of the -
‘reading, ‘I would be referring that to a Committee
‘consisting of Commissioner Lurie and Commissioner Levy.
Bills 81-74, 81-75, 81-76, 81-77 and 81-78 are to be
read by the City Attorney and then they'l1l be referred
to a Committee consisting of Commissioner Levy and
Commissioner Christensen. And lastly, read 81-79,
~ which-would then be referred to a Committee cons1st1ng
of Commissioner Christensen and Commissioner Levy. If
there's no objection by the Commission, Mr. Ogilvie will
begin read1ng and while he's doing that Ladies and
Gentlemen, we're not deserting you -- it's JUSt that
there's no need for us to be here, yet we can't declare
a recess because Mr. Ogilvie's going to go ahead and
read these. As soon as he's finished read1ng, we'll
continue on with the meeting.

' .'(THE READING OF BILLS 81-68 THRU 81-78 HAVE BEEN DELETED FROM THIS TRANSCRIPT BUT
“ARE CONTAINED ON THE TAPE RECORDING OF THIS MEETING. )

. . < P

-CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE _Bill No. 81-79, Ordinance:Number b]ank An Ordinance
to amend Title 1 of ‘the Municipal Code of the City of ,
Las Vegas, Nevada, 1960 Edition by repealing Chapter 18
of said title: and adopting in lieu thereof a new chapter
designated Chapter 18, adopting by reference the interim -
Civil Service Rules of said City, to provide for other
matters properly relating thereto and to repeal all
ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith.

- MAYOR BRIARE: . George, does that conclude the reading?
3 © CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:  Yes, it does, Mr. Mayor. o
- 'MAYOR BRIARE: . Bill No. 81-68, 81-70, 81-71, 72 and 73 are referred to

a Committee consisting of Comm1551oner Lurie and Commissioner
Levy. Bills 81-74, 75, 76, 77 and 78 are referred to o
Committees consisting of Comm1ss1oner Levy -and Ccmm1ss1oner B

Christensen and Bill No. 81-79 is referred to a Committee .
consisting of Commissioner Chr1stensen and Commissioner Levy

(END OF DISCUSSION REGARDING NEW BILLS.)

. . . . s :



CITY COMMISSION MIN

MGENDA

ES OCTOBER 7, 1981

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

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM

IX. 2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS "~~~

A. VAC-12-81 - Petition of Vacation submitted
by LAS VEGAS PAIUTE TRIBAL COUNCIL to vacate

on the north side of Paiute Drive, approxi--
mately 300 feet west of Main Street.

mn Ty e TS

B. VAC-13-81 - Petition of Vacation submitted
by NEVADA ESCROW SERVICES, INC. to vacate
the east 40 feet of Rigel Avenue north of
Meade Avenue to the drainage channel.

C. BILL NO. 81-62 - An Ordinance relating to
gaming; requiring a license to engage in
gaming, establishing districts where gaming
is allowed; allowing for the limitation of
the number of gaming licenses; establishing
fees; requiring work cards of certain
employees, repealing ordinances in conflict
herewith and providing other matters
properly relating thereto.

T Gk R AN I W

APPROVED AGENDA iTeih

0ol at?

Commission Action

Levy -
APPROVED as

the Paiute Drive cul-de-sac generally located| recommended.

Unanimous
(Lurie excused)

Levy -
APPROVED as
recommended.
Unanimous
(Lurie excused)

Lurie -

Second Reading and
ADOPTED as per
Third Amendment.
Unanimous

0181

October 7, 1981

Page 39

Department Action

Staff to proceed

No one spoke in
opposition.

Staff to proceed

No one spoke in
opposition.

Clerk to proceed.

Herb Jones, Atty.,
representing
Downtown Resort
Association
appeared requesting
amendments (as was
incorporated into
Third Amendment).
Don Ashworth and
Greg Meskie for
Showboat Hotel
also appeared
supporting amend-
ments.
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City of Lusbicgo

AGENDA DOCUMENTAT!ON

Date: _ October 7, 1981

TO:
The Board of City Commissioners

FROM:  pon J. SAYLOR, AICP
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING AGENDA ITEMS
OCTOBER 7, 1981 CITY COMMISSION AGENDA

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

No Funding Required

BECOMMENDATIONS.  See Attached

Disapproved O
Heid 2

Statas Due:

Item A - Vacation - VAC-12-81 - Las Vegas Paiute Tribal Council (.sge backup material)
Item B - Vacation - VAC-13-81 - Nevada Escrow Services, Inc. (see backup material)

0182




al on o On A A O on N an

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981 ‘ -

0183

To: Thé Board of City Commissioners
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

A. VACATION - VAC-12-81 - LAS VEGAS PAIUTE TRIBAL COUNCIL

The request is to vacate a small cul-de-sac off Pajute Drive so

a builiding could be Tocated on this site. The building will have
frontage on Pafute Drive and there {s no need to retain the cul-de-sac.
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: O :
.: P
-1 - CT. 4 : e ey teas . _
¢ | ! ;
[ ey e AT N e e
- s
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Item IX.
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To:
Re:

VACATION - VAC-13-81 - NEVADA ESCROW SERVICES, INC.

The Board of City Commissioners
Pubiic Hearing Agenda Item
October 7, 1987 City Commission Agenda

The request is to vacate the east half of Rigel Avenue which is

a dead-end unimproved street north of Meade Avenue.

A drainage

channel and single family homes exist to the north, which means

the street cannot be extended in the future.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

PROTESTS: O

APPROVAL
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% 4 MV% 0i8o
AGENDA DOCUVMENTATION

Date: Sept. 11, 1981

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners CITY A %
(| T
SUBJECT: Bill No. 81-62 Revises the chapter requla gaming as a part
of recodification and to conform to State

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Bill No. 81-62 revises the chapter regulating gaming.
This bill is submitted as a part of the recodification
effort. Amendments to the chapter were made to correspond
with the new chapter 4 of our code which is applicable to
all privileged businesses.

Some definitions in the chapter were changed to more
clearly follow state law. Gaming fees were not increased.
However, penalties for delinquent payments were added to
the chapter. These are not new. They have been imposed by
the Department of Business Activity for years. They will
merely be codified by this ordinanca.

The districts (red line) wherein gaming is permitted
have not been altered although the language has been slightly
modified. The old chapter had a provision that required
notice be mailed to all non-restricted gaming licensees
whenever any ordinance was proposed to amend the section
establishing the districts. This section requiring the
mailing of notices has been left ocut in Bill No. 81-62. The
reason for the removal was that many times amendments are
made which do not even alter boundary linaes yet notices still
had to be mailed out. We do not go through this kind of pro-~-
cedure for other kinds of businesses in our city. To ad-
minigtratively mail a copy of any proposed gaming ordinance
to the Downtown Progress Association, rather than mailing to
all licensees pursuant to ordinance, would be much more
efficient. This provision left out of 81-62 also contains
a clause which prohibits adopting an ordinance under our -
regular schedule, as it cannot be adopted in laess than 21
days after the first reading. 2All other ordinances can be
adopted after a week's publication in the newspaper. This
quirk in the present gaming law opens up more possibilities
for error in adopting ordinances.

RECOMMENDATIONS

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

Approved =]
Disapproved 0O
Held =]

Statas Due:

910




A Y

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

0186

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BILL NO. 81-62

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO GAMING; REQUIRING A LICENSE TO ENGAGE IN
GAMING, ESTABLISHING DISTRICTS WHERE GAMING IS ALLOWED; ALLOWING

FOR THE LIMITATION OF THE NUMBER OF GAMING LICENSES; ESTABLISHING
FEES; REQUIRING WORK CARDS OF CERTAIN EMPLOYEES, REPEALING ORDINANCES
INEC2¥SLICT HEREWITH AND PROVIDING OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATING
THERETO.

Sponsored by: Commissioner Ron Lurie

Summary: Revises the chapter regulating gaming as a part of
recodification and to conform to State law.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT A PUBLIC HEARING WILL BE HELD ON THE

ABOVE ORDINANCE BY THE BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS AT THE HOUR OF
2 P.M. ON WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1981, AT THE COMMISSION CHAMBERS,
CITY HALL, 400 E. STEWART AVE., LAS VEGAS, NEVADA.

COPIES OF THE COMPLETE ORDINANCE ARE AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC INFORMATION
IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 10TH FLOOR, CITY HALL, 400 E. STEWART
AVE., LAS VEGAS, NEVADA.

CAROL ANN HAWLEY
CITY CLERK
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" September 17, 1981

. TOALL NONRESTRICTIV'E GAMING LICENSEES

. The Board of C1ty Comm1ss1oners is considering an amendment to the -
' Gam1ng ‘Ordinance.- The proposed ordinance amendment is Bi1l No. 81-62,
..a copy of which may be obtained in the Office of the City Clerk,
- 10th Floor, City Hall, 400 E, Stewart Ave., Las Vegas, Nevada. This
- proposed ordinance is a part. ‘of the recodification of the éentire
City Code. There is no increase in gaming fees, but the proposed
-ord1nance contafns other modifications.

~ There will be two hear1ngs on the proposed ord1nance The first hearing
will be conducted by a Recommending. Committee cons1st1ng of Commissioners

~ Lurie and Woofter which will be'held on Monday, September 21, 1981, at

. 4:00 P.M." in the City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hal]
400 E. Stewart Ave., Las Vegas, Nevada. A second hearing will be held
‘before the full Board of City Comm1ss1oners on-Wednesday, October 7,
1981, at 2:00 P.M. in the Commission Chambers, City Hall, 400 E Stewart

%'Ave., Las Vegas, Nevada.

You are 1nvited to attend these hear1ngs and make recommendations. - Your
comments may also be submitted to the City Attorney s Off1ce in advance
by calling 386-620]

S1ncere1y,

JOS 4—*@%

CAROL ANN HAWLEY
City C]erk ’

ol Om @S o G Gy N m Gu Am ay E S N m e

L cLvieals 400 E',\S‘I’:EW_A&;I'A AVENUE « LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ¢ (7'02).336'501 ] .
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03147 0‘ Lﬁd- VCSAJL October 7, 1981

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 40

COMMISSION CHAMAERS ¢+ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONKE 386-6011

ITEM

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

The items Tisted below, where appropriate,
have been reviewed by the various City depart-
ments including san{tary sewer, storm drainagq,
Traffic Engineering, Public Services, Fire
and Building, and their comments and/or
recommendations and requirements incorporated
into the action.

A1l zoning items shall conform to the
following general conditions:

il) Conformance to the plot plan;

2) Landscaping and a permanent underground
sprinkier system shall be provided as required
by the Planning Commission and shall be
permanently maintained in a satisfactory
manner. Failure to properly maintain
required Tandscaping and underground sprinklen
systems shall be cause for revocation of
a business 1icense; (3] Submittal of a
landscaping plan prior to or at the same time
application is made for a building permit,
licenge, or prior to occupancy; (4) All
mechanical equipment, air conditioners and
trash areas shall be screened from view
from the abutting streets. {Exc]uding
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 a
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
.teptative map, a new tentative map must be

med. 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
portfon of the area embraced by the tentative
map, the Planning Commission may require that
w2 New tentative map be filed and approved

or to any furtfer final maps being approved]
(2) Street names to be provided in accord

w’ -

Commissian Action _ Department Action




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981 0;.89

Gty of Lasliegas
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

2 FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners gggU%Y EA %Omg

Date: QOctober 7, 1981

SUBJECT: COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT AGENDA ITEMS .
OCTOBER 7, 1981 CITY COMMISSION MEETING L.

PURPQSE/BACKGROUND [N

Item-A - Crossroads III Subdivision - Temporary Access Berm - Bronze Construction Co.
(see backup material)

Item B - Request Permission to Initiate a Vacation Petition - City of Las Vegas
(see backup material) -

Items C & D - Annexation Reports (see backup material)

Items E & F - Extensions of Time (see backup material)

Items 6 - I - Plot Plan Reviews (see backup material)

Item J - Use Review - Z-30-75 - Gary Vause (see backup material)

Item K - Zone Change - Z-54-81 - Albert B. Spino, Trustee, Et Al (see backup material)

Item L - Tentative Map - Haas Apartments Unit 3 (see backup material) '
Item M - Zone Change - 2-53-81 - Claire E. Hoppe and C & H Enterprises (see backup material)
Item N - Tentative Map - Shadow Acres (Revised) (see backup material)

Items 0 - R - New Rezoning Applications (see backup material)

EISCAL IMPACT No Fun&ing Required
RECOMMENDATIONS ~ See Attached
Approved c
Disapproved
Held a

Statas Due:
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'thh the City's. Street Name PoTicy.

CITY CDMMISSIDN MINUTES 0CTOB

ER 7, 1981

G\E 0‘ Lﬁ’& V% October 7, 1;81'

BOARD OF Ty COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
{CDNTINUED),

(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 f0110w1ng
- general conditions: -

(1) Satisfaction of the

* requirements of the various utility companies.

”Request for a temporary asphalt berm for

(2) Conformance to code requirements and -
design standards of all City departments.
(3) Vacation shall not be recorded until all.
of the above conditfons have been met.

All Variances and/or Use. Permfts sha11 conform
to the following general conditions: (1)
Conformance to the plot plan; (2) Satisfaction

‘of City Code requirements and. design standards
-of a11 City departments. .

:CRDSSRDADS III SUBDIVISION - TEMPDRARY

ACCESS BERM - BRDNZE CDNSTRUCTIDN COMPANY

model home access between Crossroads I11I
and Wildwood Villas' Subd1v1s1ons, ‘generally
Tocated at the north end of Edelweiss

T*Street, west of Lamb Bou]evard

PETITIDN = CITY DF LAS VEGAS

P1ann1ng Comm1ss1on unan1mous]y recommends

APPROVAL.

Staff Recommendation: APPRDVAL

REQUEST PERMISSIDN TD INITIATE A VACATIDN

A portion of westc11ff Drive, approx1mate1y

'.;700‘ east of Lorenzi Boulevard.

A’rav u.z ACE’!UA ITEM

|

Lurie -

| Lurie -

APPROVED Request
Unanimous -

Commission Action .

APPROVED as recom-
fended by Planning -
- Commission. -
Unanimous

0150

Page 41 -

Department Action

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

Staff to proceed
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To:
Re:

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

The Board of City Commissioners
Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

CROSSROADS III SUBDIVISION - TEMPORARY ACCESS BERM - BRONZE CONSTRUCTION

COMPANY

The request is to allow a short access connection over common area in
the Crossroads planned development that is between a private street
and a public street. The purpose is to provide more direct access from

Lamb Boulevard to the models of the Crossroads and Wildwood subdivisions.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

REQUEST PERMISSION TO INITIATE A VACATION PETITION - CITY OF LAS VEGAS

This is a request to initiate a vacation petition on a 40' strip of
land on Westcliff Drive, which is located east of Lorenzi Boulevard.
According to the Department of Public Services this right-of-way is
no longer needed.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

Item X.

9191
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hGENDﬁ . October 7, 1981
: City of Las Vegas ,

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 42
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PMONE 386-6011

0192

iTEM Commission Action Department Action
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)
C. ANNEXATION REPORT - A-5-81 - CLARK COUNTY Lurie - Staff to proceed
SCHOOL DISTRICT Report Adopted.
Unanimous

Report for annexation of property located
at 6665 W. Del Rey (Bonanza High School),
approximately 40 acres.

Staff Recommendation: Adoption of Report

D. ANNEXATION REPORT - A-6-81 - CLARK COUNTY Lurie - Staff to proceed
SCHOOL DISTRICT Report Adopted. procee
Unanimous

Report for annexation of property located
- at 2480 Maverick Street (Brinley Jr. High
Schoot), approximately 18 acres.

Staff Recommendation: Adoption of Report

APPROVED AGENDA [ie
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e



To:
Re:

L.

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

The Board of City Commissioners
Community Planning and Development Agenda Items
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

ANNEXATION REPORT - A-5-8] - CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT

This is a routine annexation report that must be adopted
and be on file in the City Clerk's 0ffice a minimum of
20 days prior to the scheduled public hearing on this
annexation. The report indicates the school is connected
to City sewer and street improvements exist adjacent to
the property.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adoption of the report.

ANNEXATION REPORT - A-6-81 - CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT

This 1s a routine annexation report that must be adopted
and be on file in the City Clerk's Office a minimum of
20 days prior to the scheduled public hearing on this
annexation. The report indicates the school is connected
to City sewer ana street improvements exist adjacent to
the property. }

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adoption of the report.

Item X.
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981
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RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of the City of
Las Vegas, Nevada deems it appropriate and in the best interests
of tﬁe public health, safety, welfare, and convenience that
certain territory hereinafter described that is contiguous to
the City of Las Vegas be annexed thereto:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of
Commissioners of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, at a regular
meeting thereof held on the 7th day of October, 1981:

1. That it is the intention of the said Board to
annex to the City of Las Vegas the following described real
property.

The Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the

Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4) of Section 2,

Township 21 South, Range 60 East,

M.D.B. & M.

2. That said Board of Commissioners shall meet on
Wednesday, November 18, 1981, at the hour of 2:00 o'clbck p.m. in
the Commission Chambers, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,

Las Vegas, Nevada to conduct a public hearing on the gquestion
of such annexation.

3. That the City Clerk be, and she hereby is, directed
to give notice of such public hearing by publication thereof

—ee—

at least three (3) times in the REVIEW JOURNAL, a newspaper

published in the City of lLas Vegas and of general circulation
in the above-described territory; the first publication to be
at least twenty (20) days prior to the said November 18, 1981
and not less than six (6) days shall intervene between the
first publication and the last publication, and by mailing
notice thereof by certified mail, return receipt requesteé,

to each record owner of real property within the saia described

territory, said notice to be mailed at the time of the first

. TR — T T T e e— g - m
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publication thereof. Said notice shall be in substantially the
| same form as attached hereto as Exhibit "a®.

‘ 4. That the Director of Public Services and the
Director of Community Planning and Development are hereby directed
to prepare and submit to the said Board of Commissioners of
the City of lLas Vegas, in the afternoon of Wednesday, October 7,
‘1931, a report settin§ forth plans for the extension into said

by the City of Las Vegas to its residents and citizens, which
report shall include, but not be limited to:
A. An accurate map or plat of the territory
proposed to be annexed, prepared under the
supervision of a competent surveyor or
engiﬁeers
B. A map or maps of the City and the adjacent
territory to show the following information:
(1) The present and proposed boundaries of
the City;

(2) The present streets‘and sewer interceptors
and outfalls;

(3) - The proposed extension of the present
streets and sewer interceptors and outfalls;

(4) The present and proposed general land use
pattern into the territory proposed to

be annexed.

O N 4 & bm e Gl OIS 2 AN m aE M 0w o N N ]

described territory all major municipal services presently furnished

0195
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ATTEST:

Carof %wfey, cftyiaierf

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

C. A statement showing that the territory proposed to
be annexed is eligible for z{nnaxation under
N.R.S. 268.570 to 268.608, inclusive.

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this 7th day of October,

APPROVED :

2L

RON LURIE, MAYOR PRO-TEM

0196
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EXHIBIT "A"

NOTICE OF HEARING ON QU‘ESTION OF ANNEXATION OF TERRI-~
TORY WITHIN PROPOSED LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, ANNEXATION A-5-81:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN to the property owners within
the proposed Las Vegas, Nevada, that: :

1. The Board of Commissioners of the City of Las Vegas,
Nevada, has by Resolution duly passed, adopted and approved on
the 7th day of October, 1981, declared its intention to annex
to said City the territory generally located at 6665 West Del Rey.

The territory proposed to be annexed is more
particularly described as follows:

The Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Northwest
Quarter (NW 1/4) of Section 2, Township 21 South,
Range 60 East, M.D.B. & M.

2. That said Board of Commissioners shall meet on
Wednesday, November 18, 1981, at the hour of 2:00 o'clock
p.m. in the Commission Chambers, City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, to conduct a public hearing on
the question of such annexation.

3. That a report setting forth the plans for the
extension into said territory of all major municipal services
presently furnished by the City to its residents and citizens
will be available for examination by the public in the Office
of the City Clerk, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, lLas Vegas,
Nevada, twenty (20) days prior to the date of the public hearing.
Such report shall include:

A. An accurate map or plat of the territory
proposed to be annexed, prepared under the
supervision of a competent surveyor or engineer;

B. A-mapAar maps of the City and the adjacent
territory to show the following information:

(1) The present and proposed boundaries of
the City;

(2) The present streets and sewer interceptors
- and outfalls;

(3) The proposed extension of the present
streets and sewer interceptors and
ocutfalls:;

{(4) The present and proposed general land use
pattern into the territory proposed to be
annexed.

C. A statement showing that the territory proposed
to be annexed is eligible for annexation under
N.R.S. 268.570 to 268.608, inclusive.

0197




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

4. The following is a list of the names and addresses
of all record owners of real property within the said described

- territory and proposed to be annexed hereunder:

Thurman White, Associate Superintendent
School Facilities Division

Clark County School District

2832 East Flamingo Road

Las Vegas, Nevada 89121

5. Any record owner of real property within the said
described territory may appear and be heard either in favor of
or in protest of the proposed annexation at such public hearing
and/or may file with the City Clerk a written protest of such
annexation at any time within fifteen (15) days after the
conclusion of said public hearing.

Unless a majority of the property owners in the terri-
tory proposed to be annexed protest such annexation either
verbally at the public hearing or in writing within fifteen (1S5)
days after the conclusion of such public hearing, the Board of
Commissioners shall have authority to adopt an ordinance extending
the corporate limits of the City of Las Vegas to include all
or any part of the territory described in this Notice.

By ORDER of the Board of Commissioners of the City
of Las Vegas, Nevada.

DATED this 7th day of October, 1981.

CAROL ANN -HAWLEY, CITYE;LERK

-2« .
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- CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of the City of
Las Vegas, Nevada deems it appropriate and in the best interests
of the public health, safety, yalfare. and convenience that
certain territory hereinafter described that is contiguous to
the City of Las Vegas be annexed thereto:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of
Commissioners of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, at a regular
meeting thereof held on the 7th day of October, 1981:

1. That it is the intaention of the said Board to
annex to the City of Las Vegas the following described real
property.

PARCEL #1: The West Half (W 1/2) of the

Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the South-

east Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southeast

Quarter (SE 1/4) of Section 14, Township

20 South, Range 60 Bast, M.D.B. & M.

PARCEL #2: The Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4)

of the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the

Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of Section 14,

Township 20 South, Range 60 East, M.D.B. & M.

PARCEL $#3: The South Half (S 1/2) of the

Northwest Quarter (NW l1/4) of the Southeast

Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southeast Quarter

(SE 1/4) of Section 14, Township 20 South,

Range 60 East, M.D.B. & M.

2. That said Board of Commissioners shall meet on
Wednesday, November 18, 1981, at the hour of 2:00 o'clock p.m. in
the Commission Chambers, City Hall, 400 Eaét Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada to conduct a public hearing on the gquestion
of such annexation.

3. That the City Clerk be, and she hereby is, directed
to give notice of such public hearing by publication thereof
at least three (3) times in the REVIEW JOURNAL, a newspaper
published in the City of Las Vegas and of general circulation

in the above-described territory; the first publication to be
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

at least twenty (20) days prior to the said November 18, 1981
and not less than six (6) days shall intervene between the
first publication and the last publication, and by mailing
notice thereof by certified mail, return receipt requested,
to each record owner of real property within the said described
territory, said notice to be mailed at the time of the first
publication thereof. Said notice shall be in substantially the
same form as attached hereto as Exhibit "A".

4. That the Director of Public Services and the
Director of Community Planning and Development are hereby directed
to prepare and submit to the said Board of Commissioners of
the City of Las Vegas, in the afterncon of Wednesday, October 7,
1981, a report setting forth plans fo: the extension into said
described territory all major municipal services presently furnished’
by the City of Las Vegas to its residents and citizens, which
report shall include, but not be limited to:

A. An accurate map or plat of the territory
proposed toO be annexed, prepared under the
supervision of a competent surveyor or
engineer;

'B. A map or maps of the City and the adjacent
territory to show the following information:
(1) The present and proposed boundaries of

the City:;
(2) The present streets and sewer intercepfors
and outfails:
(3) The proposed extension of the present
streets and sewer interceptors and outfalls;
(4) The present and p:opésed general land use
pa_tterp into the territory proposed to
be annexed. '
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carof Ann iEwil.ey, C§ty ?erk

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

C. A statement showing that the territory proposed to
be annexed is eligible for annexation under
N.R.S. 268.570 to 268.608, inclusive.

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this 7th day of October,

APPROVED:

A

RON LURIE, MAYOR PRO-TEM .
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EXHIBIT "A"

NOTICE OF HEARING ON QUESTION OF ANNEXATION OF TERRI-
TORY WITHIN PROPOSED LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, ANNEXATION A-6-81:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN to the property owners within
the proposed lLas Vegas, Nevada, that:

1. The Board of Commissioners of the City of Las Vegas,
Nevada, has by Resolution duly passed, adopted and approved on
the 7th day of October, 1981, declared its intention to amnex
to said City the territory generally located at 2480 Maverick
Street.

The territory proposed to be annexed is more
particularly described as follows:

PARCEL #l: The West Half (W 1/2) of the
Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Socuth-
east Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southeast
Quarter (SE 1/4) of Section 14, Towhship
20 South, Range 60 East, M.D.B. & M.

PARCEL #2: The Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4)
of the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the
Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of Section 14,
Township 20 South, Range 60 Bast, M.D.B. & M.

PARCEL £#3: The South BHalf (S 1/2) of the
Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4) of the Southeast
Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southeast Quarter
(SE 1/4) of Section 14, Township 20 South,
Range 60 East, M.D.B. & M.

2. That said Board of Commissioners shall meet on
Wednesday, November 18, 1981, at the hour of 2:00 o'clock
p-m. in the Commission Chambers, City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, to conduct a public bearing on
the question of such annexation.

3. That a report sett‘ing forth the plans for the
extension into said territory of all major municipal services
presently furnished by the City to its residents and citizens
will be available for examination by the public in the Office
of the City Clerk, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas,
Nevada, twenty (20) days prior to the date of the public hearing.
Such report shall include:

A. An accurate map or plat of the territory
proposed to be annexed, prepared under the
supervision of a competent surveyor or engineer;

B. A map or maps of the City and the adjacent
territory to show the following information:

(1) The present and proposed boundaries of
the City;

(2) The present streets and sewer interceptors
. and outfalls;

(3) The proposed extension of the present -
streets and sewer interceptors and
out.falls-
——mtrny e — e e




annexed.

conclusicn of said public hearing.

of Las Vegas, Nevada. .
DATED this 7th day of October,

-

PRSI )

1981.

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

(4) The present and proposed general land use
pattern into the territory proposed to

be

C. A statement showing that the territory proposed
to be annexed is eligible for annexation under
N.R.S. 268.570 to 268.608, inclusive.

4. The following is a list of the names and addresses
of all record owners of real property within the said described
territory and proposed to be annexed hereunder:

Thurman White, Associate Superintendent
School Pacilities Division
Clark County School District
2832 East Flamingo Road

Las Vegas, Nevada 89121

, 5. Any record owner of real property within the said
described territory may appear and be heard either in favor of
or in protest of the proposed annexation at such public hearing
and/or may file with the City Clerk a written protest of such
annexation at any time within fifteen (15) days after the

Unless a majority of the property owners in the terri-
tory proposed to be annexed protest such annexation either
verbally at the public hearing or in writing within f£ifteen (15)
days after the conclusion of such public hearing, the Board of
Commissioners shall have authority to adopt an ordinance extending
the corporate limits of the City of Las Vegas to include all
or any part of the territory described in this Netice.

By ORDER of the Board of Commissioners of the City

5 . g;%gL ANN E;WLEY. CITY gEéif

———. - L mesmm e e
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Commission Action
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Department Action

X
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. APPRG
| -
J

. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONTINUED)

EXTENSION OF TIME - Z-67-80 - GEORGE W. COUCH,
111 AND DOUGLAS E. SIMMS

Property generally located at the northwest
corner of Stewart Avenue and Lamb Boulevard,

R-E Zone (under Resolution of Intent to C-1). .

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. One year extension to October 1, 1982.

2. Conformance to ordinance amendments
enacted subsequent to the original
approval.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

EXTENSION OF TIME - 7-49-78 - RICHARD ZEITER

Property generally located at the southwest
corner of Desert Lane and Kenyon Place, R-2
Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-3).

Planning Commission unanimously recommends

APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. One year extension to August 2, 1982.
2. Conformance to the ordinance amendments
enacted subsequent to the original

approval.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

VED AGEMDA IiEM

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff and
Planning Commission.
Unanimous

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff and
Planning Commission,
Unanimous

Clerk to notify
and staff to
proceed.

Clerk to notify
and staff to
proceed
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

The Board of City Commissioners
Community Planning and Development Agenda Items
October 7, 1981 City Comission Agenda

EXTENSION OF TIME - Z-67-80 - GEORGE W. COUCH ITI AND DOUGLAS E. SIMMS

This is the first request for an extension of time. The applicant
indicated economic conditions prevented him from developing the
property during the past year.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to a one-year
time 1imit.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to 2 one-year time limit.

EXTENSION OF TIME - Z-49-78 - RICHARD ZEITER

This is the third request for an extension of time. The applicant
needs additional time to start construction on the property.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to a one-year
time limit.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to a one-year time limit.

Item X.

0265
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Citg of Las Vegar

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 3868-8011

Commission Action

0208

October 7, 1981

Page44

Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTM
(CONTINUED)

ENT

G. PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-76-79 - CHARLES R. RUTHE
’ AND ASSOCIATES, INC., REALTORS

Property generally located on the west side
of]Decatur Boulevard, north of Doe Avenue,
C-1 Zone.

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1.
2.

Conformance to the amended plot plan.

Provision of a 5' planter with lawn and
allepo pine (10 gallon) at 15' on center.

Conformance to all other original
conditions of approval.

Approval of the parking and driveway
plan by the Traffic Engineer.

A1l street improvements which are not in
good condition shall be repaired as
required by the Department of Public
Services.

Conformance to elevations which
shall be similar for the building on
the south portion of the property.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff
and Planning
Commission.
Unanimous

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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To:
Re:

G.

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

The Board of City Commissioners
Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-76-79 - CHARLES R. RUTHE AND ASSOCIATES, INC.,
REALTORS .

The request is to construct another commercial building on the north
portion of this property which will complete development on this site.

The plot plan indicates the building and the parking area will essentially
be an extension of the existing development to the south.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

Item X.

0207
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‘ 0208
GENDA T of Las V
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© BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 45
COMMISSION CHAMBERS *» 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
I PHONE 3868-6011
ITEM Commission Action Department Action
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINQEQ)

COMPANY

Property generally located on the northeast
corner of Arville Street and Tara Avenue, R-1
Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD14).

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Conformance to the amended plot plan.
"2. Conformance to the amended elevations
extended to provide the mansard roof
continuation on the north side of the
buildings. ’
of approval.

4. Three (3) month extension of time to
December 13, 1981 on the zoning.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

I. PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-66-73 - CASEY RUSSELL

To allow a room addition on property located
at 3308 Calle De Torre, R-PD6 Zone.

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
“APPROVAL, subject to the following condition:.

1. Conformance to the plot plan.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

3. Conformance to all other original conditions

|H. PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-53-78 - MACCO CONSTRUCTION Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

and Planning Commisgion.

Unanimous

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff and
Planning Commission.,
Unanimous

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

The Board of City Commissioners

Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Items

H.

October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-53-78 - MACCO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY

The developer is proposing to reduce the building sizes and
provide a common area in the center portion of this planned
development. The change will be more desirable from an
aesthetic standpoint. There will be adequate parking and
landscaping. Also, the appliicant needs the three-month
extension of time to start this project which is in order.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Including
the three-month extension of time.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-66-73 - CASEY RUSSELL

This involves a minor addition to the front of a condominium
unit in the Spanish OQaks development. The addition will be
compatible with the remainder of the unit and there will still
be adequate open space on this site.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

Item

0209
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
l PHONE 388-6011
ITEM Commission Action Department Action
l X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONT INUED)

J. USE REVIEW - 7-30-75 - GARY VAUSE

Levy - Clerk to notify

R . . APPROVED as recom- and Planning to
To reinstate the real estate office use in mended with exceptioh proceed.

the second story of the building where the ces
Lit'] Scholar Child Care Nursery is located |nnat §onditions
on property at 2301 W. Charleston Boulevard, de]éted.

C-D Zone. Unanimous

Applicant present.

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

1. A maximum of one broker, one salesman,
and one employee (secretary) may utilize
this real estate facility.

2. Three (3) parking spaces be designated
for real estate office use.

Staff ‘Recommendation: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: O

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

o
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To: The Board of City Commissioners
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda -

J. USE REVIEW - 2-30-75 - GARY VAUSE

The request is to allow 2 real estate office use on this property
which was allowed for approximately a year and a half after this
property was rezoned to C-B. There is a child care nursery on this
site and at the time of the rezoning to C-D there was a protest
factor from the residents who were concerned about the notse and
if there would be sufficient parking for the nursery and the real
estate operation. Consequently, the Commission only allowed the
real estate operation for one year and then a six-month extension
was granted. Prior to the extension being granted, staff checked
the property numerous times to determine if a parking problem
existed.and it was found there was always a sufficient number .
of spaces available. The C-D zone allows real estate offices and
the applicant indicated his operation would only consist of himself,
one salesman and a secretary.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to the use
being limited to one broker, one salesman and one employee, and
tf;ﬁe parking spaces on this site be designated for the real estate
office use.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: 0

Item
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Cit of Las Vegus

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM

Commission Action

02:2

October 7, 1981

Page 47

Department Action

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

ZONE CHANGE - Z-54-81 - ALBERT B. SPINO,
TRUSTEE, ET AL

Reclassification of property generally
located at the southeast corner of Owens
Avenue and Sandhill Road.
From: R-E (Residence Estates)
To: R-PD15 (Residential Planned
Development) and
C-1 (Limited Commercial)
Proposed Uses: Commercial and Medium
Density Residential

Planning Commission unanimously recommends

APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
© to a twelve (12) month time Timit.

2. Denial of the C-1 east of Henry Street.

3. Conformance to the plot plan amended to
provide the parking in the rear of the
building.

4. Conformance to elevations approved by
the Department of Community Planning and
Development.

5. Install improvements on Owens Avenue and
Sandhill Road as required by the
Department of Public Services.

6. Approval of the drainage plan by the
Department of Public Services.

7. Accessory buildings be permitted as
allowed in the R-1 district.

8. Planning Commission approval of the
commercial development plan prior to
construction.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: 3 APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff and
Planning Commission
and subject to
denial of the
easterly portion of
the C-1 and re-
designing of the
parking and access
to each fourplex.
Unanimous

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

Applicant was
not present.

No one spoke in
opposition.
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

02:3

The Board of City Commissioners
Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

ZONE CHANGE - 7-54-81 - ALBERT B. SPINO, TRUSTEE, ET AL

The north portion of the property is requested for C-1 along

Owens Avenue and the narrow strip of land along Sandhill {s

proposed for R-PD15 development. The parcel to the east was

approved for R-2 recently for this developer and (-1 was denied

on the north portion which is the easterly part of the property
requested for C-1 on this application. To the east across

Sandhill 1s a Housing Authority project that is partially developed
and west of that is the Las Vegas Wash Drainage Channel. There

was no development plan submitted for the C-1 and the R-PD15 will
consist of a row of 65' wide Tots fronting on Sandhill. The driveway
and all of the parking is proposed in front of each fourplex. The
subdivision ordinance does not allow lots to have access to secondary
streets unless the lots are a minimm of 100’ wide. Consequently, the
applicant was agreeable to redesigning the access and parking areas to
the rear of the fourplexes.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to denying
the easterly portion of the C-1 and redesigning the parking and access
to each fourplex.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to denial of the easterly
portion of the C-1 and redesigning the parking and access to each

fourplex.
PROTESTS: 3
( Coenrry) .
—OWENS AVE
~ —r
Rz
3
i |
R
\ Y by
B

Item X.
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE o
l PHONE 386-6011
ITEM Commission Action Department Action
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONTINUED)

TENTATIVE MAP - HAAS APARTMENTS UNIT 3

Property generally located on the east side
of Sandhill Road, south of Owens Avenue, R-E
Zone (proposed R-PD15).

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Approval of zoning application Z-54-81.

2. Conformance to the conditions of approval
for Z-54-81.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

~

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff and
Planning Commission
with additional
condition that

a paid tax statementg

be provided.
Unanimous

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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To: The Board of City Commissioners
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

L. TENTATIVE MAP - HAAS APARTMENTS UNIT 3

This is the map for the proposed development under Item K (Z-54-81).
The map will have to be revised to conform to the conditions of
approval under the zoning action. If the zoning is approved then
this map is in order for approval subject to the changes.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to approval
of zoning application Z-54-81.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to approval of zoning
application Z-54-81.

S3e g g, s a

Item X.
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-86011
ITEM Commission Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

M.‘ ZONE'CHANGE - Z-53-81 - CLAIRE E. HOPPE AND Woofter -
C & H ENTERPRISES APPROVED as recom-
Reclassification of property generally g?:::?ngycggggzs?g:
located at the southeast corner of Alexander Unanimous
Road and Thom Boulevard.
From: R-E (Residence Estates)
To: R-PD2 (Residential Planned Development)
Proposed Use: Low Density Detached Single
Family Homes

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time Timit.

2. Dedication of 30' of right-of-way for
Thom Boulevard, 50'.of right-of-way for
Alexander Road, plus a 20' property line
radius corner at the intersection as
required by the Department of Public
Services.

3. Construction of’sireet improvements on
Thom Boulevard and Alexander Road.

4, Conformance to the plot plans amended to
provide a 50' main and accessory building
setback from Alexander Road.

5. Approval of the building elevations by
the Department of Community Planning and
Development.

6. Accessory building shall be allowed as
permitted in the R-1 district.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: 1 '

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

0216

Page 49

Department Action

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

The Board of City Commissioners
Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

ZONE CHANGE - Z-53-81 - CLAIRE E. HOPPE AND C & H ENTERPRISES

- The request is for a planned development which will be constructed

at an R-E densfty. The applicants are proposing to zomplete the
remainder of their project on an R-PD2 has been approved on the
south portion of their property. The development will be at the
same density as R-E. This parcel is only 4.2 acres and it is a
separate parcel and does not meet the five acre requirement. It
will be developed as one project with their land to the south and,
therefore, a waiver is in order.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

A

PROTESTS: ©
e i
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Item X.
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM

x'

N.

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

TENTATIVE MAP - SHADOW ACRES (REVISED)

Property generally located at the southeast
corner of Alexander Road and Thom Boulevard,
R-E Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD2
gng3tg$)remainder request for R-PD2 under

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Approval of zoning application Z-53-81.

2. Conformance to the conditions of approval
for Z-53-81.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

APPROVED AGENDA [TEM

Commission Action

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff and
Planning Commission
with additional
condition that a
paid tax statement
be provided.
Unanimous

0218

Page 50

Department Action

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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To: The Board of City Commissioners
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City ommission Agenda

N. TENTATIVE MAP - SHADOW ACRES (REVISED) L
This map is tied into the rezoning application under Item M (Z-53-81).
If the rezoning application is approved, then this map is in order
to be approved.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to approval
of zoning application Z-53-81.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to approval of zoning
application Z-53-81.

Item X.




FGEND&

'y ..

3 =
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ITEM

R [P B

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

0,

(CONT INUED)

ZONE CHANGE ~ Z-55-81 - LESLIE BLACKMON

Reclassification of property generally located
on the northeast corner of Jones Boulevard
and Hickam Avenue.
From: R-E (Residence Estates)
To: R-PD2 (Residential Planned
Development)
Proposed Use: Detached Single Family
Residences

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Waiver of the five acre minimum site
requirement.

3. Conformance to the typical plot plan
and setbacks.

4. Conformance to the elevations.
5. Dedicate 20' of right-of-way for Jones
- Boulevard and the radius corner at Jones
Boulevard and Hickam Avenue.
6. Install improvements on Jones Boulevard
and Hickam Avenue as required by the
Department of Public Services.

7. Approval of the drainage plan by the
Department of Publig Services.

8. Accessory uses and buildings be permitted
as allowed in the R-1 District.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: O

spPROVED AGENDA TEM

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

% 0‘ L"" V% 0.ctobe'r 7, 1981

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

02.90

Page 51

Commission Action Department Action

Levy -

Clerk to notify

APPROVED as recom- and Planning to
mended by staff ‘and| proceed.

Planning Commission,

Unanimous
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

To: The Board of City Commissioners
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

0. ZONE CHANGE - 7-55-81 - LESLIE BLACKMON

The request for R-PDZ is simflar to Item M (Z-53-81) and is
located in the same general area. The streets in this project
will be private. A waiver is needed because the site is 3.7
acres and the ordinance requires a minimum of five acres. This
development will have the appearance of a typical R-E development
found in the area.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to waiving
the five acre size requirement.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to waiving the five acre
size requirement. :

PROTESTS: 0
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S80ARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 52

COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
l PHONE 386-6011 :
ITEM Commission Action Department Action
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) :

P. ZONE CHANGE - Z-57-81 - NEVADA ESCROW SERVICES

INC., TRUSTEE Lurie - Clerk to notify
APPROVED as recom- and Planning to
Reclassification of property generally mended by staff and} proceed.
located on the northwest corner of Meade Planning Commission
Avenue and Rancho Drive. 4 Unanimous Jack Clark,
From: R-E (Residence Estates) . 723 S. 3rd
To: M (Industrial) & C-1 (Limited City Attorney ruled| represented
Commercial) that Condition 3 applicant.
Proposed Uses: Offices, Convenience Store | would not be appli-
and Warehouses cable and, thereford, Appearing in
should be deleted. opposition was
Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL Jeann Markland,
(5-0-1 vote), subject to the following 2825 Milo Way
conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Approval of the warehouse elevations by the
Planning Commission.

3. Improve the drainage channel as required
by the Department of Public Services,
provided the City Attorney determines
the developer will be free of future
1iability on this channel.

4. Vacation of Rigel Avenue.

5. Construction of a 6' block wall along
the entire north property line prior
to or during the first phase of construc-
tion. The 6' height shall be measured
from the finished grade of the highest
level on either side of the fence.

6. Provide a 10' planter along the north
property line with Arizona Cypress or
equivalent at 15' on centers (minimum 15
gallon size).

7. Conformance to the plot plan and elevationg.

8. Approval of the parking and driveway
plan by the Traffic Engineer. APPROVED AQENDA ITEM

("
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

Page 53
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUT™
' PHONE 386-6011t
ITEM Commission Action Department Action
_

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONTINUED)
P. CONTINUED

9. A1l existing street improvements which See Page 52 See Page 52

are not in good condition shall be
repaired as required by the Department
of Public Services.

10. Install sidewalks on Meadé Avenue and
Rancho Road.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: 2

APPRGYED AGENDA ITEM

.
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Re:
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES OCTOBER 7, 1981

The Board of City Commissioners
Community Planning and Development
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

ZONE CHANGE - Z-57-81 - NEVADA ESCROW SERVICES, INC., TRUSTEE

Last year a request for an outdoor amusement center was denfed

on this property. To the north is the Richfield Village subdivision
that is developed on an R-1 basis. To the west and south is
industrial zoning and to the east is the I-15 freeway. There is

a strip of land approximately 64' wide that is located between this
property and the R-1 area which has a 28' wide City drainage easement
on the north portion of it. The applicant is proposing to develop
three warehouses on the westerly portion where the M zoning is
requested and a convenience store and offices in the area requested
for C-1 zoning on the easterly part along Rancho Drive. The warehouses
will be approximately 20* high and will be set back approximately

80' from the north property ifne.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to constructing

a 10' landscaptng strip along the north side of the property and
constructing a 6* block wall along the north property line during the -
first.phase of construction and improving the drainage channel as required
by the Department or Publfc Services.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: 2

Item X.

0224
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONT INUED)

ZONE CHANGE - Z-52-81 - BYRON THORNTON AND
JAMES G. MATHIS

A revised application to allow an office
complex for twenty (20) medical suites and to
amend the reclassification request to P-R
(Professional Offices & Parking), whereas the
previous request was for C-1 (Limited Commer-
cial) zoning for a 145-bed convalescent
center, on property located at 1112 and 1120
Shadow Lane, R-E Zone.

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
DENIAL. If approved, following are the
recommended conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Conformance to the elevations.

3. Vacation of the existing utility easement
bisecting the property.

4. Construction of a 6' block wall along
the south property line.

5. Provision of two-way patient and employee
access easements to Charleston Boulevard.

6. Provision of adequate water flow as

required by the Department of Fire Service$.

7. A1l street improvements which are not in
good condition shall be repaired as
required by the Department of Public
Services.

8. Install sidewalk on Shadow Lane as
required by the Department of Public
Services.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: 23 APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Commission Action

Levy -

Motion to refer
back to Planning
Commission carried
by unanimous vote.

0225

Page 54

Department Action

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

Douglas Vineyard
represented
applicant.

Appearing in
opposition:
Atty. Martin
Kravitz
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To: The Board of City Commissioners
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item :
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda .

Q. ZONE CHANGE - Z-52~-81 - BYRON THORNTON AND JAMES G. MATHIS

The request involves two properties which are occupied by large
homes that front on Shadow Lane and are south of the commercial
fronting on Charleston Boulevard. To the west is C-1 and P-R

zoning and there is P-R to the east for the VA Clinic parking

lot. To the south is R-E and R-1 zoning. At the time the
applicants submitted their original application, it was for a
145-bed convalescent center and prior to the hearing the plan

was changed to a medical complex with twenty suites. The
application was held in abeyance and the surrounding property

owners were renotified of the use and there was a protest factor
because all access was from Shadow Lane. The protestants felt

it would generate traffic on the residentfal streets to the

south. At the Planning Commission meeting the applicants

proposed to construct a fence along Shadow Lane and only have one
access on the very northeast corner clasest to Chairleston Boulevard.
However, this arrangement was still contrary to the current policy
of only approving parcels of land which have frontage on Charleston
Boulevard. The Planning Commission recommended denial of the plan
because it was contrary 'to the established policy of requiring
frontage on Charleston Boulevard. Since the Planning Commission
meeting, the applicants have revised their plan to joint venture
with the property owner to the west who has approved P-R and C-1
zoning and frontage on Charleston Boulevard. The applicants now
propose to eliminate all access to Shadow Lane and obtain a perpetual
easement on the property to the west to Charleston Boulevard. The
frontage along Shadow Lane would be fenced to prohibit pedestrian
and vehicular access. The layout of the medical office complex will
be the same except the access to the property will be to the northwest
rather than the northeast. There will be adequate off-street parking
and landscaping provided.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL - The denial was based on
the plan which only had access to Shadow Lane and this was contrary
to the established policy of only approving P-R and C-1 on property
having frontage on Charleston Boulevard.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL -~ Denfal was recommended at the
Planning Commission meeting because there was no access to Charleston

" Boulevard. However, the revised plan eliminates access to Shadow Lane
and proposes access to Charleston which now makes thts rezoning request
acceptable,

PROTESTS: 23 - Many of the protestants were from the Scotch 80 area
who were concerned about additfonal traffic through thetr nefghborhood

to circumvent the traffic on Charleston Boulevard. The protestants
are not aware of the revised plan which eliminates access to Shadow Lane.

(SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP)

Item X.
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To: The Board of City Commissioners
Re: Community Planmning and Development Agenda Item
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

Q. ZONE CHANGE - 7-52-81 - BYRON THORNTON AND JAMES 6. MATHIS

1981
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM

Commission Action

0228
Page 55

Department Action

X.

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONT INUED)

ABEYANCE ITEM - ZONE CHANGE - Z-51-81 -
BILLY SLOAT

Reclassification of property generally
located on the south side of Vegas Drive,
105' east of Cherokee Lane.
From: R-1 (Single Family Residence)
To: R-PD8 (Residential Planned
Development)
Proposed Use: Medium Density Residential

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
DENIAL. 1If approved, following are the
recommended conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Conformance to the plot plan and
elevations allowing a 20' front setback.

3. Construct a 30' half street along the
east side of the property.

4, Use of the westerly 75' shall be limited
to passive recreation facilities.

5. Construction of a 6' block wall on the
west, south and east property lines
reduced to 4' maximum with the top 2'
fifty percent (50%) open from the front
of the buildings to Vegas Drive.

6. Provision of fire hydrants and water flow
as required by the Department of Fire
Services.

7. Redesign the parking and driveway plan
as required by the Traffic Engineer.

8. Construct improvements on Vegas Drive as
required by the Department of Public
Services.

DENIED

A motion to approve
as recommended by
staff by Woofter
failed with Briare,
Levy & Christensen
voting "no".

9. Screen roof mechanics on all sides of tAPPROVED AGENDA ITEM

buildings.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: 65

Applicant present.

Rafael Badia,
1306 Cherokee
Lane appeared
in opposition.
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To: The Board of City Commissioners
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item.
October 7, 1981 City Commission Agenda

R. ABEYANCE ITEM - ZONE CHANGE - Z-51-81 - BILLY SLOAT

This item was held in abeyance for the Commission to view some

of the apartment units which have been constructed by the
applicant in the general area. The applicant is proposing a
16-unit townhouse development at a density of 8 units per acre.
The site is approximately 2 acres in size, whereas five acres is
the maximm requirement. The applicant is asking the five acre
site requirement be wafved, which is at the discretion of the
Commission. There is an undeveloped 20 acre school site to the
east and R-1 to the west. To the north is R-E and C-1. The
applicant had an R-1 subdivision approved on this site and then

it was necessary for the applicant to dedicate a 75' wide easement
along the west side of his property for a water line in connection
with the Southern Nevada water project. He now feels it is not
egon:mic:l 1y feasible to develop single family homes on the remainder
of the site.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: DENJAL - Contrary to the
single family development pattern on the south side of Vegas Drive.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - The density would be compatible
in this neighborhood.

PROTESTS: 65
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 56
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 300 EAST STEWART AVENUE

l PHONE 386-8011
ITEM Commission Action Department Action
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELQPMENT DEPARTMENT
l (CONT INUED)

S. SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON ANY ITEM VAC-8-81 10721/81 Agenda
| REQUIRING A PUBLIC HEARING THAT WAS ACTED VAC-11-81 10/21/81 Agenda
UPON BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION AT ITS VAC-10-81 10/21/81 Agenda
SEPTEMBER 22, 1981 MEETING. S.I1.D. 435 10/21/81 Agenda

T. SET DATE ON ANY APPEALS FILED OR REQUIRED V-57-81 10/21/81 Agenda
: PUBLIC HEARINGS FROM THE BOARD OF ZONING :
ADJUSTMENT MEETING HELD SEPTEMBER 24, 1981.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM
.
‘\

»
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 57
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 .
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

XI. ADDENDUM ITEMS

1.  ADDENDUM TO SECTION VIII, NEW BILLS TO BE
REFERRED TO A RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE:

Item K - Bi11 No. 81-79 - Adopts Interim See Page 38-A See Page 38-A
Civil Service Rules
(See Page 38-A)

2. ADDENDUM TO SECTION V, CITY ATTORNEY AGENDA:

1 Item E - Discussion and possible action on the| See Page 32-A See Page 32-A
Resolution setting forth the City of
Las Vegas' Criteria for the
Potential Establishment of a Valley-
Wide Flood Control District. (See
Page 32-A)
(NOTE: To be heard after 3:30 P.M.
due to time of posting.)
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AGENDA (75 of Lus Vegus

BOARD QF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE ¢ PHONE 386-6011
BILL BRIARE, MAYOR ¢ COMMISSIONERS: PAUL J.CHRISTENSEN ¢ ALLEVY ¢ RON LURIE * ROY WOOFTER

ADDENDUM NO. 2 TO THE AGENDA OF THE BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS MEETING TO BE HELD
ON WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1981, AT 10:00 A.M. IN THE COMMISSION CHAMBERS, 400 EAST
STEWART AVENUE, LAS VEGAS, NEVADA:

V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY

E. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE RESOLUTION SETTING FORTH
THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS' CRITERIA FOR THE POTENTIAL ESTABLISHMENT
OF A VALLEY-WIDE FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT.
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION O D25 S 101

The Board of City Commiissioners RUSSELL W.. DORN

CITY MANAGER

FROM: ,4«4; g A

SUBJECT: RESOLUTIOR ESTABLISHING CITY OF LAS VEGAS POSITION WITH REGARDS TO

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The County has had a Stormwater Management Program developed by their
consultant, Sedway Cooke. The City of Las Vegas Board of Commissioners
has previously commented on the alternatives developed by Sedway Cooke.

The County Planning staff is recommending a form of district be adopted
utilizing the existing County Board of Commissioners as the governing
body and utilizing existing County staff.

At the last meeting of the Environmental Quality Policy Review Board
(EQPRB) -the County -Planning staff recommended that the Stormwater
Management Program be presented to the County Board of Commissioners
for approval.

City staff at the last EQPRB meeting requested that the Board delay action
on this item to enable the City of Las Vegas Board of Commissioners to
consider the final report by Sedway Cooke.

The position set forth fn the attached Resolution has been prepared in -

conjunction with the City staff and our Floed Control Consultant, John M.
Tettemer & Associates, Ltd.

The position set forth in the attached Resolution very briefly provides for:
1. A governing body, the constituency of which shall be established
in the same manner in which representation on the Clark County
Regional Transportation Commission is determined.
2. Be a totally independent body, with a board of directors and a
staff which has planning, design, and maintenance capabilities,
and which has the responsibility to:

a. Develop a master plan for flood control for the entire
Las Vegas Valley; '

b. Establish standards and specifications for flood control
facilities within the Las Vegas Valley:

c. Design and construct new flood control facilities accord-
ing to the master plan which, directly or indirectly,
will benefit the residents of said City;

d. Accept for maintenance those flood control facilities
presently existing within said City; and

(Cont*d)
FISCAL IMPACT

None

BECOMMENDATIONS

It is recormended that the Commission adopt the Resolution.

Donald E. Donovan, P.E.

Approved O Director of Public Services
Disapproved O
Held a

- Stataes Due: r—m‘l'm—
79320 V. E )
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e. Accept those facilities to be constructed within the
corporate 1imits of said City as a result of new
development:

and that the City supports financially the proposed district through
the following methods:

1.

The construction of major flgod control facilities will be
financed by monies which will be derived through a
district-wide bond issue and which will be under the
control of the district;

Benefit/service charges, which will be assessed equally

to the residents of the service area of the district on

an annual basis, will be used to pay the costs of operating
and maintaining the district and, upon the ac:umu!ation of
adequate funds, to pay for the "cost to cure” existing
flood problems and situations; and

The use of all Federal monies and suoport which may be
available under any of the programs available to further
fund flood control projects, and the district will
aggressively seek to obtain all such monifes and support.

0234
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RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, has experienced
serious flooding problems from time to time; and

Flood Insurance requirements and further desires to protect its

-

residents and their properties from loss and dmagé due to flooding

1
2
3
4 .
5 WHEREAS, said City desires to comply with the Federal
8
1
8l and

9

QA oryas

WHEREAS, said City is in support of che concept of a
10 | stormwater management system for the entire Las Vegas Valley; and
1 WHEREAS, said City does not have adequate staff nor !undr
121 to inaugurate an individual flood control organization for the
13 | purpose of constructing major and minor flood control facilities
14 | and providing regular maintenance thereof; ‘ 8
15 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Commissiopne¢

ot
-3

of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, that said City will, and hereby

does, endorse and support the establishment of an independent flooi

control distriet which will have jurisdiction over the entire Las :

Vegas Valley in all matters which relate to flood control and wilif

1. Provide said City with representation on its

governing body, the constituency of which shall
be established in the same manner in which repre-
sentation on the Clark County Regional Transporta-
tion Commission is determined;

R ERBRBRREBE &S

2. Be a totally independent body, with a board of
directors and a staff which has planning, design,

[
R

and maintenance capabilities, and which has the

responsibility to: '

a. Develop a master plan for flood control for
the entire Las Vegas Valley:;

b. Establish standards and specifications for

B R 8B EBNY

flood control facilities within the Las Vegas
Valley:
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c. Design and construct new f£lood control faciliti
according to the master plan which, directly
or indirectly, will benefit the residents of
said City;

da. Accept for maintenance those flood control
facilities presently existing within said
City:; and

e. Accept those facilities to be conairucted
within the corporate limits of said City as a
result of new development.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said City supports the con-
cept of financing the proposed district through the following
methods:

1. TheAconstruction of major flood control facilities
will be financed by monies which will be derived
through a district-wide bond issue and which will bg
under the control of the district;

2. Benefit/service charges, which will be assessed
equally to the residents of the service area of
the district on an annual basis, will be used to
pay the costs of operating and maintaining the
district and, upon the accumulation of adequate
funds, to pay for the "cost to cure® existing flood|’
problems and situations; and

3. The use of all Federal monies and support which may
be available under any of the programs available to
further fund flood control projects, and the distri¢
will aggressively seek to obtain all.snch monies
and support; '

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said City will have the sole!
responsibility ofiissuing development permits, as appropriate,
within the corporate limits of said City in compliance with its

-2
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" to the flood control district for operation and maintenance.

Flood Hazard Reduction Ordinance, identified as Ordinance No.
2115 which was adopted on Septembet 3, 1980. The purpose of such
development permits is to insure that future development within
said City will provide flood mitigating measures for all new ‘
developments. . '

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, if any flood control :
facility and/or device is required under the afozesa.id_ordinanea.
such facility and/or device, upon completion, will be x:el:l.nqnj.slm:llL

2

BE IT PURTHER RESOLVED that said City will actively
support any enabling legislation which may be necessary or _
appropriate in order to establish the type flood control district .
as hereinabove described. L -

DATED this 7th day of - October . 1981. |

APPROVED:

By lqh. L

RON LURIE, MAYOR PRO-TEM
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS. v o Page 58
" COMMISSION cHAMaens ° 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

N o L _ . PHONE 386-6011 : .
ITEM S .C°mmi£;EO“A¢ti°ﬂ _ Department Actian .

}- -' o
) .

XI1. _CITIZEN PARTICTPATION |

Items ra1sed under th1s portmn of the - None - . None

Agenda cannot be acted upon by the C1ty
Commission until the Notice provisions
of the Open Meeting Law have been -

complied with. Therefore, action on
" such items will have to be cons1dered
~at a 1ater meetmg

.
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 APPROVED AGEHDA ITEM




