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' COMMISSION CHAMBERS « 400 EAST sn-:wnn'r AVENUE '
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SCOmmaslon 'Act:on _

L. 9:45AM. | [P BOARD PRESENT

A, COMMUNITY RELATIONS | o [Nore

SPECIAL EVENTS o - None

\l
‘el
'r

11 10:00 A.M.

AL ANNOUNCEMENT RE COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN: Announicement Given
“.'MEETING LAH N : :

B.  INVOCATION .. s ~ |Invocation given by
‘ e _ " |chaplain Shapton and
. Chaplain E1lie Shapton  |a moment of silent mpditation was
- University Center for Religion and Life - |observed on behalf of Dr. Clare
. ' ‘ ‘ | Woodbury, deceased, phose funeral
services were this dpte.

'C. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE =~ |Pledge Given
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AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING | 0002
(Posting required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241)

STATE OF NEVADA E )
COUNTY  OF CLARK ) ss

Pen n~7 TW ep '

: ' , - w an enp]oyee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada-

e ng 'irst .y‘ sworny deposes and says that on the Q<8 day of

: & % “ ﬁ _[2? at the hour of __Z'30 A there were posted copies of .
CE, thé 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 day of_

, at 400 East Stewart venue;‘ as Vegas,Wevada, %o ﬁ posted on P E'Hc
etin Board at the fo"ovnng 'Iocations.

1.. In the United States Post Office (Dovmtown), 301 Stewart Avenue,
| 2. In the Federal Buﬂd1n9, 300 Las Vegas Bou1 evard South
| 3.' In the Clark County Courthouse, 200 East Carson Avenue,

4 ~On the Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza’ Level of C1ty Hall,

- 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the ‘entrance to the Court c1erk s"
office); and - ‘

5. On the Special Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City
Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the. entranc to the C1ty
- Commission Chambers). , .

“Tn ant 'or said COunty /
Hy Commissmn expires. p ‘9-3//7/
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-—— 1“; AFFIDAVIT oF MAILING
- | cImy commssron mmm-:s - MARCH 2, 1983 0003
(Maﬂmg required under the prov*aswns of A. 8. 437, WS CHAPTER 241)

coum OF CLARK 3.ss

, an empI oyee ‘of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada

being 1rst'du y “Tworn, deposes and says that on th day of
: L ; , 8 copy of an AGENDA (NOTICE), the attac which is

I
l ..STAI:E oF NEvAoA b
i
i

- . DF CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA to be held on theaZ cof Of
: % was deposited in the United States Mail, Postage prepa1d \ A
to each person and/or organization whose name appears in the Agenda Regxster -

maintamed in the 0ffice of the City Q1 erk as havmg requested, in wr'iting,

copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE) , o _ |

I NATURE an en:; o_yee 1nthe Of ce.
of the CITY CLERK) |

Subscribez and sworn to before me th1s

L. ;_hmm,ﬁes |

e n a7d for sa1d County . / /7/
M.Y Commission- expires: ’13 ‘

B and tate.
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

I ITEM Commission Action

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

JERRY J.

CAHILL, DIRECTOR

*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l matters listed under Items A and B

are considered to be routine by the
City Commission and may be enacted by

one motion.

discussed i

However, any item may be
f a Commission member or
requests.

citizen so

*A, LIQUOR -- Additional
1. HLS ENTERPRISES, INC.
Library Buttery & Pub
200-212 West Sahara Avenue
1 Bar
*B . GAMING -- Additional
‘ 1. CASINO SERVICES
Happy Dave's Gifts
1201 Las Vegas Blvd South
-15 slots :
2. SUNSET AMUSEMENT COMPANY

S & J Laundromat
2331 North Jones Blvd
2 slots

AFPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Lurie -
APPROVED
Unanimous

Lurie -

APPROVED Items 1
thru 4.

Unanimous with the
exception that
Lurie abstained
from voting on
Item No. 1.

0004

Page 2

Department Action

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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. BOARD OF cary COMMISSIONERS ‘ Page 3 .
commssnoN CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE ’

5 ) P_chezu-son : o , L
ITEM o o CQmmission“Act»i_on, ~ Departmient Action =

Nt 2 i i e i s Lo i ST U SO TR SO PR R IOLIC R LI PLLAY SRR L U PRV R

:TII; DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
o (cont d)

|+B.  GAMING -- Add1t1ona1 .
B (cont d) -

- 3. UNITED COIN MACHINE COMPANY APPROVED ‘
‘ . | See Page 2 See Page 2
Aloha Spec1a1t1es‘ ‘
113 North 4th Street
4 slots

. The Nice P1ace_ : '
30271 East Char]eston BTvd
1 s]ot o

M Gl n EE e
- - : . i

Stop N Go Market #488
307 North Ne111s
3 slots

- Thrifty Drug & D1scount
Store #674 _
691 North Ne111s
15 slots ..

4. WESTRONICS, INC. | approVED. 1
s ' ' - . | see-Page. 2 See Page 2

Four Queens Hotel & Casino
202 East Fremont
2 slots

| Aps?acovao '.:EMBA nsm
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

Commission Action Department Action

111. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)
l C. LIQUOR -- Request for Waiver of Levy - Staff to proceed
, 1500' Distance Requirement on APPROVED Request
' Change of Location for Waiver, subject| Appearances all
to the provisions. | in favor were:
1. From: 7 East Bonanza Unanimous Ruth Venneman,
: applicant;
l TO: - *RUTH VENNEMAN Judy Nelson, owner
dba 4 Sunset Lounge;
: -DAN DEE BAR Jack Doyle for
. 1129 South Commerce LV Rest. &
. Tavern Qwners
General On-0ff Sale Assn.
l Ruth M. Venneman, 100%
) *Subject to the provisions of the
l Planning, Building, and Fire codes
and Health Department regulations
I D. LIQUOR -- Change of Corporate Lurie - Staff to proceed
‘ Structure ’ APPROVED
I 1. R R M, INC. Unanimous
' dba
» WALDEN POND
' 2800 West Sahara Avenue
General On-0ff Sale License
. . From: Sigmund Rogich, Pres,
Dir
Romeo Schiavi, Secy,
l Treas, Dir
: T0: William Lamar Trent,
Jr., Pres, Dir
l Luke Joseph Manfredi,
V. P., Dir
APPROVED AGENDA ITEM Romeo Schiavi, Secy,
' : _ Treas, Dir
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. February 18, 1983

‘0
The Board of Catv Commissioners

| UBJECT:

FROM: .
OON SAYLOR. DEPUTY CLTY MANAGER

LU o T T R A S R AR T T I EEE R L LS UL LS
LIQUOR =~ Request for Haiver of 1500 Oistance Requirement on Change
of Location

'URPOSE/BACKGROUND =

Item, "C", 1

Appearing on the Department of Business Activity agenda is an
application for a change of location on the General On/0ff- Sale
1icense. current1y held by Ruth Venneman, dba Dan Dee Bar, 7 East

K Bonanza. Mrs. Venneman is seeking to move her license to 1129
-~ South Commerce

Along with the application for a change of Iocation. the licensee
is requesting a waiver of the 1500' distance requirement as
"provided under T1t1e 6, Chapter 50, Section 310; Las Vegas
Municipal Code. Measurements taken by the Department of 3us1ness
Activity reveal that Sunset Lounge, 1027 South Main .(which also

. holds a General On/0ff-Sale license) is approximately 1000°

.from the proposed 1ocation

Attached. is a copy of letter dated February 11. from Mrs.
Venneman, outlining this request for waiver. Also attached
is a copy of a map show1ng the. proposed location and surround1ng

_ ne1ghborhnnd

ah111 D1rector }
artment of Bus1nes; Actithy

Agenda Ivevn .

1r ¢ 1
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" CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

Februerj 11, 1953(){)()23‘

Re.= On-Off Sale ‘Liquor License
New locetion and Weiver of 1500
foot ordinance

Yayor Jilliam Brlare
and

‘City uommissioners

Las Vegas, Mevada -

Géntlemen, _

The liquer licence issued to the Dan Ded Bar has been inactive
since March 31, 1982, when hew owners acquired the property at
47 East Bonanza and refused to renew or extend ay expired lease. .
I have tried during these pasgt months to find a suitable pIece

to relocate this business but kave been unsuccessful until Te-
cently.

The property located at 1129 South Conmerce. owned by William

‘Tason,dba: Martin and Yartin, is available and he has assured

me that I will be ziven a long term lease and that he is plane

ning to use any suggestions I may have to to build ‘the interior

to accommodate the Dan Dee 2ar. At the present time he is working
with a contractor to design exterior changes also as the building
vas gutted by fire several months agzo.

This location hes never been used to house a tavern so I an
requesting nerzission to place my licence there. Because of the
1500 foot ordinazce, I aii also requesting a waiver of this part
of the ordinanece, The only existing license within 1500 feet of
this location is the Sunset Loungé at1027 Scuth Main and is,
according to the Department of Businese Activity. 1000 feet away. -

Ny husbend. Traak Vennemen. and I hag ouned the Dan Dee Bar for
venty -one ysars and since his. death four years ago, I have con-
tinued to operate this business. During this past year, I have °
iol’owed every. lead conceraing a suitable location for the Dan

ee Bar, but to no avail. There were some places which I felt
aere acceptable only to find that the rent would have been beyond
zy means, and some others, located in new shopping centers, had
2 stipulation in the lease vhich would have prphibited me from
selling off-sale products because of previous agreements with
whichever super-market’ chain happened %o hold the 3zain leasae.
Althou*h I have advertised in local paners to Sell my license,
end have been contacted by some who were appsarently Srying to

‘zet ‘something for nothing, I feel the only alternative is to

re-open the bkar , ooefullj at this location, and use all the
tnowledze and experience at oy disposal to create a busy ,
interesting and pleasaat plece again where people will Ffeel eager
to return to on a regular basis. .

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

[T TR e~

1636 Zast Lewis Aiveriue
Les Vegas, 'evaca 29101
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00

CITY ATTORNEY
GEORGE F. OGILVIE # ‘f‘

CITY MANAGER PTT
RUSSELL W. DORN IR

February 18, 1983
NOTICE
March 2, 1983
Notice is hereby given that on March 2, 1983, at 10:00 a.m.,
in the Commission Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue, lLas Vegas, Nevada, the Board of City Commissioners

will hear the following:

REQUEST FOR WAIVER OF 1500' DISTANCE REQUIREMENT AS

PROVIDED UNDER TITLE 6, CHAPTER 50, SECTION 310, LAS

BY RUTH VENNEMAN, DBA DAN DEE BAR, 7 E. BONANZA, LAS
VEGAS, NEVADA, IN CONJUNCTION WITH AN APPLICATION FOR
A CHANGE OF LOCATION OF HER GENERAL ON/OFF-SALE LIQUOR
LICENSE TO 1129 SOUTH COMMERCE, LAS VEGAS, NEVADA.

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

l VEGAS MUNICIPAL CODE, LIQUOR CONTROL ORDINANCE, SUBMITTED

CLV-8218 400 E. STEWART AVENUE » LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 » (702) 386-6011

I e e - e vimy o g ey
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%0‘ LM VGSM March 2,

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

Commission Action

0011

1983

Page 5

| PHONE 386-6011! ) .
l ITEM Department Action

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

E. LIQUOR -- Approval of Additional
Corporate Officer

1. ALBERTSON'S, INC.
dba

ALBERTSON'S FOOD CENTER #637
1570 North Eastern Avenue

ALBERTSON'S FOOD CENTER #639
840 North Decatur Blvd

ALBERTSON'S FOOD CENTER #660
3600 West Sahara Avenue

ALBERTSON'S FOOD CENTER #1664
120 South Rainbow

Genera] 0ff-Sale Licenses

Additional Officer:
Ronald Douglas Walk, V. P. of

2. DIAMOND'S
dba
GAZEBO DINING
4200 Meadows Lane

General On-Sale Restaurant
Limited

(Diamonds, an operating
division of Dayton-Hudson
Corporation)

Additional Officer:
James Matthew Tomaszewski,

- APPROVED AGENDA ITgp V- P-. Controller

1
t - -

Southern California Division|

© e e remii o St G nians = en + evap e e e e, am <R e L

Lurie =
APPROVED

Items 1 and 2.
Unanimous

APPROVED -
See Item 1 Above

Staff to proceed
Atty. Jack Lehman

appeared on behalf
of Albertson's.

Staff to proceed -
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 6
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 . : _
ITEM ' Commission Action Department Action

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

F. SECONDHAND DEALERS LICENSE -
Change of Location '

1. From: 1022 South Main Street | Lurie - Staff to proceed
. APPROVED subject to {
TO:  *AHARON MIZRACHI the provisions. -
~ "dba Unanimous

BARGIN USED FURNITURES
1201-1207 So Main Street

Class II
Aharon Mizrachi, 100%

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

G. LIQUOR -- Request for Approval Lurie - . Staff to proceed.
of Nonoperational Status .APPROVED Request.
Unanimous
1. BERNADINE. RUGGERS
dba
HIGH NOON

1732 East Frémont

General On-0ff Sale License

Bernadine Ruggers, 100%
(Request for approval of non-
operational status for three-

month period: 3/9/83 to
6/9/83.)

!
;
:

2 e et e e e, T B e e, S %t i A S T AN a3 R e e
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Cit, of LisVeges |
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |™

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

February 23, 1983

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- MARCH 2, 1983 COMMISSION AGENDA
LIQUOR -- Request for Approval of Nonoperational Status

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Item, "“G", 1.

Request for approval of nonoperational status on liquor license
as follows:

1. Bernadine Ruggers, 100% , dba High Noon

Attached is a letter from the licensee requesting nonoperationa

status. . )
FISCAL IMPACT
e
o : y AR
RECOMMENDATIONS - s Skl

Jerry,J}-CEhill, Director
Jepartment of Business Activity

Agenda item
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

February 23, 1983

Mayor and Board of City Commissioners
City of Las Vegas

Attention: Department of Business Activity

Re: High Noon
1732 Fremont Street
General On/0ff-Sale License
L,04-189-4-00121

Gentlemen:

On December 8, 1982, a fire destroyed the building in which
I had just begun to operate my bar; therefore, through no
fault of my own, the High Noon has not been in operation
since that date.

I respectfully request approval of nonoperational status

of my above-referenced ligquor license for the three month
period of March 9, 1983, to June 9, 1983, in order to avoid
automatic revocation of my license.

I anticipate being able to reopen in approximately one month.

Bernadlne Ruggers

0014



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

GENDG 0/:1; 0‘ LM V% March 2, 193?01_5

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS ’ Page 7
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 ' .
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

I1I. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

--f

ABEYANCE ITEM

H. SECONDHAND DEALER.S LICENSE -- New

1. MARY JANE ANDERSON Lurie - Staff to proceed
dba ' APPROVED subject to -
CASINO CENTEB COINS the provisions and | Appearances:
119 North Third Street subject to six- Atty. Edwin J.

‘ month review of Dotson for

Class III-D : applicant in order applicant.
_ 4 to ascertain that | y.r0 jane Anderson
Mary dane Anderson, 100% no violations or applicant

' misrepresentations Jegg Ashenfelter

*Subject to the provisions of the have occurred. »

Planning, Building, and Fire codes | Motion carried with Business Activity

Briare and Christengen
voting "No."

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

"G GES GhN Gn G AR N Sn G N N R AN N e
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00186
”

- AGENDA DOCUNMENTATION

Date: February 22, 1983

o] FROM:

TheBamdokayCamnﬁs@nms DON SAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

‘UBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- MARCH 2, 1983 COMMISSION AGENDA
ABEYANCE ITEM -- SECONDHAND DEALERS LICENSE - New

"URPOSE/BACKGROUND

Item "H" on the Department of Business Activity portion of the
agenda is an application for a new Secondhand Dealers license
submitted by Mary Jane Anderson, dba Casino Center Coin,

119 N. Third Street. This application was previously presented
to the City Commission on September 15, 1982. At that time,
based on information that Leanard Anderson (husband of the
applicant) may have significant influence over the operation

of the business, the Commission held this application in abeyance
“until the applicant submitted a 1ist of key employees far
licensing suitability."

Under date of February 11, 1983, Edwin J. Dotson, attorney for
the applicant, submitted a letter to the Department of Business
Activity requesting that this application be rescheduled before
the City Commissian. A 1ist of key employees has not been
submitted; rather, Mr. Dotson has stated that Mary Jane Anderson
“will be the party salely in caontral of making decisions" regarding
this business. Mr. Dotson has also provided a copy of a
Post-Nuptial Agreement entered into between Mary Jane Anderson
and her husband Leonard Anderson,.which declares the ownership
of the business, Casino Center Coin, as ‘separate property of
Mary Jane Anderson, and grants Mary Jane Anderson the "exclusive
right of management, disposition and control of such business
and all of its assets."

A copy of Mr. Dotson‘'s letter and the Post-Nuptial Agreement
are attached for the Commission's consideration.

As a matter of record and information, it is to be noted that this application .
. is the third such request for licensing received from Mary Jane Anderson. The

first application was denied by the City Commission on April 16, 1980, due to
an unfavorable police report. The second application was denied by the City
Commission on July 1, 1981, due to questions raised as to whether or not the
Use Permit far the 119 North Third Street location was properly issued. The
Use Permit problem has since been resoived thru a District Court Order which
enjoins the City from revoking the Use Permit,

gl

4%1/ Jerry J1 Cahill, Director
De%artment of Business Activity

Agenda ltem

o mre g s e - o, s eene ey et ¢ oz e et 2 Tor o mens Jro it A G s v Ve s A e S s et e e e o e m e
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2
3 ‘ ""H"S AC‘("'EI' NT is engered ‘.ry:u e ehis ALY day O mar.
4 ; 34., m :"xe Cicy of Ld$ Vv.yd.:, Luu'x'y of Clark, Stare of fNovada.
5?2 vbgcwggn L;OnARD.A. ‘;DZRSON, H;rc'nufc 3.4 rcferred o au CWUSBEAIULT
. 555‘}andlﬂAﬁY JANE ANDERS N, hercinufcer referred to as "HIFET, who i
PR R . ' -
= i j&ave Lived3:ogecher'con:inudusiy as husband and wife s¥nae rhe :
3};  d;cé‘oﬁ_:hei: marriage on :hevlﬁcﬁ day of Decimber, 1944, in the ?
9 Cicy of Dubuque, . S:&ﬁe‘bf Iowa. The par:ies_here:o ate i:.-LﬁLl?!V -
';Qﬁ; f:esidencé o. :he :a:e of Nevada now residing ac 4222 Cqscluruék'é
. Court, Las Vegas. cl fk Cbunéyvruevéda. .. ’ f
____ PUMPOSES A™D PECITALS ' e
. ; ,Aa..c:_.. - '
3 : . "
' £;. 142 ) “ﬂ“th Az*eemen: is en:;r;d into for che following pursoses
28 [ .
% ;i?- 155; and’ w~-ﬁ 'espucc Lo the fol Lowing fag:s:
E—’: §§§ 6 [ SECTION I.0L. It is .che intenzion of chu parcies hereto tu |
BRI " : . oo . . . . H
% égﬁ 17?A' define qﬁd‘se::le :heir‘:éspép:ive an¢ coliective r:gh:s in the - .
§ § EAié”g, rroper y owred seugra::.y jo-«t_.. WL uas cﬁmmuni:y pDrOLeLTy Ly
g 19 _bb:h;-c: uaq:-pf-;hem. and o uxpress such infent and Ceferminc
g ; S , =
22, and £ix suéh're5§qq;;Vu and collective rights ia sueh propertc.
222 in writing. -
22£iw © SECTICN 1.02. "U‘“Afb‘ndw»ouﬁs a8 Lis separate nr«o;-_;,:'-é
i ‘ - S S
a2 ro:"i:hs:énfins the form of conveyance by whicl Che prepersty wwes
24f‘ zaken or acc.ired, the Zollcowing rropersy, real, serional, o B
2% siwee
5 . (1) 1972 Cadillac
27 (b). 411 personal effcens of LUSLALD, and
28 T e) 11 oronerzy ‘sf':a}nding inthe name of HUSHAND sclﬁly‘
29j SECTIOS'Z.CZu x:r: no& owns as he: s¢pard:e DrOLErEy. f
2 :' Lﬁo:wi;hs:anding the f£orm of conveyance Sy which zhe propercy was é
33: ‘Taken or‘acquired, che followiqgiprop:::y. Teai, pergonal, os ?
. R -ivcar '
- P - ':-_; - .'/. K
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s e N ; s L v A .
- (o) The residence of the purfiey locubed 2T 4320 Tastior.
€ . Céurz, Las Vogas, Nevada SOLU7, more purticulusiy descriled uo

follows:
Si :ua:e in- che Cauntv of Clarl, State of lNevada.
Younczd and thcrlbbb as follows:

3

4

5 ‘
C o "Log ‘Thirey-eighe (38) in Block Four (4) of . ;

6 -~ 8¢2RING VALLEY UNIT NO. 6, “as shown Ly map

7 : eacreof oa file . in Zuok 17 of Plars, pags 53. : i

8

9

1 in the Office of zhe County uchbrder of
EI Clarzk Coun:‘y‘"LV4ga. : : 5

N (b) All of the household furniture and furnishings located
1 :q -he a‘o-esavd residence.

(c) All oEWcha: certain busi iness known as CAb-:O C:YT:A

[
N
0

OINS, located at 119 Morth Jrd Streer, Las Vegas, lNezvada 3%.0L,
135 rinqluding; hus nor 1i *’ea to, all scock in crade and iaveuztory.

i - coias, furniture and fixtures, lease, Loodw--h, bank accounts

and accounts receivable. WIFE shall have the

13345163
[Ty
wn

iSCY Al LAW

' .0f management, disposicion and control of such

S N Y

3
e
2
<
-
3
-
X
4
2
=
°
N4
b4
Z
4

VIGAS. HECADA 69100

HOLERT K. DORSEY

3
HEN A (d) 'All coins and coin colleéctions presently in the
o« g ; . . . B .
03 i  opossession of WIFE, '
. - : ' Y X
(e) ALl bank accouncs and lines of credit nTescnzly in che
name of WITE.
22 " (£) 1278 Plymoush cutomubile. i
3 :
a3 (g) Hill-purional effcuts and Jewdlry inopossesnion ol
247 ygrEs '
5 SECTIUN L.04. This Ag'cLMcnc is entered ingo bv ocach S
26 - - T N perimaeey Y e et A o ek ] ot
. , The FUTTLes DXL WLia 3 (v_,l.'..r:‘.u..._:-.f‘.s)m-u-:_:-.' oL The o gl oatie
A= ’ ‘ . e . .
ar ¢Z all of Separaie ULoperty Or . estale oL sl Ltler, anilowe
on o : : :
e zhe exzenz ¢~d nrobable value of the communl o Lo ;
23 : . . 1
el ‘L::;cr acxnowled,. ¢ an underszanding of all zighes zhun Sow
1 . N

2n .
30 sor zhis ,.g:=enenP wu:l
e ' : )
- su both o zhem by wicsz
ey '
N That Lotk onrtien Lowva
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1 exzent of che p:oﬁercy awvmed bf‘hoch or eavh of =het, the puffies
2; hereto'have‘éadg ﬁo §aéh other a fuil ani comple:é disclesuze of
» 3 i‘ atl property that he or she owns separately, loimtly, ur 4=
4? communicy proper:y; _ o f' , _ ;
5: - SECTION'i.bS. 3This Agreéméht.is made without any intenciun
6 'fb ob:ain or 1n con:emu’a:zon of ‘2’ separation or dissolucion 'E
7; of marriage, and the sole conslderz'ion therefor is the transfec |
g ?' of property ;igh:s‘and the release-of claims of iﬁdeb:cdneés E S
9;; ‘between the par=zies. " | ;
e . !
X 2y '  ARTICLE IT :
1 | o
‘ j} . _ S S :
121 | SECTION 2.01.  HUSBAND and WIFE hereby acknowledye and |
» 133._agree that :he uroner'v “isted and soec'fzsd in ARTICLE I-of - ;
N ésn"l‘i 'tHis Agreemen: is ouned by the respecc‘ve parsies 'hc*elq o é
Ei;;?__lsg‘wspecx ied and to ‘the extent’ therein scated Fur:hcr ~otH v .
*Eé%ééf !5§? ua::*es hereby waive gnd relinqu.sh any rzgh"-n the ﬂ—onerc; E ;.
'E;?%%,:ITﬁ' o- es*a:e of che othe:, excep: Lo the ex,en: thas =he parties '
tiei g R , ;
'§‘§§§f,135; }change such'ownershia,be:ween :hemsélﬁes.in theisr separutely,
 §- .':913 '*aiﬁtl'; or commﬁﬁ Ty owned oroaerty -n AR"IC-~ T of -this ;

Do
o Agreem°r:. or by an' -ns-rumenc in.writing belng executed or P

Wil; made subsequent 0. chxs Agreement. - -

22 i . 3 ' )
e .IU;CTION 2.02. "The par:ies«nereby agree thal any communicy
e . 9 '
.74 interest’ -"at PUSBA D might have in the property descoibed in
t ‘ : 4
P . . ' N ‘.,' . N . . ..
4% . ARTI LE-I as belonving to WITE is hereby relueused by NHUCHNND
it Aot i
il )
25 and transferred to WIFE. i
25 GEETION 2.01. Tha comsideration For this Aureenen: s
4/ - rhat there is a substanzial incdebredness hy HUSIANT oo VIVID on
237 account of monies and proocerty advanced and loamed Ly LIFE, The !

recegnizion of the- properzy described in ARTICLE T as the suparate
sroperty of WIFE, and the release and waiver of any and all :

claigs ia*suéh property by HUSBAND, is cthe diycharge and walver

20 : N .
il Sy WITE 5 all zighes che . may have ro recover zhe _n\g-.g s
-}

- bl /
: — ——
B Y 5 WY R T S




" CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

9

. 002
l - : from ©USZAND Zor the meales advanced and luan zo MUSLAND oo Ul E
' 2
I . 3 IN WITNESS WHEREDF, the parties hereto have cxecuted thiy
N -
41 Agreement on zhe day and year first hereinubove.written.
y -
l g ; .
, 6 L :
’ i
7
_, i
: 8.
i
l . f
' i
-d I
T
|
1 .
: 12: STATE OF NEVADA )
13 | ) ss.
e i COUNTY OF CLARK )
i : 12 h co JEZ - : .
l Ssa. ‘; On this 7~ day of March, 1981, before me, the uadersigned,
. » 333 |
: W, 9eS g i e . . .
ais 5% 4 Yotary Public in and for said County and State, personually
‘ . i:ﬁﬁ 6 ;i appeared LEQMNARD A. ANDERSON, known to me co be the person
o wi¥s iy
-3 . s
l 5 5"3’2 17 i cescribed in and whose signature is subscribed to the within
2823 405 e ey :
& Z 5w 2! :instrument as "HUSBAND", and duly acknowledygwd fo me chac
} ) :" ¢ . .
i ¢ b2 . =, Y
I q =7t Rhe executed the sail instrumenz freely and voluncurily and
! L . T
2 i for the uses and purposes therein mentioned. /
1 . < . P
: . 21 . -~ /" =
T . s ! N . - v -~
- : i RS RN o y A 2
l .: ] 22 L k y ey st y - prd . /l”/‘ P A 2
<. SANTA BSVE” v NOTARY PUBLIC in and for
an €aid County and State -
L - i
25 ' STATE OF NEVADA )
. . 26 i ) ss.
" €9 . COUUTY OF CLARK N
‘ﬁ' 27 On zais AL day of Marchk, 1981, hefore me, zhe uwnderniyned.
o 2 . . . ; . .
l q 8 2 Nocary Public in and for said County and State, persontally
29} gpreared MARY JANZ.ANDERZSOM, known to me o bé the nerson
- 20 . described in and whose signature is subscrilted o the wiziin
l : 2l . instrument as "WIFE", and culy acknowledged -o me thiaz uhe
] 32 ' exscuced the said inszzumens Jreely and velunctarily and for
T -l -
i
l z

I e I L
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s, the uses and purioses thezein mun

i e, 7 0y i e

I
(]

12
"

(X%
[3%]

R

NOTARY DPUBTIC I and fur

-8aid Councy and State

* et niay
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el ¥ OF CLARK
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LAW OFFICES

(EDWIN 4. DOTSON wpezi
Tt . S 21t NORTH SIXTH STREET
. =y tn2 TELEPHONE
22 i R D R {702) 385-s07!
LAS JVETJAS, NEUPDA 89141

February 11, 1983

Ms. Marge Heather

City Licensing Department
City of Las Vegas

400 East Stewart Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada

Dear Ms. Heather:
: Re: Mary Jane Anderson d/b/a

Casino Center Coins

This will transmit to you a copy of the post-
nuptmal agreement entered into between Mary Jane Anderson
and her husband, Leonard.

You are further advised that Mrs. Anderson
will be the party solely in control of making decisionms,
although there may be clerks hired to handle the usual
clerking functions. There will be no one making any
decisions other than Mrs. Anderson.

As you can readily observe, the parties have
specifically agreed regarding the ownership of this business
enterprise, and Mr. Anderson has no legal interest in the
business. He will not in any way be connected with the
operation of the business in Las Vegas.

This will further serve as a request for immediate
resetting of this matter before the City Commission, and
I suppose it might be of interest to suggest that Commis-
sioner Christensen might have a conflict of interest in
further considering this application, since he is in direct
competition with the applicant.

. M’ -
EJD/wm
enc.

o i ey e em e e gen gy e pe e = - P . A cee e ter w e e
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AGENDA (i of Las Vegus ™

. March 2, 1983

. BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
. COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 200 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 )
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

- 1 _

IV(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA
RUSSELL W. DORN, CITY MANAGER

A. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON A Levy - City Manager to
RECOMMENDATION FROM THE STUDY MANAGEMENT APPROVED Motion to | proceed.
TEAM REGARDING THE FINAL REVIEW OF THE follow recommendatiors.
LOS ANGELES/LAS VEGAS GROUND TRANSPORTATION Unanimous 3

FEASIBILITY STUDY. _ ‘
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% 4 MV% Feb 24, 1983
AGENDA DOCUMENTATIQ}I)I P S0

TO: FROM:

The Board of City Commissioners Mike a.'ly .
Economic Devélopment Coordinator
SUBJECT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON A RECOMMENDATION FROM THE STUDY MANAGEMENT TEAM

Rﬁ?g}ﬁ%ﬂmgﬁyﬂ REVIEW OF THE LOS ANGELES/LAS VEGAS GROUND TRANSPORTATION

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

0024

.In Tate 1981 the City of Las Vegas received funds from various governmental entities
including the Convention and Visitors Authority to conduct a $270,000 feasibility study
on construction of a High-Speed or Super-Speed Train between Los Angeles, California
and Las Vegas, Nevada.

In April 1982 the Study Management Team, composed of officials from contributing

- entities and the Las Vegas community, approved the Budd Company to conduct the study
with concurrence from the Las Vegas City Commission. The Budd Company completed the
study on January 27, 1983, and the Study Management Team completed their work review-
ing and approving the study on February 17, 1983.

The Study Management Team requests the City Commission approve the following recom-
mendations:

i

-~ The City Finance Department should conduct an internal audit in
preparation for the Department of Transportation/Federal Railroad
Administration team audit. The audit performed by- the City of Las
Vegas Department of Finam:ia'l Management should be concluded prior
to March 11, 1983..

- The City Attorney's Office should review all pertinent documents

- involving the City of Las Vegas/Budd Company contract and the
Department of Transportation/Federal Railroad Administration
agreement to insure that the City has complied with and completed
all legal actions required for study complaetion.

- Upon completion of City of Las Vegas internal audit and approval
from the City Attorney's Office, preparation can be made for payment
in full to the Budd Company for completion of the study.

None

RECOMMENDATIONS

That the City Commission approve the recomendations by the Study Management ‘Team
as stated in the attached letter from Jack Libby. Study Management Team Chairman,
to Mayor Briare, February 23, 1983..

D! ]
Approved
Disapproved
Held

- Statas Due: - I Iv(a) - A
T9=390 .

—— . e a i emer e tmm et w o ememmmen ¢ e et e < e e o e4 e et s A, t ABLG mlgn g e semses c
3 ; 3
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THIS AGREIMINT, made and entared inte this zgéaay
sril, 1982, by and between the CITY OF LAS VIGAS, NEVADA,
nizisal carporatxon ané political subdivision of the State

ada (hereinafter refecszed to as the "CITY OF LAS VEGAS")

a
~ of Nev
and TES SUDD COMPANY (hereinalter referzed to as "CONTRACTOR").

-]
an
(-]

WITNESSZTH

WHEREAS, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS desgires €0 have conduc.ed
udy to determina =he feasinility of financing, constructing,
oae:a:*.ng a.d maintaining a h:.g‘x-speed or super-speed ground
transportation system linking ..he cizies of Las Vegas and Los
nageles. Calzﬁo:n;a. and

WEEREAS, the Las Vegas Convention 5 Visito:;s Authority,
the County of Clark, the Depariment of Transpor atxon for the
State of Nevada and the Federal Rail-cad Administrazion also

desirs to have such a study conducted and have agresed to Zinancially

support the same; and

WEEREAS, the CITY OF LAS VZGAS has formed a Study
Management Team £o raview, advise and make recommendations to the
Scard of Commissioners of the City of Las Vegas on tha conduct of

" such ~easihility study and has designated its Director of the

Office of Sconomic Develozment as the Project Managar for the
CITY OF LAS VEGAS; and .

WHEREAS, the CONTRACTOR has submittsd a propesal =o
conduct such faasibility study and based on such propesal has
been selactad by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS to conduct such study.

NOW, TﬁER:rORB, in cunsiée:aticn 0f +he terms, conditions
and covenants set forth hesein, the parties heseto agrae to the
followi aq. '

SECTION I: FEASIBILITY STUDY

CONTRACTOR agreas £0 conduct a study to determine the
feasibility of financing, comstsucsing, operating and maintaining
a hxgh-sgeed or supar-speed ground t.ansao:tation system linking
the cisies of Lis Vegas, Navada and Los Ange‘es. Califozmia in
acca:dance with CONTRACTOR'S proposal submiss o the CITY OF
LAS VISAS ¢n FTebruary 15, -332 aad ia ac-ordah- wi:h'ce::&in
pozticns of the CITY OF LAS VIGAS' reqguest for gregpesal dated
December 18, 1981 whizh aze attached herets as Ixhisit "A."
CCJT:ACTOR'S sropesal and Exh‘bi“ "A" ara heraly adepted by shis
relarence into nis Agrazemens; howevaer, to the extent thas thi
rereemant 2é3s w0, modifies or is incsnsistent with the serms ¢f

the srspesal, or the request Zor progesal, the terms of tiais
rgreczent arevalil. - '

SZCTIAN IT: FTIDIAAL CRANT RIQUIZZMIENTS

ibilisy study ig in paz%t fimaneced By a grans
Iz ilrosd Asministraszion tfo =iz CITY OF IS
VI cesSrTesents that it has read she CSranmt Agroe-
ne iz familiar with ifwos tesms and agrees o
2= izrmsg irmsciar as compliance with =hese grevi-
€l e SoWURACTOR'S pezizrmancs, ineluding, Bus nos
Li immaticen ané minorizy husiness grovisisns.
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SECTICN III: TIMD CF ZSSTNCE -

CONTRACTOR shall immediasely commense zesformance cf
ehis Agraaoment and ::".::ca::c’ diligeatly prosced with she
perfozmance thereof to completion. CONTRACTOR agzees to compleze
the performance and submit its £inal report on cr before
Cctobe= 8, 1982. With respect to the performance by the CON-
TRACTOR of the ze=ms, conditions and covenanss hefein provided it
is expressly agreed that time is of the essence.

SECTION IV: TERMINATION

. Tha CITY OF LAS VEGAS resarves the right 2o tarminate

this Agreement without cause o default on the par:s of the
CONTRACTOR immediagaely upon written notification 2o the CONTRACTOR.
Notification of the CONTRACTOR is deemed to0 have occurred on that
date that the CITY OF LAS VEGAS deposits the written notification
with the United States Postal Servica, postage prepaid, and
addrassed to the party and location contained in Section XIX of this
Aqreenent.

) In the avent of termination, without cause or defaull,
the CITY COF LAS VEGAS agrees £o pay %0 the CONTRACTOR the reascnable
valua for all work and services performed to the date of «ermination
but not tO exczed tha total contract amount.

_ SECTION Vi DEFAULY

A. Tha occurrence of any of the following.svents shall be a
dafault by CONTRACTOR hereundar (herainaftar called “Events
of Daefault"): ]

1. If CONTRACTOR shall default in the due obsarvanca
* and performance of any term, condition or covenant
. contained oz adopted in this Agraement;

2. If CONTRACTOR shall (a) voluntarily tarminate opera-
. tiens or consent to the ag;ointment of a receiver,
, trusteea or liquidator of CONTRACTCOR for all or a

substantial portion of its aggets, (b) bs ad:u‘icaee&
bankrupt or inselvent or file a voluntary petition
in bankruptey, or admit in writing its inability
to pay its dabts as they become dua, (c) make a
general assignment for the benefi: of ecsedisors,
(d) file a petition or answer seeking reorgani-
zation or an arrangement with creditors or take ‘ -
advantage of any insolvency law, or (3) if action
shall be taken by chTRACTOR Sor the purposas of
effecting any of the Zforegoing; .

3. If any warrant, execution or other wrie shall be
issued or levied upon any property or assets of
CONTRACTCR and shall continue unvacased and in
effect for.a perciod of cthizey (30) days: or

4. I2 CONTRACTOR should, in the judgment of CITY OF
LAS VEGAS, neglect to prasecuze the werk heszeuiader
properly and with greser dispatch in accosdance
with the time schedule waich may have been agreed
upon between the par=ies hereto:

Then, &2 any such Zvent of Default continues for three (3)
: uﬂ-k;n; days after writtea notice to the CONTRACTOR, CITY
F LAS-VZSAS may, without prejudice ts any other remedy
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it may have at iaw or in esuisy, (3) serminaste this Agree-
=ens, suspend all poyvmenss sshaswise due o CCHTRNCTCR
reroundes, finlsh the wack Ly sueh meanas os CITY CT LS

vIZAS may see Iit, deduezing fzem anmy -a amce due C:ﬁ:?‘CT:1
the cost of Zinisning the work and paying the oexcess, i

any, %0 CONTRACTOR and in the event the cost of finishin
CONTRACTCR' S work exceeds cthe sdlance due CONTRACTCR, such
excess shall be pa;d by CONTRACTOR to CITY OF LAS VEGAS
within five (5) days of iavoiciag by CITY OF LAS VEGAS, or

(b) terminate this Agreemercs and all the obligations impesad
hereunder, including the obligation of any Zurther pavment
for the services of tha CONTRACTOR excest for the reasonable
value for all work and services performed to the cata of
sermination. The costs and axpenses of completing the work
of CONTRARCTOR shall be computed and audited by CITY CF LAS
VEGAS' cesignated representative, whose certification thereof
shall be £inal and binding upon the pa:tzes. The audit

shall be made in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles and CONTRACTOR shall pay all costs of such audit.

3. In the event CITY OF LAS VEGAS is required to perform or
does paerform or hires others to parform any wozk or servicas
because of the default of the CONTRACTOR, the cost theraof,
plus an additional ten percent (10%) to cover CITY OF LAS
VEGAS' overhead expenses, shall be p:cap.ly paid by CONTRAC-
TOR to CITY OF LAS VEGAS.

-C. It is expressly agraad that CITY OF LAS VEGAS reserves the

right Lo offset any and all claims made by CONTRACTCOR for
payment of its faes hereunder or the reimbursemaent of
additional costs it incurred, with any claims that CITY oF -
LAS VEGAS might have against CONTRACTOR for Zailure to

comply with any of the terms and conditions of this Agraemant.

_ SECTION VI: OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS
All plans, drawings, specisications, Teports or othar

information accumulated, prapaczed or assambled by the CONTRACTOR
or any subceontsactors and all producss used or developed in th

.eonduct of this study, including ccmputar programs and dasa wh;ch

aza relatad to the performance of this Agreement aze deemed to be
the property of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS and will remain in the public
domain at the cotplet on of this study. In the avent of completion
es :e:m;1a.101 of this Agreement, tha CITY OF LAS VEGAS reserves
tha right o reguire delivery o2 any and all plans, drawings,
speciﬂi:ations, Teperts or other information accumulated not
alseady in its possassion, e

'-Ql-

SECTION VII: INSURANCE Lo e

A. CONTRACTOR shall provide and maintain, and it will reguire

its sukgontraztors %o provide and main:ain, duzing the existence
8% this agraement for the srozection of £he CONTRACTCR and
the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, :the Zollowing insurance coverage:

1. worzmen's Compensation -1su-an=e covezring ies ful
lia2ilisy under “he WoTrsmen's Compeonsatieon Laws cf the
Szate ©f llevada as ceguised by the Nevada Insustrial
Commissicen, o eguivalent coverage approved =y the CITY
. OF LAS VEGAS. _

e e e e e e e s s e Ryt 4T e s e e g e 5 e
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Comprchen=ive Seneral Liakiliuy Insurangs ¢f nes :o:\kp' \
than S350,900.00 ror injuty or death Lo cagh poernon, TWs R
$1,000,000.30 foz cech oczurrence and £500,000.00 \gﬁb %a:;
£or eachk claim ef propezsy damager whish mav be eflfsted I
by an adequate procran of self-insuzancse. YN - \hr

Pezformance Bond in the amount of $270,000.00. EE;'

Prior to the commecncement of this Agreement and as a dition
procedent thercto, the CONTRACTOR will obtain the insuTance
coverage required hereunder and will furnish Ceztificates of

Insurance to8 the CITY OF LAS VIGAS demoastrating the srocuzement

of such insuranca. ,

company acceptable to the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, amd—whbeh—it
i ’ _ : - % : = The Cert

- wses wes s w -

of ‘Insurance sent to the CITY OF LAS VEGRS must centain a clause

¥

c. The insuéancc coverage required herein must be wri;ten.bygzi

tes

to the affect that cancellatiens, reductions or zessrictions
shall not beccme effective until thizty (30) days after
written notice to the CITY QOF LAS VEGAS. In the aevent that
any of the insurance coverage raquized hereunder is cancelled,
reduced or restricted, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS resazves the
right to terminate this Agreement. '

SECTION VIII: INDENITY

Notwfthstanding‘any of the insuranca requirements herein-

- above seat

forth or limits of liabiliiy set forth therain, CORTRACTOR

shall protect, indemnify and hold harmless the CITY OF LAS VEGAS,
its of2icers and employees £zom any and all claims, damages, 10sses,

expenses,

suits, actions, decrees, judgments, attorney fees and

cour: costs which tha CITY OF LAS VEGAS, its officers or. employees

may suffer, or which may be sought against, recgvered Irem or .
obtainahle against the CITY QF LAS VEGAS, its officers or employees

‘ag a result of, or by reason of, or arising cut of the negligent
acts or onissions of the CONTRACTOR, its subsonkractors or agenss

or anyoné
egant, in
covenants

own cost,

directly or indirectly employed by tha subcentractes or
£ylfillzent or perforzance of the tarms, conditions or
of this Agraeenent.

It is expressly agzTeed that the CONTRACTOR shall, at its
dafend any and all suits or actions that may be brought

against the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, its officers or emplovees by Teason

of any ac

= or ocmissien against which the CONTRACTOR has agreed to

indemnify the CITY OF LAS VEGAS. If the CONTRACTOR shall £ail te

do so, th

e CITY OF LAS VEGAS shall have the right to defend same

and :o charge all direct and incidental costs of such cdefense to
the CONTRACTOR, inecluding couzt costs and counsel £ées.

SECTION IX: ASSIGNMINT

The CITY OF LAS VEGAS and the CONTRACTOR cach bind itself

and icg pazsncrs, successors, adminicirators and assigns to the
othes pasty oL this Agzeement and to the parstness, sucsesssrs,
axacutors, administrazors and assigns of such other pazity in zespect
€0 all eovenants of =his Agreemens, except neither the CITY OF

LNS VLSAS nor the CONIRACTOR shall zesign, sublet or trancler its

-ingerest

in this Agoccement without the wristen coneent of the other.

nothing ecntained herein shall be comszirued as creating any personal

1iawility on the pars: of any officer or agent of zany public bedy

whizch may Se a pariy hercto.
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SECTLION 1 WAIVER

. N9 coasent or waiver, c¥gress or implicd, by elthers

pacty to this Agzecment to or of any breash er felazlu Ly onS

other ia tae performance of any obligations hercunder shall be
deemed or construed €0 be a consent Or waiver to oz of any other
breach e default by such party hereunder., Failure on the pazst
of any party herete to complain of any act or failuse to act of
the other party or to declare that other party in default hereunder,
: irrespective of how long such failure continucs, shall not coasti-
sute a waiver of the rights of such parsy hereundez. Iasgection
: by, payment 2y, OF tentative approval or acceptance by CITY OF
1AS VZGAS o= the failurec of CITY OF LAS VEGAS =0 periczm any
inspecticn hareunder, shall not cemstitute a final acceptance of
' =he wozk Or any part thereof anéd shall not release CONTRACTOR of any

of its obligations hereundex.
A SECTION XI: DESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE

l A. The Director of the QOffice of Economic Develcpment or
: ) his authorized representative is heceby designated as the
CITY OF LAS VZGAS' representative with respect to the work

to be performed under this Agreement. Said cepresentative,
aleong with the Study Mangament Team's advice, shall have
complete authozity to transmit inssructiens, recaive infoz-
mation, interpret and define CITY OF LAS VEIGAS' policies and
decisions with zespect to the ssrvices of the CONTRACTOR. :

8., Dr. Touag 3. MoDomeuss 13 designated asg the CONTRACTOR'S i .
Study Contract Director. He shall hava overall sugeczvision
of the study and must be available-on*a -reasonable basis
to attend meetings and meet with the CITY OF LAS VEGAS'
staff or tha Study Management Team when Tequested by the
CITY OF LAS VEGAS' authorized representative.

. : , SECTION XII: CONTRACTOR WARRANTISS
.CONTRACTOR represants and warrants:

A. That it is financially solvent, able to say iis debts as they
sure, and possaessed of sufficient working capital %o complels
this Agreement; that it is able to furmish the plant, tools,
materials, suzdlies, eguipmant and labor, and is experienced
in and competent to perform the wosk contemplatsed by this.
Agseement, and that it is qualified to do the work herein
and is 2uchori:z to do business in the State of Nevada.

' -8 That the CCNTRACTCR holds a license, permit or other special

i license %0 periform the services ‘included in this Agreement, 2s
l | recuized by law, or employs or works under the general supes-
# vision of the holder of such license, permit or special

3 lizense as pesmitied by low.

. SECTION XIII: INDIDINOTNT CONTRACTCR

s hezeby expressly agseed and undesstood thas in the
l the servicas previded hMerein, the COUTIACICR and any

ioyed Ly him Hiereunder shall be doemed Lo be an
tracses and act an agesns oz employee of the CITY

SCCTICH NIV: APPLICAGLT IAW

Le conntrued and inserpreted In

Cnase o Ntaevada,
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SEOTION XV: DROUIDIUVICH AGAINSGY ceuTIugint ©°ZT

~he CCUTRACTOR warzants that no persen ¢ cnsisy his Been
employed or rotalned to solicit or secure this agreemant ugen an
agreement oz undesrstanding for a commission, perccntage, brokerage
or contingent fce. For breach or vielation of this warranty, the
CITY OF LAS VEGAS shall have the right %o annul =his Agreement
withous liability oz, in its discretion, to deducts from the contrast
price or comsiderasicn, or otherwise recover, the full amount of
such commission, parcentage, hsokerage or contizgens fea,

3

SECTION XVI: PUBLICITY

All publicity concarning the sezvices of the CONTRACTOR
with cespect =0 the performance of this Agreemen: must £izst be
- approved by and may only be released by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS.

SECTION XVII: ARSITRATION

All claims, disputas and othar matters in guestion between
the parties to this Agreemenst, arising out of or ralating to this
Agreement or the breach therecf, may at the option of the aggrieved
party ba decided by azbitration in accordance with the Constuction
Indugery Arbitration Rules of the American Arbitration Association
then obtaining unlass the parties mutually agrese otharwise. No
arbitration, arising ocut of or ralating to this Agrezemens, shall
include, by consolidaticn, joinder or in any other masmes, any
additional person not a party to this Agreemen:t except by wristen
consant containiang 2 specific refarencs ¢o this Agreement and
gigned by tha CITY OF LAS VEGAS and the CONTRACTOR, and any other
person sought to be joined. Any consent to arbitration inveolving
an additional psrson or persons shall not constitute consent &
arbisration of any dispute not dascribad tharaein or with any
person not named or described therain. - This agzeemen: <o arbltrate
and any agTeement to arhitrace with an additional persan or _

- perseoas duly consented to by the parties %o this Agreement shall
be specifically enforceable undar the prevailing arbitsation law.

* Notice of the demand for arbisration shall be £iled in
writing with the other party to this Agreemant and with tha American
Arbitcration Association. The demanéd shall be made within a reason-
able tima after the claim, dispute or other matter in guestion has
arisen. In no event shall the demand for arbisration be made after
the data when institution of legal or equitable proceedings basad
en such claim, disputae or other matter in question would be barzed
by the applicable statuta of limitatiegs.

In the event tha:z either pariy demands arbisration, it is
agreed by the parties hereto that all means of discovery, ineluding.
but not linited =0, depositions and interrogatories will bhe aZfozded
o the parties invelved in the arbitration, with the apgoinzed

~ arbitrassrs naving all authority to impose sanceiong against either
party for failing <¢ comply with the rules for éiscovery provided
under the Xevacda Rules-of Civil Procedura.

The awazd sendered by the arbitrators shall be final;
ané, ivdsment wmay ba,entgzed upon it in accordange with applicakle
law in 2ny court having jurisdiction thereof.

SECTION XVIII: SUBCONTRACTS
CONTRACTOR agrees to include in all profassicnal sub-

gontracts.in conncction wisth zerformance of the tesms anéd obliga-
tions impesced under this Agreament ‘the following:

=
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Sy the CITY OF ThS wrors , ani \§

2 provisien,that if the CITY OF LAS VEGAS has paid the CONTRACIOR foz

"said guhcontracied work, then the subeontizactozs' only 'ccoa-gg
-: againest the CONTRACTOR and net against che CITY OF LAS

BGAS, either through the instizution of legal or equitable
ac:ion or the attachmens o2 any lien;

3. A provision that the subesnizactors have no moze zights
against the CITY OF LAS VIIALS than that of the CORTRACTCR:

c. A provision that the subcentsactor agrees to be . bound by all

the terms, cenditions and obligations of this Agreement; and ri

. ) SECTION XIX: NOTICES

Any notice reguired under this Agzeement shall be sent
to the following addresses:

CITY OF LAS VEGAS: Cflice of Economic Development
< City Hall
400 E. Stawazt Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 83101

CONTRACTOR: . The Budd Company
. : Technical Centexr :
373 Commerce Drive
. ’ Fort Washington, 2a. 19034.

SECTION XX: MODIFICATION

All modifications or amendrants to =his Ag:eemeh:’a:e
aull and void unless reduced to writing and signed by the parties
hereto. - ~ °

SECTION XXI: CO ‘NSA’ION

The total Zeces, compensaticn and costis 49 bz paid <o
CONTRNCTOR is $270,000.00. COXTRACTOR shall submis a monthly
statement with all supporsing (;nclu"ng subcenirac=ors') inveices
govering costs, wagas (houzs) and other expensas to the CITY CF
L3S VIGAS dezailing CONTRACTOR'S costs and werk serxformed for that
menth., Upon review of Zhe monthly s.a:cmcnt the CITY OF LAS VEGAS

s=all secomit she reascmasle value oF s6sts chewn wisaia 15 =0 30
Zays ¢f zaceipt of the memichly s-*-cmcnt and ass=achedé invoices,
Zut nzt o cxzcad $40,006.32. zIn arseassing the monthly npajyment
t3 the CONTRAETOR, a CITY OF LAS WIGAS Purchase Order will o
lexued Dy tme Daparsmant ¢f Senasc2l Seszvices. In uhic regavd, the
sITv It LAS URSAS ?_-:h;;c Crder Uumiar muct La refgrenced en the
Itze ¢l ensh ‘wvc ice snimmizted Ty the CCNTRACUCR as a vars of the
sonshoy sSaax ; stisfaguory cempletion of ethis Acrsocments,
: MRS ITRASTOR shall te said. 3Sefere

L 2 AS VRCAS may condusz nn awdit of

F oS wearn covering 211 ssuts, salarzics,

z c2 orsialed Lo Lhe mou

0031

paTt oL the CONTHACTOR QS;
.‘-— - —\~.. .
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Txhibie "A"

- on oM o P

I. STUSY QBSZOTIVES:

(a) Determine the feasibility of establishing a high-
speed/supcr-spead ground transportation syszen
between Las Vegas and Los Angeles.

(b) Detormine the cost-effcctiveness of such a high-
speed/super-speaed ground transpertatien systex
batween Las Vegas and Los Angeles. v

() Identify a systcm that is most competitive with
the airlines foz «ime, safety, convenience and

(@) Provids an "Implamentatien Plan” that definas the
sequential process through which a high-speed/super-
speed ground <ranspertation system between Las Vegas
and Los Angeles can be constructed, financed, coperated
and maintained. .

(e) Examine within the current state of the art, all
high-speed/supar-speed ground transporsatien
systems (¥S/SS/GTS) and concepts in the conduct
of the Study. : .

IZ. SCOPE OF WORK:

—. Princival Werk Items: Listed below are the principal work items
to be perzormed by che Contractor in accomplishing the "Study
Objectives” set forth above.

B A. Inventory and Assemble Existing Data

N | The Contractor will collect and compile base data
‘ ° (axisting conditions and projections of future conditions)
© from existing and/or ongeing studias, information and
capabilities; and then assemble data in such a forx
that it is usaeful to thae conduct of the Study and
supposts the Conclusicns and Recommendasicns; and,
insures that compatibilities and differences can be
identified. , :

The Contractor is expected teo identify any additional
data collection which may be necessary to supplement
the existing data base. *

The inventery and data items should include, but not be ’

limited to, the Zollowing: : ' .

o A Sectien, up~front in the Study, is required
which incorperates the most.valid data in the
world on the current and proiected "state~of-+the~
art® on beth the "high-speed™ ané the "super-speed”’
czound transportation system (HS/SS/GTS).

-] Physical, environmental and demographic character-
igtiecs 0f the existing corzider and any proposes
routes and terminals between Las Vegas-Los Angeles.

S Current and Zcrecasted travel and ridership demand
between las Vegas and Los Angeles through the
Year 2000.

-3 Zxisting ané glanne? travel facilities. The contIac-
tor will identify existing planned trxavel facilitics
in Las Vegas 2nd Les Angeles and their abilisy &¢
acecommodate high-speed/super-speed ground <ranspol-
tation systemsz. ~Fuzthoer, {acilizies (aisports and

nighuays) chould bo ifontificd which =ay ba impscted

anantizion of a high-cpoed/suses-ssced Zoil

EEta s e, P e saren Mo n Lt A e s e o) Caeary n e o —_— -
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-] fligh-cpeed/sunerespend frouad sronsteorIscsion systams,
”Hc Cenzragsor -1’1 'cvxcw the stase=-ci-cthe-ast
gseazch and davalepmans for cash 2 whe various
?‘?"STCC‘ and suser-speed goeund Traznsporiasion
system teehnclegices and will cuh":ii: gagh sys:tam's
technology se that cach system's a:;l catien =

potential markess or segments oI the cssrider
(Las Vegas =6 Los Aangeles) can be evaluated. As
a minimum, the follewing stipulations feor each
‘system, and potential routes considersed, will be
evaluated and = apexted in the Study:

-~ Availabilisv of eceastzucstsion laber in California
and Nevada and their organization gtatus

Railroad emplovees negotiations

Speed

Ride qualisy

Pasgsenger ca;acz“y

Power regquirements and energy consumption, i.e.,
identify power source and cost

Noise and aix pollution )
Right-ofeway reguirements and theic costs -
safety

System reliabilicy and flexibilicy

Systam capital costs including :;ght-o:-way
acquisition, guideways, signals, rolling stsck,
revenue projections from systaem, appropriate
demographics, and .e.—:unals _____
- Operating costs, inel udiag maintenance and adnine
istration

« Environmental impact analysis for California and
Nevada and geological survey (per Iederal, state
and local environmsntal laws or ordinances)

The contractor shall comply with the requirements
of Section 114 of the Clean Air Aect (42 U.S.C.
7414) and Section 318 Federal Water Pollution

- Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1318) and with all segu-
lations and guidelines therein (Contractor will
notify City Project Manager Mike Daly ia writing
if they receive any ccm*un‘ca*‘ons Zrom :the Z?A)

« Identily existing federal/state/local laws, cules,
ordinances and regulations that cou-d advezsely
impact eng.nee-inc, constzuction, anciag and
operation of a ES/SS/GTS in the Las Vegas-Los
angeles cozridor

a . B. Identification of Potential -Markets and Stzucturing an
: Intescisiy Coroicor Netwdsk

Us~ﬁg the information collected in paragraph A alove,
: iden<is y and analvze 4ha -especiive Las Vecas-Los angeles
. markess for hig! -speed/su;e:-s;eed ground transportation
. zail systems in tesns of 2heir tzavel damané from 1282

£hroush the Year 2300 A.D. Seth the dizansicns 2nd

g . charagzesistics ¢ zhe pesulation and tha intercity
) . travel markets (keyed <o 1380 Census tzzsts and related
éemograghi cs) must b2 adézessed Sor, ané scsween, 1as
Vegas..nd Los ~rngoles. A mode splic sheuld 2o doveliosed
in both cities with resgect &9 interstazzz and chasses
«ransit, auto and 2ir wr-ansportatien.

2les an ;n:c:c':y ané intracity netwssk for she las
2s-10s Angeles serridor based ugen she approash idemti-
=~:"c The neswortk will include all potential routes

s ¢z well as present Toutes =0 supnhlement the
Tweern TRe srineipal teorminal cities.
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The Cantracser will elearly document 20 =
eriteria used in the ideasifiszatian 21 th
the rationale used =0 strucaure 3 Las Vegs

neswork.
Svstem Costs

Svstem costs in this Study are made of two (2) general
cast segnents as follows:

1. Capital cost is required for the construction of
the proposed high-sceed/supez-speed ground transpor-
tation system between Las Vegas and Los angeles.
Include engineering, planniag and ozganizasional
costs as well a3 right-of-way acguisision and
ralated costs.

2. The second capital cost element is required to
buy/lease rolling stock and to provide capital
for organization, operations and maintenance of
the new proposed ground transportation system
betwaeen Las Vegas and Los Angeles.

Benefit(:ost Analvsis

The Contractor will prepare and include in the Study

a benefit/cost analysis which includes both tangible

and intangibla banefits. Measuring the benefits of the
high~speed/supar-speed ground sransportation system

will include: how much is saved by using tzansit
instead of the auto, bus or airlines in terms of time,
insurance, gasoline and other costs associated with
dependence on the auts, bus and/or airlines for tsans-
portation. In addition to the benefits to which a dollar

_ value or some othar measure can be assigned, every

transis system provides henefits to the area served
which defy the assignment of numarical values. They
ineclude conveniencs of travel, emplovment opportuniiies,
increased tourism and location of naw industries in thae

‘. area.

Imolementation Plan

The Contractor will provide an overall Implementation

?lan as a basic part of she Study which will cencern’

itsel? with the procasses and means by which the high- .

speed/super-speed ground tramsportation system is financed,

engineered, constructed, maintained and heccmes operational.
Ia meeting this wosk item, the moss desirzable plan would

bs one that would have the system operaticnal, with guality
csst-effective maintenance from the beginninag, in the

nost viable time (zecognizing the normal constraints

‘agsocliated wizh cenerasicn of capital and/3r financial
zesources and the time zecuired for design, Zor the
suzchase of equignmeat and rights-ofe-way, and for the
constzuction and testing process, etc.). The overall.
Inplementation Plan should include key sequential sup-
pozting plans (i.e., FTinancing Plan, Ingineering and
Censtruction DPlan, Cperazions and Maintenance Plan).
Theé preparation of the Implementation Plan will be
guided By =he aforcmentioned "Study Objectives®, Princi-
sal Wozk Izems, and the fsliowing amplified tasks and
goals:

gineering, Consssuction,
-

Caaorasion ad Mains nge Plans for- the

A : . -3
loving, fperaziag
-
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Suuerming anetgy sourse and how o chtain it and
use it. '
Seret:le sezviss, enzincering and scnssoucsiss
effeoses T2 m3tsn Srogram neods ans laber, mazasiczl
and finaacing availabilisy.

Il

1
[}
}
<

Identily potential markes, termizals and associated
domoyraphics and how to expeditiousliy obsain
essential operating income. Plans should be phased
se that operaticns <can begin as soon as possisle.
Obtain maximum fecersal funding, land aeguisitien
and a related capability suppor: through elected
congressional representatives, privase and public
sactor. The proeess will ganerally iavelve granzs
and/or special legislation associated with capiszal
construction, rcight~of-way and equipment puschases.
At all critical milestones, the srogsam will sake

advantage of the latest "state-of-the-art" technolegy

available (ecommunications, vehicles, ecuipment,

‘proceduraes, data autoemation, ete.).

Minimize the negative impacss of the construction
proecess. o

Coordinate the implementasion of service and :he
constructicon procesgs with other public improvements
to aveoid econfliecs. B
Monitor the impact of implementation and early phase
activities on ths social, physical environmen: and
quality of lifa. . . :
Continually review and update transportation system
Tequirements resulting from changing conditiens )
in the region, i.a., People Movers, Amtrack, ete.

Financing Plan

The Contractor shall prepare a Financing Plan as 2 pars
of the Study which would identify a practical Program
for raising the finances necessary =c pay ths capital
and operating costs of the proposed high-speed/sipes~
_speed ground transportasion system. Alternative
financing plan elements will be included. The Financing
Plan will iaclude, £ not be limited so: i

o

e

Timing of capital needs and cos:t of inflation.

* Fedezal Aid - the extent of existing Zederal

transit aid legislation, scurces of funds that

may be derived from graats or other federal

assistance. :

Current Regional Funding capability that may de

dexived fzaonm lecal taxes or other soucces, boch

Publiec and private. Alsc possible nazional or
ternational sources. .

Exanmination of investment tax credits, ceventa

bonds and other possitle tax senelits <o potential

investors. :

pave and include as a pars of
" a Construciion Flan mased
tistie engineering caca, s=udies,

s2ration ané Mainscnance Plan (O 3 M Dlamg)

..... LStss will develos Cooratisn and Maintenance
s POy gl ; oY by .
T oSoloihe UE/EE/STS botwoen Lis Vegas snd Lo Angeles,

ey t———— g2 s A b e gy e s e ars T e e ® S A e ol M 4t e wdm miwie Sme mwma ane L f e e e p e Cosmnee -
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Tha G § M Plans will sez up Lhc cruaniz
eperaticnal and mainicaanee ‘struezurs
a2 ¥S/SS5/G7S. Xey %0 the O & M Plans is
slanning fo- the passeager-carrying rfalil
i.e., conventional zail, guzdau_v, ate.)
engineering planning is essenzial to -insure :hat coss
to operate and maintain for the long-term does not excee
the revenue generated over the long term. 0O & M
Plans must Tecognize that inieially the HS/S3/GTS will
not be cost-cffiective; however, assuming "gualily engi-
neering"” was aceomplished up-frons, it should szove cost-
cive at some appropriate time in the futuras.

(1R #
IR

e uly

-< D oo
b

I. Preparation of Zvaluation Criteria and Methodoiogv

The Contractor will develop 2 sat of evaluation eriteria
which can be used to compare the selectad altaznatives.
The sat of criteria developed should provide for a clear
comparison of tha advantages of one route and technology
over others and for an analysis of the impacts of a
high-speed/super-speed ground transporsation sail

system on other nodes.

These c¢riteria will iaclude esconc=ic critaria, Lranspez-
tation system criteria and external cests and benafits.

The avaluation of the salacted aliternatives will rasult
in an overall pricrity or rank assigned to each of tha
potential markets studied along with recommendations

‘as to the most appropriate high-speed/super-speed ground

transportation rail systam tachnology %o sarva (tha
identified markets.

J. Study Milesstones: .

1. The schedule for reporting on status of work on

. the Study will be comprised of six (6) sepacate
interim monthly, ®"How Goes I%," milastones
beginning: May 10, 1982; then June 1l0; then
July 9; then August 10; then Saptembez 10. The
£inal milastone will be October 3, whezeby the

. Contractor will forward the completed study %o

the City of Las Vegas as set forth in pa.aqranhs
"M" and "N" balow. Direct coordination between,
the City of Las Vegas Project Manager and the
Contractor Projset Dirasctor will determine the

"How Goes It" m;las:one Agenda, specific Time
and Place. . . .-

2. The Contrastor will prepare tie complesed "Siudy”
and forward as an Enclosure to a "Final Repors
Letier of T-ansmitzal®" in accordance with parca-
graphs "M" and "N" helow. The Lester ¢ Trans-
mittal will include a brief discussion of key
Study facets and as a2 nminimua instre, ia writing,
that <the Ssudy:

- Describes the Study and dscumentss Princigal
work Items, the work process, lists c-z..cal
assumptions, ildentifies potential mackess,
evaluates and scleets workable alte:na:;ves
and establishes priorities for sys:zem develop-

ment:

- -nc’ucc? an In:lcﬁen*at en Plan (see zaragraph
= vel:
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sdenelililzs any mow TeLsTIi, SuLus and =R
Leslzslosinn nsaded ond/or ghamnil L2 surzIuns
Fod@rsl, Sizse and foeal Tesrxlaziss realating
€2 & High-ZIzeocd/fupzr-3zees SroIund TransgsTe
t3cisn Syuszem soctween Lis Vesas and L5 And

- Iaciudes a dezailed Ixesustive Summalys

- Identifies pertinent "Options” o “Courses of
Action” with suppcsiing Facss and includes &
valid "Conclusion” and workadie "Fecemmendazions”

suitable for a presencation to the Las Vegas
- Seudy Managemagn: Team;

- Contractor Xncws he will be reguired ¢o hziel
she FTinal Repors using grofessional avdiovisua
capability ¢9 the Study Managemeal Team in tha
Lag Vegas Clsy Zall withia Sive (5) working
days alter fozmal Siudy completicn. This
briefing will be sui=akla for pullic showing
and will become the gsoeoperty o the City of
Las Vegas. The City of Las Vecas Projact Managar
will coordinate specific Agenda, Time and Place.

-

Signasure

The Tinal Repors,"letter of Transmisscal" and the "Inclesed
Completad Study” shall he signed by a Company oflicial
authorized to bind the Company.

Studv Format

The Study shall be limited t¢c a page sizs of eight aad
one~half by eleven inches (8 1/2* x ll1"). PFoléout pages
may be used where appresriate but should not exceed five
(5) percent of the Study. Type Size shall net se less
than typewriter "elite.®™ The Study will he indexed and
all pages sequentially numbered. 3indings and covers
will be at the Company's discretion.

Time ané 2lace ' .

Thirty-£five (335) copias ©f the Completed Study (including
‘a separate detailed. Zxacutive Summary with each Study)
will -be submitted not later than 5:00 p.am., sober 8,
1882, te:’ : :

Mike Daly, City Projecs Manages

. . L 3
Office of Zconomic Development (Room 508)
City of Las Vegas
400 Sast Stewart Avenue. ot .
Las Vegas, Nevada 59101 -
cidamce on Studv Submissal
- The "Final Repcri,lasiar o Toansmizsal" and she
"Zueclosad Complesead Study," will e zuinmizsed v the
CenszacIor on cr 2efore Cescher 8, 16382 (in.accosziznca
‘wizh on IIZ" of this contrace z2nd sz-agzass
ot z FSa%
Y Y
= Waksh will than o evaluzied by ska Sousde Maisazzmasms
: am.en/azsvs Qeseber 9, 1822 o inmsuse wmat zre
$23397 hus Sullfilled mis Szudy ciligzatiasms unier
consracs and Ixhibis "AY and SuRikie "SI azzzzhed
I3 1-% . C
- cetermindticn ©f Conursacsor Suliillme=s of z:a
ract and auwsasihod Ixhilizs "A" 228 "3," zae Scudy
semant Team will cheonm a2dvise stke Clov Coonmicsisa ef
Zelillimant: )
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February 23 1983

The Honorable William Br1are

‘Mayor, City of Las Vegas"
400 East Stewart
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101,

Dear Mayor Briare

In April 1982 the Las Vegas City Comm1ss1on contracted w1th the Budd Company :
to conduct a study on the feasibility of a High-Speed/Super-Speed Ground e
Transportation System between Las Vegas and Los Angeles. -

. The study was to be conducted in accordance with provisions of a contract

dated April 19, 1982 (see attached exhibits). A Study Management Team was .
formed to gu1de the scope of the work and provide ‘study 1nput from public and

B private sources. The study was completed in early January 1983 and the f1na1 -
" report was presented to the Study Management Team on January 27, 1983.

- The f1na1 report found that a Super-Speed: Ground Transportat1on System between

Las Vegas and Los Angeles is feas1b1e. and Maglev technology is the most cost
effective technology.

 The Study ‘Management Team concluded that the study has been comp]eted satis-

factorily. The Study Management Team recommends the foTTow1ng

- The City Finance Department should conduct an internal audit in
preparation for the Department of Transportation/Federal Railroad
Administration team audit. The audit performed by the City of Las
Vegas Department of Financial Management shoqu be concluded prior
to March 11, 1983.

- The City Attorney s O0ffice should review all pertinent documents
‘ involving the City of Las Vegas/Budd Company contract and the
Department of Transportation/Federal Railroad Administration
~ agreement to insure that the City has complied with and completed
all legal actions required for study completion.

400 E. STEWART AVENUE * LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ¢ (702) 386-6011
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- That upon completion of City of Las Vegas internal audit, and
approval from City Attorney's Office, preparation be finalized
for payment in full to Budd Company for completion of study.

Upon action by the City Commission on the above items, all work on the High-Speed/
Super-Speed Ground Transportation System Study will be complete. Work by the Budd
Company and Study.Management Team is already complete. I hope to give the City
Commission a final briefing on March 16, 1983. However, the Study Management Team
suggests that the above recommended "audit" and final "legal" review by the City
Attorney's Office be undertaken as a matter of early priority.

JL:rs
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ayq Lﬁ/j. % March 2, 1983
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 9
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

+

PHONE 386-6011 '
ITEM ' Commission Action Department Action

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

- |=m 'll‘l'l;l‘"IIE:'||"j

*CONSENT AGENDA

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

A. SERVICE AND MATERIAL WARRANTS/PAYROLL |
WARRANTS/OTHER WARRANTS AND INVESTMENTS

1. Service and Material Warrants Lurie = Staff to proceed
In the amount of $2,560,107.80 APPROVED '
Items 1 thru 3.
2. Payroll Warrants Unanimous

In the amount of $697,385.01

3. Other Warrants and Investments
: In the amount of $1,181,163.17

APPROVED AGERLA 112
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CITY OF LAS VECAS

Total Payroil §_697,385.01

TOTAL NET AMOUNT §_4.,438,655.98

| hereby certify that | have audited the above warrants:
and approve same for paymnent as being in compliance with ail applicabie laws, to the best of my knowledge and belier.

APPROVED: -——&-&—‘——

Wity MANACER

On _ :az, 3, 1983

" 19 Tre Bcarg of Citv Commissioners ordered the above warrants
2aid anc the Citv Treasurer is-nereov ordered to disoerse ne warrants as presented.

" it o -”/51" 2T _Cd.“'i //4—’1@“’%

MAYOR ¢ CITY CLERK

¥ Warrant Register Summaries Recap : ﬂ 0 43
I SERVICE & MATERIAL WARRANTS AND OTHER WARRANTS '
‘ wo. AS12733 They, amr S (6,484.01)s  pescrienon: VOID
B514018 (23,877 =
' 2700040 . i (310.36) T ceTA
' 8121098 8121099 128,000.00  Bank Transfer
9121100 268,553,210  Service & Materials
B121102 3121102 682,902.87 Bank Transfer
570000} ) 576 1666.84 Servica & Matarials
_ _B700002 B700052 18,581,67  CBTA
. _B700083 B700054 310.36  *
i 2200088, 221.002.00
; 204,086.24 ~ Sexvica & Materials
! 3700057 8700089 52,185.09  CETA
v 5700080 136.1g "
: £700091 €700747 1,517,285.52  Servies & Materials
l Total Service & Material $_2,560,307,80
Total Other $1.181, 163,17
l : PAYROLL WARRANTS
I . 094312 095848 anr$ _697,385,01 oescrienon:  P/R 2-12-83
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page -‘0
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ® 300 EAST STEWART AVENUE

laGEN
I |

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM Commission Action Department Action
. IV. (c) DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL
& EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
' MICHAEL P. COOL, DIRECTOR
AUTHORIZATION TO FILL BUDGETED
VACANCIES - CRITICAL HIRES - CITY
' FUNDED - FULL TIME
' Monthly
Dept/Class Salary Justification
Municipal Court $1077. Performs a vari-| Lurie - Staff to proceed
l Office Assistant ety of clerical | APPRQVED '
(Two Positions) duties and as recommended.
(Replacements) assists at the | Unanimous
I counter
Detention & $1345. Assists in the
Correctional supervision of
l Services inmates in the
‘ Detention City of Las
Specialist I Vegas detention
l (Two Positions) ‘ facilities
(Replacements)
l PS/Administration $1667. Assists in the
Field Operations administration
Engineer of the City's
(Replacement) street mainte-
. nance, electri-
cal and building
maintenance, and
' animal control
programs
PS/Engineering $1667. Responsible for
l Design the administra-
Chief, Engineering tion of profes- |.
Design Division sional engineer-
' (Replacement) ing for the
' planning, devel-
opment, and
design of City
l public works
projects




B N RS . e . F T o

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2 1983

0‘ w V% March 2, 1983 0 04')

GENDA

'BOARD or CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 11
_ _ COMMISSION CHAMBERS + 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE '
I‘ o _ o ' PHONE 386-6011 » ' o _
ITEM . ) : o : ."._ . Commission Action ~  Department Action

".IV.  (c) DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL
& EMPLOYEE RELATIONS

“MICHAEL P. COOL, DIRECTOR

(continhed)

B . o - Monthly f ,
- Dept/Class Salary Justification - i

- Recreation & $1249. . Responsible for | APPROVED v v
‘Leisure organizing, See Page 10 See Page 10
Activities . coordinating, :
Recreation Leader o and conducting

‘ (RepTacement) a variety of-

recreational
activities

‘ -PS/Engmeering '$1639.. ~ This position:
I .~ .| Design functions as
.. | Senior Engmeermg S second .in com-
S - Designer - - -mand on the
T : (Replacement) o Roadway Design |
l N L ' Squad, working
S : ' : : . . on recreation |
S : ‘ o design projects
l - and in-house '
roadway design
work. The
majority of
l staff cost is
reimbursable
- through Clark
l County Bond
. Issue and the
Regional Trans-
l portation Com-
mission

_.\. gp .‘,. D‘\ :T- \
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Cty of LsVges

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

Date: February 24, 1983

T0: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners Ashley Hall

Deputy City Manager

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

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The following is submitted under Agenda Item IV. (c)
Office Assistant (Two Positions) - to replace one employee who resigned and one
employee who was promoted
Detention Specialist [ (Two Positions) - to replace two employees who were promoted
Field Operations Eﬁgineer - to replace employee who retired
Chief, Engineering Qesign va1sionl- to replace employee who resigned
Recreatign Leader - to replace employee who resigned

Senior Engineering Desibner - to replace employee who was promoted

El P

A1l of the above positions are included in the 1982-83 budgets of the requesting departments.
There are no additional non-budgeted expenses associated with any of thaese positions.

R MEN ION.

The Department of Personnel % Employee Relations has indicated that all of the abdve are in
order. The City Manager's Office concurs with requesting departments' recommendations, the
staff analyses, and recommends aoproval of filling the positions at this time.

/)
recomenoes_ D (0K
Michael/P. Cool, Director
Personnel & Employee Relations Agenda ltem

Iv. (e)
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AGENDA DOCUIVIENTATION

FROM:

Datéi _...xa.nc.n.z._maz

TO: ' -
The aoarq of Cttv,Comm§snonen mcmffp. cod'f DIRECTOR . :
: S PERSONNEL & EMPLOYEE RELATIONS -

| SUBJECT:
VACANCY. REPORT
’-PURPOSE!BACKGROUND
The Tast vacancy report showed a total of sixty-four (54) vacancies. Since then- .
" ten (10) of those vacancies have been filled and fourteen (14) new vacancies incurred,
making the total number of vacancies as of this report sixty-eight (68).
. EISCA PM'P,A‘

Thé t6tal dollar savings realized tnrougnbvaéanmes'thus far this fiscal year
. 1s $521,378,  If the positions that are currently vacant were to remain vacant:

for the rest of the f'lscal year, the estmated total savings for the fiscal year
would be $945, 134, ' )

REQQMM§NQATIQN§

" - Agenda ltem

v ().
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" BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page ‘!2
' ' COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
' PHONE 386-6011
ITEM 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 Commission member or
citizen so reguests. -

PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DIVISION

*A. AWARD OF BIDS

1. Replacement Sprinkler Parts Lurie - " Staff to proceed
Department of Recreation and Leisure APPROVED as recom-
Activities . mended by staff
. . Items A, B and C.
2.. Athletic Equipment Unanimous
Department of Recreation and Leisure
Activities

*B. ANNUAL BID AWARDS

1. Building Air Filter Service APPROVED
Department of Public Services See Above _ See Above

2. Expendable Street Repair Materials
Department of Public Services

3. Expendable Reflective Glass Materials | Lurie compliments
Department of Public Services .| General Services
staff on presenta-
4. Expendable Water Treatment Chemicals tation of backup
Department of Public Services materials for

agenda items.

APPROVED ACINDA BEA
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION O _EARLAEY 1o Lo

TO: FROM: o
The Boaru of City Commissioners . * ASHLEY HALL,
. N DEPUTY cITY: MANAGER

SUBJECT: . AGENDA - BOARD oF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
‘ v (g) DEPARTHENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND'
*A.  AWARD .OF-BIDS

" 1.: BID TITLE: -  AQUA DIAL GEAR BOX - BID NUMBER: 83.2650.2
" — . ASSEMBLIES ' = .

ITEM: REPLACEMENT PARTS - ESTIMATE: $10,600.00

_DEPARTMENT:  RECREATION AND - INVITATIONS MAILED: 4
T LEISURE ACTIVITIES . ; ,

FUNDING: . GENERAL FUND : : RESPONGES’ RECEIVED: 2

" NEED FOR PURCHASE

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO MAINTAIN AND REPAIR THE SPRINKLER SYSTEMS IN CITY PARKS.

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY

TURF EQUIPMENT o LAS VEGAS bt} . $9,061.44.
LAS VEGAS FERTILIZER . LAS VEGAS NV $9,635.52

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF‘AHARD
. THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED T0:

TURF EQUIPMENT LAS VEGAS NV $9,061.44

F! IMP,

" FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 82-83. -FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE ‘IN.THE. GENERAL FUND.

~ BECOMMENQATIONS:
) THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS IT'-'M IS IN ORDER BASED ON
THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

CIT IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.

‘Ban R. PiT¢ ‘ngton, Director . . . Agenda item - "
‘Department-of General Services . SECTION A PAGE 1 '
L ‘ B ' Iv (g
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. TO: o FROM:
The Board of Cntv Commnssxoners : : . ASHLEY HALL ’
e : - -, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: : AGENDA - BUARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
o i (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
punposysAcxsnouuo
*A. AWARD OF azus' _
‘2. BID TITLE:  SOFTBALLS. BID NUMBER: 83.2620.1
- I EXPENDABLE ‘SUPPLIES ESTIMATE: $28,000.00
DEPARTMENT: - RECREATION AND : INVITATIONS MAILED: 14
T LEISURE ACTIVITIES o
FUNDING: ~ RECREATION ENTERPRISE FUND ~ - RESPONSES RECEIVED: 2

... NEED_FOR PURCHASE

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO SUPPORT THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS SUMMER SOFTBALL ‘l?ROGRAM.

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY
WESTERN ATHLETIC - °  RIVERSIDE A $25,125.00
TURF EQUIPMENT SUPPLY LAS VEGAS = W . $26,452.50

STAFF_RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD
THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:

HESTERN‘ATHLETIC : RIVERSIDE CA © $25,125.00

AND THAT IF WESTERN ATHLETIC FAILS TO OBTAIN A CITY OF LAS VEGAS BUSINESS LICENSE
WITHIN TEN (10) CALENDAR DAYS AFTER NOTIFICATION OF AWARO, THE AWARD SHALL BE vDID
AND TURF ‘EQUIPMENT SHALL BE AWARDED THE BID IN THE AMOUNT OF $26,452.50. b

FiS| IMP,

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 82-83. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE RECREATION
ENTERPRISE FUND. : ,

".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 ) THE OFFICE 0OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS 'ITEM BE AWARDED.

. Agenda item.
: kTngton, Djifector : ‘ .
Department of General Services SECTION A PAGE 2
Iv (g)

DERECEL R O S i A
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Cty of LuaVegses
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |

FEBRUARY. 18, 1983

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL,
: DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
IV (g) OEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*B, ANNUAL BID AWARD
1. BID TITLE: AIR FILTER SERVICE BI0 NUMBER: B2.9999.1
ITEM: SERVICE ESTIMATE: $9,000.00
QEPARTMENT: PUBLIC SERVICES FUNDING: GENERAL FUND

NEED FOR PURCHASE

. THE NEED FOR THIS SERVICE STEMS FROM THE CITY'S ONGOING RESPONSIBILITY TQ PROVIDE
- SYSTEMATIC MAINTENANCE ON AIR FILTERS USED OR AIR CONDITIONING EQUIPNENT LOCATED
IN ALL CITY BUILDINGS.

CONTRACT EXTENSION

WESTERN FIRE PREVENTION INCORPORATED HAS AGREED TO EXTEND THIS CONTRACT FOR AN
ADDITIONAL TWELVE (12) MONTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT THE
EXISTING COMTRACT PRICES AND TERMS. THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFURD THE CITY

UG N » 1984 AT 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHED

REPUTABLE CONTRACTOR.

" STAFF RECOMMENDS
THAT THE TWELVE (12) MONTH EXTENSION BE GRANTED TO:

WESTERN FIRE PREVENTION, INC. LAS VEGAS. NV $9,000.00

Ei iMP

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND.

_ RECOMMENDATIONS .
' THE CEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER BASED ON
THE REQOMMENDATIDNS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.

h . N
P

Dan R. Pﬂk’iﬁgton, rector Agenda ltem
Department of General Services ‘ SECTION B PAGE 1
v ‘

(g)

e e+ e = T s AIrien S e e s
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% of LasVesss | |
- AGENDA DOCUMENTATION Pate: —EERRUARL IR, 383

TO: i FAOM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD QF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983

Iv (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

*B. ANNUAL B1D AWARD

2. BID TITLE: CRACK FILLER OIL BID NUMBER: 82.9999.5
1TEM: EXPENDABLE SUPPLIES - ESTIMATE: $1.35 PER GAL.

$21,000 ANNUAL
DEPARTMENT; PUBLIC SERVICES FUNDING: GENERAL FUND

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THLS PURCHASE 1S NECESSARY TO PROVIDE MATERIALS FOR THE PERPETUAL MAINTENANCE TASK.
OF SEALING CRACKS IN ASPHALTIC PAVED STREETS .THROUGHOUT THE CITY. OF LAS VEGAS.

CONTRACT EXTENSION

WITCD CHEMICAL CORPORATION HAS AGREED TO EXTEND THIS CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL
TWELVE (12) MONTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT THE EXISTING
CONTRACT PRICES AND TERMS. THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFORD THE CIT

SERVICE THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE

CONTRACTOR.
_ STAFF_RECOMMENDS
THAT_THE TWELVE (12) MONTH EXTENSION BE GRANTED T0:
WITCO CHEMICAL CORPORATION LAS VEGAS NV $1.35 PER GAL. :
: : . : ($21,000.00 ANNUAL)
Ei IMP

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-3¢. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND.

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 OF THE OFFiCE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.

(" gy Agenda item
Jan R. PiiKington, ector
Department of General Services %5(:‘{1?]\ B PAGE 2
d
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City of LuaVieges |
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION o

FEBRUARY. 18, 1983

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners . ASHLEY HALL,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983

IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

*B. ANNUAL BID AWARD

3. BID TITLE: GLASS SPHERES BID NUMBER: 82.9999.8
ITEM: EXPENDABLE SUPPLIES ESTIMATE: $.22506 PER LB.

$7,900 ANNUAL
DEPARTMENT: PUBLIC SERVICES - FUNDING: GENERAL FUND

NEED FOR. PURCHASE

THIS PURCHASE IS ﬁECESSARY TO PROVIDE A REFLECTIVE MATERIAL TO BE MIXED WITH THE
PAINTS USED TO STRIPE VEHICLE TRAVEL LANES ON CITY OF LAS VEGAS STREETS.

CONTRACT EXTENSION

POTTERS INDUSTRIES, INC. HAS AGREED TO EXTEND THIS CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL
TWELVE (12) MONTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT THE EXISTING
CONTRACT PRICES AND TERMS. THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFORD THE CIT

g » 1984 AT 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE
CONTRACTOR.

STAFF_RECOMMENDS
THAT THE TMELVE ng) MONTH EXTENSION BE GRANTED TO:

POTTERS INDUSTRIES, INC. ANAHE IM cA $.22506 PER LB.
) $7,900.00 ANNUAL

El IMP

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 33-84. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUNO.

RECOMMENDATIONS

THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS IMOICATED THAT THIS ITEM IS [N ORDER BASED ON
THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDEO.

3 Agenda item
T kmgton, Ojrector .
Deparment of General Services SEC{I?N B PAGE 3
IV (g
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‘kewibuvﬁya
AGENDA DOCUIVIENTATION

FEBRUARY. 18, 1983

_ PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

TO: FROM: ‘
The Board of City Commnssnoners } i : ASHLEY HALL, -
_ o . : OEPUTY CITY MANAGER -
. SUBJECT; . AGENOA’; BUARD-UF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
‘ ‘ - IV_(g),DEPARTHENT OF :GENERAL SERVICES .

*B. ANNUAL BID AHARD

4. BIDTITLE:  LIQUID CHLORINE : BID NUMBER: 82.9999.11 :
CITEM: ~ EXPENDABLE SUPPLIES ~ 7 ESTIMATE:. $70,000. 00 i
DEPARTMENT: PUBLIC SERVICES FUNDING: SANITATION - © ~

NEED FOR PURCHASE
THE NEED .FOR THIS PURCHASE STEMS. FROM: THE - ONGOING NEED TO MAINTAIN SPECIFIC

STANDARDS FOR TREATMENT. OF HASTE WATER AS REQUIRED BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL
PRUTECTION AGENCY.

 CONTRACT EXTENSION

- JONES CHEMICAL HAS AGREED TO EXTEND THIS CUNTRACT FOR AN’ ADDITIUNAL TWELVE (12)

- .MOMTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH.JUNE 30, 1984 AT THE EXISTING CONTRACT PRICES
AND TERMS. -THIS. EXTENSION WILL AFFORD THE CITY CONTYRUED SERVICE THROUGH JUNE
"30, 1383 AT 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE CONTRAGTOR.

‘ STAFF RECOMHENDS
THAT THE TWELVE (12) MONTH Exrsusxou BE GRANTED TO:
. JONES CHEMICAL - HENDERSON- NV $70,000. 00.

Ei P

FUNDS BUDEETED‘FOE FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE SANITATION FUND.

. RECOMMENDATIONS

o YTHE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INOICATED THAT TdIS ITEM IS IN ORDER BASED ON
THE RECOMME’\IDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION QF THE OFFICE OF TH.E CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM 3E AWARDED.,

Agenda item

i .
Department ongeneraI gervices - , %%C{é?N 3 PAGE 4
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l : o o - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 13
' coumssuou CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

o PHONE 385-5011 ‘ _ i
ITEM . o R R G,ornmision Actibnz Department Action

PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DIVISION CONT'D |
| *B. ANNUAL BID AWARDS CONTINUED ‘

5. Municipal Parking Ramp-SWeeping: ; - 'APPRQVED ’ ‘ 7
- Department of Business'Activities : See Page 12 See Page 12

6. Tree Removal
Department of Pub11c Serv1ces

7.. Commun1cat1ons Equ1pment Maintenance
Department of Genera] Services

8.. Expendab1e Fert111zer Materials
- Department of Recreation and Le1sure
Activities :

9. Security Servxces
‘Department of General Serv1ces

10. Uniform and L1nen Laundry Serv1ces
- Department of Detent1on and Correctional
Services:

~11. Health Care Services-
- Department of Detentxon and Correct10na1
Services"

12, Expendable Sheet Glass Replacement .
Department of Public Services

.- T FR ; B . . : )
- - - ) v - ﬁ- -‘ " - - -

LB
*
(]

13. ' Portable Fire Extingﬁfsher‘Ser?%Ce
Department ofVFire Services

[;_,PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL

| 1. Parking Enforcement Uniforms R | APPROVED : ‘
- Department. of Public Services =~ See Page 12 - See Page 12

2. :Transportatlon Services
Sen1or Citizens Center

AP?RO‘IED AC: 5.3,% T |

- . .



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

o 0056
Cty of LuaVieger |
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | —suasiases

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
1V (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*3,. ANKUAL BID AWARD
5. B8ID TITLE: SWEEPING MUNICIPAL BID NUMBER: 82.9999.16
AUTO RAMPS
1TEM: SERVICE ESTIMATE: $4,980.00
- DEPARTMENT: BUSINESS ACTIVITIES FUNOING: «  MUNICIPAL
P EA —_— PARKING
FUND

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THES SERVICE IS NECESSARY TO KEEP THE MUMICIPAL PARKING RAMPS ON CARSON AND OGDEN
AVENUES FREE AND CLEAR FROM DIRT AND DEBRIS.

CONTRACT EXTENSION

TURBO-SWEEP HAS AGREED TO EXTEND THIS CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL TWELVE (12)
MONTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT THE EXISTING COMTRACT PRICES
AND TERMS. THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFORD THE CITY CONTYNUED SERVIGE TRROUGH JUNE
30, 1984 AT 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE CONTRACTOR.

STAFF RECOMMENDS
THAT THE TWELVE (12) MONTH EXTENSION BE GRANTED TO:
TURBO SWEEP LAS VEGAS v $4,980.00 ’

EISCAL IMPACT
Fpgnns BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE MUNICIPAL PARKING
ND.
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 OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.

]
/

/ it
0an R. Pi ngton, Ddrector Agenda itam

Department of General Services : SECTION B PAGE 5
v {g)




%%uvcsm N 0057
AGENDA DOCUIVIEN’TATION Pror —EERMARY 161563

To: , _ FROM: _
. The Board of City camm.mnm _ : ASHLEY HALL,
7 - - DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
) Susiect: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH -2, 1983

Iv (g) OEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

PUHPOS&@ACKGROUND

. 'B. ANNUAL BID AHARD

§. BID TITLE: TREE REMOVAL - o  BID. NUMBER: © 82.9999.18
ITEM: SERVICE - - ESTIHATE | $19,000.00
QEPARTMENT: PUBLIC SERVICES ~ FuNDING: ' GENERAL -FUND -

. NEED FOR'PURCHASE .

THE NEED FOR “THIS SERVICE STEMS " FROM THE CITY'S ONGOING RESPONSIBILITY TO PROVIDE
LABOR AND MATERIAL FOR THE REMOVAL OF TREES THAT ARE CAUSING, OR COULD CAUSE, DAMAGE.
IN 'THE CITY OWNED RIGHT-OF-NAY. L

‘CONTRACT Exrensxon

NEILSON TREE. SERVICE. HAS AGREED. TO EXTEND THIS CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL TWELVE

(12) MONTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT THE EXISTING CONTRACT

PRICES AND TERHS. "THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFORD THE CITY CONTINUED SERVICE THROUGH
1983 PRICES urru AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE .CONTRACTOR. _

STAFF_RECOMMENDS
THAT THE TNELVE (12) MONTH Exreusrou BE_GRANTED T0:

NEILSOH TREE SERVICE " LAS VEGAS . NV , 519,009.00.

FUNOS BUOGETEO FOR FISCAL YEAR 23-84. FUNOS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND.

 RECOMMENDATIONS

. THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERV[CES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS [TEM IS IN ORDER BASED ON
THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENC[ES o

: IT [S THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE F THE CITY. WANAG:R THAT 1HTS ITEM BE AWAROED.

il ) Agenda Item

ok _

Department ongeneral Servicas ?5CTI%N B PAGE 6
. : \g
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CITY COMMISSION MINGTES - MARGH 2, 1983
0058
&77 a{ LMV%

AGENDA DOCUMENT ATION | ‘m"w v

3
o

o ,

TO: FROM: - .
: The Board of Cltv Commnssaonars : . _ ) ASHLEY HALL, :
R s DEPUTY cITY MANAGER
' SUBJECT: AGENDA - BUARD OF CITY. COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983 -

w (g) DEPARTHENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

PURPOSE/BACKG ROUND

*B. ANNUAL BID AWARD

7. BID. TITLE. COMHUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT : BID NUMBER: 82.9999.35

- MAINTENANCE SERVICES _
© ITEM: SERVICE ) ESTIMATE: © $30,000.00
DEPARTMENT:  GENERAL SERVICES : FUNDING: connuurcarro«s
—— e — ~ RADIO

FUND

NEED FOR PURCHASE
- THE NEED FOR THIS SERVICE STEMS FRON THE ONGOING RESPONSIBILITY OF PROVIDING
PROFESSIONAL MAINTENANCE SERVICES FOR THE CITY'S ENTIRE RADIO COHHUNICATIONS
NETWORK VALUED AT APPROXIMATELY $250, 000.00.

' CONTRACT 'EXTENSION.

‘ CDHMUNICATIONS ENGINEERING HAS AGREED TG EXTEND. THIS CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL
TWELVE (12) MONTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH .JUNE 30, 1984 AT .THE -EXISTING

- .CONTRACT: PRICES AND ‘TERMS, THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFORD THE CI
SERVICE THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE

© CONTRACTOR.
STAFF Rscouusnns
THAT - THE TWELVE (12) MONTH EXTENSION 8E GRANTED TO0:
- COMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERING 'LAS VEGAS N 830, 000 oo
FISCAL IMPAC

FUNDS -BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNDS‘ARE AVAILABLE IN. THE COMMUNICATIONS
MAINTENANCE FUND. : -

THE r‘EPARTP‘!ENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER BASED ON
THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

IT IS THE RECDMMENDATION gF THE OFFIC: OF THE cITY. MANAGER THAT THIS ITE‘G BE AHARDED

Dan R. Pilkington, Agenda item

- Department of General Services I SECTION B PAGE 7
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%#Mv% . 0039
AGENDA DOCUI\/IENTAT]ON | one: TSR Lo L3

TO: . - | FROM:
The aoard of CItV Commnsswners R - ASHLEY HALL,
L o v © DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: © . AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY conmrssxnu MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
- R S W {a) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
- PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*B. ANNUAL BID AWARD
8. BID TITLE:  FERTILIZER B1D NUMBER: 82.9999.36
e EXPENDABLE SUPPLIES ESTIMATE: $22,000.00
DEPARTMENT: - RECREATION AND LEISURE : FUNDING: - GENERAL FUND

ACTIVITIES

.

NEED FOR PURCHASE:

THE NEED FOR THIS PURCHASE STEHS FROM THE CITY'S ONGOING RESPONSIBILITY TO
MAINTAIN THE LANDSCAPING AT CITY PARKS AND FACILITIES.

CONTRACT EXTENSION

o LAS VEGAS FERTILIZER HAS AGREEO 70 EXTEND THEIR PORTION OF THIS CONTRACT FOR AN
. ADDITIONAL TWELVE. (12) MONTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH JUNE 30. 1984, AT THE
EXISTING: CONTRACT PRICES AND. TERMS. :

CLARK couuTv HHOLESALE HAS AGREED T0 EXTEND THEIR PORTION OF THIS CONTRACT FOR

AN ADDITIONAL TWELVE (12) Mourns FROM JULY 1,1983, THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 WITH A
PRICE INCREASE OF ONLY 5. » WHICH IS BELOW THE 10% ALLOWED UNDER THE TERMS OF

- THE_CONTRACT.
THESE EXTENSIONS WILL AFFORD THE CITY CONTINUED SERVICE THROUGH JURE 30, 1984
HITH ‘AR ESTABLISNED REPUTABLE CONTRACTOR.'
STAFF RECOMMENDS
THAT. THE THELVEAifz) MONTH EXTENSION BE GRANTED T0:

LAS VEGAS FERTILIZER v ‘NORTH LAS VEGAS NV ©$ 1,200.00 .
CLARK COUNTY WHOLESALE LAS VEGAS NV_ .SZO'.OO0.00‘

EISCAL (VP

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83—84._ FUNDS. ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND.

MMEND! IIN',
|HE OEPARTMENT QF G:NERAL SERVICES HAS. INDICATED THAT. THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER BASEQ ON
.T"lE RECDMMENDATLONS OF THE USING AGEI-CIES

IT Is THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER ’HAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDEO.

< . Agenda ltem
an ington, Arector o .
uepartment of General Services : : ' SEC’(TI())N B PAGE 3
) : v (g



~ CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

- 0060
Gty of LasViesss
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION [P —feiuare 1o, 1983

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD QF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
#8. ANNUAL BID AWARD
9. BID TITLE: SECURITY SERVICES BID NUMBER: 82.9999.38
ITEM: SERVICE ESTIMATE: $107,679.00
DEPARTMENT: BUSINESS ACTIVITIES FUND ING: GENERAL FUND
I SENIOR CITIZENS D MUNICIPAL PARKING
GENERAL SERVICES FunD
NEED FOR PURCHASE
THE NEED FOR THIS SERVICE STEMS FROM THE CITY'S ONGOING RESPONSIBILITY OF PROVIDING
SECURITY SERVICES TD CITY FACILITIES REQUIRING SECURITY.
CONTRACT EXTENSION
NEVADA SECURITY AND PATROL HAS AGREED TO EXTEND THIS CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL
TWELVE (12) MONTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT THE EXISTING
CONTRACT PRICES AND TERMS. THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFORD THE CITY,CONTINUED
SERVICE TRROUGR JUNE 30, 1984 AT 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE
CONTRACTOR.
STAFF RECOMMENDS
THAT THE TWELVE (12) MONTH EXTENSION BE GRANTED TO:
NEVADA SECURITY AND PATROL LAS VEGAS N . $107,679.00
i FISCAL IMPACT
FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND AND
THE MUNICIPAL PARKING FUND.
! RECOMMENDATIONS

THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER 8ASED ON
THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

,,,,,,,,, e —— LT IS THE RECOMMENDATION CF THE QFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.

Dén R. P31 k'lngton, D‘rector Agenda item
- Cepartment of General Services SECTION B PAGE 9
: Iv (g)




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES.- MARCH 2, 1983

Cqlabegy 98T
AGENDA D.CUIVIENTATION Pre: —HIRMIALLIAL.I383

TC: ‘ FROM

"The Board of CItv Commuuoners : : , - ASHLEY 'HALL,
: , . DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: - AGENDA - BOARD OF cxrv coun:ssxon MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
‘ . IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES.
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:
*B. ANNUAL BID AWARO ° . _ _
10, BIO TITLE: LAUNORY SERVICES FR - " BIO_NUMBER: 82.9999.45
= MISOEMEANANT DETENTION . -
FACILITY _ .
ITEM: . SERVICE . . ¢ . ESTIMATE: $10,000.00
'DEPARTMENT: - OETENTION AND CORRECTIONAL FUNDING: ~ GENERAL FUND
. SERVICES - S

 NEEO FOR PURCHASE

THE NEED FOR THIS SERVICE STEMS' FROM THE CITY'S ONGOING RESPONSIBILITY TO PROVIDE
UNIFORMS -AND LINEN TO MISDEMEANANTS AT THE FACILITY LOCATED AT 3100 EAST STEHART
AVENUE.

‘comAc-r Exr:nsxou

" MISSION INOUSTRIAL seavrczs HAS AGREED TO EXTENO THIS CONTRACT FOR AN AODITIONAL -
TWELVE (12) MONTHS FROM JULY I, 1983, THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT THE EXISTING

" CONTRACT PRICES AND TERMS.. THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFORO THE CIT

‘ Wmm_u 984 AT. 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHEO REPUTABLE:

CONTRACTOR. o

STAFF RECOHMENDS
THAT THE TWELVE" {12) MONTH EXTENSION 8E _GRANTEQ TO:

- MISSION INDUSTRIAL SERVICES LAS VEGAS N SI0,000.QQ

' Ft]sgev L IMPACT -

FUNOS BUOGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83<84. FUNOS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUNO.

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

T IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE QF |HE cITY MANAGER "THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.

Agenda item

Department of General Serv1ces SECTION 8 PAGE 10

Iv (g)




"CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

0062
% 4£MV% | | ir .- ' FEBRUARV 180 1983 |
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION o |

- To: _ FROM: ‘
The Boarg of City Commussnoners’ } ] : ASHLEY HALL,
. : . o DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

"SUBJECT: ) AGENDA < BDARD OF CITY COMHISSION MEETING - HARCH 2, 1983
T P IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENEPAL SERVICES

- PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
.. *B. ANNUAL BID AWARD S :
11. BID TITLE: HEALTH CARE.SERVICES . BID NUMBER: 0 82.9999.48

ITEM: CSERVICE. ESTIMATE: $150,000.00
DEPARTMENT: - DETENTION AND CORRECTIONAL - 'FUNDING: . GENERAL FUND
T SERVICES L — _

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THE NEED.FOR THIS SERVICE STEMS FROH THE CITY S ONGOING RESPONSIBILITY OF PROVIDING
MEDICAL SERVICES TO MISDEMEANANTS AT THE FACILITY LOCATED AT 3100 EAST STEHART AVENUE.

© CONTRACT EXTENSION

CLARK COUNTY FAMILY PHYSICIANS HAS AGREED TO EXTEND THIS conmcr FOR- AN
- ADDITIONAL TWELVE (12) MONTHS FROM JULY 1,-1983, THROUGH.JUNE. 30, 1984 AT THE
' © " EXISTING CONTRACT PRICES AND TERMS. THIS EXTENSION WILL -AFFORD THE CITY -
. ' . - TUNTYNUED SERVICE THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT 1983 mces WITH AN ESTABLISHED
. ~ - REPUTABLE CONTRACTOR. '

STAFF. RECOMMENDS
. THAT THE TWELVE (12) MONTH EXTENSION: BE GRANTED T0:

"CLARK COUNTY FAH!LY PHYSICIANS  ~  LAS VEGAS NV $150,000.00

F _IMP

'FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND.

THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERV'CES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER BASED ON
THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGE‘ICIES

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE QFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AHARDED

Agenda Item

- Ston. 03 o
Department of -General Services SECTION 8 PAGE 11




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH Z, 1983

0063
% of LasVegss o
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | e is

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BDARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*8, ANNUAL BID AWARD
12. BID TITLE: GLASS REPLACEMENT B8ID NUMBER: 82.9999.49
ITEM: SERVICE ESTIMATE: $15,000.00
DEPARTMENT: _PUBLIC SERVICES - FUNDING: GENERAL FUND

NEED FOR PURCHASE )

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TU REPLACE BROKEN GLASS AT VARIOUS CITY OF LAS VEGAS
A— FACILITIES.

CONTRACT EXTENSION
OLSON GLASS CO. HAS AGREED TO EXTEND THIS CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL TWELVE (12)
MONTHS FROM JULY 1, 1983, THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT THE EXISTING CONTRACT PRICES
NTTNUED SERVICE THROUGH JURE .

AND TERMS, THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFORD THE CITY CO
30, 1984 AT 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE CONTRACTOR.

STAFF RECOMMENDS
THAT THE TWELVE (12) MONTH EXTENSION. BE GRANTED TO:
OLSON GLASS CO.  LAS VEGAS NV $86.90 TOTAL UNIT PRICE
ESTIMATED ANNUAL USAGE: $15,000.00

FISCAL IMPACT

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND.

RECOMMENDATIONS

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

, IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF E OFFIC OF THE CITY ‘MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE ANARDED.

. Agenda item

an R. Pilkfngton, or

Department of Genergd” Services SECTION B PAGE 12
‘ (q)
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“'CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

0064
c"? o asbeges ,
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION R

TO: FROM: :
Thquard'ofCitv‘ COmmisioners- i C ASHLEY “HALL,
’ DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: . AGENDA - BDARD DF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
o 1V (g) DEPARTMENT DF GENERAL. SERVICES
'PURPOSE/BACKGROUND -
*B. ANNUAL BID AWARD _ -
13. BI0 TITLE:  FIRE EXTINGUISHERS BID NUMBER:. - | 82.9999.51
ITEM: =~ SERVICE/SUPPLIES " | ESTIMATE: " $7,500.00
DEPARTMENT:  PUBLIC SERVICES AND FUNDING: GENERAL FUND

FIRE SERVICES

NEED_FOR PURCHASE

THE NEED FOR TH!S PURCHASE" STEMS FROM THE CITY'S. ONGOING RESPONSIBILITY TO SERVICE
FIRE EXTINGUISHERS THROUGHOUT .THE CITY FACILITIES AND VEHICLES; TO PURCHASE RELATED
SUPPLIES FOR FIRE SERVICES; AND TO COMPLY WITH STATE FIRE HARSHAL REQUIREHEHTS.

CONTRACT EXTENSXDN

MASTER PROTECTION HAS -AGREED TO EXTEND THIS CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL TWELVE '
(12) MONTHS. FROM MARCH .1, 1983, THRDUGH FEBRUARY 29, 1984 AT THE EXISTING
CONTRACT PRICES AND TERMS. THIS EXTENSION WILL AFFORD THE CITY CONTLINUED
SERVILE TRRUUGH FEBRUARY 29, 1984 AT 1983 PRICES HITH AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE

CONTRACTOR.
STAFF RECDHMENDS
THAT THE TWELVE {12) MONTH EXTENSION. BE GRANTED TO
MASTER PROTECfION.. LAS VEMS NV $7, 500.00
©E AL IMPA

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84.  FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND.

A MMEN] . } .
- THE DEPARNENT oF GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATEO THAT THIS ITEM IS IN OROER BASED ON
THE RECOMHE‘JDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

“IT IS THE RECOMME‘IDATIUN OF THE OFFIEE aF THE CITY WANAG:R 'HAT THIS ITEM 3E AWAROEQ.

“Dan R. F1' k1ngton,r Fector ' A_genda itam

Department of" Genera1 Sarvices o SECTION B PAGE 13
. ' IV (g)



o - L e N R A o2 e I L e T g : - EERIaS g i - Ton—— :

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

0065

Gty of Lashises |
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

Date: ___FEBRUARY. 18, 1983

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983

IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

PURPQOSE/BACKGRQUND

«C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL

1. [ITEM: PARKING ENFORCEMENT PURCHASE REQUEST: 7551-1018
SUMMER UNIFORMS

DESCRIPTION: WESTERN STYLE UNIFORMS FUNDING: PARKING
FOR FEMALE OFFICERS ENFORCEMENT
FUND
QEPARTMENT: . PUBLIC SERVICES ESTIMATE. $7,000.00

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THE NEED FOR THIS PURCHASE STEMS FROM THE CITY'S RESPONSIBILITY TO FURNISH
UNIFORMS TO PARKING ENFORCEMENT PERSONNEL.

STAFF _RECOMMENDATION

FOR_PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL
PEPPIES . LAS VEGAS NV $7,000. 00

FISCAL INPACT

"IggggS.BUDGETED,FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE PARKING ENFORCEMENT

RECOMMENDATIONS

THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES HWAS INDICATED THAT THIS [TEM IS IN ORDER -BASED ON
THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE USING AGENCIES.

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE QFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.
% o

y Agendg !
itkfhgton, Jiréctor A g e
Department of General Services . SECTION C PAGE 1
Iv. (g)
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

0086

014‘7 of LasVegss

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | —ua—ses

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983
, IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
" PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL
2. ITEM: SERVICE PURCHASE REQUEST: 2810-456
DESCRIPTION:  TOUR AND ACCOMMODATIONS FEES FUNDING: SPECIAL REVENUE
DEPARTMENT: SENIOR CITIZENS CENTER ESTIMATE: $5,135.08 -
NEED FOR PURCHASE
THE NEED FOR THIS PURCHASE STEMS FROM OBTAINING SERVICES FOR TOURS AND ACCOMMODATIONS
PROVIDED TO THE SENIOR CITIZEN CENTER FOR A REGULARLY SCHEOULED TOUR.
STAFF_RECOMMENDATION
FOR_PURCHASE URDER APPROVAL
YOSEMITE PARK AND CURRY CO. YOSEMITE PARK  CA $5,135.08
] P
FUNOS BUOGETEO FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNOS ARE AVAILABLE IN SPECIAL REVENUE FUNOS.
REQQMMENQA TIONS

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

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATION CF THE QFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED.

ﬁ- Agenda item

an R. rector
Department of General Services SEC'(FI?N C PAGE 2
. Iv (g



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

| |
ACGENDA iy of Loy Vegar | 0067

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 14
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 .
ITEM . Commission Action Department Action

I IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES :

DONALD E. DONOVAN, P.E., DIRECTOR
*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l matters listed under Items A, B, C, D, and E,
recommended for approval by the staff, are con-
sidered to be routine by the City Commission and
may be enacted by one motion. However, any item
may be discussed if a Commission member or citizen
SO0 requests.

*A. _APPROVAL OF SUBDIVISION MAPS

It is recommended that the following
final maps be approved subject to posting
of bonds and signing of agreements and
plans within thirty days. Al1l engineering
designs are being processed.

1. Reversionary map-Charleston Rainbow Lurie = Staff to proceed
19-A. (Collins Home Manufacturing Corp. 4 APPRQVED as recome
property generally located on the south- | mended

. west corner of Westcliff Drive and Roland | I'tems A, B, C D&t
Wiley Road, No. of lots: 8, No. of Unanimaus
acres: 7.9, Zoned R-CL)

2. Lewis Homes-Rainbow Park No. 6.
(Lewis Homes of Nevada - property gener-

ally located on the west side of Rock

Springs Dr., north of Carmen Blvd., No.

gf I?ts: 33, No. of acres: 4.9, Zoned
-CL

3.. Lewis Homes=Rainbow Park No. 7.
(Lewis Homes of Nevada - property gener-
ally located on the west side of Rock
Springs Dr., north of Carmen Blvd. No.
of 1?ts: 31, No. of acres: 4.37, Zoned
R-CL '

»-
=
o

FROVED AceDa Tz

HE O N B S N U I I W T e O e e
. e, ‘




CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

GENDG 0ty of Lus Vegas 0088

March 2, 1983

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 15
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

. PHONE 386-6011 .
ITEM } Commission Action Department Action

IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES (Continued)
*B. ACCEPTANCE OF SUBDIVISION IMPROVEMENTS

Al1 offsite improvements on the following

subdivisions have been completed in

accordance with agreements and City

?tandards except for the final correction
ist.

. Lurie - Staff to proceed

1. Alto Mesa 1-Unit 1. (Bailey & McGah-{ APPROVED gs recom- -

property generally located south of . mended - - :

Charleston Blvd., west of Odette Lane, Ttems A, B C D &E

No. of lots: 44, No. of acres: 7.08, Unan1mous

Zoned RPD-8)

2. Atrium Gardens III. (Bivins Construc
tion - property generally located south
of Washington Ave., east of Pecos Rd.,
No. of lots: 42, No. of acres: 3.21,
Zoned RPD-12)

*C. RELEASE OF BOND

A1l offsite improvements have been com- | APPROVED Clerk to notify &

pleted, inspected, and accepted. The See Above Staff to proceed
bond may be released. '

1. Location: 3016 W. Charleston

Blvd.

Use: Sidewalk and fire
hydrant

Builder: Simmons Corp.

Surety Co.: SAFECO Insurance Co.
of America

Amount: $1,000.00

Bond No.: 4370938 (CLV #28-81)

. I S W I TR O A D I B T as
\ | , : _ .
,

APFRDVED AGENDA ITEA




'CITY OF LAS VEGAS’ CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983 Date

~ 0069
l INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM March 2, 1983
To: FROM:

CITY CLERK CITY ENGINEER
l_SUB] ECT: COPIES TO:
' RELEASE- OF SUBDIVISION BOND CHUCK TURK
: o ' WILLIAM J. PURVIS

DOUG PETERSON
On March 2, 1983 the City “ommission accepted thé improvements
for ALTO MESA 1 - UNIT 1 subject to the completion

~N

-

- e

of the improvement correction 1ist‘items for this subdivision. Please be
notified that these items have now beén completed to the satisfaction of the

Department of Public Services. It is recommended that the _Cash Deposit

Agreement with Nevada Savings & Loan be released to the

Subdivider.

Clal .0

. E. GILPIN, P.E.
City Engineer
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* C1TY thMfssibN°ﬁiNurts”-'MARtH“2:“iéé§"'”“W"””""”

Oy of Las Vegas

BOARD OF cITY coumss:ou:ns A
' . COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 300 gAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

DEPARTMENT OF”PUBLIC"SERVICES (Confinued)

IV (h)
- fD_e-:'i-RELEASE'OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT -
A1l work-has been comp]eted in accordance|
with contract plans and specifications -
“.and the work has been inspected.
1. Bid No.:- - 82.3550.46
: Contractor: " Desert Construct1on,
' - Inc.
For: ~ Huntridge Lighting -
Special Improvement
R - District 442 ‘
Notice of R v
Completion:. February 7, 1983
Re]ease Date: 'March 14 1983
;_ACCEPTANCE oF RIGHT 0F WAY ITEMS
1. Easement , _ :
- From: City-of.tas Vegas -
To: - Las Vegas Valley
s Water District, a
Quasi. Mun1c1pa1
- . Corporation :
For: Portion: of NE-1/4,
Sec.WZ,ATZOS, R60E
- Vacated portion of
- ~.Craig Rd. :
2. Grant Deed R
: From: : - Bivins Construction
. Co., Inc., a Nevada
_ v Corporation
To: ~+ City -of Las Vegas
N For: ' Portion of Govern- -
. ' ment Lot 3, Sec. 30,
. T20S, R62E '
e Pecos Road (1/3/83)
F. Ue.REPORTS/ACTION
1. Request from Las Vegas Convent1on ,
and Visitors Authority for an Encroach-"
‘ment Agreement at 850 Las Vegas B1vd

AGNDA mth (Cashman F1e1d)

Commission ‘Action

Lurie =

APPRQVED és recgm~

" mended

0070

March 2, 1983.

Page 16

Department Action

Clerk to~netify'&??
Staff te preceed -

Items A, B, C D & [E.

;Unan1mous

| APPROVED.

See Above

Lurie -
APPROVED
Unan1mous

Staff to proceed

. Staff'to_pfOCeed‘; 
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0071
Date; Gbruary 16, 1983

Czy ef LasVeges
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

: FROM:
‘o o DONALD E. DONOVAN, P.E.
The Board of City Commissioners . DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

(]

WUBJECT:  REQUEST FROM LAS VEBAS CONVENTION & VISITORS AUTHORITY FOR AN ENCROACHMENT
AGREEMENT AT 850 LAS VEGAS BLVD. NORTH (CASHMAN FIELD)

*URPOSE/BACKGROUND

A request has been received from the Las Vegas Convention & Visitors

Authority for an Encroachment Agreement to allow landscaping in the ¢
public right-of-way on Maryland Parkway adjacent to the new Cashman

Field Complex.

.Landscaping is proposed in the existing strip of public right-of-way
north of the pavement on Maryland Parkway. This area is a full slope
which runs from Harris Ave. to the ceénter entrance of the Cashman Field
Complex. From the center entrance to Sagman St. the proposed landscaping
will be a strip between the sidewalk and the property line.

The proposed landscaping will consist of Gazania (ground cover) and
trees with a permanent automatic irrigation system. '

The applicant has signed the Encroachment Agreement which has conditions
of liability, removal, and maintenance.

FISCAL IMP
None.

RECOMMENDATIONS
The Director of Public Services recommends that the City Commission
approve the Encroachment Agreement and authorize the Mayor, on behalf
of the City, to execute the Agreement.

~DORRLD E. DONOVAN, P E Agenda ltem 3/2/83

Director of Public Services
IV {(h}). F. 1.




CASHMAN FIELD <ENTER

LANDSGAPE ENZROACHMENT -

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983 .

NN LANvéch?a ENCROACHMENT AREA

(INQLWOES AUTONAHC IRRIGAHION STETEN)
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" Las Vegas Convention Centef, Las Vegas, Nevada 89114

 February 10, 1983

Mr. Donald E. Donovan, Director

Department of Public Services'
City of Las Vegas

400 East Stewart Avenue

Las Vegas Nevada 89101

Re: Cashman Field

Landscape Encroachment

Dear Mr. Donovan:

R :00743’ |

(702) 733-2332

[ L

We request permission for a landscape'encroachment onto: Cify'}
of Las Vegas right-of-way along Maryland Parkway at Cashman

- 'Field, as indicated on Exhibit
this matter will be most appreciated.v

o Sincerely,

Your prompt action on

' Gene Stephens : 51’1/ w“’-’j/&»"

Director of Facilities

DJ:bjl
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R

March 2, 1983

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 17
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE °

R , PHONE 386-6011 ~ o
- ITEM . - I Comvmvlss_lon,Actnon , Department Action

| 1v._(h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES (Continued)|

| __ REPORTS/ACTION. (Continued)

2. Request from’ Centra] Telephone- Co. | Lurie ~ | : Staff to' proceed
for an Encroachment Agreement at 601 | APPRQVED '
East Fremont Street. ) Unanimous

3. Request from Nevada C & M Corp. to STRICKEN FROM AGENDA
allow a sewer connection to the City .. APPLICANT'S
sewer from property located in the = REQUEST
unincorporated area of Clark County.

(Abeyance) . ,

APFRO‘:"D AuEI‘%EA ? =¥




Gy
-7
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

LM VU/4

Date: February 15,

0075

1983

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

SUBJECT: REQUEST FROM CENTRAL TELEPHONE CO. FOR AN ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT
AT 601 E. FREMONT ST

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
A request has been received from Central Telephone Co. (Centel) for
an Encroachment Agreement to allow 2 Permanent Encroachment of the
existing building at 601 E. Fremont St.
This building was formerly the Sears & Roebuck store. When Sears
sold it to Centel they added a brick facing to the entire building.
The brick now encroaches into the public right-of-way 0.20 feet
maximum on 6th St. and 0.17 feet maximum on Fremont St.
The applicant is requesting approval of this Encroachment Agreement to
secure its right to encroach into the City's right-of-way which will
facilitate the sale of the property.
The applicant has signed the Encroachment Agreement (permanent type)
and paid the $10.00 fee.

FISCAL IMPACT
None
RECOMMENDATIONS

The Director of Public Services recommends that the City Commission approve
the Encroachment Agreement and authorize the Mayot, on behalf of the City,
te oxecute the Agreement, subject to the applicant securing liability
insurance in an amount determined by the City Attorney.

Dtrector'of Pub1xc Servwces

Agenda Item 3/2/83

IV (h). F. 2.



STREET

SIXTH

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983 -

L FREMONT STREETOO76. |

. 5 62°15'00''E

\®)
O

| ment( Bidg) .

24"

32.00' .
17

8' 16" .
R\ BHIN

: .q;l

;1:61‘,: 'Encroach- 'a',‘

....'1
- Sfreefnghf

6
.-" v
| L

acl;- |

AT L e T —
m

Concrefe ..' ‘E! r 1 ALLEY

. ;tchf E ?mfn »‘0 5' Vault L (‘5‘” Nail & ¢

¥ —4
ol @
': —

. '. . . . °
. )
A ¢ Paving ~~ | ’

. Island -

’k _slbndv -

]
ght
ca e o"v:"

Drive.
';e}_h

| o N
2' High Barricaded \
" Parking Li,g_ht/'.

B
L”l 9 |}
Wood Frame Bldg




l Cenirai Telcphane Company  CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983
) evs

0077
A Centel Company CEﬁfrf EL

Las Vegas, NV 89152
Telephone 702 382 7171

,l
i

February 2, 1983

las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Subject: 601 Fremont Encroachment Agreement

Gentlemen: '

Please be advised that a minor encrcichment on the City of lLas
Vegas Right-of-Way has been discovered at Central Telephone
Campany's 601 Fremont Building. This encroachment was discovered
as a result of a professiocnal survey conducted at Centel's request

by Rarsten T. Bronken, a Registered Professional Engineer and Licensed
Land Surveyor in the State of Nevada.

This encroachment presents a potential prcblem to the pending sale of
- the 601Fremtpropertyifnot're$olved immediately.

Centel urgently requests that this matter receive immediate attention
bytheCityCaunissimandﬂiereforebemsolwadasquiddyaspossible.

Should there be any questicons on this matter, please contact Mr. Charles
F. Wright at 733-2650. '

Bl . B s

F. J. Elsenhans

FJE/AEM/t]
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007-8 -
 Cppflaseges |
AGENDA DOCUMENTATleN/‘ Date: ebruam 25, 1983

TO: FROM:
The Bnard of City Commusloners

- CITY MANAGER'

SUBJECT: REQUEST FROM NEVADA Cs& M CORP T0 ALLON A SENER CONNECTION-TO. THE CITY SEWER. FROM
: PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF CLARK.COUNTY (ABEYANCE)

’ PUREOSE/BACKGROUND

A request has been .received’ from Nevada. C & M Corp. to allow-a sewer
connection for a proposed Recreational Vehicle Park located at 4001 E.
Sahara Avenue in the unincorporated area of Clark County.

The applicant has signed the Sewer Connection Agreement, Annexation Petition
and paid a portion of the connection fee ($8,354.75).

The Annexation Petition proposes to connect 43 spaces and a laundry building to
the existing City of Las Vegas 27" sanitary sewer line in Sahara Avenue.

This property is not contiguous to the City Limits. ' »

Et 1Me

518 428 7= The applicant has agreed to pay the full connection fee of $18.428.75
at this time and win pay the City service- charge plus 50 until annexation. '

RECOMM

" The Directcr of Public Serv1ces recommends that the Board of City Commissioners -
“approves the Sewer Connecticn. Agreement and ‘authorizes the Mayor, on behaif of
- the City, to execute the agreement, subject to the ‘fallowing conditions: (1)
. Aporaval of the connection by the Clark County Sanitation District, (2) Apphcant
paying the full connect*:gn/ﬁe.e&at tipe connection

NRSYY

Agendc Item .- 3/9/83 ‘

Director of Public Services IV () F
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NEVADA cC&Tﬁ C@gﬁgﬁgﬁ¥&g¥NUTES - MARCH 2, 1983
4001 e. SAHARA AVE.

Director of Public Services
City of Las Vegas

I hereby request comnection to the City sewer syéten for my property

located-at the-above-address: Thank “you—very much:—

sincerely,

St e

Clifford J. Mehling

0080



AGENDA

~ CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

ity of Las Vegas

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

ITEM

A. Appeal of Work Card Denial (Abeyance from
2/16/83)
Sigrid Brunhild Burghause

B. Appeal of Work Card Denial

Roger Glen Grayson

C. Appeal of Work Card Denial

Walter Lee Beals

D. Approval of Assignment of Lease Re:
Las Vegas Speedrome

Commission Action

Levy - (Item V-B)
Appeal GRANTED,
allowing Mr. Graysor
to become employed
at the Showboat - !
Hotel, subject to
“the City Clerk
receiving letters
from Mr. Kelly and
Modica stating theiy

Motion carried with

March 2, 15%

081
Page 18

Department Action

l V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY

[ A

City Clerk to
notify.

Appellant was
present.

Mr.

awareness of appellignt's record.

Briare "Abstaini ng"

APPROVED Assignment
Unanimous

and Christensen voting “No."
Turie = (Item V-C)| City Clerk to
DENIED notify.
Unanimous
Appellant was -=-
not present.
Christensen - Staff to proceed

Atty. Allen Hardin
appeared to
represent

Mr. Rogriguez, Sr.
and Mr. Rodriguez,
Jr.
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3930 Palos Verdes
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109
February 28, 1983

Mrs. Carol Ann Hawley
City Clerk

City of Las Vegas

400 East Stewart Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

Dear Mrs. Haw1ey:
I wish to withdraw my appeal of the denial of my work card
from the City Commission meeting agenda of March 2, 1983
because the job I had anticipated getting has been filled.
Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincere1y>yours,

<,-’\“ f%é;i///;’g;mﬂz/ 2
7

Sigrid Brunhild Burghause

SBB



cLv-7009

MAYOR BILL BRIARE
" COMMISSIONERS

wuumu PEARSON -

Co crrvmoms_vf L
GEORGE F. OGILVIE:
RUSSELL W. DORN -

" February 22, 1983

‘Ms. Sigrid Brunhild Burghause

3930 Palos Verdes
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

Dear Ms. Burghause.

© CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 983

== B CITY of LAS VEGAS

As you are aware, the Board of City COmm1ss1oners held your appeal on
your work ‘card denial in abeyance until ‘their meeting of March 2, 1983
in order that you could provide them with a copy of a letter frmn

of your record.

- Mr. Herbert Pastor of the Golden Goose Casino 1ndicating his awareneés

0083

Please be present at 10 A.M. on Wednesday, March 2, 1983 in the Conmiss1on

Chambers and bring your Tetter.
Sincerely yours,

Carol Ann Hawley
City Clerk

- CAH/1mo

400 E. STEWART AVENUE » LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ¢ (702) 386-6011

ITEM V-A




CITY COUMTSSION MINUTES - MARCH é,“‘?m

h MAYOR BILL BRIARE ‘)()igél
COMMISSIONERS
. RON LURIE

PAUL ). CHRISTENSEN .
AL LEVY
WILLIAM U. PEARSON

- CITY of LAS VEGAS

CITY ATTORNEY
GEORGE F. OGIVIE

CITY MANAGER
RUSSELL W. DORN

February 10, 1983

Mr. Roger Glen Grayson
1500 East Karen Avenue, #325
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

Dear Mr. Grayson:

I 1 am in receipt of your formal appeal tp the Board of City Commissioners
regarding the denial of a work card, Please-be advised that this matter
I will be heard on Wednesday, March 2, 1983 at thie regularly scheduled -
City Commission meeting. This matter will be Feard sometime between
10 A.M. and 12 Neon. I weuld advise you to be present at 10 AM. and wait
your turn. This meeting will be conducted in the Commission Chambers at
' 400 East Stewart Avenue,

Please bring te the appeal hearing, if at all possible, a letter frem
your employer acknowiedging he is aware ef your recerd,

Sincerely,

Lo 1 i

LINDA M. GWENS
Acting City Clerk

LMW/ 1ah - )
CC: CITY ATTORNEY, METROPOLITAN PQLICE DEPARTMENT, BUSINESS ACTIVITY

ITEM v-B

CLV-7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE * LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 » (702) 386-6011
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' February 10, 1983

. Ms. Carol Ann Hawley .

City Clerk

400 East Stewarf Avenue

- Las Vegas Nevada 89101

Dear Ms Hawley:

Th1s letter const1tutes my formal appeal of- den1a] of a work
card by the Metropolitan Police Department. I w1sh to appea] this
- denial before the Board of City Comm1ss1oners

~ Roger Glen Grayson

1500 .East Karen Avenue,. #325
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

beat 1-.--.>:_.C;;iv.1;?;._‘ _CO,M.M,I.SS ibN.M“iNﬂ:rEs -,< ‘M.“ARvé;{ -._é ’8983 J ORISR Y SIS IS S S A PRSI
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~EE H| 8 CITY of LAS VEGAS

CIT ISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, }b83
MAYOR BILL BRIARE T t

n086

WILLIAM U, PEARSON

CITY ATTORNEY -
GEORGE F. OGIVIE lhl '
CITY MANAGER - el RS = I
RUSSELL W. DORN : SR
L- l'.,'l:_-".:.--

February 11, 1983

Mr. Walter Lee-Bealsi
217 West Washington Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

Dear Mr. Beals:

I am in receipt of your formal appeal to the Board of City Commissioners
regarding the denial of a work card. Please be advised that this matter will
be heard on Wednesday, March 2, 1983 at the regularly scheduled City
Commission meeting. This matter will be heard sometime between 10 A.M. and
12 Noon. I would advise you to be present at 10 A.M. and wait your turn,
This meeting will be conducted in the Commissien Chambers 400 East Stewart
Avenue. '

Please bring to the appeal hearing, if at all pessible, a letter from
your employer acknowledging he s aware of your recerd.

§incere1y,

(g

CAROL ANN HAWLEY
CITY CLERK

CAH/1ah
CC: CITY ATTORNEY, METROPQLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT, BUSINESS ACTIVITY

ITEM V-C

400 E. STEWART AVENUE ¢ LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ¢ (702) 386-6011
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0087

February 11, 1983

Ms. Carol Ann Hawley -
City Clerk

400 East Stewart Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada g9l0l

Dear Ms. Hawley:

This letter constitutes my formal appeal of denial of a work card
by the Metropolitan Police Department. I wish to appeal this denial
before the Board of City Commissioners.

Sincerely,

N il Porsl

217 West Washington Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106
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_AGENDA DOCUNIENTATIC)N A

"CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

N088

Feb. 25, 1983

: ‘ FROM' ‘-
The Board of City CQmmnssaoners L e 9 T il

~ SUBJECT:

. . o L
Approval or XSSiGnment Of Lease ReT Las vegas sSpeedrome

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

In November of 1980, the City entered into an agreement
which leased the property khown as the Las Vegas Speedrome
to Terry Ainsworth and Harold Ellis. Those two people operated
the: Speedreme together for approximately one year, but their
association in such operation was marked with difficulties in
working together, and the City received numerous complaints
concerning the operatxon and the working relationship between
Mr. Aznswerth and. Mr. Ellis.

In an attempt to resolve these difficulties, Mr. Ainsworth,

. with the approval of the City, assigned his rights, duties and

"liabilities under the lease to Alexander .G. Rodriguez -and

. Alexander G. Rodriguez, Jr., effective on or about December 16, .

1981. We are advised that, as a practical mattar, the Rodriguez
family, Senior and Junior, has had the total responsibility of

the operac;on. promotion and maintenance of the SPeedrome . .
facility since that assignment, and it is now Mr. Ellis' desire
to be disassociated entirely from the project. This office has

" reviewed the proposed asszgnment. ‘and it appears to be in. order.

If the Assignment is approved, the two Rodriguezes will be
responsxble for the lease and for the operation of the Speedxome,
and Mr. Bllis will be relxeved of any future obligation in connec-
tion cherethh. : .

EISCAL IMPACT

None

It is recommended that the Board of Commissioners approve

. the Asslgnment ag set Zorth above.

'DISPOSITION
Approved .
Disapproved .

Held

SHnusDug

- I8-3e10 -

nny
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l 1 0089
1] :
' 1 AGREZEMENT _
- : 2 Aq:'eement made . F ;ié L, 1983, betwéen HAROLD
l 8 || ELLIS of ggg 3 545 ,bﬁS BLEO' ’ Las Vegas, Clark County,
a . 4 || Nevadga: =, _herein :efe::ad to as assignor, and A:.z:mmsn G.'
m ¥ " 5 || RODRIGUEZ and ALEXANDER G. RODRIGUEZ, JR., of 6445 Alta Drive,
' 8 o 6 lLas Vegas, 'Clark County..'Nevada '89107. he:ei#- referred to As
1 || assignees.
l sff - RECITALS ' -
'. Y 9 .1. Assignor entered into a. lease, as lessee therein, on . -
I ‘ 10 || November 5, 1980, with the City of las Vegas, herein referred to.

T 11' "as- lesso:. o . B ST _
l Bl 2 At the :i.na of mng into the above lease, a co-lessor was

_ 13 jizaxx AINSWORTE. ,

14 . 3. On or about December 16, 1981, lessee, TERRY AINSWORTE

15 asaigned his r.igh‘cs. duties and 1iabzlities under the aubjec'c
16 || 1ease to Awmumt ‘G. RODRIGUEZ and ALEXANDER G. RODR:GUEa. JR.,
. 17 assignees hé'rein, said assignment having been. approved by the

18 || City of Las Vegas as lessor.

B

4. Assignor herein, HAROLD ELLIS, desires to assign, and
20 il assignees herein, mmnr.n G. RODRIGUEZ and ALE.XANDER G. ROD~- .

21 || RIGUEZ, JR., desire to assume the rights, duties and liabilities
. ﬁ of assigno‘rv‘, HARQOLD ;EI{I.IS, unde’f the: afo:_eﬁenti_c'ned' lease.
- .23 5. In ¢onside§ati_on of the sum of PIFTEEN THbﬁSAND DOLLARS
24 || (515,000.00), assignor, RAROLD ELLIS assigns the lease described
25 || as Las,V_,e'g.a,s Speedrbme, to assignees, ALEXANDER G. RODRIGUEZ and
2§. AI.EX.ANﬁER"G. RODRIGUEZ, JR, effective upon approval by lessor, for
R | 2’7' the balancé Of the term of vears provided in the lease. The lease|
'- 23 .co'mence'd‘ ‘on January 1, 1981, and ends December 31, 1990.
“ I B sgll 6. Assignees shall #ésume all rights and duties fequi;ed of.

30 ‘;ssignor ﬁnder',tl_'xe lé;s; ih_cludi“nc_;» all payments required thereby .
.81 { anc shall comply with all terns and conditions of the lease.

Y

-0




W 0 3 B O & O N -

r:'s

" CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

0090

CONSENT OF LESSOR

City of Las Vegas, lessor in the above-described lease, con-
sents to the assignment and transfer of the lease, including all
terms an& conditions thareof. to assignées. and does accept said
assignees in the place and stead of assignor; lessor does not
waive any rights against assignor that lessor has under up to the
date of approval of this assignment.

HOLD BARMLESS

Assignees, ALEXANDER G. RODRIGUEZ and ALEXANDER G. RODRIGUEZ,
JR., agree to save and hold harmless assignor, HAROLD ELLIS, f£rom
any obligationsg arising under tﬁe'terms of the subject lease after
the effective Aate of the terms of this Agreement.
. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this assignment
at Las Vegas, Clark County, Navada, the day and year above written

7 & .

/,’
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i
.HGENDG ity of Las V‘SM en 2. 190 .

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

PHONE 386-6011 N
ITEM ) Commission Action Department Action

I V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY (cont.) o

E. Regional Transportation Commission urie - :
Supplemental Cooperative Agreement ngﬁSVED Agreement Staff to preceed
No. R-233-77-030 which increases the Unanimeus -
maximum amount to be spent on the o ' 4
purchase of right-of-way for Rainbow &
Boulevard between Sahara Avenue .to -
Charleston Boulevard. ‘

F. Regional Transportation Commission Lurie = Staff to proceed
Supplemental Cooperative Agreement APPRQVED Agreement ~
No. 103a covers the construction of Unanimous
a traffic signal at 13th Street and
Carson Avenue.

o ADOPTED Resolutien |
Step No. 5A - Resolution Making a and APPROVED Noticel
Provisional Order of Public Hearing.
Unanimous
6A - Notice of Public Hearing :

Improvements: Include the installation of
sewer laterals from the
existing sewer main to the
front property line adJacent
to vacant properties.

Location: Along both sides of Bonanza
Road between Sandhill Road
and Lamb Boulevard

ll G. Special Improvement District No. 449 Lurie ~ Staff to proceed
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Gty of Lusbiegas
AGENDA DOCUMENTATIO

TO: . FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners

0092

Date: Feb. 25, 1983

SUBJECT: Supplemental Cooperative Agreement No. R=233-77-030

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Some years ago, the State of Nevada entered into a
Cooperative Agreement with the member agencies of the Clark
County Regional Transportation Commission whereunder the State,
on behalf of and with the funds of the Regional Transportation
Commission, would acquire the necessary rights-of-way for
Rainbow Boulevard from Sahara Avenue northerly to Charleston

Boulevard. The right-of-way acquisition costs were limited in ) K

- that agreement to $300,000, with the proviso that, if the : =
. acquigition costs exceeded that amount, the State and the -

Regional Transportation Commigsion would renegotiate the -

$300,000 limit.

It has now been determined that the total acguisition
costs are in the amount of $327,659.15 for an overage of the
limit in the amount of $27,659.15 and the Supplemental Cocopera-
tive Agreement before you provides for reimbursement toc the
State by the Regional Transportation Commission in that amount.

. The proposed Supplemental Cooperative Agreement has been
approved by the Regional Transportation Commission.

EISCAL IMPACT

None

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that Regional Transportation Commission
Supplemental Cooperative Agreement No. R=233-77-030 be approved
and that the Mayor be authorized to execute the same on behalf
of the City of Las Vegas.

DISPOSITION
Approved

) Disapproved
Heid

oo

Statas Due:
79310 ' V-E
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SUPPIB'BITAL COOPERATIVE A(‘Rm@ﬂ'
wg,.rn:.':.t Lo, g%

mis&xpplemmtalmm mdeardenteredintobyardbetweentmmw
CLARK, a political subdivision, axﬂ the CITY OF TAS VEGAS, a nmnicipal comgmtim,
theCI‘IYGFNORDIIASVEnAS, amr’i:l.‘cipal corporaticn, and the CITY CF HENDERSON, a
nm'l.cipal corparaticn, arntheS'.l'A‘mdFNEVADA, act:lxgbyam tlroughits DEPARTMENT

| m-mmmnm, hereinafter called the STATE.

WHEFEAS, the parties of this Agreement have previcusly entered into & cooperative
Mmmmmwwmmmw«ymammd

.reueral-aidSecmrymazs (mwdesigntedassnlﬁ,maauemmm

mmMememwwcmrmmm,aumeorwtenlos
lﬂles mClarkCazmty Nevm,infeetitleinthemneofthesmﬁmbelﬁ.fof
mmmmmmmmim(mmmasmnegmmmum
Camission); and

NHEEAS, mmammmmmoommas (3300,000.00)
uasestablishedasamuitfortheproject-am

ms,itmmedtratmﬂmevmttrntttﬁsmmtmmmuemw'

‘ acqzd.rea.u the necessary rights-of—vay fm-?ederal-a.id Securz!ary ‘Route 829 (SR 153,
' &:mbowsouleva:d) t}attheaddiﬁmnlcoawmﬂdbeapprwedbytmmmm
: Reyml Street ard Highway Cammission (Reg.onal 'Iranspwt:ation Cmtnissim) and pald
by the Resloml Street and Highway Cmmissicn (Regioml 'n'ansportatim Canmmission);

ard

WHEHEAS, the tota.l costs far acquisiticm of the rigts-or-wav for Federal-aid =
Secmdaryﬁoute 829 (SR153, Ra.inbowamlevard) areintheanmmtofmmﬂm
WM-SEVBI THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED FIF'I'!-NINE AND 15/100 DOLLARS ($327,659 15), of -

. MMWMMWMNOAOOM($Z9? 000. OO)msw‘etofcr

‘Pagelof 3 | g
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been billed to ard reimbursed by the Rqﬁhzal.Stnum ard Highway Cammission (Regional
Transportation Cammission) leaving an urpaid balance of THIRTY THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED

" FIFIY-NDE AND 15/100 DOLLARS ($30,659.15), of which THREE THOUSAND AND NO/100 DOLLARS

($3,000.00) will be chargeable under the terms and corditicns of the origimal agreement,
1amamwmmmmmmm-mmisnoom
{$27,655.15) not previcusly allotted.

MWIINESSETH: .
B s’

NOW, ‘THEREFCRE, in consideration of the coverants, conditions, agreements, amd
pranises of the parties hereto, it is mutually understocd ard agreed that the amount

. of the originel agreement de increased by the sum of TWENTY-SEVEN THOUSAMD SIX HUNDRED

FIFTY-NINE AND. 15/100 DOLLARS ($27,659.15) 0 a revised amount of THREE HUNDRED
TWENTY-SEVEN THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED FIFTY-NDE AND 15/100 DOLLARS ($327,659.15) in
<rder to provide the furds to ermble the Regiomal Street and Highway Cammissicn
(Feglomal Transportation Cammission) to reimurse-the SIATE far the costs incurred in
acquiring the rghts-of-vay far Federal-aid Secordary Route 829 (SR 153, Rainbow
Boulevard), | '

1IN’H!INESS WHERECF, the parties have-caused this document to be executed by the
appropriate officers of the parties hereto the day and year as shown.

~Tate of Camission Action:. CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
- -February 1, 1983

IA M. DONDE

[ SRS W R
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Date of Comission Actiecn: | . CITY OF LAS VEGAS

March 2, 1983-
ATTEST:

CARQL » Clty

Date of Council Actlicn: . ) CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS
Mareh '3, 1982 - '

Page 30f 3
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION f==

TO: ‘ FROM: -,
The 8oard of City Commissioners

0096

Feb. 25, 1983

SUBJECT;‘ Regional Transportation Commission Supplemental Cooperative

reement No. 1l03a -- Installation of Traffzc SLgnal at Intersection
__T rteenth treet

'PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

In October of 1982, the participating members of the
Regional Transportation Commission approved and executed a:
cooperative agreement for the installation of traffic sxgnals
at various intersections within the City of Las Vegas. 'Re-
evaluation of the project reveals that the scope of the pro-
ject provided for in said agreement now requires adjustment.

The: Supplemental Cooperative Agreement before you
substitutes a traffic signal at the intersection of Thirteenth
Street and Carson Avenue for the signal which was proposed for
the intersection of Jones Boulevard and Smoke Ranch Road,
because of cost considerations. ,

None

RECOMMENDATIONS.

It is recommended ‘that Regzonal Transportatzon Commzsszon
Supplemental Cooperatlve Agreement No. 103a be approved and’ '
that the Mayor be authorized to- execute the same on behalf of
the C:.ty of Las Vegas.

DISPOSITION .

Approved =
Disapproved
Held = a
Statas Due

79310 S ) ) Yo : = V=F
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SUPPLEMENTAL COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT

THIS Asasm. made- and entared into by and Setyceen the City ‘of Las Vegas, a v

. municipal corporaticn hereinafter called THE CITY," the County of Clark, a politi-

cigl subdxvt_si_éa. the ciey af North Las Vegas, a municipal corporation, and the City

of Henderson, a municipal corporation..

VREREAS, pufsuant to. aaapgér 373 of the.Nevada Ravised Statutes, a project

. :he:mdet to usign cnd mnn traffic eLgaal dovicu and related equipment at

?.hc locations indicated _cu, Exhibit "A", att.ached hereto, acll_zdl.nq minor related-

.intersection merwwunu, baing locm:ed at miaus Iacaum p:iu:uy within *THE

been. approved by the Regional Transportation Commigsion; and

-CITY" and pu-tiuly within the Caum:y of chzk and the- c&ty et uo:th m VQqas. has .

WHEREAS, pursuant ‘tagrg,eo,‘ 6ee_obo:. 1982, a eoepunuvc Agreement. was entered

into between the City of Las Vegas, the County of Clark, the City of North Las

' 'Vegas, and the City of ‘mribm_ m

mznz:.s. ucvuutian of the prejec: and reeant nmc:l.nl eoud:.:ions of the

_par:icipaei.nq qonrmntal entities has shown that the seepe of the- prcjec: now

:equues ad3 umn:s.

WITHNESSETE

NOW THEREFORE, in considaration of the covenants, conditions, agreements, and

promises of the parties hereta, it is mutually understood and agreed as follaws:
1. Section 2 of the Aqtémnt ‘'shall be changed to read as 'Eo_llous:

2. The design, conéti'uction, and contract a‘dmiixis:zation of the project

shall co-'ply wieh the req\u.:enents as set forth in the curreat "Poli~

cies and Procedu:es " of the Ragi.ond. 'rransportution Cnmmissi.on of

Clark County.
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2. Exhibit "A" of :he'AgréemanershalI be changed as !oilows:

Deleﬁe ﬁ."Jenes Boulevard and Smoke Ranch Ru#d

“add 3. carsen Avenue and 13th Street N

APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY:

" - ﬂ
Medee, £ 15
© MELVIN R. WHIP
bupu:y Distriet Atternuy

Date of cauniahion~a:ﬁicn:

R TN B -1 o en el meeemme el e L)

0098

ATTEST:

RETTA BOWMAN, County Clerk

‘Date. of Cenncil Aceion~
Febmry 22, 1983

OROTHANQNDENBRINK, City Clerk.,

Date of Council Action:
February 16, 1983

_Thalia M. Dondero, Chairman

wﬁ!éaﬁaa/éﬁuab.

| . ESTHER SORDEN, Siey Clerk

/

: . ..zwormsvms
Date of Commission Action:

N

3

2% wbr.wu

tarch 2, 1983 - ‘ . a.,; ///L&,,

WILLIAM H. BRIARE, Muyo:

(1Y)
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

- TO: _ "FROM:

The Board of City Commissioners T ‘ George F. Ogilvie
. : Czty Attomey

'0099"

Date: Pebtuary 22, 1983

,SUBJECT,_: RESOLUTION ".AKING A PROVISIONAL ORDER AND NOTICE OF HEARING
‘ FOR SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 449 : .

PU RPOSE/BACKGROUND

§.I.D. NO. . . 449 .

STEP NO. - o . _ 5A - Resolut:.on Makmq a. Prov:.sional
C ' “Order

6 - Notice of Public Hearing

" IMPROVEMENTS Improvements include the installation -
: . : of sewer 'laterals from the existing
sewer main to the front property.’
line adjacent to vacant properties.:

LOCATION = = . B Along both sides of Bonanza Road
: : : between Sandhill Road and Lamb
Boulevard.

NONE

- RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the Board of C:Lty COm:.ss:.oners take the
_ appropr:.ate steps to adopt: this Resolut:.on.

- QISPOSITION

— . Approved
Disapproved
He!d

00 £

Statas Oue:
7’-)-'0

y- l- -
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|ierict No. 449 the follgving:

25|by unit prices, and, further, including in said estimates without

0

r=b

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION MAKING A PROVISIONAL ORDER TO THE EFFECT THAT THE
ORK OF IMPROVEMENT OP CERTAIN STREETS AND PARTS TEEREOF WITHIN

PROPOSED LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
0. 449 SHALL BE DONE. .

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of the City of

Las Vegas, in the County of Clark and State of Nevada, has di-
rectad the City Engineer to file with the City Clerk, who is also
the Clerk of said Board of Commigsioners, certain preliminary
Lstimates of costs, and estimates of maximum benefits; all in
connection with the installaticm of sireet improvements within
tha; certain area of said City hereinafta: described; all pursuant
to Chapter 271 of Nevada Revised Statutes, and all laws supple-
Fental thereto; and
WHEREAS, the City Engineer, on the 28th day of February,
1983 filed at the Office o£~the Clerk of said City and of said

oard of Commissioners, in connection with said improvements and

with its proposed lLas Vegaé, Nevadh. Special Improvement Dis-

A. Preliminary plans showing typical éections of the
contemplated improvements, the type or types of material, and
preliminary estimates of thé costs of such improvements:

B. Preliminary estimates of the total cost of each

type of construction, said estimates being made in a lump sum or

limiting the generality of the foregoing, the advertising, ap-

praising, engineering, printing, and such other expenses as in

the judgment of said Engineer are necessary or essential te the
~ompletion of such work of improvement, and the payment of the

tosts thereof;

C. Assessment plats showing the areas to be assessed

and the amount of maximum benefits estimated to be assessed against
|

| [
i

00
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essh'Lct'dr'psrcel of property in the assessment district, such
‘estimetes:‘being computed on the hasis thst each lot or parcel-of -
proéertyﬂto-bevassessed;sheil be assessed a portion e£ the aggre-
lgate_deilar amount being levied against the entire district .

according te the‘length size and nﬁmbe: of sawer laterals to be

P U T CRe

;nstalled to serve said lot or pareel._aad

)

WHEREAS ,- the Boa:d of COmmzssicne:s has examined said

LR AR C o

ipless;-;ssessment‘plats, typical seeticus of contempleted im- "fi M;
9 p:evements.'prelininaty_estimateS’of costs, and egstimates of
10|| maximum benefits, so filed with said Clerk, and has found, and
11{| does. hereby declare the same to be eatxsfactory in. all respects
12 SR NOW,. mmoaz.'sz n'nzsox.vzn' BY THE BOARD OF COM~
13 mss:ouzns OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS,. szam, at a regular meeting -
14 thereof hela .on the.znd day of Mareh 1933. at 10:00 o'clock A.M.,
'15 that the Board of Cammissxoners shell end hereby- does accept said
_ 46‘ plans, - assessment plats, typzcal sections ef contemplated im=
'17 provements, preliminary estxmates of costs, and the estimates ef
18 maximum benefits to be assaessed aga;nst eech tzact er pazcel of
19|/ 1and in the assessment areas.
200 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said Board of Commissioners
- o . 21|\ shall, and hereby does, Pnov:szonnnnx ORDER THAT:
A 22 : SECTION 1. That street improvements shall be installed
23

_thhin thst certain area of the City hereinafter described, all

1o .
Y S

as more particularly héreinafter set forth and as described in

8.

§aid plans herein accepted, reference to which is hereby made —

D
(7]

and which are available for public examination at the office of

~0

said cety Clerk, and at's,total estiﬁated-cost of 516,217.00 in-.
28 EIudiAQ'engineeriné, legal and incidental expenses.

v29 SEC“ION 2. The amounts to he essessed shall be made -

) 30|upon all lo%xs and: parcels .0f property benefitted, oronortionetely

311to the benelits *eﬂezved and’ shall be assessed against the p:onertY
°” asut:;*g said -rnrov_men.s on the basxs that each lot or :arcel

~2-
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of property to be assessed shall be assessed a portion of the

aggregate dollar amount being levied égainst the entire district
according to the length, size and number of sewer latarals to be
installed to serve said lot or parcel. The portion of the costs
to be assessed against, and the maximum benefits estimated to be

B O e W N

conferred upon each lot or parcel of property shall be as stated

~3

in the aforesaid assessment plat.

[20:d

Regardless of the basis used by apportioning assessments}
in case of wedge or "V* or other irregularly shaped tracts, an
10|{ amount apportioned thezeto shall be in proportion to the special
11|| benefits ta be deriveé. .
12 SECTION 3. The.a:ea comprising said streets to be
13|{ improved and said property to be assessed (i.e., all of said
14|{ assessment units), sﬁall be designated "lLas Vegas, Nevada, Special
15|| Improvement District No. 449."

16 SECTION 4. On Wednesday, the 6th day of april 1983, at
17|| the hour of 2:00 o'clock P.M., at the Commission Chambers in
18jj ciey Hall, 400 Bast Stewart Avenué, Las Vegas, Nevada, or any
19{| time prior to said date and time at the Q0ffice of the City Clerk
20{{in City Hall in said City, the ownars of the property to be
21| assessed, or any other perscn interested therein, may file writ-
22|| ten protests or cbjecticns,_and may appear before the Board of
- 23|| Commissicners at said time and place and be heard as to the pro-
24 pgiety of making such improvements, as to the cost thereof, as to.
25| the manner of payment therefor, and as to the amount thereof to be
26{| assessed against the property to be so improved. Twenty (20) .
97l|day’'s notice in writing of such time and place shall be given
28}l to such property owners, which shall be served by the City Clerk
29||by mailing a copy ©of such notice, postage prepaid, as first-class
30||mail, to the last known address of each last known owner of pro-

31 |perty within each assessment uait whose property will be assessed

22i!for the costs of such improvements, such names and addresses of

. . i . :
T p—— o R —— PR — ' - —

SR JRROR SO A SOOI PR e JoT SR Y
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such property owners being those appearing on  the local property
assessment rolls fo: (ad valorem) taxes on file in the Office of
the . County Assessor of Clark County, Nevada, whe:eig-sa;d property
i located. Notice shall also be giVen'by the City Enéinoer;by :
posting a copy of such notice in three public places at or hear
;he-si;e4o£ the propesed work in each assessment unit at least
twenty (20) days'priar‘to said hearing. Proof of such mailing
and posting. shall be made By rhe-affidavieiofethe City Clerk e:

W 00 ~J O v b W N =

of the City EhgineerAas the case may be, such proof to be filed

[
(=4

with the City Clerk; provided, however, that the fact that the

| aad
-4

person to whom any such notice is‘aAQressed does not receive the

—
N

sama.sheil noﬁfinvalidate or affect the legality of the notice

-
[od

given thereby and shall net invalidate or affect the legality

[d
[y

of any essessment ne:'eny'other of the proceedings hereunder.

Notice of the time and place af-such:hea:iné'sheil alsc be given

A
o O

by publishing a copy of such notice in the Las Veqas Raview

-—
~)

Journal a newspape: published in the Cicy of Las Vegas, Nevada,

—t
0

and of general. circulation in said City of las Vegas. once -each

—
©

week for three consecutive weeks, by :hree‘weekly insertions. theA

8

first puhlication to be at least fifteen- (15) days prior to the
21!|date of the protest hearing. Not less than fourteen (14) days
22|{ shall intervene between the first publicatien and the last publi-
23|{cation.  Such service by publication shall be verified by the
24 affldaVlt of the publisher and filed with said City Clerk. Said
23 notice shall be in the form as indiceted:in Exhibit "B", attached
. 9¢!inereto and by reference made a part hereof. »

27 SECTION 5. That the City clerk and the City Engineer -

28ilare hereby authorized +to advertise at least once a week for three

29|/ consecutive weeks by three weekly -nsertions in the lLas Vegas

30iReview Journal a newspaper of general eirculationiin~:he City of
l . - ‘

31hLes,Vegas:-p:avided‘thaé‘not less than fourteen (l4) days shall
e - S ' 3 .

i,

‘e
-

1Y »3:w-> E
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intervene between the f£irst publication and the last publication:
provided that the last publication shall be at least five (5)
days prior te the receipt of bids; and provided that no contract
shall be awarded until after the aforesaid hearing and until
after the creation of said District by ordinance.

S Ov e W N =

INTRODUCED, PASSED, AND ADOPTED this 2nd day of March
1983.

~1

oo

CAROL ANN , CIT

N G Gy A g e uE N N A an EE N it R A am e am
5 .
bamn b o o s o 3 CECIA I Sk T S T LI — L _ ) :
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NOTICE OF HEARING ON THE IMPROVEMENT OF CERTAIN STREETS AND PARTS
THEREOF AND PROPOSED ASSESSMENTS WITHIN THE PROPOSED LAS VEGAS'
NEVRDA, SPECIAL. IMPRDVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 449.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN to. the preperty owners within
the: p:oposed Las Vegas, Nevada. Special Improvement District

No. 449, and to all interested persons that:

-}

The Boatd of CGmiasicne:s of the c:.ty of Las Vegas.

(-4

Nevada, has provisionally o:dered that street improvements shall
be installed within that certain area of the City hereinafter
10{| described, 'ali‘as more pa:'tiéulazly set forth:
11} . . The :.zup:ovements :.nclude the installation of sewer
- 12 l.ater.als frem the existinq sewer main to the front p:operty line
13|| adjacent to vacant prope:ties along both sides of Bcnanza Road
14” between Sandhill Road a.nd Lamb Bouleva:d, to uu:lu.de the necessaryﬂ
15 installat:.on, removal and relocation of any and ‘all utilities and )
16 ‘appu:tena.nces that are deemed. necessa.:y to complete same, as mreb

17 pa:ticulaxly shown ¢n the plats. diagrams and plans of the work

18|j and the lecality as filed in the Offz.ce cf the City Clerk.

19 C All of the plata,‘ diag'rams and plans on file in the
20|\ 0fice of the City Clerk are deemed by the City Zagineer and the
21|| city to be essential to the con_smeticn of said improvements. '

22 . It is estiﬁted that said estimated total cost shall

- 23|! be apportioned as foliows: '
24y ' . o Estimated Amount of
os ,Aase‘ssmeng}-“mait Ne. | Tota; cost _Sn'ecia; Assegsments
26 :; : '516.217400 $16,217.00
27 ~ The amounts to be assessed shall be made upon all lots

28|} and pazeels of property benefitted, proportionately to the
29 benefits received‘ and shall be assesgsed égainst -the property

30 abutt:.ng sa:.d :.mprovements on the bas:.s ‘that each lot or parcel

1l of property o be asseased shau.‘ be assessed a portion of the

32?gacgregate dold.ar amount being levxed aga:.nst the entire district.

. . R . )
- . - - . R b ol
I LS O T A ST Lt T O MO LD SN S RIS SRt Sy | )
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30
31

32,

Poa:dﬁproposes to so hayé improved are as follows:
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0106

according to the length, size and number of sewer laterals to be'
installed to serve said lot or parcel. The portion of the costs
to be assessed against, and the maximum amount of benefits esti-
mated to be conferred upon each lot or parcel of property shall
be as stated in the aforesaid assessment plat. _

Regardless of the basis used by apportioning assessments)
i§ case of wedge or "V® or other irregularly shaped tracts, an
amount apportioned thereto shall be in p:oporticn»to.the special
benefits derived. ‘

The areas t0 be assessed within each district which the

!hosi‘pa:cels of land in the City of Las Vaegas, County
of Clark; State of Nevada, described as follows:

The parcels of land adjoining Bonanza Road on the
North and South from Sandhill Road to Lamb Boulevard,
to include those County Tax Parcels as listed or as
may be subsequently divided or chaged by the 0ffice

of the County Assessor as follows:
UNIT I
060-210-011
060~210-013
060~210~014 -
060=-210-028
060-210~030
060-290~022
060-290-032
060-290~033
060-290-034
060-290-047
060~290~056

The proposed improvements will result in no substantial
change in the existing street elevations or grades.

All persbné interested are hereby advised that the plans)
plats, typical sections, preliminary estimates of the total cost,
the description of the property to be assessed, the portion of the
cost 0 be assessed thereagainst and the maximum amount of benefits
estimated to be conferred on each piece of property are on file
in the Office of the City Clerk and may be inspected by any pro-

perty owner, or other interested persons, during regular office
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hours.

On Wednesday, the 6th day of April, 1983 at 2:00 o'clock
P.M., in the Commission Chambers at City Hall, 400 Bast Stewart
Avenue, in the City of Las Vegas, or at any time prior to said
ldate and time, at the of:ice of the City Clerk at City Hall, in

said City, the owners of the property to be assessed, or any

h d

other persons interested therein, may file writtan protests or

ocbjections, and may appear before the Board of Commissioners

WO 00 ~1 O G o W R =

at said time and place and be heard as to the propriety and ad-

-
(=4

vigsability of making such improvements, as to the costs thereof,

b
b

as to the manner of the payment therefor, and as to the amount

oy
[

thereof to be assessed against the property to be so improved.

-
(2

The Boa:d of cdmnissione:s‘requests that any property

b
-

owner or other interested persons wishing to make protest or ob-—

—
A

jection, make such protest or objection in writing at the Office

i
(=

of the City Clerk at least three days before the time set for

-t
-3

hearing as aforesaid. Those persons shall have the right within

—
o0

thizrty (30) days after the Boazd ok Commissicners has finally

—
e

passed on such protest or cbjection to commence an action or suit

8

rn any Court of competent jurisdiction to correct or set aside
S

[
—

uch determination, but thereafter all actions or suits attacking

ithe validity of the proceedings and the amount of benefits shall

1
[\
(7]

be perpetually barred. 1If the owners of more than one-half of

[
o~

the area to be assessed for the improvements shall file written

N
(4]

objection thereto, the particular improvements shall not be ordered

3 9%6i{linstalled, unless pursuant to NRS 271.305(7) (b) (1), the munici-
: 27|pality shall pay one-half or more of the total cost of the entize
28 broject with funds derived from other than the levy of assessments,

29|in which event the Board of City Commissioners may order the

30 improvements installed in spite of more than 50% protest.

31 After such hearing, said Boaréd of Commissioners shall

)
(5=

make a determination as to the advisability cf so improving said
1

-3-

M E Ey aE aE e an Gn U s o am am
8B




o AR LT ety O P D SR A S MR s (o At ST AR A At ezt B R D E M AV e A cac . - - . . - : H -

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2 1983

-3

[

of such imp:ovements S0 to be made. and shall ente: into a contract

‘missiene:s shall determine what portion of the cost ef such work,
‘benefittedr and the assessments.shall.be.levied in‘acco:dance with}

| ments exceed the estimated benefits to the property assaessed.

the quner, or in ten substantially equal annuel installments of
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streets and parts thereof, shall'detezmine the kind and'character

with the :esponsible bidde: submitting the lowest bid for the
deing ef such work and the fu:nishing of all necessa:y mete:ials,
in response to a duly advertised inv1tatiea'fe: construction bids.

After the making of such contract, said'Bea:d'ef Com= -
includinq incidentals. shall be paid by the property specially
the laws ef’the'State‘cf Nevada; In ne'event'shall the assess-

The Board of Ccmmissicners shall p:cvide that the assessnents
may be payable withcut inte:est or demand, at the election of

p:incipal., the Boa:d cf commissieners shall. alsc provide the~timq_
and terms cf payment cf such assessments, and the rate of inte:est
per annum upon deferred payments therecf which rate shall not
exceed by more than 1% the "Bond - Buye: '8' Index of 20 Municipal
Bonds which was most recently published,befcre the: date on which
the ordinance levying the eesesspents-is adopted, and shall fix - |
penalties to be»cbllected upon delinquent payments.

' By ozder of the Board of Commissicners. cf the City of .
Las Vegas, Nevada

Dated this 2nd day of March, 1983.
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Department Action

VI.

REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES

BILL NO. 83-5 - PERMITS THE USE OF "RAZOR
WIRE" IN SECURITY FENCING SIX FEET OR
MORE ABOVE GRADE OR GROUND IN COMMERCIAL
AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS AND ARQUND PUBLIC
BUILDINGS AND TOWNHOUSE AND CONDOMINIUM
DEVELOPMENTS.

Committee: Commissioners Christensen
and Lurie
1st Publication: R-J - 2/23/83

Committee Recommendation:

Referred back to Commission as a whole
without recommendation.

BILL NO. 83-6 - AMENDS MASTER PLAN OF

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS TO DESIGNATE A PORTION

OF RANCHO DRIVE TO FREEWAY STANDARDS WITH
LIMITED ACCESS. :

Committee: Commissioners Lurie and
Christensen
1st Publication: R-J - 2/23/83

Commi ttee Recommendation: -

Adoption at 3/2/83 City Commission meeting.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Qaliugcilat

Levy -

ABEYANCE

Motion carried with
Christensen and
Lurie voting "No."

FAVOR:

Barry Becker, Greeng

Atty. John P. Fadge

3/16/83 Agenda
Special Study Mtg.
on this Bill set
for 3/9/83, 3 PM

L
v
2

Homeowners' Assoc.
, Forest Pardy &
City Towing

Richard Kostelac, Ifgram Supply Co.

Gail Gibson, M. J.

ibson, Inc.

Garry Hutchison, Ahgrn Renters Center
Jelindo Tiberti, Tifjerti Fence Co.
Allan Gasho, Spanish Oaks

Ernie Becker, 4401

OPPOSITION:
William Stampf

. Washington St.

Paul Anderson, Sprigghurst

Lurie -

Second Reading and
Bi11 ADOPTED.
Unanimous

Clerk to proceed',
with second
publication.
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ACE\IDA DOCUMENTATION Pate: reruary 9, 1983

Road as a limited access freeway.

TO: FROM: - . - cot Lo
The Board of City Commissioners John Edward Roethel )
: Deputy City Attorney
SUBJECT: Bill No. 83-6
Amends Master Plan of atrees& Highways to designate a portion of
Rancho Drive to freeway standards with limited access
PURPOS /BACRG ROUND

This bill amends the Master Plan of Streets and Highways provided
for in LVMC 13.12.030. This amendment involves the extension of -
the Rainbow Expraessway and provides for designating Rancho Drive
cut to a point approximately ocne-half mile north of Kyle Canyon

[

This bill also provides for corresponding street deletions and
realignments to effect such a freeway designation.

This amendment to the Master Plan of Streets and Highways was
approved by the Board of Commissioners at a public hearing on
May 20, 1981. The Board of Commissicnars alsc approved a resolu-
tion for designation and design of a portion of U. S. 95 asg a

‘freeway at its meeting of August 18, 1982. This bill merely

effects by ordinance the prior approvals.

. PISCAL IMPACT

NONMNE

RECOMMENDATIONS

This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for
review, hearing and recommendation to the Board of City Commis-
sioners for Zfinal action. ’

DISPOSITION
T Sporoved ]
Disapproved O — JR—
Held m]
Status Due: - Agenda Item

VI - B
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_ AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING
(Posting requ1 red under the provismns of NRS CHAPTER 241)

STATE OF NEVADA )

© COUNTY OF CLARK Jss
~ CITY OF LAS VEGAS |

_ _ "f"?’\ )49:/?5? _
/?6 NNy ’Ift./f/' ., an enp!oyee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada
rst duly sworn, deposes and says that on the /777~ ~  'day of

at the hour of _J ¥s 47"/  there were posted copies of
‘the attac ed of which is a true and correct copy, of an INFORMATION

| "MEETING before various RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES relative to proposed” ordinances,

to be held at the hour of _ 4:00 P.M.  on Wednesday, February 2
- 1983, in the City Manager's Con?erence Room, 10th Floor, City” Fla'H 200 East

Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted on Public Bulletin Board at the

» fol lowing 1 ocations

1. In the United States Post Office. (Downtown), 301 Stewart Avenue,
2. In the Federal Bu11d1ng, 300 Las Vegas Boulevard South;

- 3. In the Clark County Courthouse, 200 East Carson Avenue;
4. On the Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City Hall,

" 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the Court Clerk s .
office); and

- 5. On the Specia1 PubHc Bulletin Board at t P1aza evel of City .
. Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the e rance /o the City
o Comissi on Chambers) : /C/I

&S 3 57

DEPARTMENT OF DIVISION

'Subscr'ibe/i and sworn to before me this

/ 3’/1%3‘/
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AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - waRcH 2, 1083 0112
(Ma111ng required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241)'i ' .

' STATE OF NEVADA - )~
'COUNTY OF CLARK -3 ss

LINDA OWENS o , an employee of the City of Las Vegas, ‘Nevada

.being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the 16th . day of -

F%E%ﬁ% , 1983 , a copy of a NOTICE OF INFORMATTON MEETING bDefore various
RE NG MMITTEES relative to proposed ordinances, to be held at the hour
of 4:00 P.M., on wednesdax, qu%agx 23,1983, in the C1ty Manager's Conference =
Room, Iﬁ'iﬁ F?oor, City Ha ast Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, of which
the attached is a true and correct copy, was deposited in the United States Mail,
Postage prepaid, First Class Mail, to each person and/or organization vhose name
appears in the Agenda Register. maintained in the Office of the City CIerk as
having requested in. wnting, a copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE)

: Ten employee n the b?fu:e
of the CITY CLERK) g

'Su'b‘scri;zd and sworn to before me this

/7 day of Flbmz.m H?B

UBLIC in and for said County

a-\d'S ate. My Commission expires: //?-5/’7/

e T Lt e gl b e T R T D el L S N et A g s Ut i Ko



-t i . P . -
. .

CITY (PMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983 C ,
February 16, 1983 0113

NOTICE

'The following Bﬂ'lS provosed for adoption 'by the Board of Cify Commissioners of the

City of Las Vegas, Nevada, will be the subject of PUBLIC COMMENT before the respective
Recorrmendmg Commi ttees at the hour of 4:00 P.M., Wednesday, February 23, 1983 in the
City‘Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, C1ty Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,,
Las Vegas, Nevada. ) . :

rd

A. BILL NO. 83-5 - PERMITS THE USE OF “RAZOR WIRE" IN SECURITY FENCING SIX FEET OR -
MORE ABOVE GRADE OR GROUND IN COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS AND AROUND PUBLIC
BUILDINGS AND TOWNHOUSE AND CONDOMINIUM DEVELOPMENTS.

Committee: Emum’ss?oners Christensen and Lurie

8. BILL NO. 83-6 - AMENDS MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND. HIGHNAYS T0 DESIGNATE A PORTION -
' OF RANCHO DRIVE TO FREEWAY STANDARDS WITH LIMITED ACCESS.
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Ghristensen

C. BILL NO. 83-7 - ESTABLISHES EXEMPTIONS FROM BUSINESS LICENSING REGULATIONS FOR
COMMUNITY THEATRES.AND EMPLOYEES OF LICENSED BUSINESSES
ommittee: Commissioners Lorie and:Christensen

D. BILL NC. 83-9 - ANNEXATION NO. A-8-82(A). PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NORTHEAST CORNER |
OF VEGAS -DRIVE AND MOUNTAIN TRAIL, PETITIONED BY: DAN L. AND JUDY GARDNER, ACREAGE:

ONE_THIRD ACRE APPROXIMATELY, ZONED: C-2 (COUNTY CLASSIFICATIDNQ C-1 (CITY EQUIVALENT)
Committee: Commissioners Lurie and Christensen
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oy OFLASVEGAS S 3 - | Date
' ~ INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM . February 24, 1983
o — [FROM:
o FILE S - CAROL ANN HAWLEY
o o "CITY CLERK
UBJECT: COFIES 107
'5 j ' {A11- Agenda Beoks for 3/2/83 City Comm. Mtg
} ' RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING [ ey tng and Develepment
PROPOSED NEW BILLS - )

Building & Safety
Public Services

~ FEBRUARY 23, 1983
RN Fire Services

Metro
Business’ Activ1ty

' MEETING HELD: ~  4:00 P.M., February 23, 1983, City Commission Chambers,
o - - Plaza level, City Hall. Meeting adjourned at 5:15 P.M.

A N | N

- PRESENT: . "~ . Commissioner Lur1e
- e ' Commissioner Christensen
- g - - v - Commissioner Levy
' ' ' "Deputy City Manager Don Say1or
Deputy: City" Attorney John: Roethe1
'Harold Foster, Director, Community Planning and Deve]opmentf
- Clay Hymer, Director, Building and Safety _
“Gene Donovan, Director, Public Serv1ces
- Sam Cooper, Fire Chief
Ned Barker, Fire Marshal
Carol Ann Hawley, City Clerk
. Linda Owens, Deputy City Clerk .
. Jerry Ralya, Las Vegas Sun -
James Kastelic, Las Vegas. Rev1ew-Journa1
- Jack Pavelle, Homeowner
Carl Volkmar, Homeowner
Olga Scheel, Homeowner.
Ty Greene, Homeowner
Paul A. Anderson, Homeowner '
Jelindo Tiberti II, The Tiberti Company
Garry A. Hutch1son, Ahern Renters Center, Inc.
.John P. Ahern, Ahern. Renters Center, Inc.
" ‘Robert F. Lynch, Homeowner :
Bil1l Sistek, Department of Business Activity
‘Allan Gasho, Spanish Oaks Subdivision:
John Allen, Spanish Oaks Subdivision’
Erner Becker, Developer ‘
Barry Becker, The Greens Homeowners ASSOC1at10n

. CLV-6217

oSl A e S
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RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING
FEBRUARY 23, 1983
PAGE 2

A. BILL NO. 83-5 - PERMITS THE USE OF "RAZOR WIRE" IN SECURITY FENCING SIX FEET OR
MORE ABOVE GRADE OR GROUND IN COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS AND AROUND PUBLIC
BUILDINGS AND TOWNHOUSE AND CONDOMINIUM DEVELOPMENTS.

Committee: Commissioners Christensen and Lurie

Deputy C1ty Manager Don Saylor stated "razor wire* is not currently allowed in the
city. This bill will allow "razor wire" in public buildings, commercial and
industrial areas, and with the approval of the City Planning Comm1ssion, around
townhouse and condominium developments provided the lowest strand is 6 feet or
more above grade or ground.

Barry Becker, The Greens Homeowners Association, appeared in favor. Children were
climbing over the block wall and causing damage in the development, However, since
the installation of "razor wire" the children have not been trespassing in the
development.

Deputy City Manager Don Saylor said that. everyone who has "razor wire" installed

on their property in the C1ty will have to take 1t out if this bill is not approved

Allan Gasho, General Manager of Spanish Oaks, 2201 Spanish Oaks Drive, appeared in
favor. They use this type of fencing for security purposes.

Commissioner Levy suggested an amendment could be made to this bi1l that property
owners on both s1des of the block wall would have to agree to the 1nsta11at1on of
the "razor wire."

Jelindo Tiberti II, The Tiberti Company, appeared in favor. They install “raior
wire" and informed the City staff that there are only two manufacturers of this
type of fencing in the nation and they refer to it as "razor ribbon."

John Ahern, Ahern Renters Center, Inc., appeared in favor. He has not had hisl
business burglarized since the installation of "razor wire" around his property

John Allen, Spanish Oaks, appeared in favor. They have not had any burglar1es in
Span1sh Oaks since they installed "razor wire."

Car] Volkmar, homeowner, appeared stating this serves as a psycho]og1ca1 deterrent
for persons contemplating climbing over the wa]]

Deputy City Attorney John Roethel stated that "razor wire" can be no 1ess than 6 feet
above grade or ground measured from either side of the property. .

Paul Anderson, Chairman of the Board of Springhurst Townhomes, appeared in protest.
This type of wire has an ugly appearance and deflates the values of the surround1ng
homes. .
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RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING.

FEBRUARY 23, 1983
PAGE 3 '

~ 0lqga Scheel 3014 E1 Camino (Springhurst),appeared in oppos1tlon. "Razor wire" is
f':dangerous, destroys the beauty of the city, could hurt the econemic growth of the

~_¢ity and establishes a precedent which could be detrimental to the city. She:

-~ suggested that if this is approved, it could be installed on the side of the wall

- so the adjacent property owners wou]d not be able to see it.

. Comm1ttee did. net make a recommendat1on on this bill, but requested representatives

- from The Metropolitan Police Department and Fire Serv1ces to appear:at.the March. 2,
- 1983 City Commission meeting to give their opinion of this wire. The public was

- invited to attend the regularly scheduled C1ty ‘Commission meet1ng on March 2 1983

- to prov1de further 1nput into this bill.

B. ;BILL NO. 83- 6 - AMENDS THE MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND HIGHWAYS TO DESIGNATE ‘A PORTION '
OF RANCHO DRIVE TO FREEWAY STANDARDS WITH LIMITED ACCESS.
Comm1ttee Commlss1oners Lurie and Christensen -

No one. appeared in oppos1t1on to this b1]1 Comm1ttee recommended adoptxon at
3/2/83 C1ty Commission meet1ng. : v

‘f7'C.g BILL NO 83-7 - ESTABLISHES EXEMPTIONS FROM BUSINESS LICENSING REGULATIONS FOR
o COMMUNITY THEATRES AND EMPLOYEES OF LICENSED BUSINESSES.
- Commi ttee: Commtss1oners Lur1e and Christensen

- Bill S1stek Department of Bu51ness Act1v1ty, stated the procedures out]:ned in this
- bi11 were 1nadvertent1y omitted from the ordinance during the recent recodification
of the City Code, but the.Department of Business Act1v1ty have been following: the

procedures Commi ttee recommended adopt1on at 3/2/83 City Commission meet1ng.

D. BILL NO. 83-9 - ANNEXATION NO. A-8-82(A). PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE. NORTHEAST CORNER
OF VEGAS DRIVE AND MOUNTAIN TRAIL, PETITIONED BY: DAN L. AND JUDY GARDNER, ACREAGE:

 ONE_THIRD ACRE APPROXIMATELY, ZONED C-2 (COUNTY CLASSIFICATION) C-1. (CITY EQUIVALENT).

Comm1ttee Commxss1oners Lur1e and Christensen o :

~ No one appeared in oppositton to this bi1l. Committee recommended adoptton at
3/2/83 City Commission meeting.

- CAH/ Tmo
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EXCERPT < RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING - FEBRUARY 23, 1983

- A, BILL NO. 83-5 - PERMITS THE USE OF "RAZOR WIRE" IN SECURITY FENCING SIX FEET OR
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MORE ABOVE GRADE OR GROUND IN COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS AND AROUND PUBLIC

BUILDINGS AND TONNHOUSE AND CONDOMINIUM DEVELOPMENTS. : ___PAGE 1

COMMISSIONER LURIE: At this time I'1] turn the meeting over to
L ) ~ . Commissioner Christensen who is the Chairman
of Bill No. 83-5. -

- COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: This is the Bill that permits the use of "Razor Wire"

in security fencing in certain instances and so forth,
and before we start, I'd 1ike to have Don_Saonr-read
the original ordinance so that we know where we're all
"standing at the present time -- so what changes would
- be made and what they" wou]d refer to and so forth.

DON SAYLOR: The present Code states.that the-fo]IoWing types of
- fences shall not be installed, maintained, or allowed
to remain in the City: The fence with a sharp pointed
pickets, posts or stakes. A fence with a electrified
apparatus. A fence with sharp pieces of g]ass, nails,
~etc., and a fence either entirely of barbed wire and
posts or other fencing with barbed wire on top. However,
the ordinance does provide for an exception. Barbed
wire will be allowed as top strands on a security fence
or on public buildings in commercial and industrial
areas and with the approval of the Planning Commission
as to each development, around townhouses and condominium
deve]opments.prov1ded. however, that the lower strand
is six feet or more above grade or the adjacent ground
level. When: "Razor Wire" came about, we-asked for an
opinion from the attorney's office as to whether or not :
“"Razor Wire" and barbed wire were sufficiently synomous so that
the ordinance in the exception covered the "Razor Wire"
also. The Attorney's opinion was that it did not.
The proposed amendment before you simply adds to the
exception, barbed wire and certina or "razor" wire
will be allowed as top. strands on a security fence
around public buildings, in commercial and industrial
"areas and, with the approval of the Planning Commission
. as to each development, around townhouses and condominium
. deve]opments, provided, however, that the lower strand
. is six feet above the grade So the proposed change
simply allows "razor" wire, which I have some here in
case anybody doesn't know what it is, to be used in
the same manner as barbed wire.

COMMISSIONERchRISTENSEN: Okay Is there anyone here that wants to speak in
' : ‘ . - favor of the ordinace f1rst’

- BARRY BECKER: : ._': My name is Barry Becker and 1'm here represent1ng the

Greens Homeowners Association and my address is 50 South
Jones, Suite 101, Las Vegas, Nevada. I'm here to speak . '
in favor of this. We have a particular situation at
~ the Greens where we're security, brand new development
surrounded by a six foot block wall with controlled
‘access with electronic gates and a guard on duty 16

" CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983 . . ... |

.;1&1_*“-}*” o Cesine il
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"A.  BILL NO. 83-5 - PERMITS THE USE OF "RAZOR WIRE" IN SECURITY FENCING SIX FEET OR
- 'MORE ABOVE GRADE OR GROUND IN COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS AND AROUND PUBLIC

BUILDINGS AND TOHNHDUSE AND CDNDDMINIUM DEVELOPMENTS. o PAGE 2
" BARRY BECKER: ~ hours a day. The back of our project backs up to

Western High School on Bonanza and we have had for
the past two years a tremendous amount of. school children
using our subdivision as a shortcut to and from school,
and they not on]y were going over our walls as a shortcut, butthe
were also coming through the R-1 subdivision to the.
- east and going through many of those peoples backyards, :
climbing over their walls onto our project and then over
the wall to Western. We have had many problems
during. the lunch hour with the kids using the shortcut
over our walls to Jack In the Box and Albertson's, y
buying their lunch, and then loitering around in the S
subdivision, break1ng into the people motorhomes and o
- having lunch in there and different things. So we : ST
finally went to the barbed wire and surrounded the ' '
-project with the barbed wire and they just totally ignored
it. They just tore it down. They cut it. They found
-ways to jump over it. So on the particular areas,
the corners and down by the sing]e-fam11y ‘homes, where
. 'people were coming through other people's yards, we put the
razor ribbon on the corners and then on the one area
where the R-V parking area was in the Greens and also
behind the Jack In The Box. The razor wire was successful
They have gone over it. They have broken it in some
~instances but the razor wire keeps the kids out and
I think that the way the ordinance is that with the approval
- of the Commission -- the new ordinance that we should
be allowed to have razor wire if we can show a reason
for it and we certainly had a reason. We think it's go1ng
to be a temporary one once that entire project is
developed. It won't be as easy for the kids to walk
through and they'11 be homes right next to all of these
areas of the wall. So we view it asa temporary thing
in our case, but I certainly think that if it's the ‘only
method that we could use to stop the trespassing-- I
think it's something that the people in the City of
Las Vegas should have to use. Prior to putting up the
barbed wire or the razor wire, we had spoke with the
principal of the school to see if his secur1ty could
help us out at all, but we really couldn't get much
help there and also their security is limited. Once
the child steps off the curb of the school property,
they're no longer responsible and have any authority
over them. We also tried to work with Metro but they
‘just -- and they did bring a uniformed officer in on
occasion to sit near those areas so when they hopped
- over the .fence, they could send them back. They cou]dn,t _
. provide us with protection on a continual basis so the
.razor wire was the only alternative and the only thing
that seems to do the job. So I urge your support of
the ordinance: to be passed on to ‘the City Comm1ss1on
for approva1 , .

~
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EXCERPT RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING - FEBRUARY 23, 1983 0119
A. BILL NO. 83-5 - PERMITS THE USE OF "RAZOR WIRE" IN SECURITY FENCING SIX FEET OR
MORE ABOVE GRADE OR GROUND IN COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS AND AROUND PUBLIC

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:
BARRY BECKER:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

BARRY BECKER:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

DON SAYLOR:

" COMMISSIONER LURIE:

DON SAYLOR:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

BUILDINGS AND TOWNHOUSE AND CONDOMINIUM DEVELOPMENTS. PAGE 3

Thanks, Barry.

You have the razor wire up now. That must be illegal.
Is that correct? Have you been cited?

We have. We were unaware of the fact that it was
illegal when we installed it and --

Why, you read the ordinance? The ordinance says
barbed wire and not razor wire or certina wire.
Why did you go ahead and put it up without coming
through the proper City channels?

The recommenation for razor wire came from an employee
of the County that lives there in the Greens Association
and he had mentioned once we had put the barbed wire

up -~ he says,"The barbed wire won't do any good,
you've got to put the razor wire up. That's what

we have done in our County yards and that stopped

the problem.” I had just called the ferice company

and requested that it be done. We did not check the

ordinances prior to that. That was our error. We

were not intentionally trying to violate the law.

I know you don't intentionally try to do it but you
try to bypass it sometimes. -What about these citations
that we have outstanding with the il1legal wire that's.
presently up and, for instance, if the City doesn't
approve this ordinance, then what happens to these
individuals that have put this wire up? Will they be
told to bring them to court? Have to take it down,

or appeal it to us?

They've all been issued citations, Commissioner.

We stayed the action on the citations pending action
on this Bill. If this Bill does not pass, we will
then have to action to have all of the razor wire
removed from every place in the City.

In the City, or from coridominium, townhouse or residential
areas? .

The way the ordinance now reads. Razor wire is not
allowed anyplace in the City.

If we wanted to make it legal in sections, 1ike industrial
sections, or like warehousing areas, you can split
this ordinance up into two parts, is that correct?
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A. BILL NO. 83-5 - PERMITS THE USE OF "RAZOR WIRE" IN SECURITY FENCING SIX FEET OR
MORE ABOVE GRADE OR GROUND IN COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS AND AROUND PUBLIC

BUILDINGS AND TOWNHOUSE AND CONDOMINIUM DEVELOPMENTS.

DON SAYLOR: - -

'COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

DON SAYLOR:
CLAY HYMER:
DON SAYLOR:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

ALLAN GASHO:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
" ALLAN GASHO:

PAGE 4

Definitely. This ordinance provides that you can

have barbed wire and razor wire around public buildings,

commercial and industrial areas and with the approval
of the Planning Commision, around townhouse and '

condominium developments. Now if the Committee wishes

to amend it and recommend that razor wire say, for

example, only be allowed around commercial and industrial

areas, you could do that.

May I ask another question, Don? Has the County been
cited?

As far as I know. Clay, do you know on that one?

Yes, they have.

As far as I know, every installation in the City
with razor wire has a citation on it.

Then we've been no respectof of persons or anything
on it. Everybody's that's using it has been cited
that's in the City.

Okay.

Just thought it was a good question. Anybody else,
in favor?

Yes, sir. I'm Allan Gasho, General Manager of
Spanish Oaks Homeowners Complex, 2201 Spanish Oaks
Drive. I would like to voice my opinion in favor
of "razor wire" and I would 1ike to submit pictures
of the wire that had been installed. Prior to your
question, Commissioner, I got a notice of correction
it didn't say violation, it just said a notice of
correction.

That's the first thing we put out.

Since Friday afternoon at 4:00 o'clock and Monday

‘morning, I'd 1ike you to view these pictures of the

damage that's been done. As I voiced my opinion
with the Planning Commission with the appropriate
plot plans and everything else, it's basically for
security purposes and it was recommended by Metro.
Metro did say the best thing to do was to put up a
razor wire. In 1979 Building Code that I reviewed,
razor wire is not addressed. It addresses spikes,
glass, points, spikes on top of walls and things
like that. Granted it may be ugly to people, but _
my primary responsibility as the manager is the
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ALLAN GASHO "secur1ty of the homeowners and I have 385 houses

~in there, 86 acres, and it's very tough, even with

the 24 hour security patro1 to maintain it.

-]_.How many burglar1es have you had in Spanish Oaks

when you didn't have the wire up on the fence? What

o : type of crime problem do you have within that waﬂed

commun1ty of the 86 acres?

o Yes, sir. I've had 12 since the first of December
- . through the 12th of January that are documented.

One of them was assualt with a deadly weapon. One .

- that ended up with 30 stitches and they all come

over the wall. Metro verified it. They found the

knife. That‘was Just ‘the one case.

So, all 12 offtheSe-incidents‘wehe at that south

. wall where people have come over the wall --

The south waTI'ahd the-southeast corner, yes.

And that one section by the south wall, is that
the area that's mostly the problem area -where most

- of -the burg]ar1es take p]ace’

That wall and" uhfortuhately by the Spr1nghurst area
where they park a car right on the curb, stand on

‘the car and get over the wall and that was confirmed
‘. twice by Metro. Tire marks, footpr1nts on the wall.

: Could you put this between your s1ng]e~fam111es -

single-family area that's I think on the west or
northwest of your property?

‘“-Northwest ‘of the property? I put it on the firegates,

yes, sir that the kids were using for ladders.

| Because I would resent if I lived in a single-family

to have that -- if that would be in my backyard.
Well, sir,~Spanish 0aks is a sing]e-fami]y

I'm ta]kihg about the éther s1ng1e-fam111es outside of
your Spanish Qaks.

There s on]y area that has it. Our north wa]] and
our northwest wa]] is all backed up by single-family
residences, so 'we don't have to worry about that.

It's the south and southeast corner that's our biggest:
problem.
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COMMISSIONER LEVY: But, I mean, in other words, if we pass this
ordinance, you'd certainly have the ability
to do that.
ALLAN GASHO: No, I wouldn't do it. |
COMMISSIONER LEVY: You'd have the ability to do it I said.
ALLAN GASHO: - . Yes, sir, I would have the ability but I would

not do it because it's backed up by single-family
housing right behind us and that would mean they'd
have to come through two yards rather than park
their car, jump over a fence --

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: If this ordinance passed, he couldn't do that -
-unless it cleared the Planning Commission anyway
because they have to approve each application.

ALLAN GASHO: Yes, sir, and the only thing I applied for with
: - the Planning Commission was the south and southeast
corner.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: That's the kind of stuff that bothers me, you know,

when -« I think I've talked with Commissioner Lurie --
we were talking about this ordinance and one of the ‘
 things that I felt was might be an amendment to this
ordinance, both sides of the fence, the owners might
have to approve it. That would be certa1n1y one
‘consideration.. In other words, don't forget whatever
you do on yeur side of the fence or on top of the
fence is what's being done to the people on the.other
. side of the fence.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSENf Is that provided it's residential or are you, talking
about all applications? ‘ ,

COMMISSINER LEVY: Well, first of all --
_ COMMISSIQNER LURIE: I think he's talking all applications.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Because the other side of the fence in many instances
~ would be a street, a public right-of-way and the other
side of the fence could be commercial property. There's
all kinds of variations of that.

ALLAN GASHO: Yes. The area that I'm talking about, sir, according
. to the City is pub11c streets.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: " Not Springhurst? -
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ALLAN GASHO: According to the Water District, it is.

Well, yes, but there's units right on the other
side. I don't think --

1 agree with you.
In other words, I think, as I've indicated, what

you do to your fence is being done to both sides
of the fence and I was wondering if those people

-shouldn't have something to say about it too.

After all, most times they split the fence, or
somebody puts up the fence and both people have to
Tive with that.

Well, also.in my petition that I put in to the Planning
Commission 1 had 20 or 22 homeowners that backed up to
that particular area that were all in favor of it.

I'm just saying -- I'm not -- and I'm sure that
Planning Commission probably would have approved it if we
had this ordinance. All I'm saying is that --

if I Tived behind you, I think I should have something
to say about it also.

And, then again, it works both ways. It keeps them
from coming in from my side and keeps them from coming
out on their side and if it has been identified as
Metro -- as the primary area, my concern is for the
people that live in Spanish Oaks.

I'm not sure you understand.

I understand what you're saying, sir.

Is there anyone on the places where -- the areas where

you used it?

Sir.

Are there anyone on the areas where you have used it
back up directly to the property, without a street

"~ in between the fence and where they are?

Yes, sir, there are.

Where?
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" ALLAN GASHO:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

The apartments.

Well, the apartments -- no, we don't have it
back there, but the fence is high enough. It's
about an 8 foot fence. There's the street. Then

- there's a berm that comes down with a retaining

wall --

I'm aware of that, but I'm talking about in the
areas where you have it used it.

’ Nhere‘l have used'it, I submit the pictures as

evidence of people trying to get through.

No, you misunderstand me. Where you have used it,
have you used it in any areas where there is not a
street, the other side of the fence? In other words
where the fence divides two pieces of property with
no street by it?

No, sir. There's two areas in the apartment complex
behind Spanish Oaks that there is a drainage area
behind it where the drain has been broken out so they
can crawl underneath and they would hop on top of the
dumpster and come over and then they would have to
walk 10 or 12 feet or so on the fence wall. We put
it on top of the drainage area where we knew they
were coming over.

What about on Oakey?
Yes, Sir, we have it on Oakey.

Isn't that going to be a single-family right there --
that vacant lot by the entrance.

Idon't know, sir. If that's a single-family, then we'll
take it down, but right by Oakey and by the residences
that are right on that corner, there is a wrought iron
fence that backs up to a housing development right
behind it. On Oakey, we put it there. Yes, we did.

What you're saying is that your security problem
doesn't exist where there's a home backs up against -
it. Where your security problem starts is where there's
a street next to your fence or vacant property next to
your7fence primarily, or a crash gate, or something 1like
that? '
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ALLAN GASHO: Yes, sir, like on the south wall, they have the

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN
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COMMISSIONER LURIE:
ALLAN GASHO:
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN
ALLAN GASHO:

Collins Complex where they have the credit unions

and all that, there's a street that runs behind it

and there's nothing back there. It's very easy to _
hop over and unfortunately, I didn't take pictures --

Obviously, if they stand on top of the car and go over
your wall -- they couldn't do that if the car had to be
parked in somebody's backyard.

Yes, sir.

Have you checked with your insurance agency to find
out the 1iability on installing this wire on the wall,

whether for yourself, or the people who live on either
side of the fence?

Their biggest concern 1s that it has to be within the
Code, 6 feet above the ground. There would be no
different than barbed wire or anything else -- well
straight barbed wire or concertina barbed wire. Why
the ordinance says certina, I don't understand because
the appropriate name is concertina.

That's correct.

What's it called?

It's concertina wire. It comes -- the name is derived
from a concertina, a musical 1nstrument, you know, you
stretch it that way.

So this word, certina is wrong? It's a con? -

Yes, it should say concertina wire.

Yes, some good lawyer would pfobany have it that*wéy{

The cer. That's the way our good lawyers here spe11ed
it, certina. Okay. Do you want these? :

Mo, it was just for your ‘evidence. If you doh't Waht
them, I'11 take them back. "

We'll put them in for the record.
Okay, any other questibns, gentlemen?
I don't have any others;

Thank you. -
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Anyone else? Yes, sir.

I'm Jelindo Tiberti from Tiberti Fence Company and
I just wanted answer any questions if you had any
questions for us. We're installers of razor ribbon.

You ought to be in favor.

We are in favor of it. We supplied your sample if
there's any question --

Are ge correct, when we say that should be concertina
wire

This is razor ribbon. Concertina wire is basically

a larger roll -- jt's 1ike 3 foot rolls and it's

used on ground -- basically on ground or in between two
fences for prisons and stuff 1ike that. It's not used
for any type of barbed wire or razor ribbon users.

It's used on beaches for invasions and stuff like that.
We used it in WWI.

That's your coﬁcertina wire. This is all razor ribbon.
You're dating yourself, Saylor.

This is all razor ribbon. It's not the same.

Thank you. '

So, we need to change razor wire to razor ribbon for the

ordinance? If there's a difference, then it should be
clarified if we're going to have it in the ordinance.

Well, you've got to be careful because if you just took it
by title, then you could make something and call it

exacto knife wire and it wouldn't fit the ordinance
either, so, you'd have to be careful of that.

There's two manufacturers of this in the nation and --
there's two manufacturers in the nation and one's back
east, I don't know the name of it, and American Fence

in Arizona. They both call it razor ribbon. So this

type of wire is razor ribbon, not razor wire.

Yes, that's a registered trademark, according to this --
razor ribbon --
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I guess you could éa1] it razor wire.

They could change it.

Both companies do call it razor ribbon. Okay.
Thanks. |

I have a question.

Oh, yes. The attorney would T1ike to ask you a
question.

Sure.

Since we're trying to é]arify the language and make sure
we understand what we want to cover .here, is there

any necessity to even have concert1na wire in

the ordinance? .

No, sir.

Is that a registered trademark, do you know?

Concertina wire? No, I do not think so.

Is concertina wire -- you see different types of

. barbed wire, you see where it's two or three strands

separated and strung out in a straight line and you
also see barbed wire that's in a loop pattern. Is that
the concertina wire?

That's the concertina~wire.

" Alright.

That's not a tradename, that 3 Just a descriptive
phrase for it.

Right.
And, I think he's saying that razor ribbon is a tradename.
Well, from my understanding, it is not a tradename.

It could be. I'm saying, there's two manufacturers
in the nation of it and I think in the world.
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Your brochure here has a R in a circle after razor
ribbon which indicates that that's a registered
trademark.

Okay. Like I was trying to say, both companies
in the nation that make it -- there's two separate

. manufacturers and they both call it razor ribbon,

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
JELINDO TIBERTI: ‘

JOHN ROETHEL:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
JELINDO TIBERTI:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
JOHN AHERN:

so I don't know.
One's infringing then.

That's right, so I don't know what they actually
call it.

Do yaou recommend that the ordinance just provide
for either barbed wire or razor ribbon type wire.

I think-type would cover it.

Correct. It would be used in the same instances.
Wherever barbed wire is used, we feel that razor
ribbon could be used. To us it's the same. You're
trying to get the same effect -- there's a barrier-
there. -

Anybody else in favor?

I'm John Ahern on West Bonanza Road. I have a business

. there. There's definitely a need for some kind of

security in the type of business that we have and we
found out from experience that the block wall fence

is not that type of security. It evens provides a

good place for people to hide so that they can jump
over it quick and they can be out of sight longer.
Along the front, where the street is it's not a real
great big problem because there's usually traffic

on it, policemen going by and we're not bothered by that.
On the sides, they just jump over the fence and get
inside and we've had a 1ot of loss of small engines

and stuff. They come in and take small engines off
our equipment and just set it over the fence to

some of their buddies on the outside and jump back over
the fence and they're gone. We've even seen them

go over the back fence in the back. The back side

has a wire fence with barbed wire on the top. We
happened to observe one party go over the top of

that one day. Go from our side over into the freeway

" side and jump in a car real quick and go on his way.

And, of course, if they do it in the daytime, they
do it at night too. So, we have put up the ribbon
wire. Contrary to what it might be thought of, it
is not a sharp wire like a razor would be -- ijt's
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JOHN AHERN: got little sharp points on it, but it's not a thing

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

JOHN AHREN:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
"CbMMISSIUNER LURIE:

JOHN ALLEN:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

that would cut. It would stick into them and we
found that it does stop them from going in. We can't
get the type of security on the outside fences that
we would get on a building on the inside 1ike we get
an alarm coded company and set up a secur1ty system

~ for our building from the inside and it's very effective.

It's not possible to do that on fencing because -
birds, and the leaves, and everything makes it so that
it doesn't work. And, then too, there's another point,
this is about as much protection for those people that
are trying to get in as it is for us. At the present
time, we have guard dogs inside and if young people
happen to go over the fence and get in there with
those dogs, they could be hurt pretty badly. This
fence seems to keep them out and I feel it's just :
as much for protection for them. as it is for us. Most cases
we think that it's young people that are out on a lark,
probably not people that are very serious about thefts,
but they still cost us a 1ot of money and so we're

in favor or it. Any kind of permit or anything that
might be required, we'd be very happy, of course, to
comply. We have installed the wire on our side. It
doesn't extend over into our neighbor's side. We've
talked to our neighbors and they seem to be in favor
of it. They feel that it's also a protection for

them. B

I can understand in an industrial areas and your type
of situation, I have no problem with it.

Well, we have neighbors living right next to us, and

we frankly haven't had any problems with these neighbors.
They're very nice to us and we get along very well and
they've even indicated the desire to have it there.

Well, I'm sure that they're getting ready to move.

That whole area fhere is transitioned and industrial,
all along Bonanza.

Anyone else?

My name is John Allen. I'm chief security officer for
Spanish Oaks. Since December '81 until the end of
January -- or '82 rather to the end of January '83,
we've had 10 very serious burglaries there-- one which
involved bodily harm to a lady. In each case, the
intruders came over the wall. We have definite proof
of this. Today, the only thing that has acted as a

good deterrent is the razor wire.
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

So what you're saying is that since you had
the razor wire up, you haven't had any incidents?

Not a thing. - -
And that's been up for how long?

Two months..

Two months.

I know it looks hideous but it's better than having
people cut up. -

Well, we have a lot of neighborhoods in town --

I guess we just turn every neighborhood into the
same thing -- put up barbed wire and concertina
wire and -- maybe that's what we have to go to to
cut down on the burglaries in the neighborhoods and.
the robberies and everything.

We've already had to'go to that.

It's a shame.

Anyone else? I'm curious, Don, that this also prohibits
this in industrial areas and Mr. Ahren is the only one
that's really spoken and I have seen this on a lot of
industrial areas along Industrial Road. Are those people
uninterested or -~ it's hard to figure?

I've heard from some of them and they've personally
indicated they're in favor of them. I'm sorry they're
not here today, but I think -- ' -
Yes, sir. |

I can tell you about Roberts Roof & Floor and some of
those others. They're waiting for -- to see what
happens. I don't know why they haven't shown up. I
guess they don't feel 1ike they're supposed to show up.for
these types of meetings.

Does the County allow this?

Yes, from what we understand, yes. We're not too sure.
I've seen it in the County.

Have we checked into that, Don, as far as the County Code?
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: I think one of the things we ought to know is
whether the County allows it because there's a lot of
people in this community that don't know the difference
between City and County and it'11 be very, very confusing
if we're different.

JELINDO TIBERTI: We haven't had any complaints from the County. We

’ asked them if we could and they said --
COMMISSIONER LEVY: The County says no, from our expert witness over here.
JELINDO TIBERTI: The only thing -- we called them on this too and

they said as long as it's the same as the rules of
the barbed wire, so we didn't get a direct answer
yes, it's permitted in the County, but from what we --

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: I see. They're letting it mean the same as barbed
_wire. _

" JELINDO TIBERTI: Yes, sir.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Okay. I think we've.got some people that are in opposition
- apparently, so maybe we ought to hear from them now.

CARL VOLKMAR: My name is-Carl Volkmar. I'm halfway in opposition
. and halfway in favor. I have no objection to this

wire in industrial areas. I would like to help correct

. some of the semantics that are involved here. In the late
60's and early 70's, the Army was instrumental in

. developing what they call razor wire. There designation
is general purpose barbed tape obstacle. S0 technically
it would be a barbed tape.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN That sounds 1ike a government description.

CARL VOLKMAR I have a copy here frdm a technical manual I have
on barbed wire which I think will help you with all
the designations.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN Give that to our attorney so that he can check that out.
' CARL VOLKMAR: Concertina refers to being rolled up.
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Right.

CARL VOLKMAR: You can have barbed wire concertina. You can have
barbed tape concertina or you can have just plain wire
concertina. I think you'll find, as a preface, I've
been on the security committee for the Las Vegas
International Country Club off and on for about the
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CARL VOLKMAR: last 7 years. I'm presently on it again. | My

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

CARL VOLKMAR:

COMMISSOIONER LEVY:

CARL VOLKMAR:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

- —CARL VOLKMAR:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

JOHN ROETHEL:

understanding is that walled areas, including

Las Vegas International Country Club, has significantly
lower crime rates then the surround1ng areas that
aren't walled even though they don't have barbed wire
on the top. Our experience has been and lately we've
had a number of burglaries -- our experience has been
that they didn't come over the wall. We have no

- definite proof that anybody came over the wall.

Apparently they drive through and con the gate guard.
For that reason, I think this wire in residential
areas is -- walled residential areas is superfluous.
In this report that I've given you, they indicate that
the breaching techniques -- just using a blanket over
it, you can get over it in an average mean time of

10 seconds and they use Army personnel that got over
it in about 4 seconds and a 1ittle bit better.

Are you saying, Carl, that all this does is keep the
honest people out? ,

In a walled community, yes, that's my opinion. It
serves as a psychological deterrent. I have no question
with that. However, I think in residential walled
communities or residential communities, it also serves
as a psychological distraction. I just don't think

it's appropriate anymore than glass on the top of the

. wall. I would 1ike to ask one question about this
- exception. You indicate that the lower strand is

6 feet or more above grade or the adjacent ground level.
Is there a distinction on either side of the fence?

Whatever side is basically what they're saying.
Okay. I don't think they say that.
That's my interpretation of it.

If they say that, fine, but I know there's some areas
where --

We'll get an interpretation. What side do you measure?
The side --

It looks to me 1ike since it says that the lower strand
is 6 feet or more above grade or the adjacent ground
level that you would have to be at least 6 feet above
whichever one's higher. Either or -- It can be no '
less than 6 feet, measured from either side.
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Let's take Spanish Oaks for an example where their
fence is on top of a berm. The top of the berm is
not necessarily the grade, but it is the ground level
of where the fence is. The grade is somewhat below
that because it's built on top of a berm. I think
that's why that's written that way.

CARL VOLKMAR: I would suggest that you allow this and not allow it in
residential areas. You know, if they want to stick
that stuff up under industrial projects and it works
fine. Thank you. Any questions?

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: ‘How about interior areas?

" CARL VOLKMAR: In residential? I don't think it's appropriate under

any circumstances in residential areas. It strikes
me as incongruous that we have editorials in the
newspapers .that will try to protect some 4 year oid
from splattering his brains on a motorcycie and we
don't seem to be concerned that we're goin% to hang some
12 year old on this stuff, because if you'll remember
back when you were 12 years -- I know I was when [

was 12 years old, any fence was something to get over,
and the more difficult it was, the more sure you could
be that I was going to be on the other side, one way
or another. Thank you.

PAUL ANDERSON: My name is Paul Anderson and I represent myself as a
resident of the City of Las Vegas and also as the
Chairman of the Board of Springhurst Townhouses. First
of all, forgive me if I fumble, everytime I get up to
speak, my body goes through severe disfunctions so I --

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: We're just normal folks, like you and I.

PAUL ANDERSON: I apologize. First of all, thank you for allowing us
to speak and we thank Mr. Lurie for his letter to us
in response to our letter to the Commission and also a

o T thank you to your staff. Every-question we've had where we've

called, they've been very halpful and very kind. They've been
very pleasant to deal with about this question. OQur

main points are and you've heard it well stated

by some of the folks here already, and also by some of --
you gentlemen have stated some of the things we're

mainly concerned about. We have heard from the fence
people themselves and from the people from Spanish Oaks and
particularly at the Planning Commision meeting last week
and half ago. They mainly described this fence as mean,
vicious, frightening and threatening and we heartily agree.
It's ugly. We've heard this word constantly stated and we
agree with that. In this particular case, we've also
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PAUL ANDERSON:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
PAUL ANDERSON:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
PAUL ANDERSON:

" COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

heard that it can be ineffective, both the gentleman
who spoke just before me and the gentleman who spoke
on behalf of the Greens. If a person really wants

to get through this, they can. We simply feel that -
it's just going too far to have barbed wire. The
word I use is demeaning. When I think of barbed wire,
I think of cattle, I think of prisons, I think of .. .
Auschwitz, Viet Nahm, something like that. The very
nature of it is demeaning, I believe. 1 can agree
that in the remote ares, the industrial properties
perhaps it can be appropriate, but in residential
areas, I think it would be terrible and even worse
perhaps could be -- as the ordinance, as I read it
says that you may put it in public buldings. I would
hate to see the City compound here surrounded by this.
That would be a pretty devasting thing, I would think,
for the image of the City of Las Vegas. A couple of
questions. Some of you have already broached this.
What is the difference between a condominium and a
home? We live in a condominium -- Springhurst
Condominium -- we consider those our homes. Why does
the ordinance pertain only to a condominium complex?
If it's going to be approved for a particular group
of people, why- should it not be approved for anybody
who wishes to put up this type of defense if you wish

~to call it that?

Isn't your project a condominium project?
Yes, it is, but I consider it a home. My point is --
Sure there your homes.

Right, yet the ordinance seems to differentiate that
condominiums may have it, but homes apparently may not.
1 don't see the distinction between a home and a
condominium. I feel our condominium is a home, is the
point I'm making.

Well, the distinction that's been put here is pretty
much -- would maybe be clarified if you considered the
distinction between single-family detached dwellings
as compared to single-family owned dwellings that are
governed by an association that have common security
and so forth. That's what they're trying to get the
difference here.
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PAUL ANDERSON: I understand what they're trying to get at, but I

still feel that a home is a home, and if one person

is allowed it, thenshould not everybody else be

allowed the same privilege. I feel none of them should
but I'm just raising this question -- point? You already
raised this point which is an excellent one and I had

it written so I have to repeat it to show that I thought
about it, right? -- that a fence has two sides and

what if the people on one have a different view then

the people on the other side? And that's precisely
what is happening in the condition between Spanish

Oaks and Springhurst. We live on one side of that
fence. We're surrounded basically by three sides by
‘'the Spanish Oaks condominium. Our people, who by the
way I'm representing-- there are 45 of us, 45 families
who live there. I almost -- I asked them not to come
because I thought we were going to be upstairs in a
small room, otherwise if numbers would have mattered
you could have had a lot of folks here.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: We ‘expect them that's why we moved down here.

PAUL ANDERSON: I asked them not because of that circumstance. We
. ‘do 1ive on that side. We're surrounded by the

Spanish Oaks development and here's the case where
our group would prefer, in fact is adamant, we feel
that it is demeaning in the fact we feel that it
can deflate your property value significantly to be
surrounded by this type of fence and yet you have
that group who apparently is in favor of it. I would
suggest that if you have two groups, one is for and
one is against, in this particular case, the folks
who are against must have priority because both people have
to agree on some things. We could get into discussion
about marriage and a few other things about that one,
but we won't. Mr. Gasho was quoted on television and
you heard him say it here this afternoon that the
police advised him to put that fence up. That's rather
curious because I didn't know the police were in the
business of developing or planning communities. We
also called the Police Department and asked them that
direct question and they absolutely said they are
against this type of wire. 1'd be curious whether the
Commission could get a statement from the Police Department
and the Fire Department both as to whether these types
of things could be beneficial or hazardous to the
performance of their duty.

t

COMMISSIONER LEVY: We can hear from Fire when you're through.
PAUL ANDERSON: Excellent.
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I already have.

I would like to hear it because in the case of
Spanish Oaks again they have put this wire on

their fire gates and I don't know whether it's
important whether the firemen can get through in

or out of that with that material on top of the
fence, perhaps they can. I really don't know.

Our call to the Police Department absolutely refutes
the statement of Mr. Gasho that they are in favor
of this type of wire around condominiums. The other
things that one of you gentlemen has already brought
up -~ I'm terribly curious as to why if this type

of fencing is il1legal and apparently it is. We've
heard that from your counsel and your planners.

Why and how it does exist in the City at this point?
It exists in many places.

Well, I think that question was answered.
It was answered in terms of the Greens.

Well, let's be realistic. This wire went up. Nobody noticed
it and until somebody did, didn't 1ike it, Tooked in the ordinanc
and blew the whistle on somebody. I don't know who

it was and then the City Building Department determined,

yes, it was and went and cited everybody. Now, when

they know that they've cited everybody, and the people

that have it come in and ask that the ordinance be

amended so that they can use it, realistically and -
sensibly, there's no point pushing the issue any further

as long as there's an ordinance introduced until we find

out what happens to the ordinance.

I understand what you're saying.

Then, they'1]l have to take it down. I think that's a
pretty clear answer.

I think that perhaps it was Our“ca11. They were
commencing to put the fence around our complex when we --

Could very easily have been, but something triggered

it and I have no fight with that. That's the way we

find out about a 1ot of things. The citizens point

out that something is illegal and we check it and sure
enough it is and then we have to put a stop to it and

it's nice we have citizens that watchdog our codes. That's
perfectly proper.
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PAUL ANDERSON

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
PAUL ANDERSON:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

The other thing that I would 1ike to mention is that -
you heard the security’guard‘from“Spanish Oaks just -
now say that since they put the fence up along the
back of the credit union complex, they haven't had any

" burglaries. The fence isn't up around our place right
now. I would think that point stands for itself. So '

perhaps --

| Has it ever been up7on your side?

No, sir. One last point I would like to make, I see

 people that are interested in bringing you pictures , i
. these days. I also brought some pictures if I may -
- show them to you gentlemen? The point of the pictures ‘
-~ that we'd like to make is that the fence in the Spanish

Oaks Community has been up a 1ittle more than a month -
now, I believe. I could be in error on that. I think

“jt's a little more than a month, month and a half,. but

can you see how the strands are hanging below 6 feet.

- That's me: standing there. I have the wire at my chest.
- There are other cases where you see the wire is bent

upwards and outwards and all types of things. At the

- Planning Commission meeting, Mr. Bugbee the Chairman .

stated that he walked around our compound and had

‘assumed that none of our condominiums. faced any area
~ that would be fenced. - The last 4 pictures.that I

present to you were taken from the front door of units
in_ouf:¢omp1ex and you see they directly face that

fence. " The other point is that many of our condominiums -

are two story and although we don't face -- most of
them do face inward toward the pool area -- you still do

have -- in my case where I have a study that is in

the second story bedroom that looks down on the
Spanish Qaks. We just took those pictures to show
that we do indeed face directly, not all of our units,
but some of them onto where they propose to fence.
And, lastly I have to take that one last picture of

“me stand1ng -- I stand about:6 foot and you see my

arm's up and you see how tall that fence is. Obviously,
it's a great deal higher than 6 foot from anybody who
wishes to seek 1ngress from our side of the property.

I'also notice'one thing else. A1l this wire is on

~ your side of the property, not on their side.
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PAUL ANDERSON:
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OLGA SCHEEL:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
OGLA SCHEEL:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
OGLA SCHEEL:
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I believe they fried to put it in the middle, but
you're right jt does dip and skew in all directions.
It doesn‘t seem to be very stable.

well, in other words, it fa11s mostly on your side
of the property.

Those are my main points and appreciate the opportunity
to present them. I'd be glad to try and answer any.
questions you may have. Thank you.

Thatfs gqod.‘ Thank you.
My name is Olga Scheel and I'm opposed to the wire

and I'm representing myself and I would 1ike to ,
express my views. Some of the views have been expressed,

however, everyone has his day in court and I guess this
" one is mine.

Do you have your address?
Yes. 3014 E1 Camino Avenue.
You live in Springhurst?

Yes, I do. I oppose the use of the razor wire for

4 reasons. Number 1, it's dangerous. Number 2, it's
destroys the beauty of Las Vegas. Number 3, it could
hurt economic growth of Las Vegas and it establishes

a precedent which could be detrimental to our City.

As far as being dangerous is concerned, children --
it's dangerous to children because they could scale
walls with slant boards or handle loose wires. It's
dangerous for the police who might have to be scaling
the wires, and I understand in the Police Academy,
they're taught to scale 6 foot walls and if the wire
is on 6 foot walls and the wall is not very well
lighted I think that we might have some danger there.
The firemen also scale walls and the criminals also
scale walls. Although I'm not particularly fond of
criminals, if a criminal is injured, we have to pay for
his hospitalization or his return to health. And,
last but not least, it's also dangerous to animals.

It destroy the beauty of Las Vegas. If we have many
condominiums complexes or public buildings or whatever
with wire -- with barbed wire, we 100k like an armed
camp. I think that our Beautification Committee

tries to make Las Vegas more beautiful. By putting

up barbed wire or razor wire, I think we destroy the
beauty. It could hurt the economic growth of Las Vegas.

g -.4:-';..»..4-.» m,‘.,,n_‘i._.w‘-c.&‘..u.a..u
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OGLA SCHEEL: : If I were industry considering Las Vegas as a
. possible site, I could be turned off by the
number of communities that are surrounded by
barbed or razor wire. I also feel that delegates
who are perhaps seeking a convention site might
be turned off by the sight of a great deal of wire.
And, last but not least, I think Las Vegas could
become a laughing stock of the United States because
we could become an armed camp. And, I said my 4th
reason was that it establishes a precedent detrimental
to our City. I won't repeat myself, but Paul Anderson
I think brought out the point that a condominium
complex -- there's very little difference between
. _ a condominium complex and a home.. If we allow wire
; in the condominium complexes. and townhouses, I don't
think there's very much to prevent us from allowing
Wwire around a private residence. But, I think the bottom
line is that I do not believe.it will solve the
problem. As I understand it, the praoblem is burglary
and I do not think the wire will solve it because
I'm sure that almost anyone can snip the wire and
scale it. I have a couple -- that's the formal part
of my presentation. I do have some gquestions. I
don't expect that you would answer them, but I would
like for you to think about it. Are there any other
cities in the United States who are using razor wire, .
and if there are, has it been effective and has it
done the job that was. expected? Number 2, do you
as a Recommending Committee, have a policy statement
- from- the Las Vegas Police, from the Las Vegas Fire
Department, or from the Las Vegas Beautification
Committee. I think these people should be considered.
And, again, I have the question of if it is illegal,
why is it in 19 locations, but I think Commissioner
Christensen answered this? I'm wondering too if the
ordinance isn't a little bit inconsistent or ambiguous.
: The ordinance now prohibits walls with glass, or nails
e . embedded on the top or on the side, and I assume that
it's because it's dangerous and yet are we about to
penn1t barbed -- excuse me, razor wire, which in my -
op1?1on, much more dangerous than the glass or the
nails

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: The difference between those two items is that when
you're referring to -- I think they even point out sharp
pieces such as glass, nails, etc. placed or.embedded on
the top or sides -- you don't see thase. Most of the
opposition to this is it's unsightly. This you see,
so you're smart enough not to go over ‘the wall when
you see this on it. It's a whole lot different then
if you go over a wall that's got nails on the top.



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

: EXCERPT RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING - FEBRUARY 23, 1983 0140
A, BILL NO. 83-5 - PERMITS THE USE OF "RAZOR WIRE" IN SECURITY FENCING SIX FEET OR
| MORE ABOVE GRADE OR GROUND IN COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS AND AROUND PUBLIC -
__BUILDINGS AND TOWNHOUSE AND CONDOMINIUM DEVELOPMENTS. PAGE_24

- COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: It's a little 1ike -- there's court cases with set

: ' . guns that if you suspect a burglar, you can't set
a trap so that when he trips a wire it shoots him
because that makes you 1iable. However, you can
stand inside your doorway with a loaded shotgun and
when -he comes through the door say, "Get out or I'1l.
shoot you"; that's not, because he knows then. That's
the d1fference between the nails and the glass on
top. You can't see that.. You're unaware of it being
present. S

OGLA SCHEEL: " When I came to Las Vegas to live 3 years ago, I was -
amazed, absolutely amazed, at the number of walled ' -

communities. I don't really understand -- I was told :

that the walls were there for privacy. I really

cannot understand this. They don't have those in

New York. They don't have those in New York City.

They don't have them in the midwest.. They don't

have them in New England. Those are the places with

which I'm familiar and what is there so private that

the Las Vegans have to keep behind walls. I really

don't understand that. I don't. I really don't

understand it.-

‘COMMISSIQNER CHRISTENSEN: . I must have said that a 150 times durwng C1ty Commis51on
S meetings because I hate them too.

OGLA SCHEEL: ~ Oh, this is the first one I've attended

. COMMISSIONER LURIE: That's why we were 1aughingwbecause Paul always -- °
OGLA SCHEEL: 1 guess I'm what I'm saying is ottier people in the

. United States -- other people in the United States
separates their properties by small fences, hedges,
-trees, or whatever, why are the Las Vegans different?
I suspect now that this has been said before -- perhaps

_ the Commission should review the ordinance which allows

S - 6 foot and higher walls and if it's something that is

. a custom from the past, should we continue to have it
in the future? Okay, you never critize without making
some recommendation and 1 would like.to make a few
recommendations. I think we should explore other _

methods to reduce crime. I think we should consider,
or Spanish Oaks, or whoever wants, should consider
Ne1ghborhcod Watch, which T understand has been very
effective in some communities. I think they should
~_consider increased private security guards who patro]
their complexes and as a final measure ~- maybe like
‘the walls of Jericho, we should tear down those walls -
and allow Metro, the professionals, to do their job of
protecting the citizens and the things that belong to
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OGLA SCHEEL: the citizens. And last and important if the Recommending -- 4

and very important -- if the Recommend1ng Committee feels
the need for razor wire, then razor wire should be
installed, not on top of.the wa11, but hidden from

the view of the people who don't want it and have it

on the side of the community that wants the wire, and

in closing, I do want to say that I have as a house guest
my nephew who served in Viet Nahm. We talked about the
razor wire and he said that he picked up the body of

a young Vietnamese boy who had gone through razor wire
and he lasted only 50 feet beyond the wire. He bled

to death and died at that point. Thank you very much.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Anyone»e]se? I'd 1ike to just -- you've asked us
‘ - several rhetorical questions and several questions
that we asked previﬂus1y and I would still ask them
dgain before this is heard at the City Commission
]evel and that's what tha County's position is because
I'm besieged by ca1ls every day by. people living in
the County that don't know that they live in the City
and ask .me to do something to help them, thinking
that the City is everywhere where thereare houses
in this Valley. - The lady makes a -- asks a good
question about the police. If we doubled the Police
Department, it would double our cost which is now
half of our total budget which would mean a very,
very, excessive increase in taxes. I wonder who would:
support that, and when you talk about what's pretty
and what's ugly I think we've already gone past all that.
One of the least pretty things I think anyone will
ever witness without bodily harm is to come home
to your house and find your front door kicked in
and everything you own in a pile in the middle of
your floor, and your furniture broken, your drapes
pulled down and so forth, and in some cases, they
haven't even stolen anything, they've just painted
everything or sliced up your furniture or what have
- . you. It's caused us to do several things. Beauty
is in the eye of the beholder. I don't think razor
wire or barbed wire is pretty, but I'm not real wild
about every house looking Tike a cage either with
bars on the doors and windows. And, the best business in
town today is putting bars on doors and windows on
people's houses to -keep people out. There's nothing
“worse then when you are going door-to-door in a City
Commission District to invite people to a Town Meeting,
which we do every budget year, and be met at 4 out of
5 houses by a vicious dog. I know people don't look
to good after they've gone through a piece-of-barbed
wire, but have you ever looked at somebody that's just been
attached by a vicious dog? I'm neither in favor nor
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BARRY BECKER:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

.against this ordinance. That's why we're having

a public hearing. I was asked to introduce it,

which I did, so it would get a public hearing, but

I think there are a lot of things in this community

that are ugly and I think this ordinance -- the people --

. the advocates of this ordinance are primarily trying

to trade maybe a 1ittle unsightliness on the fence
for a 1ittle more sightliness in their house and a
1ittle more freedom to move about without having

a dog tied to their arm, or being afraid to go out
at night, or being afraid to leave their home for
fear they'11 come back and find it gone, or all
those things, so anyway there's questions to be
answered on both sides that probably defy answering,
but I think the lady's question is a good question.

- Some of the lady's questions are good questions

and I would appreciate it if our staff could find the
answers before the City Commission meeting. One being, the
other communities that use it and whether or not there
are any other communities using it and whether or not
it's effective, and whether or not the County allows

it, efther by winking at the ordinance or by specifically
allowing it in the ordinance, or by attorney's opinion
that it's the same as barbed wire in the ordinance or
whatever, or if they don't allow it. And, I think

those questions need to be answered before we could
really consider this at the City Commission level.

Barry, something further?

Our situation at the Greens isn't a situation where

we're anticipating people coming over the fence by
parking on the outside. We have an absolute problem
where we have 25 to 30 high school youths going over

the fence everyday, three times a day. In other words,
it's not something that -- I agree with almost everything
that's said. It's unsightly. We've got 75 more units
we'll be building there. We certainly don't like having
the barbed wire up there during our sales program to

tell everybody there's a problem here. We just had no
other alternative. We pay our taxes through our property
taxes for the school system and that pays their security
guards. We also pay for Metro through our property

taxes with the County and the City taxes. We solicited
their help. They just can't be there at three locations,
three times a day every day, and we also have our own
security and one security guard can't handle two or three
youths of high school age and adult size coming over the
wall. Either you shoot them or you put up the razor ribbon.
Those are the only two ways to stop them. We've tried
absolutely everything. I'm not advocating that everybody
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BARRY BECKER: be allowed to have it. The way the law is written --
: the amendment to the ordinance is that it goes in front of

the Commission and I certainly would agree with what '
Mr. Levy had mentioned that if the people on the other
side are opposed to it, then it shouldn't be granted,
but where the other side is Washington Boulevard, the
other side is Western High School and they're not doing -~
they are the problem. The kids coming and going from
their school -- are giving absolutely no assistance,
I think special consideration should be given and I
think there should be some place in the ordinance a
way for those obvious particular problems to be solved.
I'm not trying to anticipate someone robbing the Greens
5 times a year or once a year. We know that they come
through from September through June, three times a
day, every single school day of the week and so there is a
problem for some residential areas and I think the
burden of proof would have to be on the people :
requesting this type of wire, but there should be
some way of being able to protect their property.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Why don't you come in for a permit and raise the fence?
.~ Put up an 8 foot fence, or why don't you go before the
School Board and ask the School.Board for some assistance
- up at Western High School?

COMMISSIONER LEVY: I can't be11eve that they won't help you.
- COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Does Western High Schoo] have a fence’

BARRY -BECKER: - No.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Does any of the high schools have fences?-

DON SAYLOR: - | Well areas are fenéédvin. Like on Western, it's fehcéd
- around three sides, but all of the exposure along
Bonanza is open and the kids have free excess.

~ — COMMISSIONER LURIE: I recognize the problem. I picked my daughter up

the other day at Bonanza High School. When those
kids get out, it's a mass exodus and you-—know where
‘Spanos is and the fence there. They do just --

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: I know. I live next to the Water District fence and my own
’ kids used to go to Hyde Park Junior High School directly
across two fences. Right out of my backyard, through
the Water District and on the other side and there's
three strands of barbed wire on top.
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COMMISSIONER LURIE:
' COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
' BARRY BECKER:
. COMMISSIONER ‘LURIE:
l COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

l - BARRY BECKER:

But you don't think an 8 foot fence is going to keep
them from going over? ‘

No, because they're going to stand on each other's
shoulders.

I think an 8 foot fence is just as unsightly as the
barbed wire and it's much more expensive and I think
our problem’'s going to be a temporary one.

That's the key right there, expense.

It's ugly. It stands up too high. You get no light -
through it. You can't see anything.

I think ours is temporary and once we've finished our
project, I think this could come down and I certainly

" wouldn't be opposed to an annual review to see if it

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

ALLAN GASHO:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

- =JELINDO TiBERTI:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

stays or comes down.

I'd 1ike somebody here from Metro at the City Commission
meeting to give their views, as Paul mentioned, on

their feelings towards cutting down crime in neighborhoods
or R-1's backing up to high density. Get some of their
feelings -- they can even touch the Neighborhood Watch
Program if they want. Spanish Oaks is a unique situation
there. I believe, too, that 90% of the homeowners at
Spanish Oaks all have dogs and all have burglar alarm
systems, but they don't have animals, they have dogs.

They're lap dogs actually.

But those are the ones that I'm afraid of is those little
lap dogs. The big one I can see it coming. The little
one -- as Paul mentioned, you knock on the door, you

can see that big one, but that little one that comes out
from behind a tree that's the one you can't --

If you don't mind, I'd 1ike to echo Mr. Becker's statement

that something has to be done about security. Metro

can't be there all around -- 1ike we have 86 acres and two guards
one permanent at the front gate and one roving, and there's

no way you can handle it. The fence was described

mean, frightening and vicious. I never said that in

- the Planning Commission meeting, but it's true and maybe
- that keeps you from coming in. Stuff on the edge not sharp --

I've heard of people from Spanish Oaks talked about
trying to get out. They didn't like it either.
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~ JELINDO TIBERTI:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:
JELINDO TIBERTI:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
JELINDO TIBERTI:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
. COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
. COMMISSIONER LURIE:

. - JELINDO TIBERTI:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:
JELINDO TIBERTI:
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

Well, I haven't heard it, sir. We're only on two sides
of Springhurst. The Palms Apartment Complex is on

the third side, and the fire gates are crashable. ,
They're built that way so they can drive right through.

Well, we've got a problenm.

. Pardon.

We have a problem.

Yes, sir. I have a problem and thank you for your
consideration.

What do you want to do?

As far as I'm concerned, no recommendation. My
recommendation would be, no recommendation at this
time. We do this once in a while. We just go back

to the Board at our regular scheduled meeting and

we don't have a recommendation to make to the Board.
We let each Board member evaluate the situation on
their own, the Chairman will give a report of what
transpired. They'll get a copy of the minutes of

the testimony that was presented today and thes they'll
have to make their own decision.

If that's your suggestion in the form of a motion,
I'11 accept it and that's what we'll do.

That's it, but I would also 1ike to request of staff
to provide us with the information that was requested by --

I think I already did.

Okay.

Is it possible that -- are you just concerned about

the condominiums and from what I understand condominiums
and townhouse question?

No, we're concerned about all of them.

Okay.

You see, I for one personally -- some others have
expressed the opinion that they no problem with it in

industrial areas. I for one personally would rather
see some of our industrial areas look a little nicer too,
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: and I think sometimes when you travel through town
and you go through an industrial area it doesn't
need to look that bad. If the community is convinced,
that this is an unnecessary thing in a residential
area, it should be unnecessary in a lot of other areas
too. '

COMMISSIONER LURIE: We have problems with a lot of industrial areas,
especially, as Commissioner mentioned, along
Industrial Road. We get a lot of these vagrants

- and these bums that I call them cart people that
go along the street by your office, and they cut
that fence, or they go over that fence. They find
a place to sleep. They burglarize the yards. They
sell the different things they take from Mr. Ahern's
yard to the junk dealers and we have a situation
that's a real problem. In some areas I think the
razor wire is needed to protect the businesses in .
those areas, along with the dogs that you keep there.
1 have a problem in residential areas in using this
type of wire. So, that's where we have some
discussion and the Board will probably be discussing
this -- the meeting is at March the 2nd at 10 o'clock
in the morning. We'll probably get to this item
around 10:30, 11 o'clock and I'm sure they'll be
some additional discussion if you'd 1ike to come
back and add anything that maybe you left out that
you would 1ike for the other members of the Board
to know, but they will get a transcript of this
meeting today.

COMMISSIONER CHRISETENSEN: But I know the Mayor well enough, and I agree with him, that
to repeat everything that we've already heard is really
immaterial so if it's not something new, I don't know
that he'll have much of a public hearing on it because
we already held that.

END OF EXCERPT
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ITEM

* |_VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES (Cont'd)

C. BILL NO. 83<7 - ESTABLISHES EXEMPTIONS FROM -

BUSINESS LICENSING REGULATIONS FOR COMMUNITY
THEATRES AND EMPLOYEES OF LICENSED BUSINESSES

Committee: Commissioners Lurie and -
: Christensen

1st Publication: R-J -'2/23/83

Committee Recommendation:

Adoption at 3/2/83 City Commission meeting.

. BILL NO. 83-9 - ANNEXATION NO. A-8-82(A).

PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NORTHEAST CORNER

OF VEGAS DRIVE AND MOUNTAIN TRAIL, PETITIONED
BY: DAN L. AND JUDY GARDNER, ACREAGE: ONE
THIRD ACRE APPROXIMATELY, ZONED C-2

(COUNTY CLASSIFICATION) c-1 (cITY EQUIVALENT)

Committee: Commissioners Lurie and
Chrlstensen

15t Pub]icat1on' R-J - 2/23/83

: Comm1ttee Recommendat1on

" Adoption at 3/2/83 City Comm1ss1on meet1ng

APPROVED GE *’BA l B

Commission -A_cti_on :

Lurie -

Bi11 ADOPTED.
Unanimous

Lurie -

Second Reading and
Bi11 ADOPTED.
Unanimous

Second Reading and

0147

March 2, 1983

Page 21

‘Department Action

with second
publication

with second
publication

, C]efk to.proceed. -

Clerk to proceed’
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION > ===

TO: ‘ FROM: Z/ .
The Board of City Commissioners .

GEORG . OGILVIE,

S ATTORNEX

SUBJECT: Bill No. 83=7 =- Establishes exemptions from business licensing
regqulations for community theatres and employees of licensed businesses

PURPCSE/BACKGROUND

- MARCH 2, 1983

During the redrafting of the City's ordinances in
preparation for their recent codification, a provision
which previously exempted community theatres and employees
of licansed businesses from the imposition of a business
license tax was inadvertently cmitted. It is the recommenda-
tion of this office that these exemptions be reinstituted.

N/A

RECOMMENDATIONS

This bill should be submitted to a Re.ommending Committee for
review, hearing and recommendation 2o the Board of City
Commissioners for final action.

2ISPQSITION

Approved [ - .
Disapproved
Held c

States Due: _ :
70-3-10 . Vi - C
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’

- .. [} LA o g‘ LESEY NG IS " “T"\‘ [4
FROﬂL \John Edward ﬁbethel
-—. Deputy City Attorney

N

TO:
The Board of City Commissioners

SUBJECT. BIll No. 83-9
Annexation No. A-~8-82(A)

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The proposed ordinance annexes certain real property located
at the northeast corner of Vegas Drive and Mountain Trail.
The annexation process has now been completed in accordance
with the NRS and the final date of annexation (March 11, 1983)
is set by this ordinance.

The following is pertinent information:
Annexation No.: . : A-8-82(A). -

Property Located: . Northeast corner of Vegas
Drive and Mountain Trail

Petitioned By: Dan L. & Judy Gardner
. 3916 Vegas Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106
Acreage: One Third Acre Approximately

Zoned: ) C-2 (County classification)
C-1l (City equivalent)

RECOMMENDATIONS

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

DISPOSITION
Approved
Disapproved
Heid

00y

Statas Due: : vi - D

79-3-10
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Page22

March 2, 1983

Connnhﬁpn‘Acﬁon

Oepartment Action

H VIII. NEW BILLS TO BE REFERRED TO A STUDY

COMMITTEE OR RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE

First Reading and
Referred -
Christensen and
Levy

A. Bill No. 83-10 -- Amends Master Plan of Streetr
and Highways by deleting therefrom Torrey
Pines between Rancho Drive and Craig Road
Sponsored by: Commissioner Ron Lurie

B. Bill No. 83-11 -- Annexation No. A-7-82(A)

Property Located: Southwest corner of
Buckskin Avenue and
Tenaya Way

~ Petitioned by: James C. Smith and
Kayola Smith Trust

Acreage: Approximately 20.17 acres

Zoned: R-E (County classificatior
N-U (City equivalent)

Sponsored by: Commissioner Ron Lurie

I
.

Bill No..83-12 -- Amends Sexually Oriented
Business Provision Relating to Nude Shows to
‘Include Licensed Liquor Establishments
Thereunder.

Sponsored by: Commissioner Al Levy

|

|

]

|

i
i
|

II .

i

i

J
L
.l

—~—

First Reading and
Referred -
Christensen and
Levy

First Reading and
Referred -

Levy .and
Christensen

MORNING SESSION RECE

3/7/83 Agenda
Recommending
Committee

3/7/83 Agenda
Recommending
Committee

3/7/83 Agenda
Recommending
Committee

SSED AT 11:35 AM.
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 23
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011) .
ITEM Commission Action Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
HAROLD P, FOSTER, 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
incorporated into the action.

A1l zoning items shall conform to the
following general conditions:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and R
elevations; '

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

3. Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to
or at the same time application is made
for a building permit, license, or prior
to occupancy;

4. A1l mechanical equipment, air con-
ditioners and trash areas shall be
screened. from view from the abutting -
streets. (Excluding single family
development);

5. Satisfaction of City Code requirements
and design standards of all City depart-
ments. All subdivision items shall con-
form to the following general conditions:

Tentative Maps:

PV . \

Approval of the tentative map shall be
for no more than twelve (12) months.

_.....v
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ITEM . . L Commission Action . Department Action

Ix.  COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

' B - 1f a final map is not recorded on all or
' "a portion- of the area embraced by the
R tentative map within twelve (12) months
1 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.
I 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 - Confonmance with: the
tentative map.

- AlT Vacations shall conform to the follom ng ‘
generai conditions

1. Satisfaction of the requirements of the
- various. utiiity compames.

2 " Conformance. to code requirements and _
B },de31gn standards of all City department's.

j ‘3. Vacation shall not be recorded untii all
' ,'.of the above conditions have been met.

: Ail Variances and/or Use Permits shall con- -
form to the following general conditions

1. VConformance to the piot pIan and
T 'elevations,

2 Satisfaction of City Code requirements

and design standards of all City depart-
ments.

AP”IW'-— .....MA T
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

Date: February 18

0153

1983

To:

FROM:

‘The 8oard ¢ . " DON J. SAYLOR, AICP
® Board of City cm""mm ' DEPUTY CITY MANAGER.

SUBJECT: COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT AGENDA ITEMS

MARCH 2, 1983 CITY. COMMISSION AGENDA

PURPOSQBACKGROUNO

Item A
[tem B
Item C
. Item.D
Item E

 ItemF
. Item @

Item H

Ttem I

- Item-d
" Item K

BECOMMENOATIONS ~ See ‘Attacments . -

R &;"

~ Aogroved
. Disadoroved
Metd -

St_a_tas Oue:

sumAnv._or ITEMS - SEE BACKUP MATERIAL

- Tentative Map - Valley West IX

- Request for Rolled Curbd- and Gutter -~ H111owcrest Unit 1

- Extension of Time - Z-2-82 - Joyce J. Bonanto

- Plot Plan Review - 734277 - George Bean

- Abeyance [tem: - Zone LChange - Z-3-83 - Charles R McHaffie
- Variance - V-2-83 - Charlas R. McHaffie, Et Ux

- Zone Change - Z-7-83 - Allen and Brenda Nel

- Zone Change. - Zs6-83 - Darfyl and Patti Leavitt.

- Zone Change - Z-9-83.- Bivins Construction Co Inc. .

- Zone. Change - '7-5-83 - Decatur Investment

Zone Change - 2-8-83 - L1ed Distributing Co. on Behalf of Metropolitan

Development

No Funding Required
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 408 EAST STEWART AVENUE

. PHMONE 3966018
ITEM . Commission Action Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND OEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

A. TENTATIVE MAP - VALLEY WEST IX Lurie - Clerk to notify
» .  APPROVED as recom-  and Planning to
Property generally located on the west side mended by staff proceed

of Odette Lane, south of Charleston Boulevard, | and Planning

N-U Zone (under Resolution of.Intent to R-PD8). Comm3ss1on.
Owner/Subdivider: Bailey and McGah Unanimous
No. of Acres: 30.16 No. of Lots: 117

Planning Commission unanimously recommends _ :
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions: ‘

1. Conformance to the conditions of approval
for Z-34-81.

2. No vehicular access to Venetian Strada
and Peccole Strada from the abutt1ng lots.

3. Approval of the drainage plan by the
Department of Public Services.

4. If a wall is constructed on an exterior
boundary street, the CC&R's shall contain
wording to the effect that each property
owner of a lot backing up to said wall
shall be responsible for the continued
maintenance of the exterior side of the
wall and the ground area at the exterior
base of the wall.

- 5. A waiver be permitted for the length of
Block 4 which exceeds design requirements.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

. o

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

‘

.y S ==
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- To: The Board of City Commissioners X.
Re: Community Planning and Develapment Agenda Item
March 2, 1983 City Commissinn Acenda

A. TENTATIVE MAP - VALLEY WEST IX

This map substantially conforms to the Subdivision Regulations and is
in order to be approved.

PLANNIMG COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

[}
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COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
{(CONTINUED)

eIy conmssm!” Mi NUTES

REQUEST FOR ROLLED CURB AND GUTTER-WILLOWCREST ¥

UNIT 1

Request for rolled curb and gutter in lieu of
the standard "L" type on Mulcahy Avenue,
Stapleton Avenue, Jon Belger Drive, Loganberry
Lane and Lomack Court.

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. "L" type curb at tract entrances on
Mulcahy from Roland Wiley Road west to -
Jon Belger Drive and Jon Belger from
Westcliff to Stapleton.

2. Sidewalks adjacent to rolled curb to have
5" thick concrete.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

~NARCH 2. “lear

% March 2, 1983 {156

“‘“ OF CITY COMMISBIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EASY STEWART AVENUE

. _ PHONE 306-8011
I ITEM . ‘ Commission Action Department Action
X. |

"Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-

mended by staff and
Planning Commission.

Unanimous

Page 26

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.
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To: The Board of City Commissioners X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda [tem
March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

B. REQUEST FOR ROLLED CURB AND GUTTER - WILLOWCREST UNIT 1

The request is by Al Collins to allow a rolled curd and gutter in lieu
of standard "L" type on several streets in an approved R-CL development.
The applicant wishes to have rolled curb because the driveways are
relatively close together in this small compact lot development and

it is more costly to construct. Also, aesthetically the rolled curd
looks more uniform than the curb cuts close together. The Department
of Public Services has no objection provided “L" type curb is installed
for approximately a block on the entry streets from the boundary streets
adjacent to the subdivision.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
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x. COMMUNITY PLANNING D osva.omsm osmmarr

, SCONTINUED), ;
C; EXTENSION OF TIME - Z 2-82 - JOYCE J. BONANTO 5Lur1e -~ | {.clerk. tdvnot1fy
.APPROVED as recom- and Planning to
.Extens1on of T1me on nroperty genera]]y .mended by staff and | proceed.
located on the west side of 14th Street, ... JPlanning Commission.
50' north of Ogden Avenue, R-E Zone (under .~ ¥Unanimous
Resolution of Intent to R-4). SR
'Plann1ng Commission unanimously recommends - : i
APPROVAL, subJect to the following conditions: |- | B -

1. Extension of Time sha]] be limited to a
one-year time per1od (expires February 17,
1984).

2. Conformance to all ordinance amendments
- enacted subsequent to the’ original
-approval.

. Staff Recommendation:» APPROVAL

APPROVED AGENDA msn
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To:
Re:

CITY COMMISSION MINLﬁ'ES - MARCH 2, 1983

The Board of City Commissinners X.
Community Planning and Oavelnpment Agenda Item
March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

EXTENSION OF TIME - Z-2-82 - JOYCE J. BOMANTO

This is the first request for an axtension of time. Economic conditions
were indicated as the reason for the delay of this project.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to a one-year
time limit, -

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to a one-year time limit.

0159
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~ vote on patio cover and 4-3 vote on bathroom

“oITy commss ufi-:' !
65&} March 2, 1983

SOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS _
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 EASTY STEWART AVENUE

- PHONE 386-6018 '
II ITEM - Commission Action Department Action
X.

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT OEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-34-77 - GEORGE BEAN

Plot Plan Review to allow a bathroom addition
3' from the side property line wheré 5' is
required; and a patio cover 13' from the rear
property line where 15' is required on property
located at 2205 DeOsma, R-PD7 Zone.

Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL (6-1
;dd1t1on), subject to the following conditions:
1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.
2. Obtain a building permit for the existing
patio cover- and: bathroom—addition as
required by the Department of Building
and Safety.
Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - of the patio

cover and denial of the
bathroom addition.

Lurie =~

APPROVED as recom=
mended by Planning
Commission ailowing
bathroom addition
and patio cover,
subject to standard
conditions.
Unanimous

0160

Page 28

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

George Bean
appeared.
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

To: The Board of City Commissioners X.

Re:

0.

Community Planning and Development Agenda I[tem
March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

PLOT PLAN REVIEW - Z-34-77 - GEQORGE BEAN

The request for a plot plan review is for a patio cover and a bathroom
addition which extends into the setback areas established for this
residential planned development. The zoning on this property is similar
to R-CL which allows detached single family homes on lots. In this
case it is a zero lot line development and this lot abuts an R-l
subdivision to the rear. Both the patio and bathroom are existing and
were constructed by the owner without a pemmit. A correction notice
was issued by the QOepartment of Building and Safety. The patio cover
is Tgcated 13 from the rear property line where 15' is required and
the bathroom is 3' from the side property line where 5' is required.
The Planning Commission was especially concerned about the side setback
which leaves only 3' of access between the home and the side property
line for access to the rear yard.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to obtaining
a building permit for these additions. .

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - of the patio cover and denial of
the bathroom addition.
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X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

E. ABEYANCE ITEM - ZONE CHANGE - Z-3-83 - CHARLES
R. McHAFFIE

Reclassification of property generally located

on the southeast corner of Cedar Avenue and

28th Street.

From: R-E (Residence Estates)

To: R-4 (Apartment Residence)

Proposed Use: High Density Residential
(Three-Story Apartments)

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Approval of a variance to allow the three-
story construction.

3. Dedication of 30' of right-of-way for Elm
Avenue and the 15' radius corners at the

intersection of Elm Avenue and 28th Street
and 28th Street and Cedar Avenue as required
by the Department of Public Services.

Install off-site improvements on Elm
Avenue, 28th Street and Cedar Avenue as
required by the Department of Public
Services.

5. Install fire hydrants and water flow as
required by the Department of Fire
Services.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: 0

cm “COMMIS J'Minunz

1| .

ARCH 7 1983

% March 2, 1983 n162

SOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 SAST STEWART AVENUE

- | : PHONE 3866011 '
ll ITEM : ' Commission Action Department Action

Levy -

. APPROVED as recom-

mended by staff and
Planning Commission

‘Items E and F.

Motion carried with

Lurie-voting "No."

Clerk to notify
and Planning to
proceed.

Charles R. McHaffie
appeared.
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"CITY COMMISSION MINUTES

- MARCH 2, 1983

The Board of City Commissioners X.
Community Planning and Development Agenda [tem
March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

ABEYANCE [TEM - ZONE CHANGE - Z-3-83 - CHARLES R. McHAFFIE

This application was held in abeyance because the applicant was not
present at your last meeting. The applicant is requesting this parcel

be rezoned from R-E to R-4 to allow a 156-unit apartment project on

a 3.9 acre parcel. The density will be at 40 units per acre. The
proposed buildings are three stories which requires a variance because
two stories is the maximum height allowed. R-4 zoning was approved

on this site in 1979 and several extensions of time were granted but

the zoning expired in 1982. The previous plan was essentially for the
same number of units (155) and was for two-story buildings. The three-
story buildings requested in this application will allow for more
landscaping and open area. There is approved R-4 zoning on the parcei
immmediately to the east and most of the surrounding area is zoned and
developed on an R-3 basis. [t has been the policy of the City to not
allow R-4 zoning except in the central city area. The generalized land
use map of the Master Plan classifies the area east of the downtown -
commercial core to Mohave Road between Bonanza Road and Charleston Boulevard
as suitable for urban density residential. The urban density residential
classification means this area is suitable for R-4 zoning provided it -
would be compatible with the other.uses in the immediate area. ’

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to ;'variancé
being approved to allow the three-story construction.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to variance approval to allow
the three-story construction.

PROTESTS: O
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l BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 30
COMMISSION CHAMBERS * 400 SASY STEWART AVENUE

ITEM - Commission Action Department Action
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPNENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

F. VARIANCE - V-2-83 - CHARLES R. McHAFFIE, ET UX | Levy - Clerk to notify

APPROVED as recom- and Planning to

To allow a three-story apartment building mended by staff and | proceed.
where the maximum building height allowed is Planning Commission
two story on property generally located at Items E and F. Charles R.

the southeast corner of Cedar Avenue and 28th Motion carried with | McHaffie appeared.
Street in Zoning District R-E (proposed R-4). Lurie voting "No." :
Board of Zoning Adjustment unanimously 5
recommends APPROVAL, subject to the following
conditions:

-

1. Approval of zoning application Z-3-83.

2. Conformance to the conditions of approval
of Z-3-83.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: O

imovw AGENDA (TEM

L.
’
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

0169

To: The Board of City Commissioners X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda [tem
March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

F. VARIANCE - V-2-83 - CHARLES R. McHAFFIE, ET UX

This is the variance application that is required for the three-story
apartment buildings as proposed under Item E. At the Tast meeting you
requested this application to be placed on the agenda to be considered
with the rezoning of this property. The applicant is proposing three
story structures to reduce the amount of building coverage and provide
more open space. The surrounding area is predominantly developed with
one and two-story apartment buildings. This site abuts the proposed
East Leg of the Freeway to the south which will be elevated to a height
of approximately 20°.

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: O
. LO00 '——1; : 1%
. Blio.o
L le G
1 A . !0 09;
e |l ;-,.

sr
o4

' kor | :-i..\.f: j,
_-_-v‘; = .

(Y : 4
TNENTY Es6NIN -

v
I1GEE Ty -~
. .

5 C mw
Pronnsad Zast Laa of  qu——m N
C?‘.’%ﬁ‘,‘"" Q
' 35 AUTRLIN Y.
e =T '1 AR A “|
AR L]
.} ofe i o). ofe o 3
w— - - T Srmwwer  avE - =
S

Ay

V-21588 ||




.GEND H T T e Y‘ COMMISSI@N BINUTES vﬂARch“Z', 1983
March 2, 1983 0166

SOARD GF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 3]
COMMISSION CHAMBERS 408 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601%1 ‘ '
: Commission Action Department Action

ITEM

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

G. ZONE CHANGE - Z-7-83- ALLEN AND BRENDA NEL Lurie - Clerk to notify
' APPROVED as recom- and Planning
Reclassification of property generally located |mended by staff and | to proceed.

on the northwest corner of Appian Way and Planning Commission,
Alpine Place. subject to the
From: P-R (Professional Offices & Parking) |conditions. ‘
and Unanimous , :
R-1 (Single Family Residence) (a (Christensen excused|)

portion of the R-1 under Resolution
of Intent to R-3 and P-R).
To: P-R (Professional Offices & Parking)
Proposed Use: Offices

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Provision of fire hydrants and water flow
as required by the Department of Fire
Services.

3. A maximum of 8 (1500 square foot each)
medical offices shall be permitted.

Approval of the parking and driveway plan
by the Traffic Engineer.

5. Provide the City with an agreement to

revise the parking plan if Appian Way

is vacated.

6. Install street improvements on Alpine

Place as required by the Department of
Public Services.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: O

APPROVED AGENDA TEM
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COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

To: The Board of City Commissioners X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda [tem
March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

G. ZONE CHANGE - Z-7-83 - ALLEN AND BRENDA NEL

The request is to rezone this entire parcel to P-R for medical and pro-

fessional offices. A portion of the site is presently zoned P-R and

has been used as a dental office. The site abuts commercial and R-1

(used for a church) to the east, commercial to the south and developed

R-3 to the west and north. A two-story office complex is proposed that

will contain 45,500 square feet. The existing dental office on the

northeast portion would be removed. There would be adequate off-street

parking provided with a Timitation being placed on the approval that

a maximum of 8 medical offices be permitted because medical offices

require more off-street parking than general business offices. Further,

the street to the east of Appian has been vacated on various portions -
and only a 30' half street remains on the east side. The church is -
presently using this as secondary access but if the church and the other

owners to the east petition to vacate it, more than likely it would

be vacated. The parking along the east side of the site is dependant

on this 30' street for access. The applicants have agreed to enter into

an agreement with the City that if this street is ever vacated to the

east, they will move the parking approximately 20' to the west which would

remove some landscaping and a driveway wou:d be created where the parking

spaces are now located. C :

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Compatible with the
zoning pattern in this-area. :

STAFF RECGMMENDATION: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: O
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-cmo OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 32
COMMISSION CHAMBERS ¢ 408 EAST STEWART AVENUE

: : PHONE 386-6811 ' '
ITEM : Commission Action ~ Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT OEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

H. ZONE CHANGE - Z-6-83 - DARRYL AND PATTI LEAVITT}Lurie - Clerk to notify
APPROVED as recom- and Planning to

Reclassification of property generally located |mended by staff and | proceed.

on the northwest corner of East Charleston Planning Commission, _

Boulevard and Moonlight Drive. subject to the No one appeared
From: R-3 (Limited Multiple Residence) conditions. in opposition.
To: C-1 (Limited Commercial) Unanimous

Proposed Use: Restaurant

Planning Commissioh unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Provision of a 6' block wall along the
north property line measured from the
highest adjacent grade.

3. Adequate odor emission control shall be
provided as required by the Department
of Community Planning and Development.

4. Approval of the parking and driveway
by the Traffic Engineer.

Install a sidewalk on Charleston Boulevard
as required by the Department of Public
Services.

6. Repair any damage to the existing street
improvements resulting from this
development as required by the Department
of Public Services.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

" PROTESTS: 1

WOVED AGENDA ITEM

L
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CITY COMMISSI

6N MINGTES - MARCH 2, 1983

To: The Board of City Commissioners X. i
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda [tem

March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

H. ZONE CHANGE - Z-6-83 - DARRYL AND PATTI LEAVITT

This involves a request for C-1 zoning on the north side of Charleston,
one block west of Lamb Boulevard. The applicant is proposing a restaurant
on the site. The property backs up to developed R-1 to the north and

to the east is commercial with a portion develcped at Lamb. To the

west is vacant R-3 and to the south is land in the County. The restaurant
will be primarily serving pizza and will be known as Mr, Gatti's. The

one protestant was concerned about the access from the rear of the site

to Moonlight Orive, which he felt may generate additional traffic through
the residential area to the north. The only median opening on Charleston .
is at Moonlight and if the driveway to Moonlight is not permitted,
motorists wishing to go east on Charieston would have to go west to

the next median opening and then make a U-turn.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPRQOVAL
PROTESTS: 1 o ————
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SOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSION CHAMBENRS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

ITEM

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND OEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONTINUED)

ZONE CHANGE - Z-9-83 - BIVINS CONSTRUCTION
€0., INC.

~ APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

APRROVED AGENDA MM

Reclassification of property generally located
on the northwest corner of Washington Avenue
and Sandhill Road.
From: R-1 (Single Family Residence)
To: R-CL (Residential Compact Lot)
Proposed Use: Medium Density Detached
Single Family Dwellings

Planning Commission unanimously recommends

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12). month time 1imit.

2. Amend the site plan to a minimum 16'
front yard setback for the models that
. have only a single car garage.

3. Provide fire hydrants and water fiow as
required by the Department of Fire Services.

4, Provide a 65' wide 1ot on the west end
of Braddock Avenue.

5. Reversion of the portion of Washington
Square Unit 7 pertaining to this
development to acreage as required by
the Department of Public Services.

6. Install street signs at Harrington Avenue
and Sandhill Road and Proclamation Avenue
and Sandhill Road as required by the
Department of Public Services.

7. Approval of the driveways by the Traffic
Engineer. :

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: 28

Commission Action

Lurie -

ABEYANCE

Motion carried with
Briare voting "No."

Department Action

3/16/83 Agenda

Appticant was
not present.

No one appeared
in opposition.
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

Ta: The Board of City Commissioners X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

I. ZONE CHANGE - Z+9-83 - BIVINS CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

The applicant is proposing to develop a major portion of a recorded
R-1 subdivision on an R-CL basis. All of the streets have been
constructed. The site abuts developed R-1 along the south, west and
north sides of the property. The appifcant is proposing to develop
R-1 sized lots across the street from the existing R-1 and develop the
remainder with compact lots approximately 40' x 100' in size that wiil
back up to developed R-1. Thare is vacant R-3 on the east side of
Sandhill and a pubiic housing project to the northeast across the Las
Vegas Drainage Channel. To the southwest across Washington is an R-CL
development that is being constructed by the applicant. There were
several protestants at the meeting who submitted a petition of protest
objecting to the smaller size lots in their area.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL '
PROTESTS: 28
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I | -onao OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Papp 31
: COMMISSION CHAMBERS © 400 EASY STEWART AVENUE
' PHONE 386-401)
ITEM . Commission Action Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

l, (CONTINUED)
J. ZONE CHANGE - Z-5-83 - DECATUR INVESTMENT Christensen - Clerk to notify
: DENIED
' Reclassification of property generally located Unanimous
on the southeast corner of Eugene Avenue and .
Decatur Boulevard. . Barry Becker,
l From: R-1 (Single Family Residence) (a 50 S. Jones Blvd.,
portion under Resolution of Intent appeared to
to R-3). . : represent Decatur
' To: R-PD35 (Residential Planned Investment. -
- Development) .
Proposed Use: High Density Residential PROTESTS:
Apartments Scott Kallsen,
) o 4504 MarkAve.
Planning Commission recommends DENIAL (4-3
vote). If approved, following are the Wayne Olson,
I recommended conditions: 5045 W. Lake Mead
1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted Marilyn Bailey,
' to a twelve (12) month time limit. 4871 Stacey Ave.
} _
2. Application be amended to an R-PD18 for Ken Harkins,
a maximum of 100 units. 5201 Eugene Ave.

3. All ingress and egress for this development
shall be from Decatur Boulevard only.

4. Install a sidewalk on Decatur Boulevard
as required by the Department of Public
Services.

5. Repair any damage done to the existing
street improvements as required by the
Department of Public Services:

Provision of fire hydrants and water flow
as required by the Department of Fire
Services.

Sta;’f Recommendation: APPROVAL - Subject to
: the application being
amended to am R-PD18.

PROTESTS: 132

MEETING RECESSED AT} 3:25 P.M.
APFROVED AGENDA ITEM~
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To:
Re:

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983

The Board of City Commissioners X.
Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

ZONE CHANGE - Z-5-83 - DECATUR INVESTMENT

The applicant is proposing a 140-unit apartment project at a density

of 35 units per acre on this site that is approximately 6 gross acres.

in size. The west half of this property that abuts Decatur is presently
zoned R-3 and the east half is zoned R-1 that is across from developed
R-1. There is vacant R-3 to the north and to the west is the Curtis

Park Subdivision that is transitioming to commercial along Decatur
Boulevard. To the south is vacant Rl and R-3. At the time the R-3

was approved on the property involved in this application, a one-story
height limitation was imposed and later in 1972 the entire site was
approved for C-1 for a shopping center, but the zoning expired. Two-story
apartments are proposed with adequate off-street parking and landscaping.
The access will be to Decatur and to Eugene Avenue to the north.

éLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: OENIAL - The density would exceed
the R-3 density (24 units per acre) that is generally the maximum allowed
in outlying residential neighborhoods.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to the application being aménded
to R-PD18 that would allow a maximum of 100 unfts which would be comparable

" to R-3 zoning. The raquested R-PD35 (35 units per acre) is an R-4 density.

PROTESTS: 132
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, DISAPPROVE OF THE PROPOSLD APPLICA’I’IGN
OFf DECATUR INVESTMENT FOR RECLASSIFICATION Or PROPERTY GBNhRALL?
LOCATED ON, THE SOUTHEASL{ CORNER OF EUGENZ AVENUE AND DECATUR

BOULEV.
‘ FRON: Rl
70 R-FD35 _
PROPOSED USE; H DENSITY RESIDENT APARTMEN
NAME ADDRESS
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2, 1983
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED.- DISAPPROVE OF THE PROPOSED APPLICATICN
OFf DECATUR INVESTMENT FOR RECLASSIFICATICN Of PROPERTY GENERALLY -
LOCATED ON THE SOUTHEAST CORNER.OF EUGENE AVENUE AND DECATUR

BOULEVARD,

FROK: Rel

T0: R-FDI5 )

_ PROPOSED USE; HICH DENSITY hes) APARTMEN
NAME ADDRESS
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 2 1983
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, DISAPPROVE OF THE PROPOSED APPLICATION
OF DECATUR INVESTMENT FOR RECLASSIFICATION Gr PROPERTY GENERALLY
LOCATED ON THE SOUTHEAS{ CORNER OF EUGENE AVENUE AND DECATUR

BOULEVARD.
FROM: R-l
TO: R=-PD35
PROPOSED USE: HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL APARTMENTS '
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Commission Action

Page 35

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

X.

K. ZONE CHANGE - Z-8-83 - LIED DISTRIBUTING CO.
ON_BEHALF OF METROPOLITAN DEVELOPMENT

Reclassification of property generally located

on the southwest corner of Lorenzi Boulevard

and Alta Drive.

From: R-1 (Single Family Residence)

To: R-PD18 (Residential Planned
Development) and

P-R (Professional Offices & Parking)

Proposed Uses: Offices and Medium High
Density Residential
(Condominiums)’

~

P]anniné Commission recommends DENIAL (4-2
vote). If approved, following are the
recommended conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
. to a twelve (12) month time limit and the
application be amended to R-PD9.

Approval of the car cover elevations by
the Department of Community Planning and
Development.

3. Provision of one access to Rainbow
Boulevard at the middle median opening
for the residential development.

4. Increase the number of parking spaces tb
conform to the minimum requirements.

5. Approval of the revised plans-for the R-PD
and the P-R parcels by the Planning
Commission.

6. Install street improvements on Alta Drive
and Lorenzi Boulevard and sidewalk on
Rainbow Boulevard as required by the
Department of Public Services.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

N NN N TN N N N N v GE G E B A aE e
N

MEETING RECONVENED

Lurie -

DENIED

Motion carried with
Christensen and
Levy voting "No."

Christensen directed
Director of Comm.
Planning & Develop.
to obtain data from
Fire, Police and

the School District
in regard to zoning
matters.

Clerk to notify

G. C. Wallace,
consu]t1ng
engineer,

1100 E. Sahara Ave
appeared to
represent
Metropolitan
Development

PROTESTS:
Deborah Brezney,
6901 W. Prairie
Way

Margaret Wright,
6948 Erin Circle

Rita Iverson
804 Connie Crt..

Orlando Greco,
" 916 Rockaway.

Paul Grant,
6628 Burgundy
Way

Buzz Tracy
417 Lorenzi Blvd

Letter from
Assemblyman
John DuBois
to be made

a part of
final minutes.
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|l : | SOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Pag 36
COMMISSION CHAMBERS © 400 EASY wnm AVENUE
PHMONE 306-6011

ITEM : Commission Action Department Action
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
QCONTINUED)

K. ZONE CHANGE - Z-8-83 - LIED DISTRIBUTING CO. DENIED
ON BEHALF OF METROPOLITAN DEVELOPMENT See Page 35 See Page 35
CONTINUED :

7. Dedication of 20' of right-of-way for
Alta Drive and the radius corner at Alta
Drive and Lorenzi Boulevard as required
by the Department of Public Services.

8. Provide a method of conveying runoff from
the culverts under Rainbow Boulevard as
required by the Department of Public
Services.

~

9. Provide fire hydrants and water flow as
required by the Department of Fire Services

10. The driveway entrance to be alley-type .
curb returns as required by the -
Traffic Engineer.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - Amend the

- R-PD18 portion to
R-PD9 and reduce the
P-R from 5.4 acres
to 3 acres.

PROTESTS: 360

APP%OVED AGENDA ey

<
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To: Tre Soard of City Commissioners - . X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Acenda Ttem
March 2, 1983 City Commission Agenda

K. ZONE CHAMGE - Z-8-83 - LIED DISTRIBUTIMG CO. ON BEMALF OF METROPOLITAN
DEVELOPMENT

The request is located on the south side of Alta between Rainbow and Lorenzi

~ for a condominium project at 16 units per acre, however, the applicant requested
an R-PD18. P-R zoning is proposed on the north portion of the property
at the corner of Alta and Rainbow. Approximately 5.4 acres is requested for
P-R and 21 acres for the R-PD18. There is R-1 to the east that hacks up to
Lorenzi Boulevard for the most part with several of the lots siding on Lorenzi
near Alta. To the southeast is developed R-3 for the 516 unit Spanos
apartment project. To the south is vacant C-1 that extends to Charleston
and to the west of Rainbow is vacant R-1 that is owned by the applicant.
Further west is developed R-1. To the north is land that was formerly
owned by the applicant and has since been soid to Lewis Homes. An
application to rezone this property to R-CL at 7 units per acre was
denied on this property in 1982 and there were over 400 nrotestants.
Lewis Homes is presently orocessing subdivision maps to develop some
of the property on an R-1 basis. Last week, Lewis Homes filed a rezoning
application for R-CL on most of these two parcels and P-R at the northeast
and northwest corners of Alta and Rainbow.

The applicant is proposing to consfruct 336 units on the R-PD18 portion
of this nroperty. The units would be developed in clusters around a
swimaing oool and landscaped area with parkina-on the periphery. All
of the buildings would be two-story sightplexes and the development
would be enclosed with a block wall with all access proposed to Lorenzi
Soulevard. The General Plan recommends a design population for gach
neighborhood and recommends a certain amount of medium density residential.
This site is located in a neighborhood Sounded by Rainbow, Charleston,
Jones and Alta Drive. The design population for this neighborhood is
5,150 and the recommended amount of medium densitv residential is 34 acres.
. If this site is developed on an R-1 bhasis as oresently zoned, the neighbor-
hoad popuiation would be approximatelyv 6,350 which exceeds the design
standards by approximately 300. If the requested R-PDI8 zonina is aporoved
for 336 units, it would wield over 2 1/2 times the density as R-1 and
~ the resul ting neighborhood population of approximately 6,800 to 6,900
would exceed the designed population that much further. Additionally,
the recommended amount of land for medium density residential use is
approximately 34 acres and if this application is approved, 21 acres
would be added at this density exceeding the design standards by 18 acres.

At the Planning Commission meeting. the applicant's representative quoted
the provisions of the General Plan relating to the designed population

for residential-planning districts (R-PD} which are on a square mile
basis. The General Plan sets forth some criteria for R-PD's, but recommends
that the design standards on a neighborhood basis be utilized because

it includes many factors other than population capacity and it is these .
neighborhood standards that we have been appiying to rezoning applications
since the Plan was adopted in 1975. A neighborhood is defined as 320 :
acres or a haif square mile. The applicant's representative combined

the two neighborhoods and was able to show that the population was within
the designed amount, however, this approach results in the population

in one neighborhood being substantially exceeded based onr using the

Tower density of an adjoining neighberhood.

A two-story office building cantaining 115,000 square feet is proposed
on the north portion of this property. The building is rather massive
being appreximately 250° x 350' in size and appears to De somewhat out

. of character with the predominately one-story single family homes in

- the area. The site plan indicates one driveway would be to Alta and

two are proposed to Lorenzi Boulevard across from the R-1. The 288
parking spaces to he provided would only allow this huilding for genaral
office use and would prohibit medical offices that would require
additional parking.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL - Contrary %5 “he racommendations
of the General Plen and the sredominant 2-1 zoping nattarn in the area,

STAFF RECOMMEMDATION: APPROVAL - Yith tha R-PO18 portion being amended

to an R-P09 that would allow 200 units and the P-R pe reducad both in
terms of the size of the site and size of the building. [t is recommended
this site be reduced from 5.4 acres to approximately 2 acres.

PROTESTS: 350
SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAPS
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JOHN: DuBOIS
Assemblyman
District 2
Clark County
2047 Westwind Road
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
Telephone 871-1831
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| SIXTY-SECOND SESSION
 Pebruary 25, 1983

Mayor William B. Briare

'Las Vegas City. COmmlssxon

400 Stewart Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada“ ‘89101

P
'Dear'qizg;asffgre:

"This letter is in:opposition'to,the proposed'reclaesification‘j"

of property in the vicinity of Alta Drive.and Rainbow Boulevard.

‘Lied Distributing Company, on behalf of - ‘Metropolitan Develop- -
‘ment COrporatxon is applymg for rezonmg from R-1 to R=PD18"

and P-R

I dé not residel'in this neighborhodd However, it is in my -
Assembly District, and the homeowners "association- representing

in excess of 300 families 1living in this area have asked me to
~intervene in their behalf.

. To fully comprehend the concern of these- citizens, one must

visualize the total Charleston Heights area. With the exception
of commercial buildings along Charleston Boulevard, -all of this
vast area consists of single family dwellings. Over the years
this unigue residential area has been a model for intelligent,
consxstent and disciplined city zoning.

The proposed rezoning of the Lied property would dxsect the

"eastern and western portions of Charleston Heights with resi-
‘dential - structures .completely alien to the existing homes,

destroy its continuity, and reverse the zoning integrity that
has been preserved for nearly three decades. . Furthermore, the

- proposed P-R zoning for professional offices would be the first

zoning change from residential use on Alta Drive,

As you ‘are aware, Lewis Homes recently requested reclassifica-

~ tion from R-1 to RCL for pr0perty adjacent to the Lied property.
' On October 20, 1982 your . commission unanimously denied their
~application. In my opinion, this action sets a clear-cut prece-

dent.to deny the application of Metropolitan Development Company. -

In effect, the Las Vegas City Commission has already established
- the kind of zoning most desirable for this property.

0195

COMMITTEES
Vice Chairman
Legislative Functions

Ways and Means
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Paga“two

The res:.dents of Charleston Hezghts are not’ antl-development
But they do object to spot zoning which tends to disintegrate
an existing style of 1living. For the first time in the long-

-established ‘tradition of this unusual area, the rezoning from

R-1 to R-PD18 and P-R would S1gn1f1cantly alter the master plan

‘preserved for many years by many previous City Commissions.

i'I reSpectfully urge you to‘concur.wlth;the February Zan-decision

of the City Planning Commission and again deny this application.

ncerely yours,

n; District 2
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Mr. & Mrs. T. J. Schiermbock
6937 Kim Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89123

8 February 1983
=2-9-93

Las Vegas City Planning & Zoning Commitee

Dear Sirs:

We wish to make it known that we are against the changing and/or rezoning
of the Alta & Rainbow cross streets area to anything other than R-1.

Being homeowners, taxpayers & reisdents of this area we do not feel that
Metropolitan Builders are building condominimums that will be benificial
to our area. They are proposing to build 336 units, each approximately 900
square feet, and have great hopes of selling these at a price of $70, 000 to
80, 000. We have single family homes with more square footage that have
been on the market for six months and longer. Does this sound logical?

Our area schools are at a point of being overcowded, our police protection

is at the best minimal, the closest firestation is located over two miles
away. We do not have any nearby parks for the children in the area, nor are
any planned in the near future. We have several apartments in our area at
the present time and feel that this type of housing is very comparable to what
Metropolitan Builders is proposing. We have two condommlmum complexes
within two miles of this area now.

The schools, churches, shoppmg centers, fire & police prbtection is adequate
for R-1 housing but could be better and would become better, we are sure, if - -
this type of zoning is continued not lowered. Lewis Home Builders are proposing
to build on the opposite side of Alta & Rainbow, R- 1 homes. How would this
effect them and their selling points? _

Please consider all of these points before you make a final decision is all we
are asking. : :

Sincerely,

o~

7 A T .

S S
l\,Zé«,ﬂ/ :6!/\.,7 s ) ./,L/Z%'f_'("ﬂf/’q//

Susanne J “'Schlermbock

—, P //
P / . v
T ” . “. /( /’ /,‘

. / A
VA '//"‘///w/ | Y~ ——//// 7/ R . .

EAP g . . . - N T

Thomas J. Schiérmb ock.
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ERCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 2, 1983 PAGE 1
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT ,
K. ZONE CHANGE - Z-8-83 - LIED DISTRIBUTING CO. ON BEHALF OF METROPOLITAN DEVELOPMENT

MAYOR BRIARE:

G. C. WALLACE:

The next public hearing for this afternoon is
Z-8-83, Lied Distributing Company on behalf of
Metropolitan Development. The request is for
reclassification of property generally located

on the southwest corner of Lorenzi Boulevard and
Alta Drive, and the request is to change the use

to offices and medium high density residential
condominiums. The Planning Commission's recom-
mendation was for denijal. Staff's recommendation
was for approval but to amend it -- to amend _

a portion of it to R-PD18 to R-PD9 and reduce the
P-R from 5.4 acres to 3 acres. There were letters,
telephone calls and protests ~-- so far as a matterof
record, numbering 360. The applicant first, please.

Thank you, Mayor, Commissioners. My name is G. C.
Watlace. I'm a consulting engineer representing

the applicant. My office is located at 1100 E.

Sahara Avenue in the City of Las Vegas. I would

just 1ike to briefly -- I'm sure that most of you

are quite aware of the site and know -- probably

have driven it, looked at it -- I would just briefly
1ike to go through some of the surrounding conditions
that gave us basically the constraints that we needed
to consider in arriving at our approach to prepare

a plan. The property is undeveloped, lying east of
Rainbow Boulevard, which we all know is a very major
heavily travelled -- it's going to be even heavier
travelled as our valley developes. Rainbow Boulevard
here is on-the left. Alta Drive, a major 80 foot
boulevard, a quarter section line is on the north.
Charleston down here which is another major boulevard,
and Lorenzi on the east. Currently there's existing
C-1 at the southerly portion of the property. There's
an existing R-3 apartments in this location. - Then
there are a number of houses between this point and
this point that back up to Lorenzi. They do not front
or face Lorenzi. On this lot here, is a Water District
Tank and Pump Station, and there's three houses that
side onto the property at this location. Certainly,
we had to consider these constraints when we made our
approach on preparing a plan for this property. We
didn't think that was proper or good planning to

put in this area all R-1 homes. We thought that the
busy traffic intersection here was not conducive to
residential 1iving. We felt that R-1 lots backing up
to Rainbow would be too close to Rainbow. The normal
setback from a house in an R-1 area is 20 or 25 feet --
that this would be too close and you wouldn't obtain
any sound attenuation. In view of these constraints,
we thought that instead of having residential here --
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K. ZONE CHANGE - Z-8-83 - LIED DISTRIBUTING CO. ON BEHALF OF METROPOLITAN DEVELOPMENT

G. C. WALLACE:

what use could we use that would have a minimum
impact on the neighborhood. We often hear how
objectional commercial is so we didn't want to

put commercial there. We felt that a reasonable
use would be professional offices and that is why
we propose that at this location. In the area here
to retain a residential area there and to make it
residential, we thought that the best approach
there would be to utilize an R-PD so that we could
have some flexibility, so that we could plan it,
cluster some housing, pull the units away from

. Rainbow. We could provide some parking driveways, -

etc. and our plot plan reflects that, and in that
regard, I want to emphasize because we just heard
it-in the last application. This is not an apartment
project. These are going to be condominiums. Built
as condominijums and sold as conominiums. They're
eight-plex units. I have elevations and floorplans
if you'd like to see them, but there’'ll be four units
below and four units above. . They will have their
own recreational amenities. OQur plan as submitted
we feel firmly convinced that it confirms to your
general plan, and I just want to briefly go through
that. All of you are aware of the general plan

and it's basic concept of the residential planning
district. The residential planning district that
this property is in -- the proposed -- our initial
proposal -- because I want to get talking about a
compromised -- but our original proposal of 336
units and the population that that would create
together with the existing units and also the other
land that has not been developed but developing it
to the densities as envisioned by staff, we would
still be below the designed population within this
residential planning district. The general plan

does provide in this type of a residential planning
district densities up to 25 units per acre -- 25 .
units per acre. Our application -- our orignial
application is for R-PD18. Also, the general plan
does advocate that the higher densities should be
developed on the surrounding major arterial streets. -
Just very briefly, the red border there that you see
on this aerial photograph is the residential planning
district. Almost without any exception, this whole
interior portion is the low density R-1 and there
are, as you know, some apartments here. There's

an area reserved for some apartment here and we
think that providing a higher density on the perimeters
major arterial streets is in strict conformance to
the general plan. There are some other -- there are
some other planning objectives that we think are well
addressed in our proposal. We know what in-fill is
and we know that when we in-fill, we don't have to
have any extensive extensions of the infra structure,
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X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
K. ZONE CHANGE - 7Z-8-83 - LIED DISTRIBUTING CO. ON BEHALF OF METROPOLITAN DEVELOPMENT

G. C. WALLACE:

MAYOR BRAIRE:

and this is exactly an in-fill situation. The

existing streets and roads are there. The utilities

are there. It's interesting to note that the

Metropolitan Police Department has five police

stations. One of those is within this residential

planning district. The police protection is there.

The fire station is within the response time and

we checked with them -~ is two to three minutes which

is average. Schools -- I know that is not your
responsibility, but it so happens that Rose Warren

Elementary School within this residential planning

district could accept all the youngsters generated

from our original proposal without exceeding 97% '
of their capacity. 1 found out that there are 58 .
elementary schools in the Las Vegas area. Rose
Warren ranks 5th on the list of schools that are
capable of handling additional students. Again,
we think the plan that we propose is a fine
reasonable plan. We know though of the people
in the neighborhood that are concerned. I met
with them. They are concerned of density, the
impacts on the schools, fire protection, police
protection, etc. The client that I represent,
Metropolitan, has entered into a contract to
purchase this property and he's very anxious to
proceed. I think we all know that there's a
definite upswing in the economy now. He'd like
to proceed. Hopefully, we can -- I have talked

-with your staff on a plan that is very, very close

to what their recommendation is and I'd 1ike to
discuss that. They recommended a smaller professional

. office site. Since there are some existing houses

here, we propose to exclude from that application a
row -- a 100 foot strip here which is currently now

.~ zoned R-1. That we exclude that from our application -

so. that Metropolitan could be build some R-1 single-
family houses -- that does two things. It provides
a buffer here. It reduces the size of this --

. professional offices by approximately an acre and

it would eliminate any access from the professional
offices onto Lorenzi. The access would be onto

Alta Drive. OQur initial application is for. an R-PD18.
Metropolitan is agreeable to reduce that -- downgrade
that to an R-PD12. By so doing, it -- if we build that
to the maximum density allowed in an R-PD12, we would
have over the entire project site -- the entire project
site, a density of 9.6 units per acre, which is in
substantial conformance to staff's recommendation of

9 units per acre. We respectfully request your
favorable consideration.

Mr. Wallace, does that conclude your presentation?
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G. C. WALLACE:
MAYOR BRIARE:

G. C. WALLACE:
MAYOR BRIARE:
G. C. WALLACE:

MAYOR BRIARE:
G. C. WALLACE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

HAROLD FOSTER:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

. Yes, it does, Mayor.

Does that then mean that --.I didn't quite get
that last statement there. The recommendation
of staff was to go R-PD9 and you -- I have
manipulated a 1ittle bit here to make 9.6.

Yes.:

Run that by us once again, would you?

R-PD12 would allow us to bu11d in this site a
total of --

Twelve units per acre.

-- would allow us to build a total of 267 units --

261 units. Adding the 6 units of R-1 that could be built
here, that would be a total of 267 units in this

site and what I'm saying is that spread over the

entire area -- I'm counting this and this, the
residential density then would amount to 9.6 units

per acre.

Mr. Wallace, you know the procedures we follow if
you'll remove your board now. We'll listen to anyone
that wishes to address us in opposition to this
application and then you will have your opportunity
to rebutt any comments that they bring up.

I had a -—
Commissioner.

A couple of comments. Even though you brought this
down, I'd 1ike to know the number of units under the
9.6 per acre -- how many units was that?

Okay what the difference is between staff's recom-
mendation and what was indicated here -- the R-PD9
that staff's recommending is just on that south R-PD
piece and we're talking about roughly 200 units there.
He's indicating 261. I think the applicants indicating
that overall including the P-R piece, with the reduced
number of units, it would come out around 9 units per
acre, but staff doesn't include the P-R area in our
recommendation of the R-PD9. So he's about 60/61 units
more than we're recommending. '

That's what I wanted to bring out becsuse that wasn't
brought out in your statement --
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G. C. WALLACE: True.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: -- about the number of units over and above what
' staff had recommended. I didn't pick that up in
your presentation. The other thing that I'm
concerned with is you showed us an area that's --
the boundaries are Charleston, Rainbow, Expressway,
and I believe Jones. In that particular area, you
show some vacant property -- one parcel which is
behind my house which is presently zoned for R-3
which is 250 units. Just the area across the
street -- across the expressway is 300 additional
units right there. Right there, yes. The other
area that's already developled down where Spanos
is is say 500 and across the street is 600. So I
, guess what I'm getting at is in that particular area
- that staff has outlined to us in the particular.
' neighborhood design population criteria, taking
in the piece of property that we're talking about
now, it's figured at about 6150 population. If
it was developed the way it's presently zoned,
R-1, it takes it up to I believe 6350, 6350 people.
.For that area, it's even a little smaller then --
maybe bounded by the yellow that you have on your
plan. If this was to be approved with the increased
number of units that you're requesting, it would
take us about 600 over the design population and
also increase the number of high density or medium
density acres by 21, if I.read this correctly --
which I think again we know that something.is going
to be developed there someday and whether or not,
— you know, your presentation on reducing the density
y is the right thing or not, is something that I think we have
) ‘ to look at when we develop the overall genéral plan
update and I know that we haven't even heard from
the residents out there. I just wanted to give you
some of my feelings for you to be th1nking about it
when you have a chance to rebut but we've had some
applications that have come in that we've denied up west
Charleston a little ways contemplat1ng the City updating
it's general plan which we're in the process. of doing
now and coming back and trying to fill in some of these
vacant areas to items ‘that are going to be compat1b1e
and as much as we can acceptable to the residents that
already live in a particular area. So there's one
thing that disturbs me, Scott, and it's not your fault.
I'ma Tittle upset with staff. Until I got my agenda
and read through the agenda and my conversation with
you,to find out that Lewis Homes has already submitted
an application to change the plan that we just approved
two months ago for R-1 on the property on the north
side of Alta to the professional in the R-CL which I
felt out of courtesy they could have at least contacted

i
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COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
G. C. WALLACE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

HAROLD FOSTER:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
HAROLD FOSTER:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

HAROLD FOSTER:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

the neighbors or contacted myself and even staff
should have come up to my office the day that-
application was submitted and made me aware of this
because now this changes the whole complexity of
your application if we're looking at a higher
density. Because you talk about the overcrowding
of the schools -- we looked at that same thing

when Lewis came in -- with the schools with the:
Smith School or Rose Warren or Adcock in that
particular area.so it's who gets the project

going first that's going to put the heavy burden
say on the schoo1s, or traffic, or crime, or
whatever we're talking about. So be thinking about some
of those questions because I have so more, but I'm
really concerned about your development and what
Lewis is trying to do now too.

I don't think we've ever approved Lewis.

Very briefly I'd like to respond to that.

What the Commissioner said is we approved Lewis
for a plot plan to build R-1.

I thought we turned it down.

No, we approved it. If you'1l go back -- you correct
me if I'm wrong, Harold. The R-1 --

It was zoned for R-1 at the time and they came in
for R-CL and that was denied.

-- The single-family -- we denied the R-CL.

No, they came in for a heavier R-CL, did they not?

Not originally.

No. It's approved R-1, just so that you know, but they're
coming in with another app11cat1on to go before the
Planning Commission.

We plotted that on the screen so you could see that.

I see that. That's just some of the comments that
I had concerning that particular --

Did you wish to make any other comments, Mr. Wallace? .
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G. C. WALLACE: Yes, if I could respond to it. I'11 try to be
very brief.

MAYOR BRAIRE: : Do you want to wait and use it in your_rebutta]? |

G. C. WALLACE: Whatever you -- I can do it then.

MAYOR BRAIRE: - Well, we'll treat it as a queﬁtion that you can

respond to in the rebuttal time. Do you have any
other matters to present to us.

G. C. WALLACE: No, sir.

MAYOR BRIARE: Ladies and gentlemen, you're welcome now to come. .
' forward and state your name, and if you wish -
to speak in opposition to the application, now's
the time to do it.

DEBORAH BREZNEY: My name is Deborah Brezney. I live at 6901 W. Prairie
‘Way. I live on the south side of Alta. In response
to the plot plan, if you gentlemen would care to 100k
at the R-1 plot plan approved by the City Planning
Commission -- would you care to look at that?

COMMISSIONER LURIE: - I've seen it.

DEBORAH BREZNEY: . Is there anyone that would care to look at that?

R-1 Lewis Home project. I'm here today representing
Mr. Michael Lawrence, a financial advisor, who lives

~at 505 Cline Street who is out of the country on
business but will be back in several days. "Dear

" Commissioners, Re. Lied Fairacres Metropolitan, I
realize that this will be about the 6th time in the
last three or four years that this zoning matter has
come before you. I am sure that you are as weary as
we the residents of this area are weary. It would
have been easy for you to rid yourselves of the burden
by just giving into the developers. However, you
chose to honor your oaths of office by respecting the
wishes of the concerned citizens of the neighborhood
rather than the minority interest of the developer.
I am still in opposition to changing the zoning from
R-1 and for the same reasons that we all stood in
opposition during the last re-zoning attempt. This
however, is the most flagrant and ludicrous proposal
submitted thus far. I support this statement, Commissioners,
by pointing out that this is the highest density
proposal that we have been threatened with to date
and the developers would compound the problem further
by adding professional zoning to an already congested
area. This development would also put increased
pressures on our already insufficient tax base. The
drain on our tax budget would come from the cost of
the new streets required, stoplights, road repairs,
sewer and water amendments, additional police and
fire protection. These are only some of the more
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DEBORAH BREZNEY: obvious costs. There are the intangible costs

of the increased rate of crime that would be
brought to this area by the high density complexes
proposed. The increased traffic congestion and
the subsequent threat to our children who must
walk to school through this area. There is another
major obstacle that wasn't present with us during
the last five hearings -- the economy. There are
currently thousands of homes 1isted on the market.
This does not take into consideration the homes
that are for sale by owner or the homes that have
been taken off the market and are awaiting an
upturn in the economy before they will again be
offered for sale. Builders and developers are
currently reducing prices on homes and they are
even offering to buy down mortgages to lower
levels in order to move existing unsold inventories.

- 1 question the rationale and salability of the
current proposal and I challenge the fairness of
the impact that this would have on the rest of
those unfortunates who are trying to sell a home
in this market. I ask that you represent me and
the rest of the residents of this area once again.

" Perhaps we can finally convince the developers
that they will not run roughshod over us, and that
we will continue to fight and that you will continue
to represent the majority of the people. Thank you
for you support. Signed, Michael R. Lawrence,

505 Cline."
MAYOR BRIARE: | Thank you,-Mrs. Brezney.
DEBORAH BREZNEY: And now I'm here representing myself.
MAYDR BRIARE: Now, are you going to be reading from the minutes?
DEBORAH BREZNEY: , Just a very small portion --
MAYOR BRIARE: Please don't do it Mrs. Brezney --
DEBORAH BREZNEY: -- I would liké to correct because I believe it
was an error, Mayor. '
MAYOR BRIARE: It's a correction is it? If it's a correction, okay.
DEBORAH BREZNEY: Yes.
MAYOR BRIARE: Because we have those same documents.
DEBORAH BREZNEY: | Yes, I understand that you do. I have a transcript

from the City Planning Commission meeting and I would
like to ask Mr. Foster a question. May, I do that,
Mr. Mayor? ‘
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MAYOR BRIARE: What page are you on?

DEBORAH BREZNEY: I am on page 2. I am in the middle of the page.

MAYOR BRIARE: Read the sentence that --

DEBORAH BREZNEY: Okay. The sentence is that we have'293 protests on

P record.

MAYOR BRIARE: Right. ’

DEBORAH BREZNEY: Okay. -

MAYOR BRIARE: - Actually, that grew to 360. )
\ DEBORAH BREZNEY: ‘Okay. Sir, [ believe that grew to 467 and I have

records of receipt from the City Planning Department
with those signatures.

MAYOR BRIARE: - " Fine. _

COMMISSIONER LURIE: You;re changing the number fromv293 to 467.

DEBORAH BREZNEY: | .1 am changing it to a total of 467. "At the City Planning -
' Commission meeting, the total at that time was 359,

- instead of 293.. We have 137 letters of protests.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Is that individual households? |

DEBORAH BREZNEY: Yes. o

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: Or is that jhst people?

/ DEBORAH BREZNEY: -AlThose are individual hou§ého1ds' 4
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 293 and you say, how many now, 400 and some houses?
DEBORAH BREZNEY: | It has now swelled to 467 s1gnatures
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:  How many houses? | o
DEBORAH BREZNEY: I could not tell you, sir. fhefetare two signatures

to some households.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: I bring that up because sometimes we've had opposition
where they've called and sent letters and so forth, and
we've gotten them from the mother, the father, the

_grandfather, 4 ch11dren, grandchildren, all in the
same house. ,

DEBORAH BREZNEY: _ Well, they do have a right -- they do have a right to
; protest though, so I couldn't tell you that --

y ! . o ¥ . : “ - _ -
. [T
. .
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

DEBORAH BREZNEY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

DEBORAH BREZNEY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

DEBORAH BREZNEY:

MAYOR BRIARE:

DEBORAH BREZNEY: -

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

DEBORAH BREZNEY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
DEBORAH BREZNEY:

Anybody has a right to protest but --

You're right, but I couldn't tell you.

-- but, I would just point out that more importantly
then the number of signatures one is able to gather
because if the developer wanted to go. around town,
he could gather signatures too.

I will tell you --

It's the quality of the protest wh1ch I'm more
interested in.

Yes, I believe that we do have a quality of
protests, sir. My second correction wou1d be on

page 4 of the transcript.

Mrs. Brezney, we're not 901ng to go through and
correct these.

One more, sir. this is it. It's a statement by

Mr. Wallace. It'is at the bottom of the page and

it states, "I would 1ike to stress again that the
proposed professional office use is located on a
relatively major intersection, Alta Drive, which

is an 80 foot boulevard."” I don't believe Alta Drive
is a boulevard. -Alta Drive between Lorenzi and
Cline is 31 feet wide from shoulder to shoulder.
Alta Drive between Cline and Antelope is 65 feet
from gutter to gutter. From Lorenzi to Torrey Pines
it's 67 feet wide from gutter to gutter, but where
Mr. Wallace proposes to build his P-R, it's 31 feet
from shoulder to shoulder on Alta Drive.

One thing you have to understand, when Alta is
developed by =- or a developer developes a piece
of property the improvements on Alta are going to
be put in. When the City acquired that piece of
property from Mr. Lied, which he held us up -- put
a gun to our heads to buy that piece of property,
or we did to him -- to open that up, we could only
afford to buy the 3Q foot, but the actual width of
the street is going to be the 60 foot when it goes
all the way through.

Sixty--or eighty?
Eighty, excuse me.

But it is not now.
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COMMISSIONER LURIE:
DEBORAH BREZNEY:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
DEBORAH BREZNEY:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

DEBORAH BREZNEY:

'COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

DEBORAH BREZNEY:

- MAYOR BRIARE:

MARGARET WRIGHT:

" No.

And that is where our children walk to school.

No but it is going to be opened up.

Okay. At that time,
but now we do.

He'll do it.

The developer does it.

we did not have the money,

The City had to spend itsmoney to buy that property
to open up that street because of the requests that

we had from people that live in your neighborhood

-that didn't 1ike to have.to drive clear out to-
Westcliff or to Charleston to get to where they were

going.

They wanted to come down Alta to catch
Rainbow to go to the Expressway.

So we opened that

up for them at a cost of about $40,000 for the property
and then the cost of the installation of the signal
system at Alta and Rainbow.

Okay, so Mr. Wallace's statement should have been, it

will be an 80 foot wide boulevard, not it .is an 80 foot w1de :
Is that correct’

boulevard?

Right.

Thank you, Commissioners, Mayor.

Does someone else wish to comment? Thank you,

Mrs. Brezney.

My name is Margaret Wright. I live at 6948 Erin Circle.
I too Tive on the same side as Mrs. Brezney lives.

Now, my concern at the last meeting was fire protection
and also the high traffic on Lorenzi Boulevard.
as you realize, as I stated before, all our children
that are on the east side of Antelope are forced to

cross to go to 0 K.Adcock School.

Now,

"Now, fine -- he

brought up that Rainbow Boulevard was a major street.

we11,

there is a light at Rainbow but at Lorenzi it
"~ is not pract1ca1 to put a light there.
when he puts in all those -- whatever they are --

Lorezni Street -

condoniniums and the P-R, our children will be forced

to walk down Lorenzi Boulevard and the problem is

Lorenzi Bouelvard right now is just terrible -- I mean

people -- it's almost a blind street.

The people do

not observe the stop signs at Lorenzi Boulevard and

Alta and -- what?
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MARGARET WRIGHT:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MARGARET WRIGHT:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MARGARET WRIGHT:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MARGARET WRIGHT:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

They don't anywhere.

Well, it's terrible. But the thing is -- I called
and I found out that becayse of lack of funds
everybody's suffering. All government is suffering
from lack of funds.

They don' t‘pay any attention to the stoplight at

Sahara and-the strip and that's the busiest intersection

in the State of Nevada.

Well the problem is our children have to cross
this and the big problem -- Lorezni is going to be
a major -- first of all, if you look at the map,
you'll find that Lorenzi will be the major way.

People will not go over to Rainbow to go the Expressway.

They just have to go down Lorenzi. So it'11 become
a major freeway to get to the Expressway. The
additional traffic with all these additional units
will be just absolutely horrible. I mean -- plus
they will not have to widen Lorenzi from 300 feet

to Charleston because of the City Ordinance. They
don't have to because it's not their property. So,
therefore, right now we have a horrible problem.
Traffic is absolutely horrible. I believe that they

sent you pictures of how bad the traffic is. You can't

get two cars -- two cars can't get through. It's
Just absolutely horrible there and what are we going
to do with all these additional cars generated from
these additional units? When they put the original
plans before us, they said they alloted 1.95 cars per
unit. Well, 1.95 cars -- what happens if a person
has a recreational vehicle or a boat? Where are
they supposed to park all these units? And if you
have several of these units, they're going to be
parking them on the streets 1ike the people in the
apartments over there in the orange area park. It's
going to be a terrible, terrible problem.

Ma'am, where is the street you live on? I only go --
I 1ive on Erin Circle.

How far west is it?

If you find Vincent Way -- find Vincent Way and then
you'll find -- go to Alta, up to Vincent Way, go down
Vincent, the second circle is Erin Circle.

It's not on our map, Al.

i,

PAGE 12
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HAROLD FOSTER: Doc, you see those two cul-de-sacs to the west
: : up there just south of that 34.

MARGARET WHITE: Yes, it's on there.
HAROLD FOSTER: - Point to that.
COMMISSIONER LURIE: Yes,. but it's not on our map here in front of us.
MARGARET WRIGHT: Okay.
HAROLD FOSTER: Just west of that.
MARGARET WRIGHT: | Okay

/ HAROLD FOSTER: West, right there.

" MARGARET WRIGHT: Next cul-de-sac.

HAROLD FOSTER: South.
MARGARET WRIGHT: Down one.
HAROLD FOSTER: ~ There.
MARGARET WRIGHT: There, righ£ there. I wish I had gotten a camera

today. We have terrible flooding problems always
on that street. I just don't know -- are they going
to correct that? .

COMMISSIONER LURIE: - On your street, or on Lorenzi Street?

MARGARET WRIGHT: o No, no, no. I mean going down to Alta in that area.
T COMMISSIONER LEVY: Certainly. Certainly they will.

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: You know, you're telling me that we hade a mistake

by buying that property and opening that intersection
up. We should never have done that. We've created
more of a problem then we've solved.

MARGARET WRIGHT: No, we need the property first of all for fire
apparatus to get up to our area. We needed that
We needed that so desperately.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Well there going to improve those streets. Ma'am
they're going to improve --

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Lorenzi.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Al11 those streets.
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MARGARET WRIGHT:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MARGARET WRIGHT:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MARGARET WRIGHT:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MARGARET WRIGHT:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MARGARET WRIGHT:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

Fine. Fine, but right now also -- another reasen
I'm really opposed to this is right now we're
serviced by Fire Station No. 6. Fire Station 6
has a ladder truck, an engine company and an EMT
unit. Now the EMT unit is not a paramedic unit.
The closest paramedic unit we have .servicing our
area is Washington and Tonopah Highway. The
optimum response time for any unit from Station 6
is two to three minutes. However, Station 6 area
is -- because of the big construction in our area
has grown until it is really a 1ittle bit large
for one engine company -- for an engine company
and a ladder truck to take care of. That engine
company has to respond clear up to Odette and -
the City limits. And, you also just approved
some more R-CL above Roland Wiley Way which will
even further tax engine 6 response. The next
closest response's engine is at Station 5 which
is located at Hinson and Charleston. Now, they're
over 4 miles away. Optimum response time there
would be probably 8 to 9, 10 minutes.

Did you get these figures from the Fire Department?
Yes, sir.

It comes from a reliable source. - That's Captain
Wright's wife so he should have all these numbers.

Well, I think it's our responsibility to make sure
that the fire protection is done in the property,
ma'am. o

Well, if it's your responsibility, I have another
question to ask you. Why in your response did you
take the paramedic rescue unit away from Station 6?
I'11 find out fbr you.

I'd really like to know because the optimum time --
If you're really unhappy with our}fire department.
Well, no, I have a question. You removed the
paramedic resuce unit from Station 6 and moved

it down to an area where it -- which really gauls
me -- where it has to respond predominately into
County areas.

Thank you.

The chickens sure come home to roost, don't they
Commissioner Lurie? Remember what I told you --
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COMMISSIONER LURIE: I'm in favor of the paramedic unit. I still
support it, but I've got to find out from the
Chief why he's moving these people around and
out of my area now.

MAYOR BRIARE: : Yes, ma'am.

RITA IVERSON Hi. My name is Rita Iverson and I live at 804
Connie Court which backs up to the orange area.
l on the map in the yellow right across from Lorenzi
Boulevard. The corner of my 1ot backs on the
orange and the yellow so that -- you know where .
I I Tive. I've been there 12 years. In response -
to Metropolitan park, I knew the pump station was
there when I bought. I also knew that we had
I the R-4 zoning behind our house. It was there.
It was present when I bought the property. I have
asked the City of Las Vegas at one time if I
could have access off of Lorenzi into the backyard
l for the purpose of a garage. They told me that it
might be okay but that I did have a sight problem.
One other problem that I have, basically mine --
l I don't know if you've seen the land in which
"~ Metropolitan plans to build on, but there's a
' very big wash. It's about 4 feet deep and about
4 foot wide that collects full of water during the
' time when it rains like today, and I'm about 3 feet
lower then Lorenzi Boulevard in my backyard. My
front yard is about another foot and half lower
l than my back, and so I'm concerned about the flooding.
- I'm concerned about the high density and I would
ask that you would vote against this.

MAYOR BRIARE: Thank you, Mrs. Iverson.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: ' I would think, Mrs. Iverson, that they would take
care of that problem -- that situation in the
engineering that would help you not hurt you.

RITA IVERSON: The only problem was that at the other meeting
they stated they would put it across to Lorenzi
but they didn't see where the water was going
from Lorenzi.

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Well, it would not -- it would save your situation
not hurt you. It would help you.

MAYOR BRIARE: Mr. Wallace, maybe you might comment on that ditch when
your chance comes up. Yes, sir.
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ORLANDO GRECO:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
ORLANDG GRECO:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

ORLANDO GRECO:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:
ORLANDO GRECO:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

ORLANDO GRECO:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

. ORLANDO GRECO:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

ORLANDO GRECO:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
ORLANDO GRECO:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:
ORLANDO GRECO:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

My name is Orlando Greco. I live at 916 Rockaway.
What street?

916 Rockaway.

It's on the east side.

It's on the east side 6f the project.

Excuse me, the south‘side.

Ah, yes. |

It'd be on the west side of the proposed project.
West side of Rainbow.

Anyhow, I don't want to take too much of your time.
I just want to say that we met Commissioner Lurie
and Commissioner Pearson. I guess we had about 600
people there. I don't want to go into all the -
reasons we're protesting. Sure, it's traffic and
police protection, the crime rate -- I guess the
previous applicant came up -- one of the protestors
showed to the Commissioners that there is a lot of
apartments for rent right now. I don't think we
need them in the area. We moved there because
we wanted to be in R-1 zoning not the apartments.
We have come before you people five times already
and luckily you have supported us and with that

in mind, I'd 1ike to say I hope you support us
again and turn down this apartment.

Sir, sir, they're not building apartments there.

Pardon me.

 They're not building apartments there.

These are condos.

These are condominiums.

Right.

The&‘re not apartménts.

No, no, they're not apartments.

I agree with you we're not going to build apartments
there. .
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'ORLANDO GRECO:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

_ ORLANDO GRECO: .
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

. ORLANDO GRECO:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

ORLANDO GRECO:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

MAYOR BRIARE:

PAUL GRANT:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

PAUL GRANT:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
~ PAUL GRANT:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
 PAUL GRANT: =

The previous --

 Oh, yes, I'm sorry then -- I misunderstood you.

I thought you were indicating that they wanted to-
put more apartments there. They have no idea.

No, I said we protested the previous application

for apartments. These are nat apartments --

No, sir.

These are condos.

Yes, residents.

They're condos, but we're still protesting.

I noticed that. |

Thank you, Mr. Greco. Is there anyone eise?
Yes, sir. Was there anyone else after this

gentieman? One other, fine. You'll be the
last then, sir. :

~I'm Paul Grant. I live at 6628 Burgundy Way. I've

lived there for the past 16 years and that's at the
corner of Burgundy and Lorenzi. - I oppose re-zoning
this-on two reasons. @ feel that we have our share

of high density and medium high density in apartments --
in dwellings with what is already there, and secondly
I'm right across Lorenzi from where the proposed

parking lot is to be and I'm kind of a neighbor man

and I don't T1ike to refer to my neighbor as a parking
Tot. So, I would rather have a single-family dwellings
there so that we would have things in common we could
talk about and share as a community. If my neighbor needs
help, dnd.I1'd 1ike to go help him I can't help anyone
that's in-a park1ng lot, you know.

vD1d you. hear what their redesign was7

No, I haven t.

Their redesign was for units facing you.

- Oh, T see.

Or down that street.

Well, that would help an awful lot. Okay, but I feel:
that in the community where we are, we should at this
time continue to have R-1 single-family dwellings.
Thank you.
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MAYOR BRIARE: Thank you, Mr. Grant. Now, sir.

BUZZ TRACY: My name is Buzz Tracy. I live at 417 Lorenzi which
is just a stone's throw from this thing they're trying
to build there and you wouldn't have to be a good
centerfielder with a good arm to throw it that far either.

MAYOR BRIARE: - What's your cross street, Mr. Tracy?

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Alta.

MAYOR BRIARE: ‘ Alta? ‘
BUZZ TRACY: Yes. E
COMMISSIONER LEVY: You're north of Alta, right?

BUZZ TRACY: ‘ Right 5 houses down. I bought a home there because

it was R-1.and I'd 1ike to keep it that way. If you
go from up Alta from Decatur.as far out west on Alta
as you want to go till you get out to the Red Rock
area, you'll find nothing there but R-1. I speak for
all the people in the 400 block of Lorenzi. Thank you.

MAYOR BRIARE: - Thank you, Mr. Tracy. Mr. Wallace, do you want to --
. do you want to make a response now to Commissioner
Lurie's question a 1ittle bit earlier?

G. C. WALLACE: Thank you, Mayor. I am sure that Commissioner Lurie,
as well as you, Mayor, and the rest of the Commissioners
are very familiar with the City's general plan. I have
a copy of it here. Nobody has studied it anymore
anyway then yours truly. I have studied it an awful
lot and just very briefly -- is the general plan is
based on the concept of the residential planning
district. - As_I read the general plan, that's a must.
That must is that we have a square mile -- now there's
a little difference here because Rainbow is here and
this is really the land line, but that is a square
mile that is bounded by major arterials and that is
the residential planning district, and there are
guidelines in the general plan for setting up the
maximum population .-- designed population in there.
What I submit to you is that the existing population
plus what has been set aside for this property -- these
other undeveloped properties that we could build our
project in there with its 336 units times 2.8 for the
population and with it completed then, we are below
the designed population. Now that's the general plan.
The general plan and I -- this is where there is a
difference and we recognize that. The general plan
also has other tools and if I could just briefly find
it andits only just a sentence. There are other
neighborhood concept guidelines. The following policies
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G. C. WALLACE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

G. C. WALLACE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

G. C. WALLACE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

G. C. WALLACE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
G. C. WALLACE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

and standards represent a design concept that can

be used within the concept of the residential planning
district; which suggests to me that it's not a mandatory
situation and that it's based on schools -- an elementary
school here and an elementary school here that does -
break it up, and under that contacts -- context, yes
there's a little heavier density designed popu]at1on
here then there is in this 320 acres, but they're

built around the elementary school and in this regard,
the added population that we were originally proposing
still would not exceed the 97% designed: capacity of
Rose Warren. Rose Warren has a 97% designed capacity
of 621 students. With its current enrollment as of
February 18th, 1983, was 494. Our orignial application
was for 336 dwelling units. Taking the multiplication
factor that the school District uses, that would
generate a 122 students. That together with the
existing enroliment would bring the enrollment to

this school to 616 which is less the design capacity.

So we think that that is really in conformance with the
idea of the school as being the heart of a neighborhood.
We are below its designed capacity. Let me, just
briefly -- . :

Let me just ask you one question.

Yes, sir. }

Why -- where do you-draw the line? What happens

if that red line -- your boundary line -- you move

it up to Torrey Pines and then move it up to Antelope?
This red line?

It's a half mile west.

Now, you have a new neighborhood. You have a new area.
This red line is the boundary of the residential
p]ann1ng district which by your -- the general plan
says it's the major arterials that bounded the one
square mile.

That one mile.’

Section lines.

So these are your major arter1a1s that bound that

- square mile.

For those areas, but if you moved it -- say you moved
it @ half mile that would change the -- '
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: No, it would put the major streets in the m1dd1e

‘ ~ of it instead of on the boundaries.
COMMISSIONER LURIE: But it would also increase the density of the -- -
COMMISSIONER LEVY: No, it wouldn't.
COMMISSIONER LURIES Sure because you've taken that other vacant property.
COMMISSIONER LEVY: Look at the west. It's all R-1 to the west.
COMMISSIONER LURIE: The other thing that you bring up is the fact that

Rose Warren School is 494 students and yet they're
taking kids from the Sproul area west of Rainbo

G. C. WALLACE: Here?

COMMISSIONER LURIE: There.

G. C. WALLACE: No, no, no, no. _

COMMISSIONER LURIE: They're taking them and putting them in Dale Pitman
which is on the other side of the Expressway.

G. C. WALLACE: No. The yei]ow boundary that you see there is zoned
for Rose Warren --

COMMISSIONER LURIE:" Right.

G. C. WALLACE: -- and that's within this residential planning district.

One thing that I'd 1ike to point out is that the green
boundary is the boundary for the 0 K Adcock School,

and it's interesting to note that a lot of the protestants
1iving here and our concerned -- and I agree with them
about their youngsters having to cross Rainbow, and

I'd 1ike to pass off a senario that I've discussed

with the School District. Both Adcock and Rose Warren
rank 5th and 6th among all the Las Vegas elementary
schools for capabilities to take additional students.
They need them. The build up of density in this area
will bring them to their designed capacities, eleminating
the need to come across Rainbow to pick up school
population. It puts the School District in then the
position of building another elementary school for

this area or putting portable classrooms at Smith and
that is a very strong -~

COMMISSIONER LURIE: They're going to have to do it.
G. C. WALLACE: -~ they will be faced with that.
COMMISSIONER LURIE: That's right.
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G. C. WALLACE:

DEBORAH BREZNEY:

G. C. WALLACE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

G. C. WALLACE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

G. C. WALLACE:
MAYOR BRIARE:
G. C. WALLACE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

6. C. WALLACE:

MAYOR BRIARE:.

And when they do that there won't be the need
for youngsters to cross busy Rainbow.

Are you speaking for the School District, Mr.

Wallace?

I had a personal discussion Monday with the person
in charge of the zoning and I am giving you the

statistics -- pardon?

I think he's just answering some questions about
neighborhoods, but I was talking about boundary
lines. If you move them five blocks one way or
five blocks the other way, it changes the whole

area.

Again, just repeating -- when you consider the
entire residential planning district, we will be
under it even with our original application which
we now modified. I want to talk about your comment,

. Commissioner Lurie --

Just a minute now, Mr. Wallace, you're going to
talk about the comments that were made by the
opposition unless Mr. Lurie is asking you a question

that you want to --

Well, I asked him something earlier. He might want

~. 'to answer from earlier.

That's what I thought it was.

Okay.

There was a question about the -

Then there was the question about my d1fference of the

9.6 and staff's of the 9.

I didn't ask that one.
.one -- about the 9 to the 9.6.
- question, it wasn't me.

Al -- the Mayor asked that

Somebody asked that.

I didn't ask that question:

‘No, you responded to it and I understood your answer.

With regard to drairage, and that's the only comment
that I have is that obviously this is a matter that

has to be addressed in the final design.
based upon your current ordinances require drainage to be

be addressed. Where water comes from? Where it's
going to go? How's it going to be mitigated, etc.?

So this is a design process and for whatever development

goes there, this has to be accomplished.

Thank you, Mr. Wallace.

A1l projects
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G. C. WALLACE:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

G. C. WALLACE:

Thank you.

The public hearing is closed and we'll now hear
comments if any from the Commissioners. I also

for the record, want to make sure it's reflected
as part of these proceedings a letter from
Assemblyman John DuBois who is in District No. 2 and
he lays out a number of arguments most of which
have already been covered today, and speaking on
behalf of his district, he opposes this application.
That's in addition to I believe all the other
letters that we have that are already a matter of
record, I don't know.

We better correct the minutes, Mayor, because that's
one more.

This is one more, right. That's on page 2.

Mayor, I'd just like to make a comment. We've got

‘all these letters of protest, but these letters of

protests were against 360 units. I'm not sure and

I don't mean these people who are here speaking for --
wish to address that -- the fact that maybe these
protestors if they were able to hear this presentation
and also hear the reduction might not be against this
proaect. That's exactly what I mean, you don't know.
Ma'am this is not a cross discussion, I'm ta1k1ng to
the Mayor and my fellow Commissioners.

Exactly the matter's before the Commission now, folks.
If any Commissioner has a question to ask, he's
certainly entitled to ask it and if the response is in
order, he'll get the response.

" There's one question I would like to ask of Mr. Wallace

since he's representing the applicant and I don't know
if my fellow Commissioners would allow this. But, I
was just wondering would you be willing to take this
back to Planning, or would you rather not -- I'm not
trying to force an issue -- because of the reduction
and giving an opportunity for the neighbors and all
these protestors to see this production?

I'd 1ike to address that. I certainly appreciate your
position in looking at a tough decision and looking at

a lot of planning factors. We're looking at a lot of
people's existing lifestyles, etc., etc., and it's a
tough bullet for you to bite. We can take it back to

the Planning Commission. I met with the residents.

I said, I'd be willing to meet with you again. "I said,

I certainly would hope that we could work out compromises
so that there could be some harmony." I said, "I'd be
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G. C. WALLACE: available, and they called me later after they
: had subsequently met and said, "Mr. Wallace, we

don‘t want to compromise, we want only R-1." I
don't think R -- and I won't go into that, that's
a whole other subject -- but yes, the tough --
what it's going to do on our client, my client.
Metropolitan, it'sgoing to be a tough bullet for
him and let me explain. It's in escrow, the property,
There's no condition of zoning. It's not subject
to any zoning. He's got to close next week. If
this has to go back to Planning, obviously we're
not going to have a decision and it's going to be
a tough decision for him. Do I take it back to
Planning and maybe hope to get something, or do
I -- you know, do they tell me strictly R-1. Should
I forfeit my earnest money. These are heavy considerations
that he's going to make. That doesn't answer your
question, does it? .

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Sure didn't, and I can't guarantee anything as you
realize th1s

G. C. WALLACE: I understand. We would like to think there's
compromise. We've made a compromise. If this is
something that Planning should look at, yes, we're
willing. We don't think it should remain R-1. I
think that all planning concepts, philosophies, dictate
that it be something else. I got in a little more
than what I was asked. . '

COMMISSIONER LEVY: Bésica]]y, our staff somewhat agréed’with you.

G. C. WALLACE: I think we're so close that even -- .
COMMISSIONER LEVY: I don't want to get into, you know -- our staff did

I don't want to bring that back up again -- felt maybe
there was some density but not what you had proposed
originally.

COMMISSIONER LURIE: Even if the application was -- if it was denied today --
let's say that happens. You could come back in --
is it four months, Harold.-- and submit the app]1cat10n
which again would be -- if there's not a motion, I'm
going to make a motion in a minute. Again, you can
meet with the neighors, Meet with the Planning Staff
and come up with that plan. It's kind of ironic that
you changed the plan and as I mentioned in my earlier
statement, we know, the residents that live in the area,
myself, that someday something's going to be built on
that piece of ground. It's not going to stay vacant,
but the thing that we want to see is something that's
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COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LURIE:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

going to come in there that's going to be
compatible with the existing zoning, and there's
going to have to be some compromises. I think

the residents understand that. You can't expect
all R-1 on a busy major thoroughfare. I understand
that. I hope the residents -- going to have to
understand that some day when somebody rezones

that piece of property to whatever density it
comes out to be, but my --

Are you asking for a response?
I wasn't asking for one, no.

No. You can respond to questions and there's no
question. : '

My feeling is that my earlier remarks that relate
to the designed population of the area --I think

in four months or six months, by the time that the
staff has a chance to review the general plan --
and it's going to be choosing a citizen's committee
to review that and I'm sure some of the individuals
that live in my district are going to be appointed
to that committee -- will have an opportunity to
review that whole mile area, that whole five mile
area between Antelope and Westcliff and farther

out and some. of the vacant areas that we're going
to fill in. So I personally believe. that we have no
choice today but to deny the application.

Do you so move?
I move it.

Comments on the motion? No comments? Cast your

votes. Post. The motion is approved and the
application is denied. Motion carried with Christensen
and Levy voting "NO."

Your Honor, there was a couple points made in this

that I think will have impact on future decisions

of this Board from now on and I would 1ike to suggest

a policy that we maybe ook at and bring up for dis-
cussion at our next meeting and have the staff look
into it, realizing that under the Open Meeting Law

a decision can't be made. There was a question as

to who spoke for the School District and it was a valid
question, but I got -- I had a question as to the

Fire Department and I don't think my answer was a whole
lot better than the School District's. I wonder if
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COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

MAYOR -BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN
MAYOR BRIARE
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

we could request on the zoning matters from now

on, the definite input from someone in authority

to speak for the School District in the zoning
application, as well as a definite spokesman

for -the Police Department and a definite spokesman
for the Fire Department so that it wouldn't be
tainted with the fact that the spokesman for the
Fire Department happens to be a fire captain who
lives in the area? So we can get an unbiased
opinion from the School District, Fire Department
and also the Police Department when this comes up.

I frankly am tired of taking the heat for the School
District because the public doesn't seem to understand
that the School District does not build the school
in anticipation of students, only after the students
are there. If we follow the zoning based on what
the protestants would 1ike with schools, we would
never have any schools built because we would never
move children into an area where it needed a school.
The schools. come after the children, not before, and
I think we should have that input from the School
District, from the Police Department and the Fire
Department from now on on these things so that we
know where we stand.

Well I personally --
Dfd you want to make a comment, Commissioner?
Yes, I just like to make a comment. I just feel

that school bus1ness shou1d not be brought up at
this --

.. Except as, perhaps; as Comm1551oner Christensen
. suggested.

" Well.

I think we should have input though.

You know -- you know what that is? I think that's
an excellent idea and as a matter of fact, when
discussions are being had by this Board and also a

. piece of legislation that Commissioner Levy informs me

is already been introduced in the State Legislature
giving some additional authority to the Planning
Commission and one of the things is that it would be

like an impact statement you actually solicit as part

of the application and the applicant should be obliged

to bring a statment from the School District, a statement
from the Fire Department, Police Department as to what
impact this is going to have on their facility.
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COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COMMISSIONER LEVY:

MAYOR BRIARE:
HAROLD FOSTER:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:

MAYOR BRIARE:

But, Mayor --
Whatever the application happens to be.

but along the 1ines of the School District,

they came for a bond issue, they wanted to

build more schools and the citizens turned

them down and I'm sure what you're going to
receive from the School District is that-

every school is crowded, and that's basically --
what they're doing is they're zoning -- they're
moving kids around because one school might not
be full but they're so overpacked at another
location, they're busing them and moving them
around. You read it in the paper everyday and

I just don't think that our zoning matters
should be determined by the impact of the schools
when we can't do anything about it. We can do

- something about Police, we can do something about

Fire that's our responsibility here --

I'm sure we might get a few more votes for building
more schools then.

I don't think we need to have our zoning issues
determined by that but I think we need to know who
is speaking for the School District, who's speaking
for the Fire department, and who's speaking for

the Police Department and who's speaking for --

Oh. I have no problem with that.

A comment.

I would rather hear from our department heads and

I certainly feel that our fire department is our
responsibility and if we have an inadequacy somewhere
we should do something about it.

Let's ask -- if the Commission has no objections, why
don't you put together some kind of a little research
on that and circulate it.

On major projects or app11cat1ons we can solicit these
types of comments that'll have that information from
staff's standp01nt

An economic -- what are these things we've been getting

" now -- what are these people --

Impact statements.
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COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LURIE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COMMISSIONER LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

No, these -- financial advisors.

Oh, yes. Mrs. Hawley, set meetings and
file appeals and so on and so on.

I'd 1Tike to ask Harold. I'd just like to ask

 Harold on the next agenda where we are with

the general plan update report?
We're hiring a guy now.

Commissioner Pearson, can you attend a meeting
Monday? Well, I'11 tell you what we're going to
have to do respect to the Razor Wire meeting because
it's impossible to determine right now what days

we can meet so, Mrs. Hawley, would you contact each
member of this Commission and get your calendar out
and try to --

what about a week from now?

Well, I don't have a calendar and I don't know if --
anybody's got calendars. The main thing is you got
to do it in time to either call on the --

There's a calendar up on the wall.

-- no, I mean I don't know if my appointments are --

you coordinate it and the City Manager will be of
help to you. Is that agreeable?

END OF EXCERPT
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