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MAYOR BRIARE:

LANCE PETO:

MAYOR BRIARE:

LANCE PETO:
MAYOR BRIARE:

TONI HART:

As soon as we get a little staff help here, we're

going to take up the last item on the agenda, I believe,

is zone change Z-39-82 for A. W. Ham for reclassification
of property located at South 6th Street and East Charleston.
Planning Commission's recommendation was for approval.
Staff's recommendation was for approval. There's no need
to restate the rules. You've heard them three times now

so you please present your application and then we'll - -
1isten to anyone that wishes --

My name is Lance Peto. I'm at 3108 Connors Drive. The
Jast time we were before this Commission it was referred
back to ‘the Planning Commission because we totally revised
the site plan. I'd like to show the Commission the previous
plan so that you can see what was done with the layout. The

building previously designed -- Charleston was on the top.

Sixth Street was on.the side. We-had all of our accesses on
6th Street. We were also asking for C-1 zoning. The two.major
obstacles were for commercial zoning. People were, I
think intimidated by the C-1 and afraid that we were ‘
going to come in with obnoxious uses, and also the traffic
congestion on 6th Street. What we did was redesigned it

so that the access comes strictly from Charleston and

we've agreed to accept a P-R zoning over the entire piece

of zoning. I met with the neighbors. Discussed both

plans with them trying tc appease them to accept the

most southerly building back 20 feet to comply with the
setbacks along the residential side; and I think it's

a very workable plan. The design of it is very aesthetic.

It's a very attractive one-story low-key building. The
concept was to keep it residential in nature. We're

not trying to develop it as a high-rise commercial piece

of property; and essentially, we feel we're filling in

‘the area. Right now those vacant lots are an eyesore

and also a sourcefor nuisance for the derelicts in the
area; and we would be removing that and filling in the .
6th Street property.

Thank you, Mr. Peto. Is there anything else that you wanted
to add to your application?

I don't think so.

Thank you. Are there persons in the audience that are
here today to speak in opposition to this? Please give
us your name and your home address.

Toni Hart, 1044 South 6th Street. 1 live directly next
door to the project that Lance is speaking of. I'm not
here in direct protest. In the beginning, we were all
a little bit fearful because we thought it was going --
could end up to be a bar and I have a bar behind me now;
but I'm very happy that it's going to be professional.
The only request that I have sincerely is that I must
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~ TONI HART:

COUNCILMAN: LEVY:

TONI HART:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

TONI HART:

. COUNCILMEN LEVY:

TONI HART:

. COUNCILMAN LEVY:

- TONI HART:

" COUNCILMAN LEVY:

" TONI HART:-

 COUNCILMAN LEVY:

_ TONI HART:

- I'm sorry. I 1ive at 3111 Bel A1re, Regency Towers.

 May 1 ask you a question? How long have you been

- Oh, L ' | ;‘II

'So, we're getting there. We've had inspections today

have a very tall block wall fence, and that's my
concern.. My house is built up five feet off the
street. If they put up an eight foot wall, that
gives me three feet of, you might say, privacy.
I'm totally concerned about the privacy because we

" have been invaded, as I spoke the last time, by the
- bums and alcoholics and everthing that comes on those --._

lots; and I really feel it's time to clean those up;
but I'm also concerned about whether or not they're

" going to have 1ighting. I have four huge street

Tights on my grounds and I'm real concerned about
their 1ighting and protection, the landscaping; and
the height of the wall.

Mrs. Hart, may I -- where do you 1ive? The house
is not f1n1shed .

building that house?

About a year and four months.

When do you figure to be finished that you could --
I hope within the next three months.

It will be finished in the next few months. I haven't seen -
construCtion work going on there in quite a while.

Well, we're working but we jUSt haven't -- the electrician
took other Jobs and he just came back last week.

and.we'11-have_inspections again Friday and Monday.

It just kind of bothers me. To be honest, Mrs. Hart,

you are building quute an investment in that house.

There's no doubt in my mind. It's a fantastic property,

but, you know, it's been taking so 1ong, and also, I've

heard so many rumors that there were going to be app11cat1ons
for turn1ng it into a boarding house of some nature and

boy, I'd certainly hate to see that.

None of that's true. I had a 32 room home in Detroit,
Michigan, on Burns Street in Indian Village and & 16 room
home on the golf course in Detroit and a 16 room home

in Nashville, and we had never had any intentions of doing
anything with our home here except -- I don't krow if you
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. TONI HART: - . know this but we are entertainers, my family, my
_ daughter, my twosons and I; and we were going to
give piano lessons to-handicapped children; but
that's not a school. That's not even neither here
nor there.. I've just gone through' a tremendous
- physical problem because the attorney anid contractor

had embezzeTed my-money and so I've been doing the
painting. I'm a painter on that house. That's my T
part of .the contribution. '1'd be glad to paint

o your~hou$e
_ COUNCILMAN LEVY:  When you get. through with that one, we'll talk
| : v about mine. '
7" TONI HART: Okay, that's a deal; but I'm -~ truly, I have become

more and more acquamted withlance and I certainly
~do respect him as a gent]eman and I also respect my
neighbors and 1 do feel that June Schwartz, who is
directly across from this and myself who is directly
‘next door, I do feel ‘that the least that we can ask is
some privacy. I-don't want to be harsh or unkind

but that's all I want really is 1ighting and the
protection of the high walls.

‘COUNCILMAN LEVY:. : Well, I' m JUSt tickled to death to hear you talk the
: way you're’ ta1k1ng regarding the use of your property.
I'm sure your neighbors have-too because we've certainly .
been worrying about a 1ittle zoning problem.

ront ) HART: " ‘Don't worry. I'ma good girl.

 MAYOR B BRIARE:  Thank you, Mrs. Hart.
CTONI HART: Thank you, Mayor. |
;*MAYOR BRIARE: - Anyone else that w1shes to speak in oppos1t1on? Come

N forward, please.

. JUNE SCHWARTZ: Here we are.again. June Schwaftz, 1013 South 6th Street.
IR . I begin to wonder and maybe I'm pretty naive; but when
- this app11cat1on was put.in, it'was Art Ham, et al. Why
wasn't it in Houssells? I can't understand why. three
pieces of land with 358 feet -- why they have to go back L
all that way for professional? I can understand Art Ham's:
‘property which is on Charleston and should be either _
- commercial or ‘professional; but why come all the way back
358 feet into residential property, beautiful homes and
. expensive homes-and well kept up homes; and that I can't
figure out. Now Mr. Houssells' name was never even on
‘the application. . I know I'm bucking --

© COUNCILMAN LEVY: ~ What's the problem?
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CMAYOR BRIARE: 1 was wondering what the point is?
JUNE SCHWARTZ: 1 dﬁn'.t understand why there --
© COUNCILMAN LEVY:  He'setal.
(COUNCILMAN.LURiE: " He's part of the et al. | -
JUNE'SCHwARTZ: 4'1 .ﬁok;yg. That'$ three pieces Qf propgrty;
'COUNCILMAN LEVY: BUfjthey sent you copies of everyth1ng Nobody's
. been hiding anyth1ng from you, Mrs. Schwartz, have
they?
JUNE SCHARTZ: Pardon me?
;COUNCILMAN LEVY: Have‘they been h1d1ng anyth1ng’ 1 mean, you 've

certainly been well aware of what's been going on.
Have you not?

- JUNE SCHWARTZ: I have but a lot of people have not. At any rate,
: : e to buck these two names is going to be very difficult.
1 have here a picture of perhaps an idea of perhaps
& little privacy. Now that's a 1720 South 7th Street
~and it may be an idea. I don't want it to be parking
and what they tell me is they're go1ng to have small
. trees or shrubs or what have you. 1'd like to see
. ~some grass.  I'd like to see a sidewalk of course,
“'which they will have and certainly to maintain it.
. The people .on the other side of me, the attorneys
N*Hjlbrecht,lthey ‘keep up the front part of their
.. property very nicely. The side is atrocious. It
"is filthy. 1've always had to have gardeners go over
at my own expense and clean it up. That hasn't been
‘maintained at all and that's coming all the way back
to my property. But at any rate, I'd 1ike to see some
~ privacy. I don't want to see cars. I am now surrounded
by blacktop and commerc1a1 11ghts --"1 will be very
shortly. That is all.

o MAYOR BRIARE: = ’_fThank'you,“Mrs.'Schwartz.‘ Anyone else?
o 'COUNCILMAN LURIE “ I have a question. To me it looks Tike there's a lot
- : - of landscaping there. Is that correct on 6th Street and
o _‘there's no access off cf 6th Street?
_HAROLD FOSTER: ~ Right.

' COUNCILMAN LURIE: = There's no-wall either. It's just open area and landscaping,
: L ‘green -areas. ' ,



EXCERPT - CITY COUNCIL ‘MEE™ NG - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
- COMMUNITY PLANNING & D...LOPMENT DEPARTMENT -

__ZONE CHANGE - Z-39-82 - A. W. HAM, JR.,

ET AL PAGE 5

- HAROLD FOSTER:

© COUNCILMAN LURIE:

~* COUNCILMAN LEVY:
- MAX HOWARD:

" COUNCILMAN LEVY:
* MAX HOWARD:

* COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

* COUNCILMAN LEVY:
OMAX HOMARD:
* MAYOR BRIARE:

©* MAX HOWARD:

 COUNCILMAN:
© MAX HOWARD:

-property is at this 1ocat1on
concerned about the screening of the parking area.

‘want a-wall over on Palamino.
v wa]]s and Tandscaping

', go back to the P]anning Commission, that they deleted

~ get a permit for a curb cut, it has-to be approved = P
- by Planning and then they check this application and find .
~out it -wasn't

.You don't obJect to this draw1ng -- built to this plan?

One of the conditions is a berm,a three foot high
berm,with landscaping on it on this portion which
is just across from Mrs. Schwartz's property. Her
She seems to be

and the applicant at the Planning Conmission meeting
assured ‘her there would be screened planning adjacent -

'“i'to the parking lot.

.Here.we ve got this application. Somebody
~The  other application the people didn't
We ought to get together,

It's funny.
wants a wall.

Here comes the t1ebreaker

o Gent]emen, my name is Max Howard and I live at 1101
.. South 6th Street which is down the .corner aways from

this property. We're quite happy that when it did ‘l

the entrance off onto 6th Street. there, but -- and I

“hope that we can some way fix it so that they couldn't

have a driveway -- after it gets out of the Commission,
all you would have to do is go to the Building Dept.

and get a perm1t and knock out the curb and put a driveway
in.

No, he has to build tb'these plans, Max.

-.Yes, he can build it; but I'm ta1k1ng say in six month
- he cou]d go to the -- :

In six months, if you_go to the Bui]ding Department to

~allowed so it's not allowed.
to clear Planning as well as Building.

.-

It has

This would be a condition.

Well, yes, that's fine.

" That would be a condition among other things.

'; The second plan that he submitted is much better than
" the first one we just hoped that if you grant it, you
"w111 make it nice landscaping on the. side.

It's much better 1ook1ng As a builder --
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 COUNCILMAN LEVY:

MAX HOWARD:
MAYOR BRIARE:

MAX HOWARD:

MAYOR BRIARE:

* COUNCILMAN LEVY:

-~ MAX HOWARD:

‘COUNCILMAN LEVY:

© MAX HOWARD:

- COUNCILMAN LEVY:
. MAX-HOMWARD:

" MAYOR BRIARE:

- COUNCILMAN LEVY:

* MAYOR BRIARE:

* COUNCILMAN LEVY:

- JERRY HOWARD:

~ up that whole area. We hate to Tose the Houssel]s
house; but any builder, any property owner isn't going

. Are'you a builder?

Yes, I think so.

What you re saying, Mr. Howard, is if this is the

"best you're going to get --

Yes, that' s‘r1ght. That's absolutely r1ght As a

. builder, I mean, a project 1ike this in the area that
. it's in it's hard -- believe me I'm not trying to sell

it to you but for me, I would fight for it, you know.

Yes, sure.

But if the Harts moved in their home and this was

built, you certainly would have all those bums out
of that area right there.

Well, it will be much better. I think it will clean 1'

in there and build another house, not the way the

- condition is.

This is the on]y way you re go1ng to build to -keep

- that traffic off of 6th Street

Yes. I hate to even say it because I was up here
complaining but the architecture on it Tooks good
you know, and if we have to Tive with it that's.the
way it'11 be, you know, as 1ong as it's kept up

~ 1ike they say it will.

Just 11ke that.

Yes, much better.
Thank you, Mr. Howard. Ma'am, did you wish to comment?‘

That's Mrs. Howard:

Mrs. Howard;fare.yod going. to go against your husbangi

on.this

She's been doihg that fbr ébout’25 yeérs now. (Laughter)

My name is Jerry Howard at 1101 South 6th. I don't -

understand. On the corner there on the Wengert house,

- they didn't want them to change the architectural structure
on it. That's the only way that was granted Now, -why

do you Tet them tear down the’ Houssel]s house? Why can't
the Houssells' house stand as it is and use it for pro-
fessional?
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;‘COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

~ JERRY HOWARD:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

~* JERRY HOWARD:

~ COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

'COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

JERRY HOWARD:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

- JERRY HOWARD:
 COUNCILMAN LEVY:

~© JERRY HOWARD:

* COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

. COUNCILMAN LEVY:
. JERRY HOWARD:

" COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:.

" JERRY HOMARD: -

"COUNCILMAN LEVY:

‘That's right.

there's no problem at all.

| suggestmg L ) . .

- There's never been a prob]em down there where the
. attorneys are.

‘Then,1f you use the Houssells'

PAGE 7 -

Did we require them to keep the architecture or
did they come in and offer to do that?

They would not let them change it.

1 thought fhey asked to do that.

That's the only way they granted that as professional

- was to leave it as is.

We did require it?

| I think'we did.

of course, there's not much architecture on the
corner to requ1re, it's gone.

But it still Tooks like a residential house and

You're ta1k1ng“about the Wengert house. But then

- you're going to have to grant them ingress and

egress on the 6th Street. If you make that home

stay there, Jerry, then you'd have to have -- you'd
have to allow the people to come r1ght off 6th Street
and go on to 6th Street

Why is that because —

-Because there's no front door -- thehfront door is
on 6th Street.

By doing it this way, you got it
basically facing Charleston going north and it's

E "going to keep them off 6th Street; and I think you'11l

be happy when it's all done this way than rather what you re

-

Well, I guess 1'm confused. You're talking about the

Housse]]s home.
Yes, that's down there where'that.second building is.

I say that if they let the Houssells' house as is
and use it as professional.

house as is, in order
to make a project --

---and build, you know; another -- what's wrong with
building a residential house on that vacant lot?

No, Jerry.
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~ JERRY HOWARD:

MAYOR BRIARE:

LANCE PETO:

" MAYOR BRIARE:

© LANCE PETO:

~ to be removed. The landscaping is going to be

I don't understand letting them come down into

our niCe‘area, I mean,I just think it's really
going to ruin our whole area, and a lot of people
on 6th Street couldn't be here today and they're

all against it. 1 mean, the petition they signed --
the petition before and they still feel the same.
There were 56 people that were aga1nst ite

~ Thank you, Mrs. Howard Anyone else? Are the

Kaufman brothers here for anything part1cu1ar?
You're not on this application? You'll get your
opportunity as .soon as this is over. Do you have
any rebuttal, Mr. Peto?

I'd 1ike to~--,yes,'thére were specific comments.
Toni Hart mentioned for privacy that one of the

‘conditions of approval.was an 8 foot wall on the

property line there. The vagrant prob]em is going

required as a condition of the ordinance so that it
has to be maintained.  Any" 11ght1ng is going to be

- a requirement of the C1ty It's something that we
- have to get approval from the City for our lighting.
- June Schwartz identified the application. The notice

came out Ham et al. I have no idea why. Ike Houssells

- signed the application, but that the Ham.property is in

a trust so that there are several entities involved.
Obviously,that's why that came out that way.

- The pfoperty js under the control of the Ham Trust
~and the Houssells people. They're the ones that are

going to be responsible for the maintenance and upkeep
and so forth. . _

Right. 1In terms of the pet1t1on, all I can say 1is that '» .

I did contact all of the people. I've been to the Howard's,
‘the Schwartz's, the Hart's, to talk to them to try and come

up with a. comprom1sed plan; and really the concerns
were the commercial zoning and the access. I have a

 plan which. identifies the adjacent property. We have

about 80% of the property surrounded by commercial and '

professional r1ght now. Only June Schwartz's; or excuse.

me, June Schwartz's frontage across the street and a

- portion of Toni Hart's property which is residential.  The rést
- of it is residential. The 1ikelihood of somebody buy1ng _

the Houssells vacant lot or the corner piece and putting --.
and making it residential is fairly remote because it
abuts and 1ooks on to Joe Coletts parking 1ot to the

.rear- of the property. The Masonic Lodge is at the same
‘ depth as the depth that we're requesting in this application. .
~ That's it. Thank you - ,
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- MAYOR BRIARE:

~ COUNCILMAN

~ LANCE PETO:

COUNCILMAN

LANCE PETO:

~ COUNCILMAN

"LANCE PETO:

~ COUNCILMAN

CHRISTENSEN:

LEVY:

CHRISTENSEN:

CHRISTENSEN:

. LANCE PETO:

% COUNCILMAN

CHRISTENSEN:

LANCE PETO:

~ COUNCILMAN

LANCE PETO:

' COUNCiLMAN

LEVY:

CHRISTENSEN:

traffic cross Charleston on 6th Street.
~do that so close to 5th Street.

problem.
-so that you can t -

- That's r1ght, on1y a right turn
-_prevents -~

"to come out of the project, make a right turn, make a

_Heading which direction?

‘confess ‘to something.
-the best way to get downtown is to-go right down 6th to

Questions, comments?

Yes, Your Honor, I've got a question in my mind

about the traffic. 1Iusedto object to that island

~ that blocks 6th Street and I got told very pointedly

by the former Mayor one time and the Traffic Engineer

- that that was -- I guess I needled him too much and ~ "~

he exp1a1ned to me the facts one day -- the problem
with that is that 6th Street is so close to Charleston

- that to have traffic crossing Charleston at 6th Street
creates a bottleneck -- or 6th Street is so close to 5th St.,

Las Vegas Boulevard -- I guess ‘they call it -- that it
creates a bottleneck with the traffic if they let

You can't

If that's the case,
then how can we move another driveway closer to 5th
Street? Looks to me like we're compound1ng the

Are they going to change that island some.way q

The island is going to be extended to 1ine up with
the property.

" So you're only going -- people coming out --

You got out and cut across Char1eston and no one
can come left right into the property.

And you can't make a left turn on 6th?

The island extension

Okay, then the normal pattern traff1c f]ow is going .. ‘"

right turn on 6th,.go down to Park Paseo and make another
right turn and go right up on 5th Street, Las Vegas

~ Boulevard.

To go downtown --

IWhichever direction

If I were going to go downtown, I'd go down. Charleston
to 7th Street and turn 1eft at 7th at Chuck Ruthe's
office and --

You don't have to do that.

-- and make my way dbwntown

No, no, I don t think. you would because I'm going to
1 use 6th Street to get downtown and
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~ COUNCILMAN

COUNCILMAN
'COUNCILMAN
" COUNCILMAN

* LANCE PETO:

- COUNCILMAN

LANCE PETO:

© COUNCILMAN

LANCE PETO:

COUNCILMAN

LANCE PETO:
COUNCILMAN

LANCE . PETO:

CHRISTENSEN:

LURIE:

CHRISTENSEN:
_LEVY:

CHRISTENSEN: -

CHRISTENSEN:

CHRISTENSEN:

E .

CHRISTENSEN:

get out of there.

~ ~head right on downtown.

Park Paseo and up to 5th and down 5th and make
a left turn and go on 4th and right on down.

You miss the stoplights, it's the fastest way
~ downtown.

Seventh Street -- I lived at 7th and
Charleston for about 10 years and it isn't the
way to go.

Now you gave the secret out.

. I know thaf traffic down there.

What did you do after you hit Park Paseo?

My only problem is I have two -- we have frontage

on two steets and I can't get access on either

street,that s my only problem.

I understand that and that's -- you know, I'm not
fighting your project I'm just trying to f1gure out
what's changed because it looks to me if we've got
that pork chop on 6th Street to prevent that traffic
that's too.close to 5th and then we further cobble
up the traffic by extending the traffic island, and

- then putting an opening closer to 5th, then you force

people -- if I were to leave that project and go
downtown, I'm going to tell you the fastest way to
You make a right turn, go down
to 6th and make a right turn to Park Paseo and make
a right turn to 5th, you make a right turn and you
The fastest way. It beats
7th all to hell. Seventh Street you've got school
zZones. o ‘

Couldn't you get over to 7th and then go down --

- what's that street that Yyou were dea11ng with the
- vacation, Gass7 :

. @ass.

And then cut over.
Not a 'good street.
It's not a good stfeet?
Not a Qood street. You have a hard time weaving far
enough over into the left turn lane to get off on 7th

Street from 6th. It's dang near impossible to do it
and then you'd end up on 8th and then it's too late.

This dr1veway location is the same 1ocat1on as the
entrance to the old Ham house. So it was there for
40 years before they widened Charleston and improved

it and eliminated the driveway so --
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MAYOR BRIARE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

~ LANCE PETO:

- COUNCILMAN LEVY:

* COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

© COUNCILMAN LEVY:
- MAYOR BRIARE:

" MAYOR BRAIRE:

:COUNCItMANdLEVY:

MAYOR BRIARE:  °

* COUNCILMAN LEVY:

' MAYOR BRIARE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
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1 know and he had a prbb}em getting in and out

of there -- he would have had. Today's traffic

he'd never would have gotten-in and out of there.
There would have had to been a change. That's

the reason we don't 1ive on 7th and Charleston
anymore. Exact same reason. Got too crowded.

Had to move out. T guess my question, Mr. Saylor,
is has this been approved by the Traffic Department?
Do they coincide with this thinking? The Traffic
Department has no problems with that?

Okay. I think we' ve heard everyth1ng we canh hear
on this. - What is the pleasure of the Commission?
We have -- let's see, we have a recommendation for
approval by both staff and the Planning Commission,
subject to conditions. -

How many square feet's in the buildings? ‘ ‘

About 20,000. Total?

Total, yes. Boy; I tell you I don't 1ike the ingress/
egress propos1t1on 1 certa1n1y don't want it on 6th

Street, I guess, is what I'm say1ng You got f1nanc1ng

for this project which doesn' t matter ab0ut zoning but --
no, I don't agree w1th that

Bring thoseﬁother people-back 1n.(Laughter)
We had enough of those other people.

Old Wright, he 11 tear the thing down and burn it. (Laughteny

'Hey, go ahead and bu11d it and he'll tear it down and

burn 1t (Laughter) Let's go Commission. Let s move.

I'11 move for denial of this -- whatever it is -- this
property basing on the ingress and egress of the parking
and overbuilding of the property.

Y

~ There was no recommendation for denial.

Yes, sir, I know.

Okay. Well, except from Mrs. Howard -- Mr. Howard didn't
see too much wrong with it and of course, Mrs. Schwartz.
So, you want to deny the whole shoot 'n' match because
of the egress?

“Basically, I think that we'll have a problem with it.
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'  :11 ZONE CHANGE - Z- 39-82 = A W. HAM JR ET AL - o PAGE 12

©MAYOR BRIARE:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

. MAYOR BRIARE:

Okay. Comments by the Commissioners? Cast your

votes. ~Post.  Your motion fails, Commissioner.
" (Motion failed with Lurie, Briare, Christensen and
* Pearson voting "no.") The motion fails to deny.

What's the p]easure of the Board?

'Mayor, 1 would move that we follow the recommendat1on T

of Planning and staff, subject to' the amendments and
the cond1t1ons on the app11cat1on

~ Other comments on this motion? Cast your votes. Post.

The motion's approved. (Mot1on carr1ed with Levy
voting *no.")

END OF EXCERPT
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MINUTES

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

uAT'ea‘ November 3, 1982
TIME: 9:45 A.M.

iNvo;:ATloN: Ra'_bb'i‘ Kalman AppeT
Teriple Beth Sholom

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: . Given |
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS ~ PRESENT - ABSENT  EXCUSED
~ MAYOR BILL BRIARE |

COMM. PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN

COMM. RON LURIE
MAYOR PRO-TEM

COMM. AL LEVY

COMM. WILLIAM U. PEARSCN
CITY ATTORNEY

GEORGE F. OGILVIE

B BB BEB8

APPROVED 8Y REFERENCE 19

mw %M\& Qaw

Pae 1 CITYCLERK B) ~ MAYOR

ko DO OO0
0 00 000
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 1
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE '
PHONE 386-6011

Department Action

ITEM Commission Action

. FULL BOARD PRESENT
I. 9:45 A.M.

A. COMMUNITY RELATIONS

NONE

B. SPECIAL EVENTS

NONE

II. 10:00 A.M.

A. ANNOUNCEMENT RE COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN
MEETING LAW ANNOUNCEMENT MADE

B. INVOCATION INVOCATION GIVEN BY
] . RABBI KALMAN APPEL,
Rabbi Kalman Appel TEMPLE BETH SHOLOM

Temple Beth Sholom

C. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE PLEDGE GIVEN

APPROVED AGENDA ITEA

AN L by i
"ur’:‘;‘:;’*"& £V 'ﬁ\%% &m o
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING - - N0«

(Post1ng requ1red under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241)

STATE OF NEVADA g
COUNTY OF CLARK ) ss
7%?/7/7c/ (77255 QL , an employge of the Cxty of Las Vegas, Nevada

being f1rst duly swornf deposes’ and says that on the. £ day of
ot .2, at the hour of F: % &% there were posted copies -of

: a NOTICE, tha attached of which is a true and correct copy, of .an REGULAR

MEETING of the BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA,
to be held on the = 3rd - day of . - November

1982, at 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted on PubTic

B T!etin Board at the following 1ocat1ons~

.1. ,In‘the Uniteo 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 PlazavLeveI of City Hall,

400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the Court Clerk s
off1ce), and .

S.f On the SpeC1a1 Pub11c Bu]letin Board at the Plaza Level of City
- Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the City

Comm1ss1on Chambers). <;:;;/
- - i—~L4&£7 Yoli2aren

IGNATUR

Subscrzzzd and sworn to -Zfore me this

__ day of@ Qb@" KIPN
o Pl

GTARY PUBLIC n and for said County

. and State. My Commission expires:

AN T NINIU AT TN T NN NN NN NS \\\‘\\\\? .

MONICE P. KELLER

o | S O v L



AFFLUAVLIL Ur MALwing
CITY COMM'SSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3 1982 :
f)f\Of‘TE
(Maﬂ*ng requi red under the prov1s1ons of A B. 437, NRS CHAPTER 241)

k 'STATE OF NEVADA )
.~ COUNTY OF CLARK 'g ss

%’»127 /% /M, an emp’l oyee of the Cuy of Las Vegas, Nevada .
N day of

mg f'rst duTy sworn, deposes and says that on the o2 K -
: -a. copy of an AGENDA (NOTICE), the attached of which is

}a true and correc«. copy, of a REGULAR MEETING o the DARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
OF CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, to be held on the’  of MO .

- 1982, was deposited in the. Umted States Mail, Postage prepaid, First C ass

‘Mail, to each person and/or organization whose name appears in the Agenda Reg1ster
»mamtamed in the 0ffice of the City C'lerk as- havmg requested, in wmtmg, -
~ copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE) . S

- S'GNATURE (an employee in the 0ff1ce
the CITY CL;RK)

. Subscribed, and sworn %o before me. th1s

| 227 day of &:&Q_bﬂ_{__,ﬁ_&)—

o ‘\\\—\\? i

MONl"EP KELLER
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- BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 2
' COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

) RN . PHONE 386-6011 ' L
ITEM o o o oo Cqm_mission Action Department Action-

vIII. OEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITYYV'

JERRY J. CAHILL, DIRECTOR

*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l matters ]1sted under Item A are : .
considered to be routine by ‘the City - '
‘Commission"and may be enacted by one
‘motion. However, any item may be-

1 discussed if a Comm1ss1on member or
‘c1t1zen SO requests

AL _OQAMINQ 5-‘Additﬁgna1 R v ' |staff to proceed
1. FOXY'S JACKPOT CITY, INC. Items 1 thru 12

Unanimous.

'MvFoxy s F1rehouse Casino . .
2423 Las Vegas Blvd -South
';30 slots v

2. " BOB STUPAK, INC.
Vegas World Hotel & Cas1noi
2000 Las Vegas Blvd South
1 Poker Table

3. WILLIAM H. BAILEY, 100%
Sugar Hill . | V

1316 Mitller
- 2 slots -

3

APPROM:U Au{aJDA IT""U!

-,

A
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_. GENDG % 0{ L&r& VegM Kovember 3, 1982

BOARD or Ty commsslom-:ns ' Page '3
ccmmsslcu CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

- : ' : PHONE 386-6011. . .
ITEM < o - ' Comm's._s'on Action . Department Action. -

1 11, DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
- (cont'd)

*A. " GAMING -- Add1t1ona]

(cont'd) _ ,
4.  AMERICAN COIN MACHINE ~ |APPROVED See Page 2
: COMPANY, A PARTNERSHIP ~ .|See Page 2 - _
.Back Door
1415 East Charleston
2 slots - '

- -

Love's Cocktail Lounge
- 500 Jackson
3 slots: '

Sunset Lounge
1027 South Ma1n
9 slots :

Wait 'M Room

- 7 East Bonanza
A6 s]ots

5.  AUTOMATIC AMUSEMENTS OF L. V.

' APPROVED -~ See Page 2 .
Mayfair. Liquor See Page 2 : '
12071 Stewart ' : ‘ '
3 slots

‘Shadow Box LOunue
1729 East Char]eston
1 s1ot

T
e
w2
vy
[ ®]

VED AGENDA fren

A
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PHONE 386-601 1
ITEM

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

W 0{ Lﬁ/& VCW November3 1982

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
h COMMISSION CHAMBERS L 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

Co,m_m:ssrlon Action

000"-" |

Page 4

" Department Action -

‘j CIIIL DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

- (cont’d).

*A. GAMING -— Add1t1ona]
: (cont' d) -

6. B &B ENTERPRISES INC.

Las Vegas CTub
18 East Fremont
1 sTot

7;Tj CACO

‘The H1gh1ander'Bafﬂ
1926 South Western
3 slots

8. CASINO ELECTRONICS, INC.

" ‘Bonanza Lounge
4300 East Bonanza
2 s]ots

- Fong's" Garden
2021 East Charleston
1 slot

Hard Hat Cocktail Lounge
1675 Industrial Road
2 slots

The Highlander Bar
1926 Western Avenue
4 slots

T49er Sa]oon & Casino.
1556 North Eastern.
2 slots

YED ’*G-NDA ey

APPROVED.
. |See Page 2

APPROVED

APPROVED

See Page 2 -

See-Page 2.

|See Page 2

See Page:-2

See Page 2
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WGENDA (i of Lo Vegar v e

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page' 5
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 L.
ITEM ' Commission Action A Department Action

III.. DEPARTMENT OF BUSfNESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd) '

*A GAMING -- Additional
(cont'd)"

8. CASINO ELECTRONICS INC. APPROVED See Page 2
(cont'd) ' See Page 2 .

Larry's Villa
2401 W. Bonanza
1" slot

Library Buttery & Pub
200 West Sahara
4 slots

Roaring Twenty's
530 South Highland
2 slots

Social Circle Bar
235 North Eastern
1 slot

GAMES OF NEVADA '
NEVAD APPROVED See Page 2

Golden Nugget See Page 2
129 Fremont
T slot
10. J. J. PARKER COMPANY
: APPROVED See Page 2

Blue Heaven Cocktail Lounge |See Page 2
2025 East. Charleston
3 slots =

- The Getaway Pub
1111 South Decatur

9 slot
APPROYED AuEMSAITéa o

(Vo)
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IGGENDA s, 0002
N il e G‘E % November 3 1982
l o o - : " BOARD OF Ty COMMISSIONERS . ‘ Page-; 6.

COMMISSION CHAMBERS *'300 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386—50!1 C

Co'mmvs.s‘!_onAc,tuon - Department Action

111  DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
' 4(cont d)

A, GAMING -- Add1t1ona1
v (cont'd)

11. MILL VELTY COMPANY" \ - 3
1. MILLS NOVEL | APPROVED See Page 2

Frankie's Bar & Cocktail Loungesethge 2
- 1712 West Charleston : -

- 1T slot -
12. UNITED COIN MACHINE COMPANY |
Dixie Lou Laundrymat APPROVED See Page 2

1553 North Eastern = See Page 2.
3 slots ‘ K

The Highlancer Bar
1926 Western -
-2 slots

Lady Luck Casino
206 North 3rd Street
2 s]ots

The Nice Place
_3021 East Char]eston
5 slots

Shifty's
3805 West Sahara
-3 slots- '

West Hill Lanes

- 4747 West Char]eston
5 slots

_ APPROVED AGENDA TEM

- - - - - ’ - ot ' ' i i ‘ "
. . Pl . . . o . | 1
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0{ LM V% November 3, ?9(8)2

. BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEW ART AVENUE

PHONE 386~60|l .

ADEPARTMENT 0F BUSINESS ACTIVITY

T

“{cont'd)

LIQUOR -- New

"1._‘*ROBERTO & LIDIA ASAN
dba
ROBERTO'S ROTISSERIE
238 South Rainbow:

Beer/Wine On—SaJe‘License.

Roberto and L1d1a Asan, 100%
Jo1nt1y as husband & wife

' *SubJect to the provisions of the
Planning, Building, and Fire codes
~ and Health,Department regulations. .

. 2. *LARRY PAYNE
. dba
.vBOSTON PIZZA #7 .
1501 Las Vegas Blvd" North.
n.Beer/W1ne On-Sale L1cense

Larry Randolph Payne, 100%

'*SubJect to the provisions of the

Planning, Building, and Fire codes

and Health Department ‘requlations

{EE“‘l IT,.M

Lurie -

APPROVED, subject to
the provisions

Items 1 & 2.
{Unanimous

~ |APPROVED
;See'Above'

Commission Action

Page 7

Department Actton

Staff to proceed

See Above
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0{ w V Novem.ber 3, 19220. :

BOARD OF CITY. COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ° 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 }

. Commission Actnon'

Page 8

Department Action

]
*

e
G

<E
e
Cimw,
M~
-

| o1ir.

{0

B *SubJect to the provisions of the
» P]ann1ng, Building, and F1re codes

A(cont d)

LIQUOR -- Change'of Business Name/

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

Approval. of Managervv

1. From.. The Zod1ac - Lurie -
' o : APPROVED
T0: GEORGE & CHARLES PROCK ,{Unanimous
. A PARTNERSHIP ‘ -
dba ’
RED DAWG: SALOON
6136-6140 W. Char]eston

General Oh-Off.Sale
George & Charles Prock,
a partnership
Edwin W.. Ponder, -
GeneraT Manager

Manager o
Ibrahim H'_OlmgztOprak»

GAMING -~ Change of Locat1on

1. *AMERICAN COIN MACHINE COMPANY,| yrie -
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP

- From: 3473 Industr1a] Road
TO: 2020 Nestern ‘
‘ S]ot?Operator LitenSe

Amer1can Coin Machine
Company, a General
Partrnership --
Rudolph La Vecchia,
general partner,
. 9%% . ..
Frank A. Romano,
genera]‘bartner, 5%

APPROVED, subject to
dbha , the provisions.
'AMERICAN COIN MACHINE COMPANY wnmﬁmous'

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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Famm Oy Laa Veges 2

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 9
' COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

_ , v . _ PHONE 386-6011 o s
e CommisionAction _ DepartmentAction

II1. DEPARTMENT OF - BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)

| E. BURGLAR ALARM LICENSE -- New .
1. A-ABLE LOCK & KEY sr-:ercr-:s. Jurie - staff to proceed

INC. - APPROVED. .
dba: - ' . |Unanimous
A-ABLE LOCK & KEY SERVICES B E

INC.

1917 East Char]eston B]vd
.w11bur A. Schaff, Pres,
' Dir, 100% o

F. PRIVATE DETECTIVE LICENSE --
S Change of Locat1on'

1. HERBERT L. BARRETT - Lurie - Staff to proceed

dba - o APPROVED -
BARRETT INVESTIGATIONS - [Unanimous

From: 333 No Rancho, Suité
530 . .

fTOi.. 413 East Bridger

Herbert L. Barrett,
100% o

PERQVEL AGEHDA gy
—

. . - , . ) )
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hGENDG . G‘E 06 LM V% - NoverrIber 3 19S2'. |

BOARD OF cn'v commssnom-:ns o Page ‘|0
COMMISSION CHAMBERS « 4300 EAST svr—:wnm‘ AVENUE ‘

: : : PHONE 386-601 1 I o
ITEM S | 5 | -Commissidn Action . Department Action * -

1 ,III; DEPARTMENT oF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

.(cont d)

- G.  PRIVATE DETECTIVE LICENSE --

Change of BUSTHESS Name
1. From: 'Rank1r1 Invest1gat1ons, Lurie - Staff to proceed
: Inc APPROVED
Unanimous
T0: RANKIN INVESTIGATIONS, o
: , INC.
. ' . ‘ dba
: ' _ - CASINO INVESTIGATIONS
: : o 1555 ‘E. Flamingo Rd,
Suite 253
Pres, 100%
Louis Samuel Feranda,
V. P., Qua11fy1ng
Agent :
H. LIQUOR -- Request for Extens1on of
: Nonoperat1ona] Status
1. BERNADINE RUGGERS : Lurie - : Staff to proceed
dba . : . APPROVED - :

HIGH NOON - . ~ |Unanimous
1732 East Fremont o . - '

General On-Off Sale License

BernaainevRuggers; 100%
(Nonoperat1onaI status for period
'8/6/82 to 11/6/82 approved 7/21/82.
Request for ‘approval- of extension

for additional three- month period:
11/6/82 to 2/6/83 ) .

l ] ’ | Ph1111p Arthur Rankin,

P&OVE?. AGENDA MEM g




cm COfMISSIO.N lMINUVfESv;._I‘;OVEM.BER' 3, 1982 -
- 002
%4wv% | | Octob.er.vzz; 1?82 v
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION o —"

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners | DON sAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT "DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- NOVEMBER -3, 1982 COMMISSION AGENDA .
LIQUOR - Request for Extension of Nonoperat1ona1 Status

Py RPOSE/BACKGROUND

Item IOHII ] :

Request for extensian of nonoperatxona] status on liquor license
as follows:

1. Bernadine Ruggers, 100%;.dba'High Noon

Copy of letter requesting extension is attached.

EISCAL IMPA
. : //‘ P ,;' - '
" RECOMMENDATIC / ' .
- e (s / f3 / 7,
../ ce
rry/ay'cgh111 Director
. epavtMent of Bus1ness Act1v1ty

- 77 Approved T

Disapproved T

. Held - L )

" Statas Due: _

' 79310 .' » ’ . . I u'Hn 1
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Ly

CD
NS

October 22, 1982

Jerry J. Cahill, Director
Department of Business Activity

400 E. Stewart o _
Las Vegas, Nevada - 89101

Re: High Noon
1732 East Fremont, Las Vegas, Nevada

- Dear Slr.,

Last month I was. approved for my new locatlon, ‘however,
there is Stlll remodellng to be completed before the bar can

open.

Therefore, I am requestlng an extension of inactive
status on my llquor llcense for ‘an additional- three—month

E _,perlod.

Sincerely,

Bernadlne Ruggers
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. o aomm ou-' cITY coumssnouzns Novvember 3’ ]982
' - . '- * COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE o Page 11
. o PHONE 386«601! ‘ S
ITEM o o Cgry;’m_ission Action Department Action .
IV(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA
___RUSSELL W. DORN, CITY MANAGER _
A. DISCUSSION AND. POSSIBLE ‘ACTION: ON APPOINT- Lurie - Clerk to notify
MENT OF CITY COMMISSIONERS TO VARIOUS BOARDS, APPROVED motion to | and arrange for

comm:ssmus AND AUTHORITIES. - concur in Mayor's | Oath of Office.
; = _ appointment,pf o
Commissioner. Al Levy
"|to serve as the
.[City's representativ
on the Las Vegas
Convention & Visitor|
Authority for the
remainder of the terp
vacated by Commissioper
Roy Woofter.
Unanimous with
exception .that
Levy abstained.

W

vy

After the vote was
‘announced Commissiongr
:‘Levy‘ind1cated that
he too was in favor
of his appointment.

o : . Mayor Br1are and Commissioners

N ' _ expressed their congratulations to -
' ' : ' candidates who won in the November 2

election.

Comm1ss1oner Lur1e irected staff to
set up a meeting inMiting the Nevada
Senate and Assembly members to come
to City Hall for thq purpose of
discussing municipall problems and .

~ | their ideas and prof{Tems the City

‘will be facing in tHe upcom1ngAsess1on, v
of the Legislature. '




CITY COMNISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

CITY OF LAS VEGAS BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS . qg Yo
REPRESENTATION AS OF OCTOBER. 20, 1982 o
BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND AUTHORITIES

BOARD o PRESENT REPRESENTATIVE

Clark Couhty‘A-95ECTéaringhouse:Counci] 4 Commissjbnéf‘Paul Christensen
o CTark Couhty‘Distriét'Boérd of Health. - Commissioner'AT_Levy
| _Ecohomic‘Oppqrtunity‘BOard ' ' Commissioner Paul Christensen

Commissioner Al Levy A
Commissioner William U. Pearson

,.EnVironmentaT Quality Policy Review Board . Commissioner Paul Christensen
‘ : o R . ~ Commissioner Ron Lurie - Alternate

Géneral Oﬁligatidn'BondECqmmis;ion' 1 Commissioner Paul Chrigtensen
Las VeQaQ/CTark C6Unty Consortium (CETA) .'Commiésioner RQn Lufie
Las Vegas CoEvEnt1on/V1s1tors Authority Commissioner Paul;Christensen,"
Board of . D1rectors S R .Commissioner Roy Woofter
La§ Vegas Metrop§11tan Police Department Tf ~ Commissioner AT.Levy
Fiscal Affa1rs Committee o : COmmis$TOQEr Ron Lurie
i:ngof Pro-Teﬁ e o 1 - | _Commissidner Ron Lurie
'Nevéda DéVéTbément Authority Cohmissidner’AT Levy
_NevadavLeagué of'éities o :“:ff‘ ,. Commissionér Al Levy
TRegional‘Traﬁgporfation'CdmmissionT’ o ,‘ Comm1ss1oner Al Levy

‘-Comm1ss1oner Ron Lurie

Senior Citized1Center7Advisory Board . Commfssioner'Roh Lurie

IV(a)A

it
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hGENDﬁ ‘ a"g 0{ LM v o Novenbir 3, ?908; :

BOARD OF CITY coumssuouzns . . Page 12
coumss:ou CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE '

. PHONE 386-6011 ) -
TEM . " Commission Action ___ Department Action

IV(b). = DEPARTMENT OF FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT

MARVIN A, LEAVITT;1CPA, DIRECTOR

 *CONSENT: AGENDA -

A1 matters Tisted under Item A are cons1dered
- to be routine by the City Commission and may
be enacted by one motion. However, any items .
may be discussed if a Comm1551on member or .
-citizen so. requests

*A. SERVICE AND MATERIAL WARRANTS/PAYROLL
NARRANTS/OTHER WARRANTS AND INVESTMENTS

1. Service: and.Mater1a1 Harrants Lurie - - |Staff to proceed
In the amOunt of$2;317,446.93 APPROVED
R Items 1 thru 3
Payro]] Warrants : - Unanimous.

In the amount of$699 541.98

3.‘. Other Warrants and Investments
In the amount of $1 590,841.26

APPRO"'D A ENDA e

N
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-
G2

Total Payroll $ =9 2351

*row. NET AMOUNT & ’-'.50'.'.3=o.17

‘erebv certify that | rave audxted the above warrants: .
and approve same for payment as oeing in compuance with-ail apphcable laws, to the best of my knowledge and belief.

“\ Lot ' - ’
v LTI, o ; /,{z\-\_,
I '.,'. S PN ; APPROVED: . :

o

SECTOR OF FINANCGIAL MANAZIMENT - : . C!ITY MANACER

ion : LEN D 19 22 Tee Boare of Citv Commissioners ordersd the aboe warrants
S THE aRCne S Tredaarer s heseov orve'ec tQ Cisperse e wirranls as presented.

ER P I\
7 o - 7 ' ,« / -

. . I L
B I V\V.‘._} _',(.J‘«/-{ P / A._,/ ’77"-—,-.:,(,

ERRSEN TY CLESER

_ . o : At e
'CITY OF LAS VEGAS . ngie
. Warrant Register Summaries Recap ' ‘
SERVICE & MATERIAL WARRANTS AND OTHER WARRANTS
o. .550676§. e o aMTS__ {76 g) ) gEscRenon:_YOTD
3_50720;‘5- . — ' (100.00) JyoIn
_I50046C - , . e (e00.000 . _VOrp
_Iﬁ%‘__ i . N T oo
I503602 . o (200.00) VOID
1505043 T rofa.u) __ vorp.
Isosoua ' ;o ! o (676:78) _.JoIp
Jgso%051 . - : s _(3,0u1.00) yoIn
. 35103113 ‘ — T2 . yOrD —
_J123C8u .~ _JI2I067 . 1,102,252.02 _Sg:‘,r'c- L Matestals
J3wesoh - - : i 25.000,00 |  Zank Meomgrer
5510343 —J510379 , . 20,193:88 = C.E.T.AL :
JSi0330 - L - 2.006.66 . . £,D:2.G,
5038 J510385 206120 w:::a:.s__
J510356 J5ioki8 - 32,388, 42 LA ‘
J510k19 . . e 375875,82 ' Sawydies % Marawinlel o
4510420 K510354 1,178,L87.04 . Service & Materisls .
5600245 ' e ' 230,602.50 ' Zomd & Totevesp .
£300021 : —— 1.281,1%0.00 '~ Eond & Intevest
Total Service & Material 5. 213_’—7: 446.93
[PAYROLL WARRANTS
. 080831 S me_Q82082 A,,"Ts GQC,.;—'hi,os - otscuemion: PP/Z Oct, 9, 1052
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4 w VegM ~ November 3, 1982

: BOARD OF'CITY COMMISSIONERS Page ]3
commssuon cunmszas 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

hGENDﬁ

o . o ‘ Puonzsse-eou : S
- ITEM - : T S Com_mi,ssion Actnon Department Action

V. (c) = DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL
"% EMPLOYEE RELATIONS

- MICHAEL P. COOL DIRECTOR

'. AUTHORIZATION: TO FILL BUDGETED :
- VACANCIES - CRITICAL HIRES - CITY
" FUNDED - FULL TIME

©NO ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATIONI“ - |NONE - [None

The Mayor and Commisgioners
commended City employees on their
efforts and help in the defeat of
Question 9 on the Noyember 2, 1982
Election Ballot. :

APPROVED AG:M)A ITE.%

: "f'" e i Wi
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')O““

% of LasVesss
AGENDA DOCUIVIENTATION

Octover 28, 1982

TO:. : . -FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ‘ . 1 Ashley Ha'l‘l .
! _ i Deputy City Manager.
' SUBJECT:  yacaNCY REPORT
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND .

The last. vacancy report showed a total of forty=nine  (49) vacancies.
Since then two (2) of those vacancies have been filled and eight (8)

new vacancies incurred, bring1ng the total number of vacancies as of this
report to fifty-five (55).

EIS M

The total. doIlar sav1ngs realized through vacanc1es thus far this fiscal year
is 5235, 628. ' If the positions that are currently vacant were to remain vacant

. for the rest uf the fiscal year, the estimated total savings: for ‘the f1sca? year‘
_would be 3888, 428,

RECOMMENDATIONS

Agenda item

V. ¢
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no2i

: S BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS E Pa“Ae' 1’\4‘ .

: I o o COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST s-rswmrr AVENUE ge 13 o
- . , Puoussa&son ‘ ' : TR
ITEM = S L Coe T Commission_‘.Action - Department Action.

| Iv (g)  DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

| DAN R. PILKINGTON, DIRECTOR
“*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l items 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 Comn1ss1on member or
”':c1t1zen so requests »

" PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DIVISION

*A. _ANARD OF BIDS

Traff1c Signal Po1es and Re]ated Equ1pment 1Lurie - Staff to proceed °
'Department of Public Services APPROVED ' '
| Items 1 thru 4
2. Rep]acement Equipment for Fire Pumpers - lypnanimdus -

Department of Fire Services .

3. | K1tchen Equipment for Rescue Mission
Department of Funds Coord1nat1on

4. Sewer Installation - Bonanza Road
- .. -Department of Public Services

*B. ANNUAL BID AWARDS

~ ['1." Mechanical Parts  Lurie - Staff - :
{~ Department of General Services | APPROVED : ‘to proceed
s R : “|items B & C
2. Photographic Film . : . - |Unanimous

- . Department of General Services -

~|C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL |
L . APPROVED See A

‘1. 'Replacement Trash Containers See Above : ee Abave

- Department-of Public Services

APPQ ""§ “GE\DA th.ax

3 A N ) R )
‘et L ] £
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

noge

Cty of LasViegas - |
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | °re St 2iitz

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners : ASHLEY HALL,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*A. AWARD QF BIDS
1. BID TITLE: TRAFFIC SIGNAL POLES BID NUMBER: 33.1730.1
A AND RELATED EQUIPMENT
ITEM: CAPITAL PROJECT ESTIMATE: $150,000.00
- DEPARTMENT: PUBLIC SERVICES INVITATIONS MAILED: 33
FUNDING: REVENUE SHARING - 60% RESPONSES RECEIVED: 11

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION - 40%

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO FURNISH THE EQUIPMENT REQUIRED TO INSTALL FOUR (4)
SIGNALS AT THE CASHMAN FIELD COMPLEX.

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY

I - Il 199 v )

VEPED, OKLAHOMA CITY, 0K 35,581 3,352 Partial
GRAYBAR, LAS VEGAS, NV 30,592 Inc. 4,347 7,023 Partial
R.K. SALES, LAS VEGAS, NV 31,737 Inc.

STD. WHLSE., LAS VEGAS, NV 31,877 Inc. 4,976 7,160

AMFAC, LAS VEGAS, NV 34,059 Inc. 5,634 °

AMERON, LOS ANGELES, CA 42,226

SAFETY ENGR., TEMPE, AZ 22,401

ECONOLITE, LOS ANGELES, CA 31,328 33,638

L.F.E. CORP., LOS ANGELES, CA : 32,367

ADVANCE CDNTROLS, CINCINNATI, OH ) 37,820

NORTHWEST SIGNAL, PORTLAND, OR 40,594 39,200

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD
THAT THE LOW BID 3E AWARDED T0:

VEPED, OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 39,533 BID GROUP 1 AND ITEM NO. 3 BID GROUP V
GRAYBAR, LAS VEGAS, NV 11,870 BID GROUP III AND ITEM NO. 1 & 2 BID GROUP vV
ECONLITE, LDS ANGELES, CA 31,328 BID GROUP II

SAFETY ENGR., TEMPE, AZ 22,401 BID GROUP IV

TOTAL 105,132
FISCAL IMP

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 82-83. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE FROM REVENUE SHARING FUNDS
AND REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSIDN FUNDS.

RECOMMENDATIONS

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

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION QF THE,OFFICE OF AHE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM SE AWARCED.

Agenda item

Cepartment of General”Services l sEcTIgN A PAGE 1
¥ la




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NO_VEMBER 3, 1982

) B :1 ,'> .j‘: ,”. - | . | | ' i . !) {)52 .

&2‘7 d tm\/cgu
AGEND A D O CUMENT ATION Date: _October 21 ‘ 1982»

TO: : FROM: ‘
The Board of City Commissioners o ASHLEY HALL,
_ DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
: SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COHHISSION MEETING - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

IV (g) DEPARTMENT oF GENERAL SERVICES

PU RPOSE'/BAC'K'GRO'UND- -
' *A. AWARD OF BIDS » o ‘
2. BID TITLE:  REPLACEMENT EQUIPMENT - ~ BID NUMBER: 83.2100.2

FOR FIRE PUMPERS |

ITEM: CAPITAL EQUIPMENT ESTIMATE: $9,000.00
DEPARTMENT: . FIRE SERVICES INVITATIONS MALLED: 15
FUNDING: ~ REVENUE SHARING RESPONSES RECEIVED: 6

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THIS PURCHASE [S NECESSARY TO PROVIDE REPLACEMENT- EQUIPMENT FOR USE ON FIRE

PUMPERS.
BID. ABSTRACT- SUMMARY |
b BID GROUP I BID GROUP II°
"HALPRIN SUPPLY ' L0S ANGELES ' CA . $3,201.00 $4,218.00
' THUNDERBIRD FIRE & SAFETY  PHOENIX Az $2,768.00 . . $4,764.00
UNITED FIRE EQUIPMENT. TUCSON AL $3,133.58 $4,531.80
W, 'S. DARLEY MELROSE PARK IL - $3,387.35 $5,176.50
WARDLAW FIRE EQUIPMENT . LA HABRA  CA $2,512.00 PARTIAL '$5.607.00
WESTERN FIRE EQUIPMENT .  BRISBANE  CA 52,104.00 PARTIAL ~ WO BID
STAFF_RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD
' THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED T0:
THUNDERBIRD FIRE & SAFETY  PHOENIX AZ $2,768.00 - BID GROUP I
HALPRIN SUPPLY LOS ANGELES * .CA - .  $4,218.00 - BID GROUP II
Bl IMPACT:

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 82-83. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE FROM REVENUE SHARING._

ng;gmmgmggllgug v
THE DEPARTMENT oF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER BASED
(ON THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF -THE USING AGENCIES.

IT IS 1HE RE"DMMENDATIDN OF 1'HE DFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.

. : z T Agenda Item
- Ban R. Pilkington, Oirectér . :

Jepartment of General Sérvices : SECTI?N A PAGE 2
. : v (g




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
. | OHRE

%4“4\/%

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION Do St 1 152

TO: FROM: .
The-Board of City CQmmlssnonen . o ASHLEY HALL,
N . o . DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
! * SUBJECT: - AGENDA - BOARD QF. cxrv ‘COMMISSION MEETING - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
AR W (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL ssav:css
. PURPOSE/BACKGROUND '
*A. AWARD OF s:os‘__ _
3. BID TITLE: KITCHEN EQUIPMENT FOR _ BID NUMBER: 83.0600.2
I LAS VEGAS RESCUE MISSION . — =
ITEM:.  °  CAPITAL EQUIPMENT _ ESTIMATE: - $15,700.00
DEPARTMENT: - FUNDS.COORDINATION . INVITATIONS MAILED: 8
I — AND PROJECTS ‘
_FuNDING:  COMMUNITY - DEVELOPMENT o RESPONSES RECEIVED: §

BLOCK GRANT
- NEED_FOR PURCHASE

THIS PURCHASE 1S NECESSARY TO PROVIDE REPL&CEMENT EQUIPMENT FOR -THE 'KITCHEN AT THE
"LAS VEGAS RESCUE MISSION. :

BID ABSTR#CT~SUNNARY

BROOKS INDUSTRIES : SALT LAKE cITy uT $12,999.90

CLARK COUNTY BAR & RESTAURANT . LAS JEGAS NV : $14,324.00
INTERNATIONAL FOOD SERVICE' -~ . LAS VEGAS i $19,786.00
DIVERSIFIED RESTAURANT .- LAS VEGAS NV $15,958.00

FOLEY REFRIGERATION. ' © LAS VEGAS NV $ 4,925.60 PARTIAL

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD

| THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED To:'
BROOKS INDUSTRIES . SALT LAKE CITY  UT $12,999.90

Ei IMP.

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR BZ 83. 'FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE FROM COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT FUNDS. :

REC! AT , -
’ ' THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS - INDICATED THAT THIS ITEM xs In ORDER BASED
ON THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES..

CIT IS TNE RECOMMENDAT[ON_OF THE OFFICE OF THE .CITY NANAGER THAT THIS. ITEM BEVAHARDED,

Agenda i?em

an R. P11k1ngton, irector - . ]

Department of General Services S;CTI?N A PAGE 3
. ¥ (g

-I
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

025

Date: Qctober 23, 1982

TO'

‘The Board of Ccty Commcsmners

FROM:
ASHLEY HALL,

DEPUTY CITY MANAGEE

'SUBJECT: - AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

4 _ ' (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

PVUHPQ‘SE/BACKGVROUND

©"A. AWARD OF BIDS
4 BID TITLE: SEWER INSTALLATION-BONANZA RD.  BID NUMBER: 83.3550.8
NELLIS BLVO. TO LILLIAN =~ —

1TeM: CAPITAL PROVECT ESTIMATE: $43,000.00
" DEPARTMENT: ~ PUBLIC SERVICES INVITATIONS MAILED: 5B
FUNDING: 'SANITATION FUND  RESPONSES RECEIVED: 10

~ NEED FDR PURCHASE

THIS PURCHASE Is NECESSARY TO TNSTALL 10“ DIAMETER SEWER LINE ON. BONANZA ROAD
FROM NELLIS BLVD. TO LILLIAN.

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY

K J STOVER W

LAS VEGAS, $27,697.94  BURDICK CONTR. - LAS VEGAS, NV $36,554.00
.. LONGLEY CONST. - LAS VEGAS., NV . $29.777.00 . RICHARD'S ROCK - MOAPA, NV $37.883.00
- CRENSHAW BACKHOE N.LAS VEGAS, NV  $30,606.76 CHAS. BROWN LAS VEGAS, NV $40.254.70
TAB CONST.. - 'LAS VEGAS, ~.NV. $31.630.00 GILBERT DEV. - LAS VEGAS, NV $41,689.50
PIPELINE CONTR. LAS VEGAS, . NV  $32,000.00 C & § CO. - LAS VEGAS. MV $43.840.00
STAFF RECOHMENDATION oF AWARD
THAT THE LDH BID 8E ANARDED To:
K. J. STOVER EQUIPMENT & EXCAVATING . LAS VEGAS NV~ $27,697.94

WITH A CONTINGENCY NOT TO EXCEED, IN THE AGGREGATE, TEN PERCENT. (10')
OF THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT AWARD.

IMP;

El
 FUNDS BUDGETED ‘FOR FISCAL YEAR 82-83. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE FROM THE SANITATION FUND.
R M3 'N

THE DEPAR*MENT oF GENERAL SERVXCES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER BASED
- ON xHE RE"OMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES

E’ ZS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.

Agendag item

on
Department of General Services SECTION A PAGE 4

I'J {9)
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002¢

F.

oty ofLasVege
AGENDA DOCUMENTA-HON Date: Qctober g1I 1982

o

To: | FROm:
The Board ofCutv Commnssloners o . ASHLEY HALL,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
. SUBJECT: ABENDA TBOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
S IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSEIBACKGROUND;
*8. ANNUAL BID AWARD
1. BID TITLE: ANNUAL MECHANICAL BID NUMBER: 82.9999.57
e PARTS CONTRACT _—
ITEM: EXPENOABLE. SUPPLIES - ESTIMATE : $5,000.00
— ' : I ESTIMATED ANNUAL
USAGE
DEPARTMENT: ~  GENERAL SERVICES * INVITATIONS MAILED: 18
- FUNDING: VEHICLE SERVICES: RESPONSES RECEIVED: . 2

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THIS PURCHASE Is NECESSARY TO STOCK AND REPLACE VARIOUS MECHANICAL PARTS USED IN
THE PROGRAMMED MAINTENANCE SCHEDULE FOR ALL VEHICLES AND MOTORIZED EQUIPMENT USED

BY THE CITY.
810 ABSTRACT SUMMARY
JENIK AUTO DISTRIBUTORS ' LAS VEGAS WV 1,250 POINTS.
CLARK COUNTY WHOLESALE LAS VEGAS NV 725 POINTS
STAFF_RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD
THAT THE HIGH POINT BI0 BF AWARDED T0:
JENIK AUTD DISTRIBUTORS CLAS VEGAS NV | 1,250 POINTS
£ PACT .

gNgS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 82 83 FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE VEHICLE SERVICES
N ' :

RECOMMENDATIONS ,
L THE DEPARTMENT OF G:NERAL S£RVICES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS lTEM IS IN ORDER 'BASED
- ON THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING ‘AGENCIES.

IT IS THE RECDMHENDATION oF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT 1HIS [TEM 8E AWARDED.

A'gqn,dn itam

dan R. Piikingtons Director S o
Department. of General Services - ) ﬁC%I?N 8 PAGE 1
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0«1'7 o LMV% | o
AGENDA DOCUIVIENTATION e

]TD- o | FrROM:

The Board of Clty Commlsstoners : - . ASHLEY HALL,
o , L : DEPUTY .CITY. MANAGER
. : . SUBJECT: AGENDA = BOARD OF CITY COHHISSION MEETING - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

v {q) DEPARTMENT or GENERAL SERVICES

PuaPosE'/aAcKéﬁbU"Nb '
*8. ANNUAL BID. AWARD
2. BID TITLE:  PHOTOGRAPHIC FILM © BID NUMBER: 82.9999.58

. AND CHEMICAL SUPPLIES
ITEM: EXPENDABLE SUPPLIES . ESTIMATE: . $15,000.00
' S _ ‘ ANNUALLY
DEPARTMENT:  GENERAL SERVICES INVITATIONS MAILED: 12
CRuNOmG: GRAPHIC SERVICES . | RESPONSES RECEIVED: 1

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THE NEED FOR THIS PURCHASE IS PREDICATED UPON THE REQUIREMENTS OF YARIOUS
DEPARTMENTS AND DIVISIONS FOR PHOTOGRAPHS OF CITY ACTIVITIES AND PROJECTS._

_ BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY
TOTAL UNIT PRICE

INTERNATIONAL PHOTOGRAPHICS ~  LAS VEG_AS\‘:» SNV $644 .59

' STAFF ‘RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD

THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:

ESTIMATED ANNUAL
TOTAL UNIT PRICE USAGE

INTERNATIONAL PHOTOGRAPHICS = LAS VEGAS NV $644.59 - $15,000.00

Fl |

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 82-83. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GRAPHIC SERVICES
FUND. . L :

- '- - - ) ' b . | :
T T T T T R FICRE T N A RS o ) o - e s

EEQQMMENQAT|QN§

THE DEPARTMENT OF .GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDXCAT:D THAT THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER. BASED
ON THE: RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES

)
I

-

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM 3E. ANARDED

Agenﬂnnam
T, : ngton,-Uirector - . . .
S . _ : Oepartment of” General Services » “1 SECTICN B PAGE 2
S , ' Iv (g)
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
naze

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION oo s B

'"%TO' FROM:
The Board of Clty ‘Commissioners : ASHLEY HALL,
E - ; DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - NOVEHBER 3, 1982

IV (g) DEPARTMENT oF GENERAL SERVICES

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND '

| *C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL -

1. ITEM: CAPITAL EQUIPMENT: ' PURCHASE REQUEST: =  1711-349
-DESCRIPTION:  TRASH CONTAINERS'}_' FUND ING: o SPECIAL REVENUE
= : - T . FUND
DEPARTMENT: .  PUBLIC SERVICES = = - ESTIMATE: $5,128.00

NEED FOR PURCHASE. =

‘..THIS PURCHASE is NECESSARYVTU REPLACE  DAMAGED TRASH CONTAINERS IN THE DOWNTOWN AREA.

STAFF_RECOMMENDATION
FOR_PURCHASE_OROER_APPROVAL

-PRODUCTS, INC. MARYSVILLE, CA - ss,;za.ou‘
EISCAL IMPACT

ESNDS BUDGETED FDR FISCAL YEAR 82-33. FUNDS ARELAVAILABLE,IN THE SPECIAL REVENUE

RECOMMENDATIC

THE DEPARTHENT OF GENERAL 'SERVICES. HAS. 'NDICATED THAT -THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER.BASED
ON THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

IT is THE.BEEOMMENDATION OF THE DFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS‘ITEM BE AWARDED.

Agenda item

Dan R, P11k1ngton.,‘ rector
Department of General >erv1c=s : ) SECTION C PAGE 1
iv (qg)
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HGENDA . gee
- ) 1 4 . | G‘E CgM - November 3, 198 |

l o : y ' ' . BOARD OF CITY coumsslouens Page LE

COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

' . PHONE 386-6011 o . ) N
ATEM L A L - Commission Action Department Action -

| 1v(n). _ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES

B DONALD E. DONOVAN P. E., DIRECTOR :
'»*CONSENT AGENDA N

_ ’AII matters listed under Items A, B and C, recom-

| mended for approval by the staff, are considered tg
be routine by the City Commission-and may be en-
acted by one motion. However, any item may be
discussed if a Commission member or c1t1zen so
,reQUests. :

IL*A' YAPPROVAL OF SUBDIVISION MAPS

It is recommended that the following final | Llurie - Staff to proceed
maps be approved subject to posting of bond | APPROVED

~and signing of agreement and plans within | Items A, B, & C
thirty days. All engineering designs are: Unanimous

being processed.

. 1. Park Vista Unit No. 3. (Metropolitan
- Development Co. = property generally located
north of Vegas Dr., east of Lorenzi Blvd.,
go. ?f Acres: 4.98, No. of lots: 40, Zoned
-CL

2. Cedar Green Estates"(Revised). (Billy

Sloat - property generally located at the

‘northwest corner of Cedar Ave. and 28th St.,
.. No. of lots: 28, No. of acres: 1.6,

| " Zoned R-3) (Addendum No. 1)

*B. SUBSTITUTION OF SUBDIVISION BOND

- 'A11 offsite improvements on the following subf
‘division have been .completed in accordance
with agreements and City standards except for
partial :sidewalk construction and correction
- 1ist items. The developer proposes to post a
$5,000.00 bond to guarantee completion of the
sidewalk construction and correction Tist
items. It is recommended that the major bondi

- with Fremont Indemnity Company be released

- subject to the developer. post1ng the

substitute bond

S 1;: Char]eston He1ghts 56 C. (Metropol1tah'_
//'v _ _ -Development. Co. - property genera11y ‘Tocated

ol 2 Lok

APPROVED Clerk to notify &
See Above Staff to proceed

- north of Cheyenne Rd., west of Lorenzi Blvd.,
No. of acres: 12 5, No. of lots: 60, Zoned R<)

- i g - g am am me

¥
L
4”“—"_\' .

1)
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:hGENDFI' 0"7’? a“MV% v © nose

Nov.: 3, 1982

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS: .  Page-16
COMMISSION CHAMBERS 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE!SG-GO!I ' . v' o o
ITEM . - o o L Commnss,lon»‘Actn_on_ B .D_epartment Actngn .

v (h) _DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC ssnvrcss (Contmued) -

*C. RELEASE OF BOND

Lurie - | |Clerk to notify &
A]I offsite 1mprovements have been com~ , : _
* pleted, inspected, and accepted The ?EZ&QVED B, & C Staff to proceed

dbond may be re]eased. Unanimous

1. Location: 200 S. Decatur Blvd

Use: Street lights and
. ; ..-dr1veways '
Builder: Sigmacon/Division of

General Mills Restaur-
- ant Group, Inc. - . =
Surety Co.: The Trave]ers Indemn1ty
I -Co. :
Amount: ~ $2,000.00 '
-Bond No.: 981E603 2. (QLV 12-821

2. 'Location: . 1775 No. Rancho Dr.
Use: ~ Curb and gutter, side- |
: - walk, street lights,
o - - and dr1veways Co
- Builder: ~ Pat Dingle . -
Surety Co.:  Valley Bank (Cash
- V Deposit Bond)
Amount: - $5,600.00
Bond No.: = CLV-2-82

|

"~ 3. -lLocation: - . 1750 N. Decatur Blvd.
- Use: ‘AC paying, AC curb,
: ' concrete curb, driveA'
ways, and sidewalk -
Builder: - - Ponderosa Constructlon
, Co.
Surety Co.: American F1de11ty Fire
. Insurance Co.
Amount: _,$17 500.00
Bond No.: - 04= 514 1244356
. - (CLY 31-77)

Ap?r«wm AGENDA ITEM
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ITEM

CCITY COMMISSiON“MINUTES -<NOVEMBER.3' 1982

&Eolwvcw

. BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 306-301 I

Cqmmission Action

N 21

November 3, 1982

Page 17

Department Action

LI

1v(h).

DEPARTMENT oF PUBLIC SERVICES (Cont1nue4)‘-
*C. - RELEASE OF BOND (Cont1nued)
r 4, Locat1on: 1712 Bearden-Dr.
Use: - Sidewalk and driveways:
Builder: Hamilton Associates, Inc.
Surety Co.: United Pacific Insurance
. : Company :
_Amount: = $1,000.00
Bond No.: U35-82—35.(CLV 7-82)
| D. REPORTS/ACTION

1. Approval of engineering services for

downtown intersection and street .
reconstruct1on.

2, Reqdest ffdm the Ca11fofn1a Hote]lfor<

- an’ Encroachment Agreement at 12 East
Odgen Aveniie.

APPROVED AGENDA nm

".Lur1e -
APPROVED -
‘Items A, B, & C

Unanimous

Stricken from Agendd
| per Staff's request.

Lurie -
APPROVED

‘Unanimous

Clerk to notify &

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed ._'




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

G:r? a{ Lchgm
_ AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

The Board of Catv Commlssloners

) sua.:'scr: '
T APPROVAL OF ENGINEERING seavrces FOR. nowmowu INTERSECTION AND STREET
_RECONSTRUCTION

: PURPOSE/BACKG ROUND

Staff wou]d like this item held in abeyance at. this time for
further evaluation.

Recommend this item be held in abeyance for further evaliu_"a‘tion'.

DISPOSITION .
' Approved
Disapproved
Held ’

0o

Statas Due:
79310 : .
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Cpdlabeg 0o
_AGENDA DOCUVENTATION |or—sssetuist

- TO: - FROM:
. . ) DON J. SAYLDR .
The Board of Clty Commssaoners o ) DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: . REQUEST FROM THE CALIFORNIA HOTEL FOR AN ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT AT
' 12 E. OGDEN AVENUE

, PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

A request has been. rece1ved from the California Hotel through their
General Contractor; Marnell Corrac Associates, Inc., to allow ceramic
tile covering the sidewalk at 12 E. Ogden Avenue in the. publlc
r1ght-of-uay.

This eencroachment will be at the northwest corner. of Ogden Avenue and lst
Street. There.is 9.5' of existing public right-of<way between.the existing
back ‘of curb and: the property line ¢n Ogdén Avenue and 14.5' of existing

: public right-of-way between the back of curb and the property line on
Ist Street. At present all of this public right<of-way is concrete side-
walk. ' The: proposed construction would consist. of removing the existing

" concrete sidewalk in. front of the hotel entrance, replacing it with new
concrete and 1nsta111ng tile flush with the level of the existing sidewalk.

The proposed tile would be dark. charcoal in color, 4" x 8" in size with a
_non-s1ip surface. The owner has: signed the Encroachment Agreement, which
has cond1ttons of 11ab111ty,» Intenance, and removal

~ The awner s representat1ve has, indicated that ‘they w111 install a wheelchair
ramp at this corner at théir expense. .

None:

REQQMMENDATIQgs

The Director of Public Serv1c=s recommends that the Board of C1ty
Commissioners approve the Encroachment Agreement and authorize the
. Mayor on behalf of the City Comm1ss1on. to execute the agreement.

QISPOSITION
Approved
Disapproved
Hetd

Director of Public Services

o

Statas Due: ____ ' ; - ' /
70310 v (h). D.2
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1 Marnell Corrao Associates

20 October 1982

" Mr. Donald Donovan

© CITY HALL

400 East Stewart Avenue
Las Vegas, ‘Nevada - 89101

Y H N 5 :
i ey d A

Qear Mr. Donovan-

The Ca1ifornia Hotel/Casino wishes' to construct a decorative sidewalk in
conjunction with the current exterior remodeling under construction. The
existing sidewalk and entry- on the Southeast cornér of the facility is not
attractive at this time. The glass entry .wall will be reframed and new
"~ doors installed as shown on Marnell .Corrao Associates' Orawing CCl of
20 October 1982. The existing sidewalk will be removed as shown on Sheet
CC2, then replaced with a base slab, mud setting. bed and decorative tile.
The tile is dark- charcoal in color 4" x 8" in 51ze and a non-slip Gail
Product."

I would-like to be placed on the next agenda, time is of the essence because
we are working in this area at the present time.

-
1 N

Your assistance in this matter is greatIy appreciated A1ong with this letter
I am attach1ng Sheets CC1, CC2, Al, A3, A4 and Alo for your review.

Respectfu11y yours,

Alan Akershqek
AA/§TK .

'Attachments
File

4495 South Folans Avenue. Las Vegas. Nevaaa 89103 » 702-739-9413

i - PR .
_ i ) i . 2
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0o L

Vegar

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSION CHAMBERS . 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE'

' Pﬂouzsa&aou . . ‘
' _anunbmonﬁAcﬂqn

November 3, 1982

" Department Action

|a.

V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY |

Special Improvement District:No. 436

Step No.

Location:

Approving  Assessment Roll

22-C' Notice of Filing
Asseésment Roll

Westerly side of Jones Blvd.
from O'Bannon Drive to
Charleston Blvd. and on the

" easterly side of Jones Blvd.

from Del Rey Avenue to
Charleston Blvd.

Installation of street lights,

conicrete curbs and gutter,
with commercial or residential
driveway openings and an 11
foot parking lane.

,Resolutlon Confirmirg Actlon Previously Taken:

B.
. In Connection With Proposéd Las Vegas,
eNEvada Special Improvement D;strlct No. 443.
°. " Cooperative Agreement No. 94 Covers the |

‘Reconstruction of a Section on Cheyenne Avenue
ﬂ”Between nghland Drive and Commerce Street.

Lurie. -

_ - . |ADOPTED Resolution,
21-C Resolution Tentatively .

Unanimous

Lurie -

| ResoTution ADOPTED.

‘Unanimous

A Christensen -

APPROVED ‘Agreements,

1Items C thru I.

[Unanimous

D. Cooperatlve Agreement No. 100 covers the
construction of the intersection of Maryland
Parkway and Unlver51ty Road

APPROVED

~ |See. Item C

cooperatlve Agreement Nb..101 covers the
. construction of the 1ntersectlon of Maryland
Parkway and Harmon Avenue.

apPrOVED

See Item C )

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

’Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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6‘9404"% . 0037
"AGENDA DOCUMENTATION oo St 35, 188

TO: - FROM: '
The Board of c:ty Cgmmnssaoners o : CI'I'Y A'J."!.‘ORNEY

SUBJECT RESOLUTION TENTATIVBLY APPROVING THE ASSESSMEN"‘ ROLL: AND NOTICE OF
FILING ASSESS‘VIENT ROLL SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 436

UFIPOSE/BACKGROUND

S.I.D. No. o 436

' STEP NO. - - ) 21<C Resolution Tentatively
’ : Approving Assessment Roll

22-C Notice of Filing Assessment
.Roll

. LOCATION Westerly side of Jones Boulevard
i from O'Bannon Drive to Charleston
Boulevard and on the easterly side
of Jones Boulevard from Del Rey
Avenue to. Charleston Boulevard.

IMPROVEMENTS. ) The‘xmp:ovements include the in-

' stallation of street lichts, con-
crete curbs and gutter, with
commercial or residential driveway
openings and an 11' foot parking
lane.

RECOMMENDAT

It is recommended that the-éoard‘of City Commissioners take the
‘appropriate stpes to adopt this Resolution.

DISPQSITION
- Approved .
Disapproved
Held

Statgs Due: o ' . . ) V=i ]
n-»--e R .

(SIS N
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‘10 curbs and gutters with commercial or residential driveway

16

i
17;installaticn, removal. and relocation of any and all utilities
|

o
‘253! charleston Boulevard and on the eastlside of Jones Boulevard Zrom

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

A RESOLUTION TENTATIVELY APPRQVING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 436; ORDERING

SUCH ROLL TO BE FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK; AND FIXING

;THE TIME WHEN OBJECTIONS TO SUCH - ROLL WILL. BE HEARD.
WHERBAS,athevCiiy of Las Vegas, in the County of Clark,

and State of Neiada, has taken requisite legal action preliminary

to and in the creation of'Special Improvement District No. 436

~1

consisting of: _
8} S UNIT NO. I

9 ‘The improvements include.the installation of concrete

11 openings as requi:ed, on the west side of Jones Boulevard from
12|0'Bannon Drive to Charleston Boulevard and on the east side of

13 Jcﬁes'Bouleaard from Del Rej Avepueiio Charleston Boulevard, in
14!lconjunction with the installation of driving lanes, median islands

Iq or left turn'lanes and drainage facilities to be paid for with

funids other than the levy of assessments. to include the necessary

lﬁfand appurtenarices that are deemed necessary to complete same, as

lgﬂmore particular shown’ ‘on the plats, diagrams and plans of the

20 work and the locality to be imiproved, no on file in the office of
1 .

QIﬁthe City Clerk.
1

22w UNIT NO. II
: ‘
01” The improvements incldce the installation of a parking

”4Hlane on the west side af Jcnes ‘Boulevard: from O'Bannon Drive to
oo . : .

QGHDel Rey Avenue to Charleston Beculevard in conjunction with the

q-ﬂinstallacion of driving lanes, nedian islands or left turn lanes

“9 and drainage fac-lities to be ,aid for with funds other than the |
i
290 levy of assessments, to iaclude the necessa:v installation, re-

‘9 ﬂcval and 'elocation cf any anc all utilities and appurtenances

A l

!Il that are deemed necessary to co*nlete same, as more particularly.

*”‘shoxn on the plats, diagrams, and plans of the ucrk and lccalitv

V-
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to be xmproved, now on file in the Office of the City Clerk.
' UNIT ¥O. v

The merovements 1nclude the installatxon of commercial
dr;veway openxngs and aprons, as 'equired and requested by the
adjacent propert; owners, alonq the west side of Jones Boulevard
from O'Bannon Drive to Charleston Zoulevard and on the east side
of Jones Boulevard from Del Rey Avenus coicharleegon Boulevard
in copjupction Qich the'igstalletion of driving lanes, median
islecds or left tﬁrn lanes_and dreinaqe.facilities'on 3opes
Eoulevard to be paid"for'with Zunds other.than thellevy of assess-
ments, to include the necessary installation, removal and re-
location of any and a;l:ucilities and‘appurcenances that are
deemed neceseary to complete seme, as'more particularly shown on
the plats, dzagrams, ‘and plans of the work and localzty to be
;mproved, now on file in the Office ©f the City Clerk.

ONIT NO. Vv

The xmprovemencs include the installation of street

lxghts, consisting of 250 watt high pressure sodium lum;naxres,

steel‘standards on concrete bases and underground wxrlng, on the

on!,west side ©of Jones Boulevard from O'Bannon Drive to Charleston

Boulevard ‘and on the east side of Jones Boulevard'from Del Rey

99| Avenue to Charleston Boulevard, in conjunction with the instal-

lation of driving lanes, median islands or left turn lanes and

drainage facilities to be_peid,for with funds other than the levy

:i0of assessments, to iﬁclude the necessary installation, removal,

.and relocation of any and all utilities and appurtenances <hat

lare deemed necessary to comple=e same, as mcre'oarticularly

shown on the plats, dxagrams, and plans of the work and localx.y
|-

lco be inprcved, now on file in- the offzce of che Clt] Clerk.

'WEEREAS, by Ord;nance o. 2246 dulv passed, adooced
gapproved on the 20th day of January, 1982, said Board of Com-

:issioners finally passed on all protests and objections,

€2

L
o e
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0910

determined to proceéd with said improvements as described'in said
preliminary proceedings, ‘except  as modified and provided in said

Ordinance. and created said District. and .

A

WHEREAS, pursuant to notice duly given on the l7th day

of Febtuary,‘lSSZ said Board of_Commissioners-received bids for the

(234

doing of thevwork'theféfai, and formally entered into the following

contract, to-wit:

~1

8 - CLARK cduuwv.ANp WELLS CARGO for the improvements
ol ~~ tobe installed‘iﬁ Assessmént Units No. I,II,IV and
10 Vi and _

e _ WHEREAS, after making such contract, said Boazd of Com-

12 missioners determined what portion of the costs of such work, in-
13}!cluding, advertising, appraising, engineeripg, legal, printing
14|land other proper ihcidental casts should be adséssed agai#st and
15 pgid_bf the properfy specia;ly-behefitted in each unit of said

_16{;Improvement District, to-wits

17| . Assessment Unit No. I $22,246.75
18 Assessment Unit No. IIX $58,426.10
‘iﬁl_. ' Assessment Unit No. IV 'S 4,688.32
20 © ‘Assessment Unit No. V ) $41,191.62
2l‘f ' WHEREAS, the‘city Engineer, putsuan£ to directioné

29!!contained in the resolution of said Board of Commissioners, duly

Qﬂipassed, adopted approved on the_zoﬁh day of Qc:ober,'lsai, has pre-

24|lpared an assessment roll which contains, among other things,

A-5gthe name qf‘each,lastAknown owner of éach lot or parcel of pro-

96!l perty to be assessed, a description of each lot or parcel to

‘ 27ng assessed, and the amount of the proposed assessment thereoh;

i ) . o ’ i
28}apportioned on an area basis as more particularly set forth in :
-_29 Section 4 of Ordinance No. 2246; and

JOJ WHER.AS said Board of chm135ionats has determined, and
i

'!”coes hereby determine, that the lots or parcels of proper*v in

[t

'"’ said C-ty which are spec;allv :eﬂefitted by the inprovements
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installed in each unit of‘saidlnistsict, and only those lots or
parcels of property which are so specxally benfitted, are in-
cluded on said assessment roll. ' o
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Com-
missioners of the c;;y of Las Vegas, Nevada, at a regu;ar'mee;ing.
thereof held on the 3rd day of November, 1982 as follows:
SECTION 1. That the assessment roll on Las Vegas,
Nevada, sﬁecial Improvement District No. 436 has been examined,
is tentatxvely approved, and is hereby ordered to be filed in the
office of the City Clerk and numbered Roll No. 1982-7.

, . SECTION 2. That wednesday, the lst day of December,
‘1982, at 2:00 o'clock P.M., in the Commissiqn Chembefs at City
Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada,-be,.snd_the same
hereby is, fixed as the time and place when said City Commission

will hear and consider objections to said assessmen£ roll By ownex&

21

gsHNevada, an of general circulation in -said City of Las Vegas,

o \przor to the date of saiad heari ng and not less than 14 davs to

_wznte:vene between the bzrsg punlzcat;on ané the last publ;cat;on:

[
li
17
B E . . )
13Htrict'No. 436", and proposed to be assessed, by any party in-

X

I

Qouof such hearing by mailing a copy thereof,‘postage prepaid, as

vqﬁat'least'Once each. week for three consecutive weeks, by three

. ”0 weeklv insers xons, the £irst aublicatzon to be at least 15 days

iEfi_rst class mail, at least 20 days prior to such hearing, to the

{|last known address of each last known owner of property within

lof the property speczally benefitted by the improvements in each
|assessment unit in "Las vagas, Nevada, Special Improvement Dis-
‘terestedin the reqularity of the proceedings in making such
;assessments. and by all parties aggrieved By such assessﬁent.

. SECTION 3. That the City Clerk shall give notice

each assessment unzt of said sttrzct whose property will be

assessed.'and by. pnblzshzng a copy thereof in. the Las Vegas

;Revzew Jouxnal,‘a newspaper publzshed in the City of Las Vegas, i

|
|
B
I
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and said notice shallvstéte that sqén:assessment roll is>on file.
in the Office af'the City‘CIerk, the dete:of'filing"same, the

time and place at which said Boath'of'codﬁissioners will hear and
conszder objections to saxd assessment roll by owners of p:operty
speczally benefxtted by the improvements in each assessment unit -
of "las Vegas,_Nevade; 5peoxal Imp:ovenent Dzstrict No. 436", and
proposed'to oe‘assesSed, by any pértf'interested in the regulatity
of the proceedxngs in makxng such assessments. and all parties
agg:;eved by such- assessments. Such notice shall be in substan-

tially-the‘foliowing form, to-wit:

00

$oe

nn
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NOTICE OF FILING OF ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, SPECIAL
IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 436; OF THE. OPPORTUNITY TO FILE WRITTEN
OBJECTICONS TO THE ASSESSMENTS CONTAINED THEREIN. AND OF. THE PRO-
TEST EEARING THERSGN..

tiy

e L3 RO

NOTICB 1S HEREBY GIVEN that the assessment roll for

Lss Vegas, Nevada. Speczal Imp:ovement Dist‘;ct No. 436. in and of

S oy

the City of las Vegas, Nevsda, has been prepared by the City

Engineer of said c;ty, that same was filed . ln ‘the OfflCe of the

-1

-8 c;ty Clerk on the 25th day of October, 1982, and thst since said.t]
| 9l|said assessment roll has been and now is on file therein and is
110 aQsilable’fer examination durinqueguler office hours by anj in=-
‘:1i tefested,persen. Sazd Improvement Distrlct consists of:
a2 | ©. mImNe.

?13. : The imbrovements include the installation of concrete
,1} curbs and gutters with commercial or residentiel ériveway
!dpenings'as required, on the west side ovaones Boulevard from
0'Bannon Drive ;ofchasleston Boulevard and on the east side of

17 Jones Boulevard from Del Rey Avenue. to CharleSton Boulevard, in

_1s‘con]unctlon with the Lnstallatlon of driving lanes, medzan islands

i
19 or left turn lanes and drainage ‘ac;lzt;es to be pa;d for with

'hﬁ £unds other than the levy of assessments, to include the necessazv '

’01ulnstallation. removal ‘and relocetlon of any and all utzlztles

; l
éoqnand appurtenances that‘are deemed necessary to complete same, -as

Eﬂqwmore partzcula: shown on the plats, d;aqrams and plans of the -
"94¢work and the local;ty to be improved, no on £ile in the office of
vfoddthe City Clerk. . _ .

;061 : UNIT NO. IT.

. 37§ The imp:bvements'include :ne installation of a :arkzng
{-Qs'lane on ‘the west side .of Jones Boulevard from O'Bannon Drive to
_NN !Charleston Boulevard and on the east ‘side ©f Jones Bouleva—d £rom

UxDel Rey Avenue to Charleston Boulnvard in con]unc:;on mzth the

'Iflnsuallatlon of driving lanes, nedlan *slands or lef urn lanes

ime

+3:'and drainage lac;lztles to be paid for with funds other .han the
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levy of assessments, to0 include the necessary installation, re-
moval and relocation of any and all utilities and appurtenences

that are deeﬁedvneeessary to complete same, as more particularly

P

shewn.dn the plats, diagrems, and plans of the work and locality

to be improved, now on file in the Office of the City Clerk.

Sy

. UNIT NO. IV

The improvements include the installation of commercial

~1

8 driveway openinqs and eprohs, as required and requested by the
9 adjacent property owners, along the west side of Jones Boulevard .
10 from O'Bannon Drive to Charleston Boulevazd and on the east side
‘11/|of Jones Boulevard from Del Rey Avenue to Charleston Boulevard in
12 cbnjunctien with the installation of drivingllanes; median islands |
33 or left turn lases and drainage facilities on Jones Boulevard to
14||be paid forfwith funds other than the levy of assessments, to
13 inciuae the necesSsary installation, removal and relocation of any
1G!iand all<utiiities'andeappd:tenehces‘that ere deemed necessary to
.17 complete same, as more particularly shawn on the plats, diagrams,
131and plans of the work and locality to be zmproved, now on file in
1qlthe offlce ‘of the City Clerk.
sl - UNIT NO. V
T 91 'The improvements include the installation of street
99{/lights, consisting of 250 watt high pressure sodium luminaires,

23 steel standards on concrete bases and underground wiring, on .the

Y west'side of Jonesbaoulevard from O'Bannon Drive to Charleston

a

05|Boulevard -and on the east side oI Jones Bbulevard-from>nel Rey

G*Avenue o Charleston Boulevard, in conjunction with the instal-

gl

latlon of driving- lanes. median -slands or lef: tJrn lanes and

a;nage ‘acxl;ties to be paid- for thh funds othez than the 1evy

f assessments, to anlude the necessarv Lnstallatlon, remova¢,

|
|
N
|
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00&

1lito be zmproved, now on lee in the Offlce 'of the City Clerk.

‘Such areas include all property ahuttznq saxd improve-

ments in eaeh assessment unit and sztuate ‘within those boundaries

.&-‘-;.: [\

'designated in Seeticn 3 of .Ordinance No. 1954 for the respective

lassessment unlts.

The: Board of Commzssioners of S&ld City wxll neet to

[=2 TN 91 |

near-and consxder objections to-saxd assessment roll by'owners of

‘-

8 sald property specially benefltted by the zmprovements zn each
-9 assessment unit of sa;d Distrzct, and proposed to be assessed, by
.10‘any party Lnterested in the reqularaty of the proceedings in

i] maklnq such assessments, and by all parties aggrieved by such

12 asseesments. on Wednesday, the 1st day of December, 1982 at 2:00
13):i0" clock P.M., at the City Hall in said c;ty. The owner or owners
" 14 ofﬂany property which is‘assessedais such'assessﬁent roll, whether

15 naned or not in such.roll, may, net less than three (3) days

16 pr;or to said hearang, file wzth the City- Clerk his or her ob-

i

;g| “ Said assessments shall be due and payable at the office

Ject;ons in writinq.“

19!05 the County Treasurer within thrity (30) days after the’ ordi-<

no;nance levyang the assessments beeome effeetlve without lnterest

and without demand- or all or any part of such assessments may,

22 1at the electlon of the owner, be paid thereafter 1n ten substan-
o3“t1ally equal annual installments of pr-ncipal untzl pald rn full,
;q4hwith interest in all cases on the unpald and deferred installments

oaof prlnc ipal f£rom the date of aubllcataon of said ordanance at a

. gq‘rate or rates which shall not exceed nine. per centum- (9%) per !

nlhannun. Penalties shall be due lor delzrquencles, and anstallments‘

wg.mav be. prepaid.
ggg ‘ Any object.on to the regularity, validity or correctness
-3ﬁ1cf the»proceedlngs; of said assessment roll, ‘of the estzmated

|

|

l

glﬂmaximum benefits;~o£ each assessment'centained therein, and of i

0 the amount thereof levied on each tract and parcel of land, shall

‘\

o B
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hereir specified.

At the time and place so designated for hearing such

jall objeéticns_which have been.So‘filed by any party interested

in the régularity bf“the,proceedings in making such assessments,

~1

and the éor;éétness of such assessments, or of the amount levied

8{jon any‘parﬁicular tiact or parcel of land to be assessed, and
9|isaid Board of Commissiongrslshall'have the-poﬁer. in its

10||discretion, to revise, correct, confirm or set aside any .assess-

11|/ments and to order that‘sﬁch aSsessment'may be ﬁade'de novo.
12 _ DATED this 3rd day of November, 1982. -

13

14

: ' CAROL ™ ANN LEY, CITY Cx

be ‘deemed waived;dnless presented at the time and in>the manner

objectiohs.‘said Board of Commissioners shall hear and determine
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SECTION 4. That ;he owner or owners of any property

(]

|which is assessed in such assessment roll, whether named or not

.in»sugh'roli, may, within three &ays p#i&é to the date of the

- w

hearing, file with the city Clerk his or her objections in writing

to said assessment.

oW

SECTION 5. . That all action (not inceonsistent with

lthe‘piovisions of this rgsolﬁtion) ;efetofore taken by said City
‘s|land the officers of said City directed toward the advertisement
9{|herein prescribed be, an& ihe same. héreb& ig, ratified, ccnfirﬁéd
10|;and -approved. '

1 ' _SECTION 6. -That the officers of the Cityiof
12‘Las‘Vegas ﬁe, and they are hereby, autho;ized and difected to take
13'311'aCtion.néceséary’ﬁr appropriate to effectuate the provisiens
14 éf'thisxresoluﬁiﬁh. | |

15 SECTION 7. . That all resoclutions, or parts thereof,

1G.in'conflict with'the provisions of this resclution, are hereby

;7J:epeale§.f _ _

’E » ~SECT;ON 8. vfﬁat if-aﬂy section, paragraph, clause
19ﬁor provision o§ this. resolution shall for any reasoﬁ be held to
Qnﬁbé invalid or unenforceable, the invalidity or unenforceability
glﬂqf,such section, paragraph, élause or provision shall not affect
ggiéhy of the remaining provisions of this resolution.

' PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 3rd day of November,

{
MAYOR

98 ATTEST:
i )

oyt

Qo QLA

'CAROL ANN HAWLEY, Cil¥
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Codlalege s
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION ééte: ..ch_g_b_etg 29, 1982

TO: . FROM: »
The Board of CAty Commqsswngn ' - o : CITY ATTORNEY

SUBJECT=’ " RESOLUTION CONFIRMING ACTION PREVIOUSLY TAKEN IN CONNECTION WITH
PROPOSED LAS VEGAS, szmm, ‘'SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 443

PU RPOSE/ BACKG ROUND

Thzs Resolution confirms action prevzously taken,by

the Board of City Commigsioners at its meeting held on June 2,

1982 in connection with the proposed Las Vegas, Nevada, Special
. Improvement .District No. 443, and amends such action by making

technical adjustments to the descriptions of the improvements

to be installed in each assessment unit and by adding to the-

proposed, improvement. district two additional assessment units

to be desiganted as Unlt No. III and Unit No. V.-

FISCALIMP

- RECOMMENDAT!

DISPQSITION .
" Approved
‘Disapproved .
' Held

C TEEND

Statas Due: '
78-3-10

V-8
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15]i0f certazn.street xmprovements within that'certain area of said

C16ilcity herginafter'.descrihed; and.

.Iﬂﬁtake steps pursuant tc Chapter 271 of.Ngvada RevisediStatutes for

"“” c-ty o, prepare, submit and file with the City. Clerk of said City

'CITY_COMMISSIONJMINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

i )

n0.

A RESOLUTION CONPIRHING ACTION PREVIOUSLY TAKEN BY THE BOARD OoF
COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, IN CONNECTION WITH
PROPOSED LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 443,
IN DIRECTING THE CITY ENGINEER OF SAID CITY TO PREPARE, SUBMIT
AND FILE WITH THE CITY CLERK OF SAID CITY CERTAIN PRELIMINARY
PLANS, ESTIMATES OF COST, AND ASSESSMENT PLATS SHOWING THE AREAS
TO BE ASSESSED AND. THE ESTIMATED AMOUNT OF BENEFITS TO ZACH LOT
OR PARCEL OF PROPERTY TO BE ASSESSED, ALL IN CONNECTION WITH THE
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT OF CERTAIN STRZETS AND PARTS TEEREOF WITHIN
SAID PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT AND PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 271 OF
NEVADA REVISED STATUTES AND LAWS SUPPLEMENTAL THERETO; AND AMENDING
SUCH ACTION BY MARING TECHNICAL ADJUSTMENTS TO THE DESCQIPTION OF
9||THE IMPROVEMENTS TO BE INSTALLED IN EACH ASSESSMENT UNIT AND BY

" ||ADDING TO SAID PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT TWO ADDITIONAL

10 ASSESSMENT UNITS TO BE DESIGNATED AS UNIT NO. III AND UNIT No. V.

e 0 N

-] [=21 [41)

o0,

12 WHEREAS, the Board of Commigsioners of the City of
13 Las Végas in the County of Cla'k and State of VQvada has de-

14 termzned that the interest of said c;ty requxre the installaticn

17 o WHEREAS, said Board kas further determined that it is

13Vnecessar ’ desirable -and for the best. interests of sa;d City to

N : - . :
20:ithe organization of an improverent district and the comstruction
21iitherein of said improvements; and
WHEREAS, for the purpose of desxgnat;on and zdentzrz-

jcation, has designated said proposed xmprovemen district as "Las

o
-hbd

|
}Vegas, Nevada Improvement D;strzct No. 443"; and
i .

i

E

!
]
I
I
j
l
|
|
: WHEREAS. in order to initiate. proceedxngs directed to-

“0 'ard the organz:at;on of sa;d or oposed Tnp*ovement Districe, said

28 on the 2nd day of June, 1982, oxrec*ed the City ’ﬁg-nee' of said

30 :rellﬁznary plans, esrlmates ol ccst and assessment plats in conf

uldn-ctxon with said Improyggent District; and

y - v o

B .

V-3

‘"lzaoard, by tha certaxn Resolut-on duly passad. -adopted and aoproved -



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

f\().

1 . WHEREAS, it has come to the attention of said Board
that two additional asseesmeho-units, designated herein as Unit
No.'III-and-Unit No. V. should‘be“includeofwithin said proposed

Improvement Dlst:ict, and said Board therefore desires by thlS

Lk L. N

Resolution, to amend the aforesa;d Resolution .to make techn;oal

[= el

adjustments o the oescript;on of the’ 1mprovements to be installed

in each assessment unit and to include within said proposed

) Improvement Dlstrict the said two additional units.

9l Now, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Com-

,10.misszoners of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, at a regular meeting -

11 thereof held en the 3rd day of November, 1982, as follows:

J2i0 ' SECTION 1. That said Board hereby ratifies, conm=
'13!|firms and approves all acts, actions or things heretofore taken

']} or'dohe by said City orfany of its officers. employees or agents

13 d;rected toward the organization: of Las Veqas, Nevada, Improvement

16;:District No. 443 and hereby amends that certain Resolution passed.

ITIadopted and. approved by said Board on the 2nd day of June, 1982,
N

IS“ln connection w;th said District to read as set forth in Sections

19h2 to 5, zncluszve, of this Resolution.:

|} . .
20! . SECTION 2. That the City Engineer of the City of
51ﬁLas Vegas'in the County of élark and State of Nevada be, and he

|
OOHhereby is, directed to prepare, subm;* ané file with the City:

'03'c1erk of said C1ey prelzmlnary plans, show;nq typical sections,

24wthe type or . types of mater1al, and the preliminary estlmates of
-nhthe cost of the 1nstallation of street improvements for said
°G dlstrlct. all as deszqnated below.

" @iIT No.

The improvements inclicde the instéllation of standard

"L" type curbs and gutters aleng the West side of Nellis Boulevard

20’ ifrom Charleston 3oulevard to Owens Avenue and along both sices of

Slﬂof Bonanza Road from the Vegas Wash to Nellis Boulevard, except

42 where adeguate improvements haVé:preViously‘been.installed, all

7

b

'
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003!

in conjunction with the installation of the driVing lanes, medians

and drainage facilities to be paid for. wi.h funds other than the

'levy of assessments. to include the necessary installation. re=

e O N s

moval and relocation of any and all utilities and appurtenances

that are necessary to complete same, as more particularly shown

o O

on the plats, .diagrams and plans of. the work and the locality as

-]

filed in the Office of the City Clerk.
- 8 ' . DNIT NO. I
9{I : The improvements include: the installation of a parking
‘Nilo lane along both Sides of Bonanza Road ' from Vegas Wash to Nellis
11 Boulevard, in conjunction with the installation of four driving

‘ 12!|1anes, medians and drainage facilites to be paid for with funds .
13 otner than the levy of assessments, to inclade the necessary
14|linstallation, removal and relocation of any and all utilities and
15 aﬁburtenances'that are deemed necessary to complete same, as more

lG particularly shown on the plats, diagrams and plans of the work

17 and the locality as .i.ed in_t.e Office of the Ciey Clerk.
18y S UNIT NO. 111

19 ' The improvements include the installation of standard

qO.commercial driveways, as requested by the adjacent property owners

°1Valong the west side of Nellis Boulevard from Charleston soulevard
Vi
“”Ito Owens Avenue - and along both sides of Bonanza Road from the

'_3lvegas ‘Wash to Nellis Boulevard. except where adequate imnrovements

l

I

°4~have already been installed. all in conjunction with the installa-
i

2n}~ion of drivinc lanes, medians and drainage facilities to ‘be paid

2dﬂ.or with funds other than the ‘levy of assessments, to include the
I

27! necessary installation, removal and relocaticn of any anéd all

)S”ut-lities ané apprutenances *hat are necessary to complete same,

\

20 as more particularly shown on the plats, diagrams and plans of the

)
i)iiwork and the iocality'as f£iled in the QOffice of the City Clerk.

"aea
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O
B |

1 UNIT NO. IV .
2 The iéﬁrovements inclede the installation of street
A3 lighting} eohsisting high pressﬁre sodreiiluminaires and steel
‘ 4 lxghtlng standards on concrete feundatdens wzth underground wiring
.5 along the west side of Nellxs Boulevard from Charleston Boulevard
Gl/|to Owens Avenue, and_aleng both_sides ‘of Bonanza Road from thé

~1

Vegas Wash to Nellis~Bqulevard, except where.adequate improvements_

. 8ilhave already'been installed, elliin-conjunctiep with the installa-

gijtion of drifing lanes, mediensvand.dralnage facilities to be paid
10||for with funds'cther than the levf of asséssments,.to include the
11||necessary. installatlen, removal and relocat;on of any and all

12 utzlztzes and appurtenances :hat are necessary to complete same,
'13 as more par.icularly shown on the plats, diagrams and plans of

" 14|ithe work and the locality. as leed 1n the 0ffice of the City Clerk

1] - UNIT NO. V

C16y . The:improvements<include the installation of sewer

17 laterels‘rrcm the existing sewer mains to the front property line
fshadjacent to- all vacant propertzes, along. the west sxde of Nellis
19 Beuleverd ‘rom Charleston Boulevard to Owens Avenue, and along
QOgboth sides of Bonanza Rpad from the Vegas WAsh to Nellis Boulevard
ofhall in cohjunction with'the installation of. driving lenes, medians
on”and drainage faczlztxes to be paid for with funds ether than the
lﬁa“levy of agsessments, to include the necessary installtion, removal|

,qiland relocatzen of ‘any and all utzlztzes and appurtenances that are

),“neceseary to cemplete same, as more partzcularly shewn on the nlats,
‘OG dzagrams and plans ‘of the work and the locality as leed in the
97‘off-ce of the Czty Clerk.
} g E . INIT NO. VI
¥ .

I

1

L]

I

i

' The zmnrovements znclude the znstallatxon of standard i
I

|

=’one'tzes except wﬁere adequate Sidewalks " Have Previously been’

j) znstalled, aloag _he.wes;‘szde of Nellis Boulevard from Charlestcn
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1/{Boulevard to Owens Avenue, and along both sides of Bonanza Road

[3&]

from the Vegas Wash to Nellis Bouléﬁaré, all in conjunction with

ithe installation of driving lanes, medi&ﬁg and drainage facilities

Tde 2

|to be paid'for with funds other than the levy of assessments, £0
' . . .

!include the necessary installaﬁion. removal and relocation of any-

[ T ]

and all utilities ;nd_apphrtenances‘that are deemed neceséary to
- ~ . . :
complete same, as more particularly shown on the plats, diagrams

-1

- §|land plans of the work and the locality as filed in the Office of.
9lithe City Clerk. ' |

10/ . SECTION. 3. The City Engineer is hereby directed to
11i|estimate the cost ot each. such types 6f'éonst:uctioa in a lump
12|!stm or by unit pfices. ‘Said prelimi#zy estimate§ of the cost

‘13 shall also inclhde,xwithout limitinggthé generality of the

"14‘£6regoing,':he advertising, appraising, engineering, printing,

']5§and such other expenses as in the judgment of séid Engineer are

lﬁﬁaeceSSary or'ességtial to thé completion of such work of improve-

1Tﬁment, and the péyment of the cdsts ihereof.
18, SECTION 4.  The City Engineer is hereby directed to

lﬂfsubmit and file with the city‘Clerk an assessment plat showing the

7' areas to be assessed, that is, the amounts to be assessed shall

1

’2]fbe made upon all lotS'and'pérééls'of‘propérty benefitted, propor-

éionately to the benefits received’and'shall be assessed against

23che pfdperty abutting said improvements on an area basis, i.e.,
94 'on the basis that each lot or parcel of property to be assessed-
o : . -

43iiin each assessment unit shall be assessed a portion of the ag-

QGfg:egate dollar amount being levied against that particular entire

!

(o=

;- assessmént in the proportion that the area of said lot or parcel

Y4 bears to the area of all the assessable. property in such assess-
zﬁfment uniz, prcvidad‘:hat the éapth of a lot or sarcel in excess
i of. 100 feet from the frontage Zacing the improvements shall nct

1 'be ccnsidered in computing =he area of such lot or parcel srovided

.z that in each -assessment uni: adi equisable adjustrment will be made

S
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1]ifer assessﬁents 1§vieé'agAinst any irregular lots or‘parcgis; so
2i|that the assesﬁﬁents'according to benefits are egual and'&ﬁifdrm.
41, The port;on of the costs to be assessed agaznst, and the maximum :
{wamount cf benefzts estzmated to be confer:ed upon, each lot or

'lparcel of property shall be as stated Ln the afcresaxd aSsessment

plat.

o o

-1

Reéardless of the basis used by aoportioning asséssments
g|lin case of wedge or "V" or other ereqularly shaped tracts, an ‘
9 amount apportloned thereto shall be zn proportzcn to the spec;al
jo benefzts derived. _ ‘

1 SECTION 5. All resolutions or parts thereof:iniconflict

12|/with the provisions of this reéolutién’are_hereby repealed.

iail - PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 3rd day of November,
14]l1982. ’

M
[T

uNG
H

NoL4

-
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CyflaVegs

AGENDA DOCUMENTATIQN

. 29, 1982

TO:

- The Board of City Comm-ssnonm

tol oy
J‘J'

”'SUB.IECT: i

Cooperative agreement: No. 94 -- Cheyenne Avenue between Highland

. Drive and Commerce Street

‘_ PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Regional Transportation Commission Cooperative Agreement
No. 94 provides for the reconstruction of roadway improvements
in Cheyenne Avenue .between Highland Drive and Commerce Street.
Since this project lies wholly within the corporate boundaries
of the City of North Las Vegas, it will be administered and

. paid for exclusively by that City, subject to reimbursement

for design, field staking and construction inspe;tion, in. the
total amcunt ©f $6,356.99, and reconstruction costs, in the

total amount of §$57, 786 18 by the Reg:.onal Transportation
Com:.ss:.on. ) .

Therefore, the only action required of the City of Las

. Vegas by this Agreement is its approval thereof as .a participat=-

ISCAL IMP

ing member of the Reg;.qnal Transportation Commission.

RECOMMENDATIONS - *

79-3-10

Approved
Disapproved .

Held

Statas Due:

o0
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§94

'ruxs mﬁmm'm and entered into by aad'be'unen the County of clatk, a po- -

}uueal. subdivxsion of the sma of Rcvada and thae City ot las an, a mlcipd.
cotpo:acian, the City of rbtth Las Vegas, a nw_u.zi_pnl. corporation, heremtt_er

referred to as "THE CITY," and the city of Henderson, a sumicipal corporation.

WHEREAS, pustane o Clupeér 373 of tha Nevada R'zv!.sed Statutes, a projeet
:hereunéu to reconstruct a ue:inu of ch-yaane Avam gaae:ally bnm;n Highland
.Orive and Commerce sr:ae:, Loeaua muy within the CITY, was np:zwed by the
Regional rzmpmmn- Commission, vhich said’ project consists of existing

' uphnlt :mval. ezcavnuon, base course aad new auphnu.c paving.

- WHEREAS cunple;i.oa of the proj_eet and final disbursement of funds by the
Rogioui Transportation cniniésibn now rq\ﬂ.ze an accounting of all expenditures

for said project. . S
'ITUB‘.SSE.!!

‘ mmmoas. it i{s mutually understood and’ agreed as follows:

1. Al engineering and design and all field 's‘wuug together with construe-

tiou impaction hclad.tnq all neceuaz'y :u:.l.ug to ‘edswre cunpl.i.nncu with
spciﬁeaﬂnns for thj.a projeca haa boan eaple:ed by tha "'rn CITY" and
- reimbursed by the Raginul rzmpmu.nn Commission at a am cost c£

$6,356.99.

‘2. ‘The eonu-aes' for this project has ‘been let by the “CITY" after duly

advertising for bids ‘ia accnrdance with law. The award of the contract

. was made only " n.::cr the apptoval of :be Regional 'rranspomeion Commi s=

sion and the CITY. A::ual canstrueunn o! t.h:l.s project was by priva:e
- cont:acﬁo: ond :ho cost of mtmtion vas paid by the aegianal Trans=
pax-uu.on annisninn finds directly e the contzractor upan finishing of
estimates’ prep;rid by:hn "CITY". The total a_nﬁunt of _connt.nétmn”emt

for this project totalled $57,786.18

v

C

-
P
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() Load "_\'
\ [

S TN !bllowtnq completion, the oITY aha.n m.l.m:a.tn uu.s _project in su:h a

nanner to p:otect the- mpromenzs. ,'!he' usg of thl.u minmmnce shall be

borne by the- “cITY".

np‘nbvm AS TO x.zaax.m:

Hﬂaﬂﬂ R- ﬂﬂﬂ' g

_ Deputy District ntbrney

Date o! c::mission Action:
’ tember 21, 1982

Date of Council Action:

‘November 8, 1932

ATTEST:

Dai:e of Council ‘Action:

z:s'rm aoan.-:x, Cit? Cle:k

"CITY OF IAS VEGAS

. nata ot cmmsion Ac:ion:

g Nov g[ 3, je82

MQ_%

. CAROL ANN uAHLE‘Z. Ci:y clerk
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Gty flasbiege
AGENDA DOCUMENTAT!O ‘

TO: . FROM:
The Board of Citv-Commisioners )

0058

0ct-v29, 1982

SUBJECT: Cooperative Agreement No. 100 -=- Traffic Control Devzce - Intersection

of. Maryland Parkway and Unxvers;ty Road
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND '

Regional Transportatmon Commission Cooperat;ve Agreement
No. 100, provmdes for the installation of a traffic control
device ‘at ‘the intersection of Maryland Parkway .and University
Road. Since this project lies wholly within the unincorporated
area of Clark County, it will be administered and paid for
exclusively by the County, subject to rezmbursement for design,
field staking and construction inspection, in the total amount
of $583.99, and constriction costs, in the total amount of
$53,619.12, by the Regional Transportation commxsszon.

‘ _ Therefore, the only action required of the City of Las .
Vegas -by this- Adreement is its dpproval thereof as a participat-
ing member of the Reg;onal Transportat;on Commission.

EISCAL IMPACT
DISPOSITION
" Approved O
Disapproved '3
_Heid - O

" Statas Due: ’ ' ) b
70-210 ) . . v-D
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THIS AGREDMENT made and entered into by and between the County of Clark, a po-
‘utiéni nsubd.i.irtvsie.n of the Statas ‘of Nevada hereinafter raferred to ag “THE
_ COUNTY,*® 'ané the City of Las ZVeqag; a municipal corporaﬂon, the City of North Las

Vegas, a municipal corporation, and the City of ;le'_uge;'son. a n'unicipai corpora=-

tion.

wnms m\an: o Chapter 3 of the Kevada Revised Statutes, a project
thereunder to eanstme a =a!.’.1.c .control device at the Lntemction of Marzyland
: rarkway ana Unimriey Road, being locate:l within the COUNTY, which said Froject
consigts of _mde:qromd ecndu.it,v elgczzical supply gystemg, and ua!.’.ic .control
appa:a:us was approved by the Regional Street and Highway Conmission. This
project also includes the replacement of ali ctt-site inprovesents aisturbed by

the necessary reconstruction, with the exception of utilities.

vmms. campletion of the project and final disbursement of emds'by the
Regional suec: and Bs.ghvay camuss:.on now :equir.e an. aeecunung of all expendi-

tufes .’.er ma project. .
WITNESSETH.
NOW THEREFORE, it is mutually understood and agreed as follows:

1. All emginesring and ‘design and all field staking taqethe.—. with construce
tion mpection anludinq all necegsary t.esu.nq to ensure campliance with
specifications .’.or this pzeject has been cmpleted by the "“COUNTY" and _
‘r_ei.nhu‘:sed'by the Regional Street and Highway Conmission at a total cost
of $583.59. | ' |

2.‘,_ ‘me cont:ac: for this . ptojec: has been let by the 'com after duly
' adver:ising for l:ids in ‘accordance with law. The -a:uzd °£ the contract
was made on.l.y after the apptwal of the Regiom.!. Street and H.i.ghvay Con=
n.issinp and ':he QUNTY. Actual cansgzuc:iou»ot this prejg:t wag by
_private contractor and the cost of conatruction wag paid by the Raqiqm
St:m and Mqhyay'.‘cm_uq‘.s'sian - funda dh'ec:vlvy to the  centractor upon

_ Vtihl‘_s,l"u,ng ef - estimates prepaz;d. by thﬁ ' "COUNTY". The total amount of

' cénstrwc_tieh_cest ter this §rdjec: totalled $53,619.12.
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* 3. Pollowing completion, the COUNTY shall maintaian this project ia such ﬂO"‘
L9 R

manner o protect the improvements. The use of this maintenance shall be

borne by the “COUNTY™.

MELVIN R. WHIPPLE
Deputy District Attorney

CLARR
Date of Commission Action:

September 21, 1982 - By:

.MANUEL CORTEZ, Chairman

ATTEST:

CITY OF HENDERSON

Date of Council Action:

November 8, 1982

_ ATTEST:

fooiLnd

MONOCERBRINK, City Clerk, CMC

CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS

Date of Couneil Action:

HOueshaz 1, 1882 : 2
JAMES « Mayor

MZ-/ »/&,zzm

ESTHER BORDEN, City Clerk

Date of Commission Action:

November 3, 1982

&/Q_%

CAROL ANN HAWLEY, City cl
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AGENDA DOCUMENT ATIO -

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3 1982

TO:
The Board of Catv Commuss:oners

FROM:

‘ SUBJEcTi"

CooperetLVe Agreement No. 10l =< Traffic CQntrol Devxce - Intersection
of Maryland Parkway and’ ‘Harmon Avenue

' PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Régzobal Transportation Commission. Cooperative Agreement

' No. 101 provides .for the installation of a traffic control

" deévice at the 'intersection of Maryland Parkway and-Harmon Avenue.

Since this prdject lies wholly within the unincorporated area

_of Clark County, it wzll be.administered and paid for exclusively

by the County, subject: 'to reimbursement for design, field staking
and construction inspection, in the total amount of $3,030.29,
and construction costs, in the total -amount of $79,148.00, by

the Reglonal Transportation CQmmLsSLOn.~

Therefore, the only action required of the City of Las
Vegas by this’ Agreement is its approval thereof as a partxcxpat—
ing member of the Regional Transportatzon Commission.

- RECOMMENDATIONS -

DISPOSITION

© Approved . T .
Disapproved T
Held 2 .
Statﬂs Due

T 7o—!-|ﬂ
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0052
TN [y,

_ THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into by and between the County of Clark, a poli-
tical subdivision of the State of Nevada hereinafter referred to as "THE COUNTY," and
, the City of Las Vegas, a municipal ea_tpbnu.on," the City of North lLas Vegas, a mwni-

_,ci.pal eoqfo:aﬁ.ou, and the City of Henderson, a municipal e’o:pev:agion.

wm:ms. pursuant to ,mpu:' 573' of :he Nevada mis@d s:i:uzes. a project
f.he:eundnz to construct a t:at:ic. ‘control davice a"tv the intersection of w.rylud
Parkway and Harmon Avenue, being located within the CoUNTE?, which said project
consists of underground conduit, electrical supply systems, and traffic control
apparatus was upp:md by the Regional sﬁreet and_uighway Commigsion. This project
also includes the replacement of all off-site improvements disturbed by the necessaiy

:econstruéuon. with the ci:cept:.on of utilities.

WHEREAS, completicn of the project and final disbursement of funds by the
Regional Transportation wésidu now reqnire‘u“iceoimtmg' of .all Mwu for
. said project. ‘

WITNESSETH

NOW THEREPORE, it is mutually understood and agreed as £Hllows: -

1. All engineering and design and all ti.é;d staking together with comstruction
" inspmction including all necessary testi‘.'r-xq'btn. ensure compliance with speci-
ti.eau.oﬁ for this project has been completed by tha "COUNTY" and reimbursed

: by the Regional 'rrmpézudon Cemmission at & total cost of 33>,030.29

2. The contract for this project has been let by the "COUNTY' after duly adver-
tising térbida in accordance with hv.v-"'me ;xward of the contract vas made
only attet the approval of :he.aeqi_nn’al Trangportation Commission and the
' COUNTY. Act'.ml construction of this ;ro‘jec:g was by private contractor and
the cost of construction was pm by the »MLonai:'Trampm:icn. Conmission

funds directly o the:'eontr_a::ar upon !Lx.xia'ﬁir‘ag of estimates prepared by the
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. "COUNTY*. The total amount of construction cest for this project totalled

3.79,148-00

3. Pollowing completion, the COUNTY shall maintain this project in suwch a
manner to protect the mprwenints. The use of this majintenance shzall de .

borne by the “COUNTY®.
APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY:

[ L

Deputy Distzict Attorney

Date of Commission Action:

Septenber 21, 1982

ATIEST:

BOWMAN, Oounty Clerk

Date of Council Action:

Nw?_g;er 8, 1982

pate of Council Act.iom

November 3, 1982

ESTHER BORDEN, City cClark

Date of Commission Action:

November 3, 1982

ez

CAROL ANN HAWLEY, City CYrk
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.-GEO?GE.F..OGILVIE -,CITY”ATTORNEY (cont.)

- Oty o Las Vegus

‘BOARD OP CITY COMMISSIONERS
CO“MIMON CHAMBBRS * 400 Rm STEWART AVENUE

PHONI 3‘“0! L]

ACO““““*Pan°U°“ _

Supp]ementa] Cooperative Agreement No 6a‘
covers the construction of Bruce Street
between Owens Avenue and Lake Mead Boulevard

APPROVED
See Pg. 19,

Item C

Supplemental Cooperative Agreement No.: 19b.
covers the construction of Charleston
Boulevard between Twenty-f1fth Street and
Ne]11s Bou]evard

PPROVED
See Pg. 19, Item C

Supp]ementa] Cooperat1ve Agreement No. 63a
covers the construction of Valley View

- 'Boulevard between Charleston Boulevard and
- Fremont Expressway, and Alta Drive between
* Valley View Boulevard and Campbell Drive.

APPROVED

See Pg. 19, Item C

I. Supplemental Cooperat1ve Agreement: No 87d
covers the construction of Jones Boulevard
between Spring Mountain Road and West
Charleston Bou]evard

APPROVED

See Pg, 19, Item C

.. Amendment to Engineering Service Agreement
Between The City of Las Vegas and Sea-Las
Vegas, Inc. .

Christensen -
APPROVED Amendment
subject to City
Attorney approving
surety documents

"Resolution: pertaining to the grant1ng
‘of a franchise to Central Te]ephone
Company

prior to Mayor signj
Unanimous

Item K
Christensen -
Resolution ADOPTED.

Unanimous

10

B SN

by tee

Page 19

November 3; 1982

quvunentA;ﬁon

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed'

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

ng.
Staff to proceed -

Charles Anderson’
and Chuck King
appeared on behalf
of Central
Telephone.




- CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

Cy 4 LeaVeges
AGENDA DOCUMENT ATION

To. , FROM: '
The Bj:ard of Cit_v Comniissioners ’

NOES

Date: _Oct. 29, 1982

SUBJECT:  Regional Transportation Commission Supplemental Cooperative
. Agreement No. 6a == Bruce Street between Owens. Avenue and Lake
. a ' :
PURPOSE/BACKGﬂOUND

-In December of 1967, the participating members of the
Regional Transportatzon Commission approved and executed a
cooperative agreement for the construction of Bruce Street
between Owens Avenue and Lake Mead Boulevard. Since this pro-
ject lies wholly within thé corporate boundaries of the City
of North Las Vegas, it was agreed that it would be administered
and paid for by that CLty, subject to reimbursement from the
Regional Transportatxon Commission.

Reevaluatxon of the pro,ect reveals that certain costs
inherent therein have increased and, accordingly, the financial.
commitments relat‘ve to the costs of soil testing, englneerlng

fservxces and rxght—of-way acquisition provxded for in said
agreement now requxre adjustment.

) * The Supp;emental Cocperatlve Agreement before you increases
the amount of the soil testing and engineering .costs to which
the City of North Las Vegas is entitled to reimbursement from
the’ Reglonal Transportation Commission to a total of $25,394.22
and increases the amouat of-the expenses for rxght—of—way draw-
ings, descr;ptlons and appraisals- to which the City of North

. . . ' Las Vegas is entitled to reimbursement from the Regional Trans-
) portation Commission. to a total of $24,074.15.

AL IMP
None
M Ti
It is recommended that Regxonal Transportatxon Lommxssxon
Supplemental Cooperative Agreement No. 6a. be approved and
that the Mayor be authorized to execute the same on behalf
of the City of Las Vegas. .
DISPOSITION |
Approved a
Disapproved . C
Held .c
Stams Due

10 *310

V-F
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'rn:s mm“‘ude and euie:ed into by and i:e‘aueen the County of Clark, a
ponucal snbd.ivisicn hereinatee: caned 'm comm, -and the City of scn:hmn.
a micipal eorp:au.on. the City of North las Veqas. .a monicipal corptatinm

»“and :he cazy ‘of | l’.u vegas, ‘a miclpal corporauon.

WHEREAS, pn:"suint to Chapter 373 ,x‘eva@ Revised Statutes, a project thage-
under to p‘uzchm' ::Lght-‘ot-way and o design and construst roadway improvements

.toz Bruce- Street’ heman m Avam and I.nka nud mlevard being loeated

vhouy vithin r_ha ctty at North m voqas, hu boex; approved bg the Regional

'r:mpomuon cumi_ss;nm aad

mms. p'ur.sunne the:m. during Decmbe:, 19867, a coope:atin N;:ecnent was
' entered Lntehemmmtyotcutk. :hec&tyut;’.asVsqas. thactt:yot

" North Las Veqas. and 'the c.i.ty o! mgmm and

m:ms, rmumeioa of :ha mjec: and recent financial conditions az the

'pa.tu.cipnu.ng mrwnl eaﬂ.f.iu hu shown t!ut nnancul m&wu ot sam ‘

entities to the project now :qn.tre adquﬂunt- .
WITNESSETH

NOW, ’mmoasv.b in consideration of the. covenants, conditions, agreements,
and p:on.tm of the parties hereto, it is mutually understood and agrees as

follows:

1. ‘The first paragraph of Section 1 6: the Agreement shall be chanqed 0

,t“ $

1. Al p:elminn'y cngineetinq and desiga uo:k for :he madvay portion
ot t.he project shall be pa:tomd by the City of North Las- Vegas,.
and all costs !or same shall be teimbursed by the Rzgional ‘Trans-

por:au.on_ c,misiaiou ot Clark c:m)ty‘ not to gu_:eed $25,393.22
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- 2+ The first praqraph et Section 2 of the agremnt shall be changed 6}0 A'f’

v gé
. read:
'2. The city of North Las Vcgas shall prepare: the necessary right=of-way
drawings and descriptions of the right~of-way required for this
project, obtain the appraisals and acguire all right-of-way at a cost

to the Regional rtmpmiibn Conmission not to exceed $24,074.1S.

' ap#hovz_o AS 70 L2GALITY:
FELVIN R. WHIPPLZ —
Deputy District At:ornay

‘Date of Commission Action:
*. September 21, 1982

ATTEST:

A BOWMAN, County Clerk

Date of Council Action: : .

November 8, 1?82

, City Clerk , CNC

Date of cpmqn_bmion:

November 3, 1982

ESTHER EORDEN, c.:y Clerk

.Date of Commission Action:

. _November 3, 1982

wacz,%

CAROL HAWLEY, ‘City Clerk
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ity of LuViegus S - 006¢
AGENDA DOCUMENTATI —

1 Oate:

TO: , FROM:
The Board of City Cormmssaoners | CITY B
'SUBUECTZ : Regidnal'TrAnSpértation Commission Supplemental Cooperative

Agreement No. 1%b == Charleston Boulevard Between 25th Street
RGNk =B O TN . .
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND -

In August of 1969, the participating members of the
Regicnal Transportation Commission approved and executed a
Coopérative Agreement for the construction of Charleston
Boulevard between 25th Street and Nellis Boulevard. Since
the project lies partially within the City of Las Vegas and
partially within the unincorporated area of Clark County, the
City and the County agreed that it would be adminigstered and
paid for by Clark County, subject to.reimbursement by the
Regiohal Transportation Commission. The original agreement
was.subsequently amended in September of 1973.

. The original agreement required the County to contract

L : . . with a consulting. engxneer to provide all necessary surveys,
’ ) soil testing and engineering to design -the project, for which

- the Regional Transportation Commisgion would reimburse the

Cournty not to exceed 8% of the actual construction cost, and

that such consulting engineer was also to perform the field

stak;ng for the construction £or a cost not to.exceed 7% of

the actual construction cost. The Supplemental:; Ccope:atlve
Agreement before you provides for reimbursement tc the County

for all of thzs work in the fixed amount of $512,198.21.

RECOMMENDAT!

DISPOSITION .
Approved
Disapproved .
Héld

Statas Due:. . = o ] : V=G
78310 . .

0o
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~  AGENDA DOCUMENTATION [ ————
TO: . by / s

The Boaro of City Commis;ionen

SUBJECT: ° Reglonal Transportation Commissiorn Supplemental Cooperative
. Agreement No. 19b -- Charleston Boulevard Between 25th Street

- PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

In August of 1969, the participating members of the
Regional Transportation Commission approved and executed a
Cooperative Agreement for the construction of Charleston
Boulevard between 25th. Street and Nellis Boulevard. Since
the project lies partially within the City of Las Vegas. and

. partially within the unincorporated area of Clark County, the
.City and the County agreed that it would be administered and °
paid for by Clark County, subject to reimbursement by the
Regional Transportation CommiSsion.  The original "agreement
was subsequently amended in September of 1973.

The or;gxnal .agreement requlred the County to contract
with a consulting engxneer to provide all necessary surveys,

" soil -testing and engineering to design the project, for which
the Reglonal Transportat;on Commission ‘would reimburse the
County not to exceed 8% of the actual construction ¢ost, and
that such consulting engineer was also to perform the field
staking for the construction for a cost not to exceed- 7% of
the actual construction cost. The Supplemental Cdoperative
Agreement before you provides for reimbursement to the County’
for all of this work in the fixed amount of $512,198.21.

"EiSt PACT

o] MM

DISPOSITION
Approved
" Disapproved
Held .

ooon

States Due: ’ . . V-G
7830 : '
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SUPPLEMENTAL COOPERATIVE mmm

THIS m xude .and entered Lnuo by and betweon the County oz clatk. a pu-'
ticul. subuvuion hereinafter called ™THE cz:um, and the city of las vgqu. a
. mte;pu. corporation hareiwtet‘ulled “THE CITY", the City of North Las Vegas, a

municipal corporation, and the City of Henderson, a municipal corporation.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 373 of the Nevada Revised Statutes, A’groaace there-
under improve mtleseon Bcnlevatd between Mn:y-?i!th St:eet and ‘Nellis mu.le-
vard being located partially within the CITY and pa:u.ally within the COUNTY, has
been apptmd by the . Regioxul Street and m.ghway Mshn. vhich said improvement
ceuists of _excavation. bage eon:ses. median stz'ips, asphaltic concrete paving,
dm stn‘;etnres to protect the construction and to provide four travel lanes.

This project d.so o include the acqusiﬂ.on of the necessary right-~of-way and the

-:eplaéaeut of all off-site improvements disturbed by ' ‘;!'y T truction, with

the exception of umilities.

WHEREAS, mmt_ thereto, during August, 1969, a cqépezauve Agreement was en=
tered into, and during September, 1973, a Suppine'n:al Cooperative meeneut was
ente:er.l ineo haevoen the County of Clark, the City of Las Vegas, the City of mrth

Zas Veqas. and the c!.ty of Bendemm and

WHEREAS, reesvaluation of the prcje’é: and recent financial eondi:ioﬁs of the par-
tictpaunq qavermnt enu.ties has shown t.hat financial commitments of said entities

to the ptoject now: zequ.tre adjustment.
WITHESSETEH

Now, 'm'r:mm, in consideration of the covenants, cbndi::.ons. agreements, and

p:oauu of the parucs hereto, it 13 n\xzully understood and agreed that:
1. Section 1 of the cnopeziuve Agreemant shall be ;huz’f;ed to read:

1. All necessary surveys, soil testing and design of this project together

with field staking and construction inspection including all necessary |
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teetl.ng ts engure compliance \d.th ?.he spcu:l.eaunnu mpleeed ‘after
the ‘date of m: Aq:eenan:_ shall be paid ‘from neg:l.ond.v Stzect and Righ-

-way Commigsion funda not to exceed the amount of 3511.198';21.

2. Section 7 of the Cooperative A'greuént"e!nll be deleted in its euute_gy.

umasromnm:

' l’:f':‘:‘%@

Deputy District Attorney

Date of Qanisszon Act.i.on:

%uber 21, 1982 :

. Date of Tommigsion Action:

‘Date o!&mcil Action:

November 8, 1982

pats of Council’ Action:

er °é2

S //;’LZM

Esrm BORDEN, City clezk

WILLIAM H. BRIARE, Mayor

(]
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tMV‘-SM

Qct. 29, 1

0072

982

TO: FROM: ' 3
The Board of City Commissioners . ol ®
. CITY JATTO.
SUBJECT: Regional Transportatlon Commission Supplemental Cooperative Agreement

No. 63a =- Valley View Boulevard Between Charleston BOulevard a

nd

In July of 1977, the participating members of the
Regional Transportation Commission approved and executed a
Cooperative Agreement for the construction of Valley View
Boulevard between Charleston Boulevard and the Oran K. Gragson
Highway and the construction of Alta Drive from Valley View
Boulevard to Campbell Drive. Since the project lies wholly
within the City of Las Vegas, it was agreed that it would be
administered and paid for by the City, subject to reimburse-
ment by the Regional Transportation Commission.

The original agreement required the City to provide all
necessary surveys, soil  testing and engineering to design the
project, for which the Regional Transportation Commission would
reimburse the City not to exceed 6% of the actual construction
cost, and that such consulting engineer was also to perform
the field staking for the construction for a cost not to exceed
6% of the actual construction cost. The Supplemental Coopera-
tive Agreement before you provides for reimbursement to the
City for all of this work in the fixed amount of $54,505.52.

R M ATION!

RISPOSITION
Approved

Disapproved

Heid

Statas Due:

79-3-10

0ooo
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#63a -

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into by and between the County of Clark, a po=

litical suhd.tvuton he:s.tu!ta: called “THE cnum, and the c.i.ty ot Las Vegas, a

" sunieipal eo:pouuon here.tna!tez referred to as "rnz c:'rr" :he city of uo:th Las

' Vegas, n mieipal eotporaucn, and the ct:y of Henderson, a miel.pal cotpon-

tion. '

WHEREAS pursunt eo Chaptax 373 of the llevada Revised Statutes, a ptojece

thereunder to construct v;lzay Vicv acalm:d bcm charlueon Boulevard and

Premont zxptesmy. ud Ju.ta Drive hamoa ‘Valley . viev Boulevard and mpbeu
D:ive, hd.nq located uhe.uy within the CITY, has hen apptmd by the mgl.enal

Street and Highway Cu!'nlssio’n, vhieh said project consists ot‘ excavation, base

course, mt;= ‘concrete paving, traffic control t;'vicgé', drainage structures to

protect the canait:nc:m and to provide four travel lanes. This project also in-
elude the repucmnt of all ott-sita myrovmnts dis:u:bed by necessary recon=

struction, ws.r.u the ezeep:ien of utilities.

mms. pu:auant :he:m. -&uring July., t977," a Cooperative Agreemsnt was
emx-ed j.azo hatmn tha County of cla:k, the City ot Las Vans. the C!.ty of North

Las vms, and the city of Henderson; and

wnmas. zemluauou ot the ‘project a.nd recent ummu conditions of the
pm;l.cipaunq gove:mat enuues lus shown t.hat zimc.tal m&mnu of sgaid

entities to u:e ptcjeet now regquire adjustment.

'h'irnnzssz-r g

uow. mmoaz, in consideration of the covemmcs. conditions, agreements, and

pruuses of  the par:ies heze:o. it 1: autua].ly understood and agreed that:

1. Section 1 of the Aqt;dmn: "shall be changed to read:

1. All preliminary engineering and @siqn up'rk completed after the date .

" of this agreement, and all field staking together with censtruction

inspection including all necessary testing to ensure campliance with

007

2
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S B opcciucaeioua for this prujee: shall be per!omd by the l::u. au {} O

.
e

thea

™~
{
costs for perfoming such servicas shcll "be re.i.mburaed by the

Regional Transportation _cgantsa;on of clark County not to exceed

$34,505.52.

‘2. - Section 5 of the Agreemsnt shall be daleted in its eugaioty.

APPROVED AS. TO LEGALITY:

Ui £ Vtigle

- MELVIN R. VHIPFLE .
- Deputy District Attorncy

bnﬁg ‘of Connissiog Action:

" September 21, 1982 . . - By: & . '
) Co . MANUEL mnm. ch.u.mn

nat.o al! Ccmxc:u. mi.am

" _Nevember 8, 19_2

'-A'!!'Zﬂ':

NBRINK, City Clerk . CMC
' CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS

Lz

+ ‘Mayor

Daté. of Council Action:

oy _

,ZS!BER DWEN. City Clerk -

" pate of Commission Action: ) , .
. November 3, 1982 : '

HII.LIAH z. mnz. ‘Mayor

© ATTEST:

CAROL' ANN HAWLEY, City CLerW‘
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%#MV% - 0075

AGENDA DOCLJMENTATION °=e' oct. 29, 1982

TO: .
The Board of City Commumomm B

SUBJECT: Reqzonal Transportatxon Ccmmzss;on Supplemental Cooperative Aqteement
No. 874 -- Jones Boulevatd between Sprxng Mountaxn Road and -
vard

e Charleston _Eoulays
PUFIPOSE/BACKGHOUND o -

In January of 1981, the participating members of the
Regional Transportation Commission approved.and executed a
cooperative agreement for the construction of Jones Boulevard
between Spring Mountain Road and Charleston Boulevard. Since
this project lies partially within the corporate:boundaries
of the City of Las Vegas '‘and partially within the unincorporated
area of Clark County, it was agreed that it would be adminigtered
and paid for by the CCuntyk.subject-to reimbursement from the
Regional Transportation Commission. The original agreement
was subsequently amended in March of 1981. and aqazn in June
of 1981, and in: November of l98l.

Reevaluatzon of the progect reveals that certain costs
inherent theréin have: ‘ncreased and, accordingly, the financial
commitments relative- ‘to.the right-of-way acquisition costs.
provided for in said aqreement, as amended, now. require adjust-
‘ment. -

The,Supplemental.quperative~Aqreement before you increases
-the amount of the rxght-cf-way acquisition costs to which the
City of Las.Vegas is éntitled to reimbursement from the .Regiocnal
Transportation Commission to a total of $137,450.00 and the
amount of the r;qht-of-way acquisition costs to which Clark
County is entitled to reimbursement from the Regional Trans-
portation Commission to & total of $586,940.

EISCAL IMPA

None

' RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that Regional Transportatzon Commission
Supplemental- Coocperative Aqreement No. 874 be approved and
~that the Mayor be authorized to execute the same. on behalf
of the Cxty of Las Vegas.

DISPOSITION
. Approved
Disapproved
Held

0o

Staﬁns Due:
79-310 ' . ’ ] : ’ ) V-I
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#874

SUPPLEMENTAL COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT

'm:l:smamude and entered into by and hem thoconntyot Clazk, epu-
tical  subdivision he:aina!te: cd.led “THE epcm. nnd the c:.ty -of aaademu. a
nunici.pal enrpraunn. the cl.ty o! Nbrt.h Las Veqla. a mtes.pnl cotpozaunn. and the

‘cd.ty oz Las Vegaa a micipcl oo:po:atinn. hazemu:e: referred to as “THE CITY®.

WHEREAS, émunc“u Chaptq: 3ﬁ_o! .the Nevada Revised Statutes, a prbjec: there~
under to ‘purchase righc-c!-way and to design and censttuct roadway improvements for
: Jones mulevard hemen s;rs.ng !bnntam Road ‘and West Charleston Boulavard being

1ocated part.ully \d.thin the crrr And pnrtially \d.:hu the coom'!: and

WHEREAS, pursuant theretb. duz'iug'aammzy, 1981. a Cooperative Agreement, and

-during March, 1981, June, 1981 and November, - 1981, Supplemental ,CDo;'n:ativ‘e_ Agree~

.mnu 'vgré entered ué‘bqﬁmen the Csunty of clail:, v.ha c;ty of Las Vegas, tha City

A;"ot North Las Vegas, and the city,of‘nend‘:mnr and
ms. resvaluation of the p:cjeet and recent timnci.al eondiunns ot the par-
ticipaunq gvemene enuues has shotu thae tinancial ecnn.imnu of said entities

‘te the pzojec: now’ requ.tze adjusmne.

WI‘TNESSET!

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants, conditions, agreements, and
pmi.ses 'qt the pa-rties hereto, it is mutually wmderstood and 4uq_teed that:

1. The :hud paraqzaph of section 3 of the cneperaei.ve Agreement shall be

chanqed o .read: oo

‘3. The CITY shall acguire the necass#zy .right~of-way of that rortion of
said project within the Las v'eqa; City limitg, and the COUNTY shall ac-
qn;.;—e".he necesgsary riqht-ot-‘vay of that poé:ion §£ said project within
the COUNTY ’J.u;in.’ The Rﬁgio@ Transportation Commission will reim-
burse the City »obt m"_vzgas up o $137,450 for the purchase of the

Tight-of-way. plus total expenses snm:eﬁ not to exceed $4,800. The

(5=

e’
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R A o S 0077
e ' Regional ‘!ranspor:nucn Commission sha.l). reimburse the - mum up o
$586,940 for the purchase of rtght-ot-uy ‘within :ha mmm' plus total

expensea anurred not 0 exceed $23, ooo.

APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY:

- Ny RN
"MELVIN R. WHIP! )
Deputy District A:totney

pate of n:nnuaton Ac:lnn:

s_w 21, 1932 —

ATTEST:

" BOWMAN, County Clerk

. Dats pf Council Actiong

November 8, 1982

ATTEST:

BRINK, City Clerk, CMC -

Date of cnncil Action:

poabar 3. 1887

* ESTHER BORDEN, City Clerk

Date of Commission Action:

_November 3, 1982 / o
S WILLIAM M. BRIARE, Mayor

ATTEST:

~
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% of Luabiegas
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION e

- TO: FROM: Robert S. Sylvain
. The Board of Cltv Commissioners ) ' Deputy City Attorney

007Y

SUB-‘“ECT Am:NDm'r TO ENGINEERING SERVICE AGREEMENT BETWEEN
: THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS AND SEA-LAS VEGAS, INC.

: PURPOSEIBACKGROUND

..On September 15, 1982 the City of Las Veqas and SEA-las Vegas,
“Inc. entered into an agreement for. various engineering services
in connection with the repair and reconstruction of Stewart
Avenue. ‘As a condition of the granting of that agreement;
the City of Las Vegas has requlred extensive insurance coverage
against negligent errors and omigsions which might be committed
by the Consultant in the design or supervxsion of the project.
"As part. of that agreement, the insurance carrier providing
coverage to the Consultant was to provide an Exhibit "A" to the
agreement reflectxng wvarious refunding or relmbursement rates
in effect in the event the City of Las Vegas elected’ to decrease
or increase the perxod of coverage.

~ However, subsequent to approval of the agreement by the City
Commission, the City was informed that because of the complexity
of the coverage desired by the City, the representative of the
insurance company was unable to prepare a proper Exhibit "A".
Thus, in lieu of Exhibit "A", the representative has requested
that the attached Amendment be adopted as part of the agreement.

All other provisions of the agreement except for those pertalnan
to professional llabllxty insurance remain unaffected by this
-amendment.

. RECOMMENDAT

Thxs offxce ‘has reviewed the prcposed amendment and. recommends
the adoption thereof.

. DISPOSITION -

_ Approved a
Disapproved C°
Held 3
Statas Due:

79-2-10. 7 . ; vV -7
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AMENDMENT

This document executed by and between the CITY OF
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA and SEA-LAS VEGAS, INC. for the purpose of
amending portions of a prior agreement executed between the
aforementzcned parties. :

WITNESSETEH:

WHEREAS, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS. .NEVADA and SEA-LAS
VEGAS, INC. entered intoc an Agreement dated September 1s,
1982 providing for the furnzsh;ng of engineering services in
connection with the repazr and reconstruction of Stewart
Avenue; and, .

WHEREAS, subsequen: to the execution of said Agreement
the part;es thereto deszre to amend portxcns thereof.

- NOW, THEREFORE, in cons;deration of the aforegoing,
the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA and SEA~LAS VEGAS, INC. hereby
agree to the follcw;ng. E .

1.. Subsecticn 2 of Sectich II of the Agreement dated
. September 15, 1982 'is hereby deleted in its entirety
and the rcllawxng prévision inserted in lieu thereof:

2. Reimbursement: In ccnsxderatxcn of the insurance
" coverage to bé obtained by the CONSULTANT in accor-
dance with the provisions of Section VII.l.(c) of
this Agreement, the parties hereto agree to the
follow;ng terms.

(a) For the Lnsurance coverage required under
Section VII.1l.(c) (1), the CITY OF LAS VEGAS
‘agrees to reimburse the CONSULTANT for the
cost of coverage in excess of One Million Dollars
(s1,000, 000). Said reimbursement shall be due

“and payable in the following manner:

(1) Twelve Thousand Qne Hundred and Sixty
Seven Dollars ($12,167) as of the commence-
ment date of this Agreement;

(2) Twelve Thousand One Hundred and Sixty
Seven Dollars ($12,167) one (1) year after
the commencement date of thzs Agreement; and

(3) Four Thcusand Six Hundred and SzxtY Six
Dollars ($4,666) two (2) years after the
commencament date of this Agreement.

(b) 1If, in ac~ardance with Section VII.1. (c)(2)

“of this Ag*eement, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS requires
an extension in the estimated project perlod for
an additional two (2) years, or any portion
thereof, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS agrees to reim-
burse the CONSULTANT for the cost of coverage,
to-wit: Three Thousand $ix Hundred Fifty Dellars
($3,630) for-one (1) additicnal vear or Seven
Thousand Three Hundred Dollars (§7, 300) for two
(2) vears to be due and payable within three (3)
years Zrom the commencement date of this Agreement.
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{(e) 1If, in accordance with Section VII.l.(ec)(2) of

-~ this Agreement, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS requires
an extension of the discovery period for an

- additional two (2) vears, or any portion thereof,
the CITY OF LAS VEGAS agrees.to reimburse the
CONSULTANT for the cost of coverage, to-wit:
.Three Thousand Six Hundred Fifty Dollars
($3,650) for one (1) additional year or Seven
‘Thousand Three Huadred Dollars (§7,300) for
two (2) years to be due and payable within three
(3) years from the commencement date of this.
Agreement. .

(d) - 1I£, subseguent to the comnlet;on of the Project,
it is determ;ned ‘that the actual construction
value of the Projeét exceeds, or is less than,

. the construction value estimated at the outset

- of this Agreement of Five Million Dellars
($5,000,000), then the anp:onriate reimpursement
shall be made by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS to the
CONSULTANT in the event of an increase from the
estimated construction value based on a rate of
Seven Dollars and Thirty Cents ($7.30) per One
Thousand Dollars ($1,000) of additional construc-
tion value, or the appropriate refund shall be
made. by the CONSULTANT to .the CITY OF LAS VEGAS
in the event of a decrease frem the estimated
-eonstruction value based on a rate of Seven: Dolla:s
and Thirty Cents ($7.30) per One Thousand Dollars
($1,000) of decrease in constructlon value, which-
ever. may be the case.

2. Subsectxon l.(c) of section VII of that Agreement dated
September 15, 1982 is hereby deleted in i*s entx:ety
and the following provision inserted in lieu thereof

(c) Professional Liability Insurance:

(1) As of the effective date of this Agreement,

‘ the CONSULTANT shall have in force and
effect a Professional LiabilityrInsurance'
Policy with a policy limit of Five Million
Dollars (S5,000,000), a policy period commencing
with the effective date of this Agreement and
ending on the date that the completed Project
is accepted by the CITY OF LaS VEGAS and a
two (2) year discovery period to commence
immediately upon acceptance of the completed
Project by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS. It is )
understood by the parties hereto that the premium
for.said Professional Liability Insurance Policy:

. shall be based on (i) an estimated construction

value of Five Million Dollars ($5,000,000)
and (ii) an estimated Project duration of
three (3) years. Reimbursement for the
coverage required herein shall be according
to the provisicns of Section 1I.2.(a) of
this Agreement.

(2)° At any time within three (2) years from the
commencement date of this Ag:eement. the
CITY OF LAS VEGAS may recuire (i) an extension
in the estimated P:ogec: period for an
additional two (2) vyears, or any portion

(3]
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thereof, and/or (11) an extenszcn cf the
discovery period for an additional two (2)
years, Or aiy portion therecf. . Reimbursement
for such additional coverage shall ‘be according
to the p:ov;sions of Section 1I.2.(b), or :
Section II.2.(e). of this Ag:eemen:, whichever

1s applxcable. -

(3) It is understoocd by the pa:ties hereto that

. with the completzcn of the Pro:ect, ‘the actual
construction value and thé actual Project
duratién may differ from the estimated
construction value and the estlmated Project
duration as stitéd above. In the' evernt of
variance, it is agreed that an adjustment
will be made in the premium ageording to the
provisions of Section II.2.(d),. or Section
I1.2.(e) of this Agreement, whlchever is
.applzcable. ’

. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Amendment is he'eby executed
as of the. 3rd day of Novenber, 1982.

_CITY .OF LAS VEGAS. NEVADA
a Munzcipal Corporation

ATTEST:

",CHARD“W ARDEV President
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. To FROM:
. The Board of City Commissioners

SUBJECT: ) ) )
Resolutxon Pertalnlgg to the Grantlng of a Franchise to Central

‘Telephone Company.
PURPOSE/BACKGRQUND

) In February of 1929, the City of Las Vegas issued a
permit to the predecessor of Central Telephone Company which
allowed the telephone company to install, maintain and use
a telephonic communications system in and along the City's
'publzc right-of-way. . This permit has expzred ‘and ‘representa-

. tives 'of this office have been engaged in negotiations with
representatives of Central Telephone Company for over a year

. with respect to the terms of a renewal of Centel's franchise.
These negotiations have culminated: in the attached proposed
‘Franchise Agréement whiéh renews Centel's franchise on a

. non=exclusive basis for a period of 50 years and for which
this office recommends approval by the Board of Commissioners.

In order to do so, however, Section 7.040 of the Las Vegas

City Charter requires that the Board of Commissioners must first

~adopt a. Resolutlon which sets forth the name of the applicant,
the purpose, character, term and conditions of the proposed

- franchise. ' 'Attached is. the proposed” Resolution to be adopted

" by the Board if it desires to renew the franchise for the con-

- tinued installation, operation and maintenance of telephonic
communlcatxons equlpment by Centel.

The Resolutxon incorporates by reference the proposed
Franchlse Agreement between the City and Centel and states
- that 'a copy is available for inspection by the public at the
city Clerk's office. It also sets a publzc hearzﬁg with
respect to the approval of ‘the Franchise Agreement as proposed
for 2 00 p.m. on Wednesday, November 17, 1982.

If this Resolution is adopted by the Board, it will be
published at least twice in a newspaper of general circulation
within the City ptio: to the date of the public hearing.

FISCAL IMPACT

R MM T

Adoption of the proposed Resolution is recommended.

" QISPOSITION

Approved _' a
Disapproved 3
Heid c
Statds_oue: .

79319 . - < . ' : v=-K
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‘various users’ withzn the corporate lxmits of the said City; and

COMPANY a non-exclusive franchise for a period of fifty (50)

| Section 7.040 of the Las Vegas City Char.er {Chapter 515,

i| DETERMINED AND RESOLVED, by the Board of City Commissioners of

- the City of Las Vegas, as follows: ' |

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

RESOLUTION.

WHEREAS, on February 6, 1929 the CITY OF LAS VEGAS,
NEVADA, executed a permit to the SQuthern Nevada Telephone
COmpany,'predecessor in interest of CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY,

for 1nstallation of telephonic communicatxons equipment to

WHEREAS, the aforementioned permit has expired ‘and the
parties are desirous of executing .a franchise agreement qranting
to CENTRAL TELE?SONB COMPANY the right and privilege of maintain-
ing its'existing,.or installing new, telephoniC'communicatiens
equipment within the corporate boundaries of the CITY OF LAS
VEGAS; and . ' ' . _

WHEREAS, CENTRAL TELEPHONE COM?ANY and the CITY OF LAS
VEGAS have negotzated the Franchise Agreement, attached hereto

as Exhzbit "a®, wh;ch proposes grantzng to CENTRAL TELEPHONE

years under the terms end.conditioﬁs provided therein: and
. WﬁEREAS, as a part of the orderly growth and develop-

ment of the CITY OF LAS Vzéisr there exists an increasing need
on the.pert'af various users within the.;orporate limits of
said city for_telephohic cqmﬁurications:eéuipmentf and

. WHEREAS, the purpose of the éroposed franchise agreement
between'the‘CITY OF LAS VEGAS and CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY is
to satisfy the needs of the varioue users by alloéing the‘instal4
lation and maintenance of telephonic cohmunications equipment
witkin the corporate limits of the saxd c;ty.

Now, TBEREFORE. pursuant to the requzrements of

Statutes of Nevada, 1977 as amended), IT IS HERE3Y ACKNOWLEDGED,

oo

(%
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‘,bl. That CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY submits for consideratiocn

of, and eventual execution by. the Board of City Commissioners

(-]

of the City of Las Vegas, the proposed Franchise Agreement,

a

attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and by this reference incorporated
herein as a part of this Resolution.

2. That the purnose, character of, terms, time and

S

~\

conditions of the proposed Franchise Agreement which the CITY CF

()

LAS VEGAS proposed to grant to CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY is to

9|| install, maintain’ and use . a telephonic communication system in,
10 upon. along, across, above, over and under the public roads

11 w1thin the corporate’ boundaries of said CITY for a term of fifty
12 (50) years from and after the date of execution thereof, all as
13| is more fully set'forth‘in,the.proposedvrranchise Agreement

14 attached’as Exhibit fA; and a -copy of which is available for

. ié inspection by mehbers of the public in the Office of the City

16l clerk of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada.
l 3. That a public hearing‘be, and it hereby is, set for
! . N . - . . ’
lSi November 17, 1982, in the City Cormission Chambers, City Hall
|

Complex, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, at the hour

20|! of 2:00 p.n., for the purpose of hearing aay objections or protest
=l!l made ty‘any person to the granting of a proposedbéranchise Agree-
'22|'ment to CENTRAL TEI.EPHONE COMPANY. '

23 : 4. That all interested persons shall Have, and they are

24{| heéreby given, the right 'to appear and be heard on ‘the question

25| of the advisability and desirability of granting said proposed
i ! ’ o

26| Franchise Agreement to CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY at the place,

date and hour specified for theé public hearing in paragraph 3

<:\= +his Resolution, or at any subsecuent time to which said

29;: public hearing may be adjourned.
305‘ 5. That the notice prov:oed;b?lthis Resolution is

A ?reasonably calculated to infoxm each interasted person of his or
"l . ) . °

22" ner opportunity to appear.and‘be.heard on the guestion of the o

L

i
Flesn
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grantin‘g of the proposed Franchise Agreement, and that the City
Clerk therefore be, and she hereby is, authcr:.zed, empcwered

and. directed to cause a copy of this Resolution to be published

in full in the issues of thelas Vegas Review-Journal published on

the 8th day of November | 1982, and the 12th day of
November o, 1982. ' '

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 3rd day of
November - , 1982. '

ATTEST:

2

C
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS . 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE -

ITEM.

PHONE 386-6011 -

Commission Action

VII. - BOARDS AND ,coMMrssrons-

A;t BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT
: Term exp1res 10/6/83

1.-'Appo1ntment of" one member to the
Board of Zoning Adjustment as a
result of the vacancy created by
‘the resignation of Frank Canul.

A Ty® ol

FERLY FOR

. Pearson -
mot1on to concur 1n

“ILas Vegas 89106
to fill term expiringd

ayor's appointment
of Bonnie B. Juniel,
2116 Goldhill Way,

10/6/83 was unanimoug
approved.

N08:

S \.w

November 3 1982

* Page 20

Department Ac‘tjpnl '

Clerk to notify
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("YOF LAS VEGAS o CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3 DQ.SQ
lNTER OFFICE MEMORANDUM | [ NOVEMBER3 19898

3 MAYOR WILLIAM H. BRIARE S - _ Coad R ' :
I" . COMMISSIONER RON LURIE. - : COMMISSIONER WILLIAM U. RSON
- COMMISSIONER PAUL CHRISTENSEN L : : S A '
COMMISSIONER AL LEVY ‘ ) -

RECOMMENDATION FOR APPOINTMENT TO | learow A, mmiey
ll (BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT | N

= 1 would 1ike to recommend Mrs. Bonnie B. Juniel, 2116 Goldhill Way, Las Vegas 89106
l (648 4871), be cons1dered for appomtment to the Board of Zomng Adgustment :

’ Your cons1derat1on of Mrs Jume1 wou]d be apprec1ated

pa} .

i
'
I
'
'
:
'
L

6717
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Vegas

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 SAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

|vrIt. ~ew Bmis To BE REFERRED TO A STUDY

m'ITEEORREXIIMENDINGCI]\M'ITEE

_Commission Action _

Acreage:

 Zoned:

Petitioned by:

A. Bill No. 82-63 - Annexation No: -A—s—ez ()

Property I.ocated ‘South side of Charleston

Boulevard, approximately

300 feet west of Tenaya Way |

" West Coast Hbldlngs
by: Robert V. Jones

' Approx;mately 5.6 acres

R-E (County classification)

N-U (City equivalent)

Sponsored by: Commissioner Christensen

F1rst Reading and
-Referred - ’
Christensen and Levy

Step No.:

Sponsored by:

B. Ball No. 82-64 - Specmal Tmprovement
- - District No. 437 .

~ 25-D Ordinarice Levylng

Assessments

Painted Desert Drive from the
easterly line of Lorenzi Blvd..
to a point 870 feet, more or
less easterly, thence northerly
128 feet, more or less, to the

' point of termination.

Include thé installation of .
pavement, AC pavement with fog

~ seal and prime coat over Type .
II aggregate base and Type I
' aggregate base.

Step Requirement

|First Read1ng and

Referred - .
Christensen and Levy

Page 21

Noverrber 3, 1982

Department Action -

11/8/82 Agenda
Recommending

Committee

11/8/82 Agenda
Recommending
Committee
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS . - Page 22 -
COMMISSION cunuatas +400 TAST gvzwanf AVENUE November 3, 1982
PHONE :u-«m

; 3TENl.E' e _ . o COﬂ"ﬂﬂuOﬂAACUOﬂ - Dppg1nmntncﬁof

VIII.

NEW BILLS TO BE REFERRED TO A STUDY
. COMMITTEE .OR RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE

C. 3111 No. 82-65 - Spec1a1 Improvement _ fFirst Read1ng and ]11/8/82 Agenda
D1str1ct No. 439 - - [Referred - Recommending

Chr1stensen and. Levy Committee
Step No.: 25-D 0rd1nance Levy1ng :
: . Assessments =

i' . Location: - On each side of Hammer Lane

‘-, . from the easterly line of:

T ‘ Rainbow Blvd.  to Rebecca -

: ' _ . Street from. Hammer Lane to
- o ' Ann Road; on Tina 'Lane from

z ‘ : , the easterly line of Rebecca”

I R . Street. :

" Improvements: »Inc]ude.the installation of -
. pavement and gravel shoulder.

- Sponsored by: Step Requirement

D. 'Bi11 No. 82-62 - Grants to. Central Te1ephone First Reading and 11/8/82 Agenda
- Company a non-exclusive franchise for the - . Referred - . Recommending
~installation and operation of telephonic -~~~ [Christensen and Levy Committee
communications equipment to users within
the corporate limits of the C1ty of Las Vegas

Sponsored by: City Attorney's 0ff1ce

| MORNING SESSION REGESSED AT 10:50 A.M.
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- i - BOARD OF cn'v coumssuouens v Page 23
! : coumssnon CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE o
o B PHONE '386-6011° : : ‘
" ITEM N B . R “(_;pmgnvusslqnﬂActl_on'_ - . Department Action . -

DX, 2:00P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. _ANNEXATION A-5-82 - Property 1ocated " lLevy - {Clerk to notify

~immediately southeast of the Showboat: : APPROVED motion to |and Planning to
Hotel, Casino, Bowling Center and Sports | follow recommendatiohs proceed.

Pavilion, petitioned by SHOWBOAT, INC., = |of staff and proceed

Joseph H. Kelley, President, Approx1mate1y ‘with annexation.

7.98 acres, Zoned H-2 (County class1f1ed) Motion ‘carried with No one appeared .

- “in.favor or in
c-2. (C1ty equivalent). 3??9T3.3°5tai"‘"9' opposition.

'B. VAC-16-82 - Petition of Vacation submitted |Lurie - Clerk to notify
by ROY UWE HORN and SIEGFRIED FISCHBACHER. | APPROVED as and Planning to
to vacate Rebecca Road, south of Rosada Wayjrecommended by proceed. -
for a distance of approx1mate1y 650'. - Planning Commission,

o o - | Unanimous
Planning Commission unanimously recommends ' No one appeared
APPROVAL, ‘Subject to the fo]1ow1ng : | in favor or in

cond1t1ons' g oy -opposition.

~1. A11 parce1s abutt1ng the area to be‘
. vacated are ‘to be: combined 1nto one
~ parcel. .

2. If the Order of Vacation is not
recorded within.one (1) year after: |
~ approval . by- the City Commission, or an
- extension is not granted by the
Planning Commission, then approval. will
terminate and a new. pet1t1on must be
submitted. .

. Staff Recommendationi APPROVAL
' Protests: 0  APPROVED AGENDA iTid

4 '. ,‘ .{:’\

an M By U5 B an ép aum = e e ll‘li, | Bk o
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" October 25 1982

TO: 4 FROM:  pon J. SAYLOR, AICP-
SUBJECT: ' PUBLIC HEARING AGENDA ITEMS

NDVEMBER 3 1982 CITY COMMISSION AGENDA
FUHPQSE/BACKGQOUNU

SUMMARY OF ITEMS - SEE BACKUP MATERIAL

Item A Annexatwn - A-S 82 - Showboat, Inc.
- Item B - Vacation - VAC-16-82. - Roy Uwe Horn and- Siegfmed ‘Fischbacher

‘Item C - Vacation - VAC-19-82 g City of Las Vegas Housmg_Auth_onty
Item D - Vacation - VAC-17-82 - William and Virginia Rice, Et Al
Item € - Vacation - VAC-18-82 - A'lfio‘ U. and Jilde A. Aniello

B IMP. No Funding Required

RECOMMENDATIONS See Attached

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

m
Approved
Oissonroved .
| Metg

‘Staras Oue: _____ '  | 5. ~
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To: The Board of City Commissioners . FA IX.
Re: Public Hearing-Agenda Item .
- November 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda

A, ANNEXATION i A-5-82 - SHOWBOAT, INC.

+ This is a required public hearing to annex approximately 8 acres of
land to the City that was petitioned by the Showboat Hotel. The purpose
of the hearing is. to determine if there are any protests from within
the annexation area and there will be none because the only owner is
the Showboat Hotel. No action needs to be taken at this time and the
next step of the annexation process will be to initiate ordinance -
proceedings. '

'PLAﬁqus COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

| PROTESTS: O

v
%
1

..
s
® §
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To:  The Board of City Ccmmissioners : " a ' IX.
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item
November 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda .

8. VACATION - VAC 16-82 = ROY- UWE_HORN. AND SIEGFRIED FISCHBACHER

The vacation request 1nvo1ves 3 30' half street approx1mately 650* 10ng
‘that is presently unimproved. - The petitioners: of this vacation own
the parcels.on both sides of this street and if it is vacated, their
. entire parcel has frontage on Lorenzi. to the west and Rosada Way to
the north. [t will be necessary for the.applicants. who own. several
small parcels on both sides of this street,  to combine them into
one recorded parcel if this request-is approved, otherwise, there would
be parcels which do not front-on dedicated right-of-way. The street
to be vacated was only necessary to seérve the parcels which are on it,
but since the apphcants wﬂl combme them 1nto .one parcel, the street
is not necessary

-1

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION- "APPROVAL. - Subject to all the parcels
abutting the area to be vacated to be combined into one recorded parcel.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL.
PROTESTS: 1 ‘

1
VPQ.,'Q,‘Y owaed
— —
Siegbred o [2uv \
rz:-?erf\{’ QuumeD o i
v . i

2R

Sieglriad 4 Loy o
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Vegar

BOARD OF QITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ® 400 EAST STEWART AVEN’UE

PHONE 386-6011

Commission Action

0094

November 3, 1982

Page 24

Department Action

e m e ——————ym =

IX.

c.

2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS cont.

VAC 19-82 - Petition of Vacation subm1tted
by ‘the CITY OF LAS VEGAS HOUSING AUTHORITY
to vacate 4.5' on the east side of Turbin
Street, north of Alpine Place.

Planning Commission unanimously recommends

APPROVAL, subject to the f0110w1ng
condition:

1. 1If the Order of Vacation is not
recorded within one (1) year after
approval by the City Commission, or
an extension is not granted by the
Planning Commission, then approval will
terminate and a new petition must be
submitted.

Staff Recommendation:
Protests: O

APPROVAL

‘Unanimous

VAC-17-82

- Petition of Vacation submitted
by WILLIAM and VIRGINIA RICE, ET AL to
vacate 10' portions of Gass Avenue,
generally located between 6th Street and

8th Street.

~ Planning Commission ‘unanimously recommends.

APPROVAL on the south ‘side of Gass Avenue
only, subject to the following condition:

1. If the Order of Vacation is not
recorded within one (1) year after
approval by the City Commission,.or an
extension is not granted by the
Planning Commission, then approval will
terminate and a new petition must be

© submitted. '

Staff Recommendat1on-

APPROVAL
Protests: 1

APPRCVED & ..,.E.f‘. ET.’.

ol

Lurie -

Levy -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff and
Planning Commission.

ABEYANCE with staff
directed to prepare
ordinance to reflect
a 60 ft. street on

Gass Avenue between
9th Street and Las.

Vegas Boulevard."

| Unanimous

Property. owners to
be notified.

Clerk to notify
and Planning to

‘proceed.

{ No one appeared

in favor or in
opposition.

Clerk to notify

and Planning to
proceed.

Jerry Siler and’
Ralph Purdy
appeared on

_ behalf of

Vacation.

Emily Lee, property
owner at corner

of 6th & Gass
appeared.
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To: The Board of City Commiss1oﬁers : , IX.
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item
November 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda

C. VACATION - VAC- 19-82 < CITY OF LAS VEGAS HOUSING AUTHORITY

The request by the Hous1ng Author1ty is to vacate 4 1/2 feet on the

east side of Turin Street just north of Alpine Place for a distance .

: . of approximately 600°. The street is located immediately west of the

- . N five acre site the City deeded to. the Housing Authority for the construction
: ) i ‘ of additional senior citizen units in connection with the four story

Sartini Plaza project to the east. Presently the right-of-way on Turin

Street.is 60' and if 4 1/2 feet is vacated on-'this side, and on the

west side, in the future, it will result in a 51' street which is. the

nofmal width of a local street in ap R-1 area. The area to the. west

of Turin.is all zoned R-1 and it has been the policy of the Planning

Commission and City Commission to not allow multi-family west of this

senior citizens project. If multi -family is allowed, the existing 60

of right-of-way should be maintained. on Turin Street because of the

increased traffic volume and amount of on-street parking that is normally

associated with milti- -family projects. The Planning Commission felt

its current policy of developing the R-1 area :to the west with single

family homes should remain and on this basis was receptive to reduc1ng

the wxdth of Turin. :

PLANNING CGMHISSION RECOHMENOATION APPROVAL

STAFF RECOMHENOATXON APPROVAL. - 3ased on the R-1 area west of Turin
Street be1ng developed on a single fam11y basis.

PROTESTS: O

- - ‘ ‘ }
v PN

e
| S I
!
i
i

£ —
N -
“j e
) = R
: 3 L.
I
« @l
- 2.
: @t =
- i i
; ‘ -
v - e
——— s > ng mg._____——._ —
.__\ T g | - ) e
' P < hd o
—_— ; ! . . —_— ——
. N PP 17 iegarte ge ) hhadl ] [«
Coemy | ; i ssmesmc - TS amery]
y ot ' : Lo R S
G e e : o . STemiAcaL fTows,  —1
ETITy . ! . M DRSSy X 3] e/ N

cm\ms‘?’anw—‘ﬁ‘ —f-———--awo —e

- -' - ﬁ i -7 - l-
e AT N T AT T s T T e T N SRR T AT e

~;ujl_ll

/
|
i
i
|

- .-’
R e



" CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

To:
Re:

‘The Board of City Commissioners
Public Hearing Agenda Item
November 3, 1982 C!ty Comm1ss1on Agenda

VACATION <. VAC-17-82 - HILLIAM ANO VIRGINIA RICE, ET AL

'Th1s request is’ to vacate 10° of r1ght- of-way adjacent to four separate

parcels of land on Gass Avenue between South 6th Street and South 8th
Street. Three of the parcels are on the south side of Gass.and one
is located on the north side. 'Recently a 10" strip of right-of-way

* was vacated on the south side.of Gass at 8th Street after the Master
‘Plan of Streets.and Highway$ was amended to delete Gass Avenue between

Las Vegas -Boulevard South and Charleston Boulevard. A policy needs
to:be determined now on the future width of Gass Avenue which has 80°
of right-of-way existing, except for the one 10' strip that is 140°
long that was vacated. In reviewing the projected traffic volumes on
this segment of Gass Avenue, it is felt that a minimum width of 70°
should be maintained to handle -the traffic flow on this street. If
this. is the policy to be adopted, it will mean that only 10' of right-
of-way can be vacated on the south sidé of. Gass Avenue which. is the

" present pattern that has been already started at Bth Street and Gass.

The need to maintain 70' of right-of-way fs based on the fact: that
traffic flow is presently 5,000. cars per day and is projected to increase
to 10,000 -cars by 1992. when the traffic volume reachés 6,000 cars

-per day, which will be within the next several years, it w111 be necessary

to increase the present travel lanes from two to*four with parking on
both sides of the street or removing parking and installing a center
left-turn lane: - It is felt the center left-turn lane will be needed
to reduce the interruptions of traffic flow and this will mean the removal
of parking on-both sides. If 10' of right-of-way is vacated on both
sides of Gass Avénue, it will only provide for the needed four lanes

.of traffic and there will not be sufficient right-of-way for any on-street

park1ng or a center left-turn lane.

PLANNING COMMISSION_RECOMHENDATION.; APPROVAL - To vacate the parcels
on the south side.of Gass Avenue’only, thereby maintaining 70' of
rﬁght— of-way which will pe needed to handle future traffic volumes.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL - SubJect to vacating the parcels on
the south side of Gass Avenue only because the remaining 70°' of right-of-way
will be needed to handle future traff1c volumes

PROTESTS 1
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D. LOCATION MAP - VAC-17-82 ' . IX.
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- Commission Action
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Page 25. |

Department Action

IX.

PUBLIC HEARINGS .cont.

2:00 PM. -

atnitaiotilelinteblalbuls Loladial

E.

- Staff Recommendation:
- Protests: 1

VAC-18-82 =~ Pet1t1on of Vacat1on subm1tted

by ‘ALFIO U. AND JILDE A. ANIELLO to vacate

the south 10' of Gass Avenue, generally
Tocated between Las Vegas Bou]evard and
6th Street.

Planning Commlss1on unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subJect to the fol1QW1ng
condition: :

1.' If the Order of Vacation is not
- recorded within one (1) year after
‘ approva1 by the City Commission, or
an extension is not granted by the

Planning Commission, then approval will

terminate and a new pet1t1on must be
subnmitted."

APPROVAL

'directed to prepare

1a 60 ft. street on

Lurie -
ABEYANCE w1th staff

ordinance to reflect]

Gass Avenue between
O9th: Street and Las
Vegas Boulevard.
Unanimous

Property owners to
be notified.

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

No one appeared
in favor or in

'opposition.
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. To: The Board of City Commissioners IX.
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item
Movember 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda

E. VACATION - VAC-18-82 - ALFIQ U. AND JILDE A. ANIELLO

This is another request to vacate a 10' strip of land on the south side
of Gass Avenue immediately west of 6th Street. The same backup material
under VAC-17-82, Item D, aisc applies to this request. The vacation
request is located on the south side of Gass Avenue and would, therefore,
be in accordance with the pattern. established on this street.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENOATION: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: 1
sonNEVILLE AVENUE
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. BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS : Page 26
. COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

. S , PHONE 386-6011 .
'lTEM‘ , : . - Commission Acthn ‘ Department Action

IX: COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

o HAROLD'P.‘FGSTER,@DIRECTOR: '

The items listed below, where .appropriate,
have been reviewed by the various City .

~ departments including sanitary sewer, storm
drainage, Traffic Engineering, Public

- Services, Fire and Building, and their com-
ments and/or recommendations and requirements
1ncorporated into. the action.

A1l zoning items sha]l conform to the
following general cond1t1ons

! - .. .t . . . . .
- . . .

1. Conformance to the p]ot p1an and
elevations;

2. Llandscaping and a permanent underground

- sprinkler system shall be provided as
required by the Planning Commission and

" shall be permanently maintained in a
satisfactory manner. Failure to properly
maintain required landscaping and
‘underground sprinkler systems shall be
cause for revocation of a business
license; ' :

3. Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to’
or at the same time .application is made |

- for a building permit, license, or prior
to occupancy; '

‘4. All mechanical equipment, air con-
~ ditioners and trash areas shall be
screened.. from viéw from the ‘abutting
‘streets. (Excluding single family
- development);

- 5. Satisfaction of City Code requirements
~~ and design standards of all City depart-
.ments. All subdivision items shall con-
* form to the fol1ow1ng general cond1t10ns:

’Tentat1ve Maps:

1. Approval of the tentative map shall be
for no more ‘than twelve (12) months.

?;’ iUJLu Alsgi &bﬁ iTEM

< - -
i
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1 A ] iFga G@ 4 w V% November 3, 1982
S o g o ' BOARD OF CITY commssionens ‘ Page 27
. COMMISSION CHAMBERS ® 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 3ss-eou '

| =
m
£

‘Commission 'Actlon ~ Department Action

'

ke COMMUNITY PLANNING AND: DEVELOPMENT .
= DEPARTMENT lcUNiINUEB)

If a f1na1 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 tentative map, a new
tentative map must be filed.

2. Street,names to be provided in accord
‘with the City's Street Name Policy.

3. SubJect to all conditions of City depart-
~ ments and State Subdivision Statutes.
- (B).Final Maps - Conformance w1th the
,tentat1ve map.

A1] Vacations sha11 conform to the fo}low1ng
general conditions:

3 1. Sat1sfact1on of the requirements of the
: var1ous ut111ty companies.

“2; Conformance to code requirements and
- design standards of all City departments.

13, Vacation shall not be recorded until all’
of the above conditions have been met.

A1l Variances and/or Use Permits shall con&
form to the fo]lowing-general conditions:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and
' e]evat1ons, .

‘2. satisfaction of City Code requirements
- and design standards of all City depart-
- ments.

,r.
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October 22,

010z

1982

_AGENDA DOCUMENTATION O

FROM: . Do J. SAYLOR: Axc'p

‘I'heBoatdcf
Bo City ,Comvwm _ :DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

: SUBJECT - COMMUNITY PLANNING ‘AND DEVELOPMENT AGENDA ITEMS
: NOVEMBER 3 1982 CITY CUMMISSION AGENDA -

'.mnvosaucxsnouuo
SUMMARY OF ITEMS - SEE BACKUP_ MATERIAL

Item A= Tentative-Map - Robin Manor -

Item B - P16t Plan Review - 2-121-73 - Palomino Gardens .

Item C - Plot Plan Review - Z-12-81 - Scott'M. Stevenson

Item D - Variance - V-92-82 - Jack Woddcock, Et Al

Item E - Zone Change - 2-41-82 - Oscar and Olivia Green

Item F - Zone Change - Z-47-82 - James and Karen Huff ,
Item G - Zone Change - Z-49-82 - Ninabarb, A Nevada Partnership
Item H - Zone Change - Z-48-82 - Lewis Homes of Nevada =

Item I - Zone Change - Z-39-82 - A. W. Ham, Jr., Et Al

El PA . No Funding Required

- RECOMMENDATIONS  See Attached

AT aYY

HAROLD P. FOSTER, GIRECTOR

n_smsm
Aporoved
"Dissporoved

- Helg' -

Stms Oue:
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AGENDA s 1o
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l o - _ . BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS ' Page 28
L COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE )

- PHMONE 3.“0!1

" 'Homeowners Assoc1at1on of Palomino Gardens.

Staf.f' ,Recommendation: DENIAL

PROTESTS: 19

ITEM o ' Commission Action Department Action
, ok, COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
l (CONT INUED) ‘ _ .
] A. TENTATIVE MAP - ROBIN MANOR - Lurie - Clerk to notify
ECE . APPROVED as recom- and Planning
o Property generally located-on the southeast mended by staff and | to proceed.
‘ ' _ _corner of Robin Street -and Washington Avenue, Planning Commission. -
: : R-3 Zone. - _ .{ Unanimous
Owner: W. C. Pearson - .
I Subdivider: James A. Black
L - No. of Acres: 1.31 No. of Lots: . 5
. Planning Commission unanimously recommends
a APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:
‘ T 1. Conformance to the Flood Hazard Reduction
' | ~ Ordinance.
) ' 2. No vehicular access to Washington Avenue
: ' : from the abutting’ lots
L Staff Recommendation: - APPROVAL
' - |B. PLOT PLAN REVIEW - 2-121-78 - ’PALOMINO GARDENS | Christensen - _ Clerk to notify
- ' ’ : B : DENIED Request. and Planning to
' Request to reverse the frontage of three lots Unanimous proceed.
I from Palomino Lane to Trotter Circle where : ‘
o " the condition of approval required these three o Madison Graves,
o ‘ ~ lots to front on Palomino Lane, on property II appeared on
‘ generally located on the south side of . behalf of "
' I . Palomino Lane, 600' west of Rancho Drive, _ request.
K in Zoning District R- PD2.
e ; v ' Protestants were:
' P1 anning Comm1ss1on recommends DENIAL (3-1 ,
- vote). _ . Gail Gibson
o ’ : 2520 Palomino
If approved, foHowmg are the recommended Chuck Santelman
l , - conditions: . 2550 Palomino
‘ : , ‘ George Kokkos
_— 1. The rear 40' of the reoriented lots shall A 2426 Palomino
, ' ' not be permitted to have accessory . :
. N ¢ buildings and there shall be a deed Commissioner Christefisen directed
o restriction recorded reflecting that staff to Took into mplti-dweﬂing
g v situation to the prospectwe lot owners. rental units in area
- 7| 2. Construction of a 6' white brick wa]] 10"
: a ~ from Palomino Lane with landscaping and
b . ~irrigation systems maintained by the
. i } :
O |



' To:
Re:

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

The Board of City Comissioners . X.
-Community Planning and Development Agenda Items o
.November 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda

TENTATIVE. MAP - ROBIN MANOR

This map conforms to the approved zoning p'i an for the proposed apartment
development. The map also conforms to the Subdivision regulations.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDA“’ION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL ‘

PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-121-78 - PALOMINO GARDENS

The request is to reverse the frontage on three lots which presently -
front on Palomino Lane. The applicant would like to have these lots
front on the interior of .its development. which would result in the
properties backing up to Palomino Lane. Across Palomino are single
family homes fronting on this street. as well as lots fronting on both
sides of Palomino to the east to Rancho. At the time. the zoning was

- approved for this R-PD2 development, .a condition was required that the

Tots front on Palomino because the property owners across the street

did not want to be facing rear yards and the developer was in agreement.
The developer now feels he would be. able to sell the three lots much

more readily if they were reversed to the interior of the subdivision.

The property owners across the street appeared at. the Planring Commission
meeting and were opposed .to this change because they felt it would
adversely affect their property values and would detract from the appearance
of the homes .along Palomino.

- PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL - Because it would not be

compatible with ‘the homes fronting on Palomino to the north and that
the original zoning was based on. this condition.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:- DENIAL

PROTESTS: 19
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o B coummon cmmatnso 400 EAST STEWARY AVtNUl -

o , PHONME 386-6011 : . i _ S,

~|x. COMANITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
‘(commuan) _

C. PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-12-81 - SCOTT M. STEVENSON

Lurie = - 1 Clerk to notify

‘ ‘ ' n e 4 APPROVED as recom- - | and Planning
- Request to allow a sundeck 11'6" from the rear mended by staff and | to proceed.

property line on property 1ocated at 1721 o Planning Commission
,Amboy Drive, R-PD8 Zone. : Unahimbgs _

P1ann1nq Commission unammous1y recommends
: APPROVAL subJect to the following cond1t1on :

1. A minimum 10' rear yard setback shaH be
allowed for this entire project.

- Staff Recommendation: .',A_PPROVAL'

..
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Re:

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

010

The Board of City Commissioners - X.
Community Planning and Oevelopment Agenda ltem ’
November 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda

PLOT PLAN REVIEW - - 12-81 - SCOTT M, STEVENSON

The request: involves a re13t1vely minor addition to the rear of an existing
single family residence ‘in an R- PD8 development. The request is to
‘construct a sundeck 11°'6" from the rear property line where a 15' setback
is required-in this ‘development. These homes are constructed on small
lots, similar to an R-CL development, but were constructed prior to

the R<CL ordinance. The rear setback in the R-CL district is 10'.

" Consequently, -this request is in keeping w1th the required setbacks

for this type of development.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION- APPROVAL - Subject to there being
a minimum 10" rear setback allowed for the dwellings in this entire
development.

STAFF RECOMMENOATION: APPROVAL



'. ‘CITY COMMISSIONgMINUTES - EMBER 3 1982 : ‘
NGENDG w 4 ‘ November 3, 1982 N i n‘,w’,

' _‘ o BOARD OF CITY coumsmoncn v - Page 30
o ' COMMISSION cnnluns- 400 EAST. STEWART AVENUE ; '

PHONE 386-6011 o

X. COMMINITY PLANNING AND neva.omsm usmmsu'r

| I | (CONTINUED) 1 | .
~ - . {D. VARIANCE - v-92- 82 - JACK wooococx ET AL . Pearson - Clerk to notify
N : DENIED and Planning -
! . To allow a three-story ‘apartment buﬂdma ' Unanimous | to proceed.
wm . . where the maximum buﬂdmg height permitted o L . ;
R is two stories and to allow 60 apartment " : o ~Ron Tiberti
I ‘ units where only 49 units are allowed on - 1 v 316 E. Bridger
o ‘property generally located at the northwast . , reprgsented
_ corner of Hauk Street--and E1 Parque Avenue - , - applicant.
‘ in Zoning District N-U, (under Resolution of . : 1 _
If o Intent to R-3). o _ ' - Protestants were:
| 4 | Board of Zoning Adjustment unanimously | o Michele Ray
.| recommends APPROVAL, subJect to the foHowmg S ~ 2101 Edmond
S condition:. , Marvin Ray .
p : 2113 Edmond
' 1. Conformance to the conditions of approva1 SR Frank Crawford
I of Z-40-82. , . 5236 W. Oakey
o | Staff Recommendation: -APPROVAL - Of the . | * | Mr. Crawford
I L three-story buildings and DEI\IAL of the - - presented
- additional units. - - petition in
B ) ' ' o protest.
' PROTESTS: 4

APPRdVEQ AC..uDA ....M

<

A




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
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" To: The BoardAof City Commissioners X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item :
November 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda

0. VARIANCE - V-92 8 - JACK HOODCOCK ET AL

The request is’ for three-story apartment bui1dings where only two stories
are allowed.and to allow 60 apartment units. where. ‘only 49 are permitted.
R-3 zoning'was approved on this property ‘last month with a condition

" that if three-story .buildings are allowed, a variance would have to

/be approved. :You will remember the applicant requested R-4- zoning but
‘the app1ication was amended to R- 3 because it was felt R-3 zoning was

) the more appropriate zoning classification for this area. The applxcant
‘was :in -agreement to the amendment and indicated they would pursue. the
additional units in the variance application for the three-story buildings.
The’ three-story buildings are actually 2 1/2 stories high because the
first:floor is approximately 1/2 below grade. According to the definition
in the Zoning Ordinance, it still constitutes a three-story building.
The grade of the property present1y slopes rather sharply from west
to east and the developer plans to excavate the higher portion of the
property so it wWill be level with the lower part, thereby further
reducing the height of the structures in relation to the surrounding
properties. The increase in density requested by the appl1cants will
result in 30 units per acre, whereas, the R-3 allows a maximum of 24
un1ts.per acre. There is developed R-4 zon1ng existing approximately
300' to the south on a parcel that was zoned in the County and then
annexed. There is also a C-2 zoning pattern evolving to the east of
“this property wh1ch fronts on. Decatur.

“ BOARD OF ZONING;ADJUSTMENT RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL of the three-story bu11d1ngs ‘and DENIAL

of the .additional units.
PROTESTS: 4
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_Rec]ass1f1cat10n of propertv‘generaily'located

. Planning Commission unanimously recommends
1. Resolution of Intent shall be restr1cted

2. Conformance to the plot p]an and elevations

9. Th1s approval does not constitute

TPROTESTS: ' 0

HGENDG .v CITY commssxa[ !\&S-

EMBER 3, 1982

CSM November 3, 1982
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ooAno or CITY COMMISSIONERS Page. 31
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 CASTY STEWART AVENUE - '

PHONE 3836-€011

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) :

ZONE CHANGE - Z-41-82 - OSCAR AND OLIVIA GREEN

at 606 Jackson Avenue, between "F" Street and
"G" Street. L

From: R-3 (Limited Mu1t1p1e Res1dence)

To:  C-2 (General Commercial)

Proposed Use: Tavern and Casino (Expans1on)

APPROVAL subject to the fo]]ow1ng .conditions:
- to a twelve (12) month time ]1m1t

amended to provide landscaping and paving
on the parking sites.

3. Approval of the sate111te park1ng lots by
the C1ty Commission.

4. Rezoning of the third lot west of the
southwest corner .of Jackson Avenue and “F"
Street parking site from R-3 to c-2.

5. Conformance to the Flood Hazard Reduct1on
Ordinance. :

6. Insta]] a]ley pav1nq from the west property
line to "F" Street-as required by the
Department of Public Services.

7. . Repa1r any damage to the street improve-
- ments resulting from this development
as required by the Department of Public
Serv1ces

‘8. Provide fire hvdrants and water flow as
, requ1red by the Department of Fire SerV1ces
approval of any additional gaming or,t

- Tiquor licenses.

1ff Recommendation: APPROVAL

_ Unan1mous ‘

ConunhpkprcﬁQn Department Action

“Pearson ~ - Clerk to notify
- APPROVED subject to | -and Planning to

conditions as | proceed.
recommended by the ’
Planning Comm1ss1on.‘




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

") “ Ao
J L v
To: The Board of City Commissioners ‘ _- TOX.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
November 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda
E. ZONE CHANGE - Z-41-82 - OSCAR AND OLIVIA®GREEN
The reduest is for additional C-2 zoning to. expand the Town Tavern and
Casino that is located at the corner of “F" Street and Jackson Avenue.
The existing facility is presently zoned C-2. The general pattern along
Jackson Avenue is transitioning to C-2. The new parking ordinance B
requires parking for this addition which will be adequately satisfied
on two satellite parking lots, one across the alley to the north and
one across Jackson Avenue to the south. = In addition to the request
for C-2 zoning, is consideration of the satellite parking request.
The satellite parking request is compatible because the two lots are
very close to the property. _ .
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF.RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: O
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»

(CONTINUED)

CDMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

ZONE CHANGE - Z- 47 82 - JAMES AND KAREN HUFF

Reclass1f1cat1on of property Iocated at 1325
South Eastern Avenue.
From:* 'R-1 (Single Family Res1dence) _
To: P-R (Professional Offices & Parking)
Proposed Use Office

'Plann1ng Comm1ss1on unan1mousTy recommends

APPROVAL, subject to the f0110w1ng cond1t1ons

1. Reso]utjon of Intent shall be restricted
" to a'twe1ve.(12) month time Timit :

2. Approva] of the parklng and dr1veway plan

by the Traffic Eng1neer

3. Repair any damage to the ex1st1ng street:
~ improvements resu1t1ng from this
development.

Staff Recommendation: AP,PROVAL.

PROTESTS: 0

(I

I Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff and

Unanimous

Clerk to notify
- and Planning to
" proceed.
Planning. Commission.|



~CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

To: The Board o? City Comissioners . X..
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item :
November 3, 1982 (;ity Commission Agenda

F. ZONE CHANGE - Z-47-82 - JAMES AND KAREN HUFF

This is another request for P-R zoning on Eastérn Avenue which is in
transition to office use. The apglicant is propasing -to convert the’
existing house on the property to an office use and there will be adequate
parking and landscaping.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPRQVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: 0O
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AGENDA

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
SCONTINUED)

CITY. COMMISSION :M, Itrss - w
'L et _

: BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS -
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-6011

‘ZONE. CHANGE - Z-49-82 - NINABARB A NEVADA

PARTNERSHIP

Rec]ass1f1catiqn of property generally located
on the north side of Charleston Bou]evard,
between Bishop Drive and Salem Drive.

From: R-3 (Limited Multiple Res1dence)

To: C-1 (Limited Commercial) :

Proposed Use: Shopping Center

Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL (441'
vote), subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be for a three

(3) year time per1od

2. Conformance to the p1ot plan amended to
provide a 6' block wall along Salem Drive
-~ and Blair Way set back .3' with landscaping
between the wall and the sidewalk with
no access to Blair Way nor Salem Drive.

3. Dedication and 1mprovement of r1ght -of-way -
for Salem Drive, Blair Way, Bishop Drive .
- and a radius corner at Charleston Boulevard
and. Bishop Drive as required by the
Department of Public Services.

4. Prqvision of fire hydrants and water f]ow
as .required by the Department of Fire
Services. :

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL .

PROTESTS: 1

EMBER 3, 1982

‘Levy -

APPROVED as recom-

| mended by staff and.

Planning Commission

.wWith additional.
- condition that

ingress and egress
be provided at the
south end (driveway)
of SaTem Drive.
Unanimous .

.‘DgpqvmbntAcﬁon

November 3, 1982 {7

Page 33

Clerk tovnotify :

“and Planning
- to proceed.

’Ernie Becker, Sr.

appeared.



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

To: The Board of City Commissioners , X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
November 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda

G. ZONE CHANGE - Z-49-82 - NINABARB, A NEVADA PARTNERSHIP

This property was formerly approved for C-1 zoning and only a small .

portion of it was developed for a child care nursery. The remainder

of the site which was proposed for shopping center use expired because

it was on a Resolution of Intent. There is additional commercial zoning
existing to the west and there is R-3 and R-1 zoning to the north with
R-1 to the east. To the south is R-E zoning and the Nevada Mental Health
facility. The same layout for the shopping center is proposed.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - In conformance with
the zoning pattern on this segment of Charleston Boulevard.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Is in conformance with the zoning
pattern on this segment of Charleston Boulevard.

PROTESTS: 1
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mGENDa © CITY COMMISSION MIUTES - VEMBER 3, 1982
S Wil T80 _ % November 3, 1982 0115

', R R : _ BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS - " Page 34
- COMMISSION CHAMBERS « 400 CAST STEWART AVENUE '
' ' PHONE 386-6011 ' '

' NX. COMNUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPNENT DEPARTMENT» -

. | (com'musoL , |
S - 7-48-87 - LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA | Lurie = - -] Clerk to notify
‘ ‘ H.» ZONE\CHANGE .Z 48-82 . LENIS.HOMES OF NEV | oenteo | and Planning to
l ~ Reclassification of property generally located | Unanimous proceed.
-1 on the southwest corner of Tarrey Pines Drive Jav D '
and 0'Bannon Drive. . ay Uowney, re-
l From: - N-U (Non-=Urban) - A pr‘esentmg.west
. To:  R-PD16 (Residential Planned ' Coast Holdings,
L . Development)’ : _ the developer,
o Proposed Use: Medium High Dens1ty : S - appeared. Also
” : Residential. (Condom1n1ums) _ appearing in
: : _ favor were:
' ' gég?glng Commission unammous]y recommends | 2:31?193115&_”
: _ scaping Co.;
If aPproved following are the recommended C?uck'Emery, |
conditions: . Alarmco, )
' ‘ Thomas M. Weir,
1. "Resolution of Intent shall be restricted ' §"53 Aﬁamshgnd
"to a twelve (12) month time limit. , - Jerry Wright,
_ : Pres., West

2. Provision of a second means of access to | Coast Holdings.

Sahara Avenue fully 1mproved Protestants weke:

3. Participation in the. cost of a traffic,

Peter Bakich
signal at Torrey Pines and Sahara Avenue._ , 1963 Casa Vista
4. The north 230' of the west 600' be zoned | - Diane Spitaro
: R-E for six R-E lots. . 0'Bannon Dr,
. Col. Biasella
- 5. Provision of a 6' decorative block wall = 6822 O'Banqon Dr.
‘along the north line of the remaining | Geo Foskaris
R-PD16 property set back 5' along 0'Bannon ‘ 6808 0'Bannon
with landscaping between the wall and - Jim Reynolds
the sidewalk. : 6333 Vicuna
: Irvin Duze

6. Install street improvements on Torrey
~ Pines Drive, 0'Bannon Drive and Redwood
Street as required by the Department of
Public Services. '

. Approval of the 1ands¢apin§ at the
_ - intersection of Torrey Pines Drive and
ﬂ/ﬂ7b» . 0'Bannon Drive by the Traffic Engineer.

, Dedication of a cu] de-sac for Redwood
: Street as required by the Department of
TNRyplic Services.

9. Provision of fire hydrants and water flow
as required by the Department of Fire-
Serv1ces

| mmmmmm- M osm a8 S oww em —



AGENDA  “preoyys tess™=
R ¢ 418 - % November 3, 1982 ,}1-,{

.~ ; ' . : nauo OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 35
: COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE '

PHONE 386-6011

Commission Action Department Action

. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONTINUED)
H 'ZONE CHANGE - 7-48-82 - LENIS HOMES OF NEVADA .
CONTINUED L _ o - DENIED

: .Staff‘Recommvén’datiOn: DENIAL .See Page 34

- PROTESTS: 57

APPRG G AGENDA ITEM




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

01

To: The Board of City Commissioners ' X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
November 3, 1982 City Cqmmission Agenda

H. ZONE CHANGE - Z-48-82 - LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA

The request is for R-PD16 zoning to allow660 condominium units on this 42
acre site. There is a developed R-E subdivision across 0'Bannon to

the northwest and vacant federal land immediately to the north in the
County. To the east is R-1 zoming that is partially developed and to

the south and west is undeveloped land zoned N-U which fronts on Sahara
and Rainbow. The parce! involved in this application is relatively

large and if this amount of density is approved, it will not allow for
increased density on any of the remaining Iarge vacant parcels which
front on Rainbow, Sahara and Jones Boulevard in this neighborhood because
the amount of medium density and the designed population in the General
:1an would be exceeded. Th1s parcel is approximately 330' north of Sahara
venue.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENOATION: OENIAL - Not compatible with the
adjacent land uses due to the increased density requested on this
relatively large parcel of land.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL

PROTESTS: 57
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ITEM

EMBER 3, 1982

CSM November 3 1982 (}1 1 Q

lOA.O OF CITY COMMISSIONERS )
CO“MI“ION CHAMDC” L] ‘00 RAST ﬂ“hl“l’ AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
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Page 36M

Department Action

Adabuiniol

- R o )

COMNUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
!CONTINUED)

I. ZONE CHANGE - Z439-82 - AA'W' HAM, JR.,

Reclassification of property genera]]y located
on the southwest corner of South 6th Street
and East Charleston Boulevard. NOTE: The
applicants have amended their request to P-R
(Professional Offices & Parking) o
- From: R-1 (Single Family, Res1dence)
To: C-1 (Limited Commercial)
Prooosed Use: Offices ’

_P1ann1ng Commission unan1mous1y recommends

1. Application be amended to P-R.

2. Resolution of Intent sha11 be restr1cted
" to a twelve (12) month time limit.

3., Conformance to the amended plot plan and
elevations reflecting the provision of
a 3' landscaped berm on the south 111'
a]ong South 6th Street. '

4. Approva] of the parking and driveway plan
-~ "and construction of the westerly extension
of the Charleston Boulevard median as -

required by the Traffic Engineer.

5. Install all traffic signs as required by
the Traffic Engineer;

6. Repair any damage to the ex1st1ng street
improvements resulting from this develop-
ment as required by the Department of
Pub11c Services.

7. -Provision of fire hydrants and water flow

as required by the Department of Fire
Services. v _ '

Apraorvw AGEXDA ITEM

ET AL

‘Motion carried with
- Levy voting "No."

- APPROVAL, subject to the fol]ow1ng conditions:

Lurje -

APPROVED as recom=
mended by staff and |
Planning Commissiond

(An earlier motion
by Levy to deny
was defeated with
Lurie, Briare,
Chr1stensen and .
Pearson vot1ng “no. Y

Clerk to notify
and Planning
to proceed.

Lance Peto
represented
applicant.

. Protestants
were: ‘

Toni Hart
1044 S. 6th

June Schwartz_

| 1013 s. 6th

Max Howérd

1101 S. 6th

Jerry Howard
1101 S. 6th



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES _ NOVEMBER 3, 1982 | o
EGENDG %4 WV% November3 1982 011(,

. : L _ BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS v  Pags 36A
I " coMMIsSION CHAMBERS ° 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE : . o

PHOKI 386-8011 -

-C_:‘-m'_’fw Action  Department Action

X. COMMINITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

- (CONTINUED)
1. ZONE CHANGE - Z-39-82 -~ [ APPROVED

_ CONTINUED 3 _ : | See Page 36 .
8. Construct an 8‘ block wall on the south |
- property line with the residential side
being a minimum of 6' in height.
- ‘Steff Recommendation: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: 57

MEEEE—S ey -—-



* CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
01co

To: The Board of Ci ty Commsswners ' ’ X.
Re: . Community Planning-and Development Agenda. .ltem o
" November 3, 1982 City Commission Agenda

'I",.ZONE CHANGE - 2-39-82 - A. W. HAM, JR., ET AL-

This application was referred back to the P1anning Comm1ss1on because
the applicants: had substantially reévised the development plan and wished
“to amend the application from. C-1 to P-R. The . original plan by the
applicants proposed -two one-story buildings, one on ‘the north end of
" . theé property and one on. the south end with all access being from South
6th Street:. The revised plan changed the configuratign of -the north
- buildin and retocated it along the northeasterly portion of the property
with -all ingress and egress. to Charleston Boulevard at the
northwest corner. The revised plan has all.access to Charleston ard
“-now there is no access to South -6th Street. There is a median on Charleston
which was constructed to; prohibit 1eft turns off Charieston to 6th Street
. to lessen some of the traffic flow on that street. The median ends
...approxmately where the driveway to Charleston is proposed. The applicants
““are -in agreement to extending the median further west so that motorists
will not make left turns off Charieston to. this property. The buildings
are residential in. character and. there is substant1a1 1andscap1ng proposed
on the site.

In terms of the zoning pattern in the area, there . 1s C-2 zoning to the

west to the same dépth as the P-R is requested in this application.
_The: parcel to.the west is occupied by the Cotlet-Building which fronts

on Las Vegas’ Boulevard South. ~ To the east is P-R zoning to a’ depth-

of 245' and. then R-1 to the south. East of the P-R and R-1.is:more-

P-R to. the same depth as requested in this appllcat1on with one parcel
currently being developed by the Masonic Temple. To the nqrth of Charleston
is C-1 and C-2 zomng . v

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENOATION APPROVAL - SubJect to amendmg the
'apphcatmn to P-R and no access be allowed to South 6th Street.

. STAFF RECOMMENDATXON APPROVAL = With the apphcatwn being amended
to P-R and no access be allowéd to South 6th Street

PROTESTS 57

SEE ‘ATTACHED LOCATION MAP.
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-LOCATION MAP - Z7-39-82
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o ' : . : : ' BOARD OF ciry copmwontn_’s’ , . "Page 37
‘ COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE . '
‘ PHONE 386-6011

Commission Action -~ Department Action

IX. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND osvsx.omsm or.mmem
| Lconrinen)

\J. SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON ANY ITEM NONE -
'REQUIRING A PUBLIC HEARING THAT WAS ACTED |

UPON BY. THE PLANNING COMMISSION AT ITS

OCTOBER 26, 1982 MEETING.

-70-82 | 11/17/82 Agenda

o o .
SET DATE. ON ANY APPEALS FILED OR REQUIRED 8o 3
PUBLIC HEARINGS FROM THE BOARD OF ZONING | y-g3-95 O |a10aes senee.

ADJUSTMENT MEETING HELD OCTOBER 28, 1982.

—

1

APPRCWEB AGENDA iTEM




II - | CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982
| | - 0122
ﬁﬁ ENDﬁ 4 w t l v E November 3, 1982
' ' ' BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 38
l COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE :

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM Commission Action - Department Action

XI. - ADDENDUM ITEMS -

1. DEPT. OF PUBLIC SERVICES, Item A-2,
Approval of Subdivision Maps.
See Page 15.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEi
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,crrv OF LAS VEGAS

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3 1982

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING
~ (Posting required under the'prov1$1onseof NRS CHAPTER 241)

STATE.OF'&EVADA‘ 3A
COUNTY OF CLARK § ss

.
] ~ g :j'zRJZLLé?r*~ , an employee of the . C1ty of Las Vegas Nevada
bexng first dﬁ1y sworn, deposes and says that on the _28th .. day of ‘

- October, 1982 , at the hour of '8 there were posted -a copy of
ADDENDUM NO. 1 .] to the AGENDA (NOTICES, o? a Regu]ar MEETING of the

BOARD OF CITY COMMI SSIONERS OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NE AD to be held on the
3rd ~ -day of___ November. 2 , at 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas,

_ Nevada, to be posted on Public BuT1et1n Board at. the follow1ng locat1ons.

1. In the United'States Pest Office (qubtown), 301 Stewart Avenue;
2. In.the Federal Bgilding,v300:Las Vegas Boulevard South;
3.. In the Clark County COuhthOUSe 200 East-carson'Avenue;

4. On the Pub11c Bulletln Board at the Plaza Level of City Hall,
400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the Court Clerk' s
.off1ce), -and

5. On the Special Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City
Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the C1ty
Comm1ss1on Chambers) . //<7 ,

//C;Z’1~<¢‘1

SIGNATURE

DEPAR ENT'OF DlvrsTﬁN

Subscribed and sworh to before me this

\;sz#' day of (/c-/vbir _ﬂ)—:

NOTARY PUBLIC in and'for said County
and State. My Comm1ss1on expires:

NO’W‘E P. KELLER
“otary Public - State of Novada -
Kt R o Uik Gary




CITY COMMISSION MiNUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982

AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING ()La_

(Maﬂing required under 'the'provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241 )

| STATE OF NEVADA )

COUNTY OF CLARK. 3,5 B N

%’L&Z— // /)Z/f/ _, an emp'loyee of the C1ty4oZ-Las Vegas, Nevada

bemg f1rst duly sworn, -deposes and says that on the K- : day of
. éj{%i a copy of ADDENDUM NO._ 4  to the AGENDA NOTICE), of
ME TING of the BOARD OF CITY COMMIEEIONERS OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS

NEV%K to Be held on the ¢ = :day of

of whxch the attached s a true and correct copy, was deposited in the Umtg '

State Mail, Postage prepaid, First Class Mail, to each person and/or organization

whose name appears-in the Agenda Register mamtained in the Office of the City.
Clerk as hav‘mg requested in writmg, a copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE)

1 NATURE (an enployee’in the 0;“‘

the CITY CLERK)

Subscmbe? and sworn to: before me this

;f day of ©C\%\?U A% )

- and. State. My Commission exp1_res

(s "MONICE P. KELLER

""-.,"nwy?uhhc State of Nevada
:iiggf Mot R O Ly

NS hawmemmnw
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3 1982

O@a{wv

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISS!ON CHAMBERS ° 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

- ADDENDUM NO. 1 - TO THE AGENDA OF THE MEETING OF THE BOARD OF CITY

COMMISSIONERS .OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA ON NEDNESDAY

' NOVEMBER 3, 1982.

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES

ITEM A-2 o APPROVAL OF SUBDIVISION MAPS

Cedar Green Estates (Rev1sed) (Billy Sloat - property
generally located at the northwest corner of Cedar Avenue
-, and 28th Street, No. of Lots 28, No. of acres: 1.6,
" Zoned R 3) ' o :



. o | eIy COMMISSION MINUTES - NOVEMBER 3, 1982 0ior
Dﬁ , - G\E 0‘ w V % : November' 3, 1982
: * BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS - Page - 39
' . - ‘ -'.' v COMMISSION CHAMBERS ® 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
' o e . PHONE 386-6011 » ' 4
ITEM A ... Commission Action . Department Action -

XII. ' CITIZEN PARTICIPATION

. Items raised under this: portion of the
. Agenda cannot be acted upon by the City
- Commission. until the Notice provisions of
the Open Meeting Law have been complied
- with, Therefore, action on such items
will have to be considered at a later
~ meeting. :

NONE -

MEETING ADJOURNED AT APPROX IMATELY
5:10 P.M. ' :

APPROVEu AGENDA iTEM

R, St




