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igGENDO 

I ITEM 

I. 	9:45 A.M.  

tile.",  March 16, 1RP °1-  
BOARD OP CITY commissiomERs 	 Page 1 

COMMISSION .CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Commission Action 

FULL BOARD PRESENT' 

Department Action 

ct Special Plaque was IPresente4  to the 
_it),  on behalf of th4 Men and Women of 
ellis.AFB- at an outdoor'service prior ' 
o beginning of meeting. 

A. 	COMMUNITY RELATIONS  

B. , SPECIAL EVENTS  Pareer Day students i 
Olcomed by the Mayoll 

n attendance were 

I.  
I. II. 	10:00 A.M. 

A. 	ANNOUNCEMENT RE COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN 
MEETING LAW 

Announcement  Given 

B. 	INVOCATION  

Robert A. Spiering, President 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints 

. 	PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

nvocatiOn given by 
obert A. Spiering, 
hurch of jeSys - Chri 
f Latter Day Saints 

ledge Given 

AP P RO'v'ED 
A 4 
( 41'1 



SIGNATURE 

UNDA M. OWENS 
!teary Public - SMta of Nevada 

Altalim Wad to out Cat, 
11 NOON bans tz. oat 

■••••■■•.11 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 

(Posting required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) ()()()2  

STATE OF NEVADA 	) 

COUNTY OF CLARK 	) ss 
1,147.1.! 

pin4/ ‘ttur-ye,-- 1 	, an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada 
, 	y sworn, deposes and says that on the 	// ilk-- 	day of 

j140.4 	,iga,  at the hour of  9! Sti.40-1  there were posted copies of 
i- NOTICE, the 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 	16t1, 	day of 	March  
2322, at 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted on Public 
Baletin Board at the following locations: 

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

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

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

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

- 5. On the Special Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City 
Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue (near t4 entr(nce,to the City 
Commission Chambers). 

DEPARTMENT OF DIVISION 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

//17."6  	day of  11., 4(„.,02 	, 11E3 

being 

NOTARY'PUBLIC in and for said County 
and State. My Commission expires: j 4 --/.2-41P' 



. AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 
CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

SIGNATURE (an employee in the Office 
of the CITY CLERK) 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

day of  //12W,L  

NOTARY VUBLIC in arid for said County 
and State. My Commission expires: 

0003 
(Mailing required under the provisions of A. B. 437, NRS CHAPTER 241) 

STATE OF NEVADA 	) 

COUNTY OF CLARK 	ss 

•=ev' 
dOnc■Li 	. 	, an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada•
being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the  • // 	day of 
/770.2tx...041 	,  R'2)  . a ooPY of an AGENDA (NOTICE), the attached of which is 
a true and correct copy, of a REGULAR MEETING of the BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 
OF CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, to be held on the /er-ifi_ 	of  %-rnet_Afr)  

1982, was deposited in the United States Mail, Postage prepaid, First Class 
Mail, to each person and/or organization Whose name appears in the Agenda Register 
maintained in the Office of the City Clerk as having requested, in writing, a 
copy of Said AGENDA (NOTICE). 
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azd, te4 
0004 

March 16, 1983 

Page 2 . 

Department Action 

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONEi86.4011 

Commission Action 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Items 1 thru 4 and 
Items 1 and 2 under 
Child Care Centers. 
Unanimous with the 
exception that 
Christensen abstaine 
from voting on 
Item 4. 

Staff to proceed 

pGE111De 

ITEM 

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  

JERRY J. CAHILL, DIRECTOR  

*CONSENT AGENDA  

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

*A. 	CHILD CARE FACILITY APPLICATIONS  
(Approved by the Child Welfare 
Board) 

Family Child Care Homes  

1. 	DEBRA KISNER 
4052 Woodgreen Drive 

3 children days/2 nights 

1 

A 

2. LISA KOLSTAD 
5129 Cannon Blvd 

5 children days 

3. KATHRYN OMAN 
1404 Newport 

3 children days/2 nights 

4. JUDY SCOTT 
7012 Oakhurst Lane 

5 children days 

ROVED AGENDA ITEM 



Child Care Centers  

1. 	RHYME & REASON 
1632 East Charleston 1 

APPROVED 
See Page 2 

See Page 2 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

*C. 	GAMING -- Additional  

1 Staff to proceed Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Items 1 thru 7 
Unanimous 

1. 	FRIENDLY CLUB, INC. 

Friendly Club 
101 East Fremont 
4 "21" Tables 

APPR 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

(111,41;i 10014 iire1;14 March 16, 19 83 3 0  

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

PHONE 386-6011 
Commission Action 	Department Action 

IWGEPIDfl 

I ITEM  

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
(cont'd) 

*A. 	CHILD CARE FACILITY APPLICATIONS  
(cont'd) 

36 children days 

2. 	BUSY BUDDY'S I 
2010 Palomino Lane 

38 children days/5 nights 
4 before/after school 

*B. 	LIQUOR -- Additional  

1. 	LAS VEGAS INN & CASINO, INC. 

Las Vegas Inn & Casino 
1501 West Sahara Avenue 
1 bar 

YED AGENDA mai 
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1.64 Vesi4 
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS *400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Commission Action 

%GEI1De 

I ITEM  

0006  
March 16, 1983 

Page 4 

Department Action 

APPROVED 
See Page 3 

See Page 3 

III.  DEPARTMENT OF SUSINESS ACTIVITY. 
Ccont d) 

GAMING 	Additional  
(contidi 	 r 

2. 	HORSESHOE nua OPERATING 
CGMPANY 

Horseshoe Club 
128 East Fremont 
1 slot 

3. 	..GEMINI, INC. 

Lady Luck Casino 
206 North 3rd Street 
2 "21" Tables 

SCOTT PLAZA', INC. 

• Union Plaza Hotel 	' Casino 
#1 Main Street 	. 
1 "21" Table 

AUTOMATIC AMUSEMENTS OF L. V. 

Kosher Burrito 
235 North Eastern 
2 slots 

6. 	J. J,. PARKER, COMPANY 

Port Tacic 
3190 West Sahara 
2 slots 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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(344 	[404 i44944
0007  

March 16, 1983 

BOAROOFCITYCOMMMMONERS 	 Page 5 
COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Commission Action 	Department Action 

APPROVED 
See Page 3 

See Page 3 

Lurie - 
APPROVED, subject to 
provisions Items 1 
and 2. 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

tiGENDR 

I ITEM 
II 	I III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  

(cont'd) 

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

7. 	UNITED COIN MACHINE COMPANY 

A J Laundry 
1404 South Fourth Street 
3 slots 

IF D. 	LIQUOR -_- New  

1. *STOP 'N GO MARKETS OF 
NEVADA, INC. 
dba 
STOP 'N GO MARKET #1163 
2431 East Bonanza 

Beer/Wine Off-Sale License 

(Stop 'N Go Markets of Nevada, 
Inc., a wholly-owned 

I . 	

subsidiary of National 
Convenience Stores, Inc.) 

National Convenience 
Stores, Inc. -- 
V. H. Van Horn, Pres, Dir 
A. J. Gallerano, V. P., 

41 	.41p 	

General Counsel, Secy 
et al 

A! 44, 
Stop 'N Go Markets of 
Nevada, Inc. -- 

V. H. Van Horn, Pres, Dir 
C) 	 A. J. Gallerano, V. P., 

AP  Secy 
et al 

Zone Manager: 
Glynn Lambert 

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



.0008  
March 16, 1983 

Page 6 

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
(cont'd) 

D. 	LIQUOR -- New  
(cont'd) 

APPROVED 
See Page 5 

See Page 5 

APPR1VED /51-:;10.1 iTEM 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

GE1100 0,,e.ottivittiesm 
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

ITEM Commission Action 	Department Action 

2. *STOP 'N GO MARKETS OF 
NEVADA, INC. 
dba 
STOP 'N GO MARKET #1160 
1201 East Sahara Avenue 

Beer/Wine Off-Sale License 

(Stop 'N Go Markets of Nevada, 
Inc., a wholly-owned 
subsidiary of National 
Convenience Stores, Inc.) 

National Convenience 
Stores, Inc. -- 

V. H. Van Horn, Pres, Dir 
A. J. Gallerano. V. P., 

General Counsel, Secy 
et al 

Stop 'N Go Markets of 
Nevada, Inc. -- 

V. H. Van Horn, Pres, Dir 
A. J. Gallerano, V. P., 

Secy 
et al 

Zone Manager: 
Glynn Lambert 

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



Le44 Vey's. 

1. 	GNLV CORPORATION 
dba 
GOLDEN NUGGET 
129 East Fremont 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

1 

Lurie 7 

APPROVED 
Items 1 and 2 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES- MARCH 16, 1983 

I. 
ITEM 

March 16, 11139°9  

BOARDOPCITYCOMMMMONERS 	 Page 7 
COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 	 . 

- 'Commission Action. 	Department Action 

III- DEPARTMOTAF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
(,cont'd) 	• 	" 

LIQUOR .& GAMING -- Approval of 
Key Employee, . 	 _  

General On-Off Sale License 
Gaming: Nonrestricted 

(GNLV Corporation, a wholly-
owned subsidiary of Golden 
Nugget, Inc.) 

Key Employee: 
Eric Drache, Poker Manager 

F. 	GAMING -- New  

1. 	CLIFFORD AVRON 
dba 
HARD HAT COCKTAIL LOUNGE 
1675 Industrial Road 

Restricted Gaming: 
9 Operator Slots 

Clifford Avron, 100% 

. 	SALUTE, ENTERPRISIS,INC. 
4ba. 
DUFFY',$: TAVERN 
4420 East Charleston, #2 

Restricted Gaming: 
10 Operator Slots 

'ppm*
mammu nw.Robert Elwart, Pres, pir, 50% AGENDA  	Albritton, V. P., Dir, 

50% 
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z 	et.s. esm. 0010•  
March lb, 1983 

Page BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

8 

Commission Action 	Department Action 

1 
I 
1 

Lurie - 
APPROVED, subject to 
the provisions. 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

tiGENDO 

I 	ITEM 

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
(cont'd) 

G. 	GAMING -- Change of Location  

1. 	From: 2648 South Highland 

TO: 	*WESTRONICS, INC. 
dba 
WESTRONICS, INC. 
2901 So Highland, #13-D 

Slot Operator License 

Michael Wichinsky, 
Pres, Dir, 44.6% 

William O'Donnell, Sr., 
V. P., Dir, 24.32% 

Glenn Wichinsky, V. P., 
Secy, Treas, Dir, 
15.54% 

Claudia Wichinsky, 
15.54% 

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

H. 	BURGLAR ALARM LICENSE -- Change of 
Location 

1. 	From: 5441 Paradise Road 

TO: 	SECURITY GUARD I.T.T. 
ALARM SYSTEMS OF LAS 
VEGAS, INC. 
dba 
SECURITY GUARD I.T.T. 
ALARM SYSTEMS 
3254 Civic Center 

AkEtakin21 	Drive, #A 

Samuel Moore, Pres, 
V. P., Secy, Treas, 
100% 



III. DEPARTMENT OF .BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
- (cant• 'd1 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

1. 	From: 

TO: 

t;..g.E.1,1p0 CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

. BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Page 9 

March 16, 1983 

ITEM Commission Action Department Action 

1 
PRIVATE DETECTIVE LICENSE -- Change 
of Corporate -Owner:shiO/Change of 
Location 

Nevada Security & 
Patrol Services, Inc. 
McCarren International 

Airport 

Gary Holman, Pres, Chmn 
of the Board, 
Qualifying Agent 

Ray L. Eicher, Jr., 
V. P. - Operations 

NEVADA SECURITY & 
PATROL SERVICES,ANC-
dba. 
NEVADA SECURITY &- 
_PATROL SERVICES, INC. 
1020 East Charleston 

Donald E. Hoke, Jr., 
Pres 

John L. Barr, V. P., 
Qualifying Agent 

Margueritte Fitzgerald, 
Treas 

7.11ED .2.(..:Zf'15A ITEM 
f 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

IflGEIIDfl 	4 1.‘44 veietit March 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Items K and L with 
Item 2 under K amend 
to include March 31, 
1983. 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

ITEM 

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Commission Action 

0012 
16, 1983 

Page 10 

Department Action 

1 

1 

1 

1 

if 

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
(cont'd) 

• J. 	TIME SHARE LICENSE/ACQUISITION 
AGENT -- Change from Corporation 
to Sole Proprietorship  

1. 	From: Growth Investments, Ltd 
dba 
Motel Development, Inc. 

Jay Brown, Pres, Secy, 
Treas, Dir, 100% 

TO: 	JAY BROWN 
dba 
JAY BROWN 
200 East Fremont Street 

Jay H. Brown, 100% 

K. 	SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE  

1. 	HELP THEM WALK AGAIN 
FOUNDATION 

. Location: 2333 East Sahara 

Date: 	March 17, 1983 

Responsible Licensee: 
Fred Keck 
Skinny Dugan's Pub 

2. 	ARA LEISURE SERVICES, INC. 

Location: Cashman Field 
850 Las Vegas Blvd 

North 
Date: 	April 1, 1983 

Responsible Licensee: 
Keith Lopeman 
Mallory's 
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4L4 Ve  0013 
March 16, 1983 

Page 11 BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-601 

Commission Action 	Department Action 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

APPROVED 
See Page 10 

See Page 10 

%GEI1Dn 

I ITEM 

1 

1 

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
(cont'd) 

L. 	SPECIAL EVENT GAMING LICENSE  

1. 	REGINA HALL AUXILIARY 

Location: #1 Main Street 

Date: 	May 1, 1983 

Type: 	Bingo 

LIQUOR -- Request for Approval 
of Nonoperational Status  

1. 	RUTH VENNEMAN 
dba 
DAN DEE BAR 
1129 South Commerce 

General On-Off Sale License 

Ruth M. Venneman, 100% 

(Nonoperational status for period 
6/28/82 to 9/28/82 approved 
6/16/82. Nonoperational status 
for period 9/28/82 to 12/28/82 
approved 9/15/82. Nonoperational 
status for period 12/28/82 to 
3/28/83 approved 12/15/82. Request 
for approval of extension for 
additional three-month period: 
3/28/83 to 6/28/83.*) 

*Must be in operation prior to 
6/28/83. 

A1920VA,caDA EnUA 

i 	1 



0014 

Date: 	March 4, 1983 

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

1, Director 
artddfit of Business Acitivty 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

eibt4I/citi 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

UBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- MARCH 16, 1983 COMMISSION AGENDA 
LIQUOR -- Request for Approval of Nonoperational Status 

1JRPOSE/BACKGROUN0  

Item, "M", 1, on the Department of Business Activity agenda is the 
last three-month request for extension of nonoperational status on 
the liquor license held by Ruth Venneman, 100%, dba Dan Dee Bar. 

A copy of Ms. Venneman's letter requesting this extension is attached. 

Agenda Item 

III. "M" 	1 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

00 -15 

!'arch L, 1933 

Jerry Cahill, Director 
Department of 2usiness Activity 
Ias Ve-'as, :v. 39101 

Re: Dan Dee Bar 
Ge-eral 2n-Off Sale License 
L04-122-4-00037 

Dear !4r. Cahill. 

At the City Commission meetin ,7 of ?.larch 2, 1983, the !!ayor 
and City Commissioners approved the placement of the Dan Dee 
Dar license at 1129 South Commerce. Because there is probably 
not time to complete the necessary work at that location be-
fors the non-operational status of the license expires, I a= 
requestin -r an additional extention of three months and hope 
that by that time this will be back in the active catel:ory. 

Than! you ,Jerry, as well as 'are and '.Titen for all the help 
7rou have -Tiven 	during this past year. 

Cincerely, 

't? 	 ' 
P  

7.uth Venneman 
- Dan Dee Bar 

D. Lewis 
Las Ve-ras, 7v. 39101 

2-4--  " I 



APP 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES MARCH 16 .,. 1983 

OGEHIDO 

ITEM  

• 	00.16 4 	ese. March 16, 1983 

BOAROOFCITYCOMMMMONERS. 	 Page 12 
COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 	. 

PHONE 386-6011 

Commission Action Department Action • 

III. _ DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
r 	-(COnt'd) 

ABEYANCE ITEM  

N. 	LIQUOR & GAMING -- Change of 
Ownership  

1. 	From: Manmat Financial 
Enterprises, Inc. -- 

Charles Tretsky, 
Pres, Secy, Treas, 
33 1/3% 

Richard Lashyr--  
Strother, V. P., 
66 2/3% 

TO: 	.*S & • B MANAGEMENT,. INC. 
dba 
JERRY'S LIQUOR/BEER. AR  
1604 West Oakey Blvd 	. 

General On-Off 
, Restricted Gaming: 

12 Operator Slots.  

.Jon Evan Holten., Pres, 
D4r 

Lawanna Von Holten,.:.-' 
Secy, Treas . , 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

OVED AGENDA ITEM 



BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

4 Vesow 
March 16, 1983 

Page 13 

Commission Action 	Department Action 

o a 1 

Lurie - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended (Dula Center 
designated as a 
facility primarily 
for senior citizens 
under auspices of 
Sr. Citizen Center). 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THESELEC-
TION OF A CONSULTANT TO DO THE COMPREHENSIVE 

. UPDATE OF THE GENERAL PLAN. 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

OGENDI 

ITEM 

711:7  

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

A. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE 
RECOMMENDATION OF THE SENIOR CITIZEN ADVISORY 

. BOARD THAT DULA.CENTER BE INCORPORATED INTO 
 THE SENIOR ACTIVITY COMPLEX. 

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE 
SELECTION OF AN EXTERNAL AUDITOR FOR THE . 
CITY OF LAS VEGAS AS REQUIRED BY NRS 354.624 
FOR AN INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF THE CITY• BUDGET 

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE 
ACCEPTANCE OF THE HIGH SPEED/SUPERSKED 
TRAIN FEASIBILITY STUDY As COMPLETED-BY 
THE BUDD COMPANY'AND . APPROVAL OF FINAL 
.PAYMENT, 

Lurie - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended (enter contr 
with Planning Cente 
Newport Beach and 
creation of Citizen 
Advisory Committee. 
Unanimous 
(Final Action in PM 

Levy - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended (acceptance 
Ashworth, Ernst 
Sandford, Ltd. for 
FY 1 83, 1 84 and '85) 
Unanimous 

Levy - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended (payment to 
Budd Co. and accept, 
of study subject to 
receipt of written 
acceptance by Feder 
Railroad Adm.) 
Unanimous 
(Christensen excuse 

Staff to proceed 

ct 
of 

ession) 

.Staff to proceed 
Ross Johnson of 
f Ashworth, Ernst 

& Sanford present 

Audit presentation 
to appear on 
4/6/83 Agenda. 

Staff to proceed 

Jack Libby, Chmn. 
nce 	Study Corn. .  

gave report 

1 

City Manager direct 
have resolution on 
in support of Valle 
for Life Program an 
community support ! 
assistance. 

Ki by Board to 
W6/83 agenda 
f Hospital's Flight 
Iencourage 
or financial 



eZ., LivtticiAi 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

0018 
Dam  March 9. 1983 

7'76777-12  RU SELL W. CORN 
CITY MANAFER 

TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners 

1 

States Due: 	  1V(a) A. 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

SUBJECT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE SENIOR CITIZEN 
ADVISORY BOARD THAT DULA CENTER BE INCORPORATED INTO THE SENIOR ACTIVITY COMPLEX. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The architect is in the process of developing plans for the expansion of 
the Senior Citizen Center. The expansion will be paid for by funds both 
from the City and County. The design process has brought into focus the 
need to make a determination now as to the future use of Dula Center. The 
Senior Citizen Advisory. Board at their last meeting recommended that nula 
Center be incorporated into the Senior Citizen Complex and be programmed 
primarily for use by the seniors. 

At the present time several clubs use Dula on a weekly and monthly basis. 
This use could continue if the senior activity program is allowed at this 
facility. Dula is also used very heavily for basketball both league play 
and free play. _This use could not continue under the senior citizen pro-
gram. 

Although the primary use would be for senior citizens, they would also 
program other. uses into the building that would be compatible with their 
functions. If Dula is to be a senior citizen facility, the determination 
should be made now so that the remodeling program can be oredtcated poon 
that basis to get the most benefit from both buildings. 

Recognizing that there will be a continuing demand for an increase in 
services to senior citizens and recognizing that somewhere along the 
line Dula Center would become a senior citizen facility, it aopears most 
logical to make that conclusion now. 

FISCAL IMPACT 	• 

If any, it would be very minimal. The Recreation staff now used at Dula 
would be transferred to other recreation facilities. The maintenance costs 
of the building would remain the Same. There .  may bea need to hire an . 	. 

. hourly person to program the uses for the seniors. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The City Manager recommends that Dula Center be designated as a facility 
- 	primarily for senior citizen use under the auspices of the Senior Citizen 

Center. 

DISPOSITION 
Approved 
Disapproved 
I-IeId 

Mends Item 3- 1 6-83 
r"! 

7.-1.110 
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Dar  March 8. 1983  

TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners 

FROM: 

ST.avzs 0:;e: 	  IV(a) 	S. 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

4iA4ice#4 
- AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

RUSSELTW: 
CITY HAHAGER 

SUBJECT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE SELECTION OF A CONSULTANT 
TO DO THE COMPREHENSIVE UPDATE OF THE GENERAL PLAN. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Due to the many changes that have taken place since the last comprehensive 
update of the General Plan, it appears timely that a comprehensive update 
take place. The previous plan was predicated primarily upon the philosophy 
of a residential population housed predominately in single family homes 
on standard-size lots. The philosophy has changed to allowing greater 
densities, smaller lots, zero-lot lines, etc. Furthermore, the County 
is undergoing the development of a comprehensive plan and Summa Corporation 
is developing a master plan for their property. 

Invitations to submit proposals were sent to fifty consulting firms and 
replies were received from seventeen consulting firms . A screening 
committee comprised of the Director of Planning, a member of the Planning 
Commission, the Deputy City Manager, and the Director of Budget and Manage-
ment screened the proposals and the top three were invited to make a pre-
sentation to the committee. The screening committee selected the Planning 
Center of Newport Beach as the primary firs. They will associate with 
PRC Voorhees and Newport Economics Group. The former will provide exper-
tise in the area of transportation and the latter in the field of fiscal 
analysis and economic impact. 

As we did previously, substantial citizen input will be invited by forming 
a relatively large citizen advisory committee who will work closely with 
the consulting firm. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

595,390 has been allocated out of Revenue Sharing funds. $85,000 is the 
contract amount for the professional services and $10,390 is budgeted for 
contingencies. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The City Manager recommends that a contract be entered into with the 
Planning Center of Newport Beach as the primary firm in association with PRC 
Voorhees and Newport Economics Group to do a comprehensive update of the General 
Plan and that the Mayor and City Commissioners submit names of people to serve 
on the citizen advisory committee. 

:!SROS!TION 
ALI2rovec 	= 

ao;rovet = 
re.o 
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0024 
CONSE=MMT AGREEMENT 

THIS AGSSIVECT, made and entered into this 27thday of April , 1983 
by and between the MCI OP LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, a mumicioal corporation and 
political suhdivisiat of the State of Nevada (hsreineter referred to as 
the "CITY") and the PLASSES:070E84 CONSULTING PLANNERS (hareirsafter 
referred to as the "CONSEMS8W). 

VEITNESSETE: 

totHEREMS, the CON has a Gesaral Plan; and 

MOM, the plenums adopted in 1975 and has been reviewed and amended from 
time to time since its adoption; and 

WHEREAS, the CITY has datanained that a caoprehensive review and update 
of the plan is desicable; and 

WEMBEAS, the =desires the services of a claming consultant for the 
purpose of conducting =analysis of current and future city 
canditlans in order to provide a General Plan for the CTTY and 
to develop precise community land use plans; and 

WHEREAS, the CONSULTANT has submitted a proposal to conduct suth planning 
studies and besed on 2=nm:toga]. has beam selected by the OTT 
to conduct math studies. 

1CW THEMESDRE, in consideration of the terms, conditions and covesants set 
forth herein, the pasties hereto agree to the follswiras 

SECTION I: PLANNING AREA 

The planning area boundary for this plan update is to include the incorp=ated 
limits of the CITY. In additica, thoraiticaosultatica with staff and City 
mfair.iIR,  the expansion area outside the existing City limits is to be 
included to the west and northwest of the =TY. The final detetosination 
of the expansion area will be jointly detannUad by the CITY and the CCNSULMANT. 

SECTION II: SCOPE OF AVRK 

PEASE ONE: ASSEMBLY AND ANALYSIS 

The CM= and Canny have extensive current infonnW-Uni of reasonably good 
quality. It L3 anticipatedednimal tire will be spent on collecting new 
data. The CONSDLTMATiwill analyze and =enslave the availahla data along 
with any new data into a form directly usable in updating the General Plan. ' 

TASK 1: Review and Analyze Las vegas Valley Data  

All available infozmatica in the Las Vegas Valley relevant to the update 
will be reviewed. Applicability to the update and deficiencies, if any, 
will be noted. Information will be sorted according to its prcbable location 
in the updated plea. 

TASK 2: Assemble and Review City Infrastructure Data  

The CON=0420will review all available data and studies relevant to development 
of a transportation plan for the CT!. 

• 
The CONSULTANT Shall review data on the current city sewer system and wastewater 
treatment, sewer extension policies, drainage problems, flood control plans 
and regulations, fire services and facilities, parks and re=eation facilities, 
and other elezents of the City's ineastruceare. The CONSULTANT will also 
gain an understandirg of the policies governing the extension of public 
and semi-public services, e.g. water, electric power and gas, police protection, 
not directly provided by the CITY. City staff will assist the CONSULTANT 
in filling info=oaticr. gaps which become evident in TASKS I. and 2. 

•••1"' 

!, • 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

TASK 3: interview Key Officials  

During the early part of Phase One, the 	 will hold individual 
interrieewith the members of the Board of City Commissioners, Planning 
Commission, City Manager, Director of Community Planning and DevelOPNent, 
and other key department heads to obtain their views and concerns. The 
schedule of these interviews will be mutually agreed upon by the CONSULTANT 
and the Project Director (Director of the Department of COmmunity Planning 
and DeveloPbect). 

TASK 4: Clete Policy inventory and Analysis  

City devekmmaen:tclicies derived frandocument researth and interviews 
will be summarized according to subjects to be contained in the Genecal 
Plan. Al complete analysis of these policies will be made by the CcNSULMANT- 

TASK 5: Ptepare Economic & Dercgragthic Profile and. City Base Case ProJections  

Existing city data and staff resources and census data are to be utilized 
to organize all available economic and de=graphic data to assist in formulatin; 
appropriate projections. This data will include population size, density 
mai distribution: and socio-econenic pantiles for the region, CT= and principal 
sehareas. Profiles of the resident population and essential components 
of the planning effort to identify the quantity and quality of the population 
base and identify future trends and putts-cos will be prepared by the CCNSULTANT. 

The tonmicat and role of the CITY as part of the regional economy will be 
completed as part of this assonance: with the goal being to establieh the 
Cl= as a functioning part of a greater economy. Prom the data assenbled, 
a specific evaluaticact the economic chazacteristics, trends, and projections 
relating to the =TT and its subareas is to be prepared to provide community 
specific tatualine information. This analysis ehall include general assessment 
of the demographic charactemistics of the region, its housing chazacteristics, 
empIoymeat data, and commercial activity indicators. 

On the basis cdhisectical changes in populatioa in the City of Las Vegas 
and the relationship between population and economic growth represented by 
job formation, the camsmumm will project both population growth and 
growth in employment.Dercgrathic Rejections will than be evaluated against 
curmen:city staff Rejections and recent development activity in the MITT to 
substantiate the growth potential of the study area. The specificity of the 
analysis and projections will be based on existing data. 

TASK 6: Prepare Stemmata Existiorernditions 

Based on infaosstion from previous tasks, the baseline desttiotion of existing 
conditions -_all elements, beyond population and economic data, will be 
prepared. It will serve as the ftame of reference for the Gemmel Plan 
and will include  all subjects to be dealt with in the General Plan. 

TASK 7: Prepare Stamm-Nun:a isSueS, Constraints and Opportunities  

The CONSULTANT Shall verify the planning and development issues whith are 
essential to deal with the General Plan Update; identify physical, fiscal 	• 

and policy constraints which operate to limit the physical development Choices 
available to the CITY: and, describe the opportunities for city growth and 
development that exist now and in the foreseeable future. 

TASK 8: Prepare Working Draft of Plan Format 

The CONSULTANT shall produce a working draft of the entire General Plan 
table of contents and organization. This will be provided to key participants 
in binder format so that draftmenatial my be inserted as it is produced. 
The final plan mope:mill change to some degree during the ccurse of the 
project, but the basic structure is to remain intact. 

TASE9: verify Rork Program Scope and Schedule  

This teak shall produce a refined project work program and schedule based 
upon T.Tri and CONSULTANT insipm:developed during the assembly and analysis 
phase. Some reallocation of resources by the City's designated representative 
nay be needed based upon the outcome of the preceding TAOS. It will be 
the primary management tool during the remainder of the project. 

0025 
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0026 The CONS=04`shall complete the following Phase One Products: 

1. List of data deficiencies, if any, and solutiOns. 

2. Summary of City Infrastxucture Constraints and Opportunities Report04emOrandum0. 

3. Sumeary of interview Findings 0eanorandum0. 

4. Policy I:Went:cry and Evaluetidn Report. 

S. ExistingCbmditions Report. 

6. Base Case projections. 

7. Issues, COnstraints and Opportunities Report. 

8. General Plan ortzedausticaidemmdtation and outline in looseleaf binders. 

.9. Refined project work pm:Ogres end sobelule. 
• 

Phase Q: 54": TWelve.weeks 

PRASE TWO: gams AND CBJECTIVES 

This phase is devoted to completing an update of goals and objectives to 
eVedpiaLly be incorporated into the General Plan and, in the meanwhile. 
guide the preparation of the , plan uPdate in mlbsemenn:ptases. 

TASK.10: inonclechnical A4visoryCommittee.1031Crand Citizens Advisory  
Cbmmittee g=3  

Mao groups shall be appoint :101Am assist the Staff, CCNSULMANT and Planning 
COMmissión 

 
in iOvigidg the Ward of di* Ccasoissioners on 	pi update. . 

The /AC Shill consist -of the:project DiZertOt and key department heeds or - 
their repeeinareatizes 	oVide tectinirai. advise on . plan formulation by 
tee City officiswhich Will pleysaignificendrble in carrying out the plan. 
These menbers will be a psefOisourceof iesight into what...will and will not 
work:from a pzikOdmal stint. The falocUsgmembetship Shall be considered 
for the TAO: 	: 

DePLIPIC447 :10neger 
Director of Cbmmuniti Planning si Development 
Chiefbf.Plenni* 
Director of.Finanoe 
lUdget Director 
Director. of Eagdoseging.Servioes, 
Director-Of Publid Sedvicee 
Director of Business Activity 
Director -of Mtnitipel Services 

' Director Of Fire Servings- 	• 
Diredtmr of 1:1inds Coordination 	 • 
Directpr of Etionotic Dmielopeent 

The ptopOsed Citizens Advimny Ca-Smitten (CAC) thall represent a broad spedtran 
of community intereets 	rectansided optiebm.nuMber is appzeodmatelY 20 , 
to 25. This gtpup would 5-implement,' not replace. Kenning Cnninineinn .intnnt 
and WoUldnot be :expected to'fbrnally Vote On the ..matters it considers. 
membership :will be estabi4tfied,in'othsatation With City officials orng 

Phase OnS. -  Representation !bob the following sedtort thouLd be Obinsidered. 
One member.from ea dh ward . • 
One =note members at large 
Representatives of: 

Business opmmty 	 • 
Induetry 

• Labor organizations 
Finale:dal community 
TOurist induttrY 
Military 
Real Estate industry 

•
Bormbuilders 	. 
Rizrewoners ABS:44#= - 
Rural Or equettrian interests 
1.4men's organizations 
Culture-a or historical interests 
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0027 
Specific organizations such as the Greater Las Vegas Chamber of Conearoe, 
Las Vegas Cormention/Visitars Authority, Nevada DevelonmertAnthority and 
the League of WOmen Voters are examples of organization that should be 
represented. The membeentlipwill be developed in conjunction with the Project 
Director, reviemedwith the City Commission members and a formal nomination 
made by the Commission for membership. Tbe COMMMISUCwill provide a draft 
"durtera for this advisory body clarifying its roles, relationships and 
responsibilities. The appointment date is to be mutually agreed upon by the 
CONSULTANT and the Project Director (Director of the Department of =amity 
Planning and Deaalogrent) 

TASK 11: Review Phase One Findings with the TAC and CAC  

This task is to begin the process of bringing these advisory' 	up to 
date an the base informtion to be used in the plan formulation. It will 
also enable them tolaugment or suggest highlights in terms of their own 
knowledge and.background, to mast the CONSULTANT in developing reconmendations. 

TASK 12: Prepare Draft of Goals and Obdectives  

The CONSOLTNAT shall prepare a working draft of proposed goals and objectives 
derived from the emisting plan, Phase One prcdUcts,: key official interrims 
and TAC/CAC responses. This draft shall be revisseiwith the TPAC and CAC 
for r-"-'t- 

SK 13: Review Goals and attentive. with Planninc:Cramission  

The draft packege tram TAC/CAC review shall be presented to the Planning 
Commission for consideration. 

TASK 14: RevieW Goals and Objectives:with Board of City ConaLssioners  

The Planning Commission epproved draft shall besubmipted and described. 
Any significant conflicts or issues related to the package at its various 
stages will be sharediwith the Baard. Its approval of the packepawill 
be sought tar purposes of guiding the folladnumark. 

cosescrawr shell ccaplete the following Phase 'No Products: - 

1. Tedanical Advisory Coanittee Membership 

2. Citizens Advisory Ccmmittee Membership 

3. Approved Goals and objectives 

Phase 'Mt Schedule: Salve Weeks 

MSC TWEE: MOM =RATE= 

During this phase the research, analysis and foonnLation of appropriate 
positions by the CITY regarding its share of growth in the Las Vegas Valley 
will be completed. 

- 
TASK 15A: Growth Analysis  . 

• 
Based upon the work in TASKS 5, 6 and 7, a general evaluation of the range of 
prospective land uses shall be completed by the CCNSULTUff to determine 
the demand factors which might be applicable to the introduction and intensity 
of these uses in the C. Retail catmerstial use, office use, hotsa/Momel 
uses, in 	market fo.j.:ities, residential use, and recreational 
use would be among the land uses investigated as part of this analysis. 
The analysis will take into atom= applicablerarket areas for the respective 
uses, gravid:prospects in the region as the basis for market support, and 
fundamental maxicet appeal the CTTY offers, in particular, relative to competitive 
areas. Based on the marketing, economic, and fiscal factors developed previously, 
optional land use mixes by onmpatible use category and/or overall implementation 
marcard: will be prepared. Options will be developed taking into account 
econcmic development needs and opportunities. 
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At least three growth scenarios will be formulated, eadh with short, =di= 
and long range time periods (5, 10, 15, 20 year and "ultimate" increments). 
The "ultimate" concept is useful for assessing gross lenels of infrastruc=e 
need, given the long lewd time tar facility financing and construction, 
on top of which is a relatively long useful life. Dimwit= of growth 
to be iw-luded are: (1) amount of growth: (2) location: (3) rate or timing: 
(4) relationship to Cbunty growth: (5) general type of use (residential, 
commercial, industrial); and (6) generalized cost/benefit characteristics. 

TASK 16: Analyze G=wth/Cormunity IntrastricaireRelationships  

The coNsamaloill identify the implicatdons of generalized land use comepts 
for emil growth scenatio in terms of impact; on the tcareportaticn network. 
Cmparisons of the types of land uses and their trip-generatirq characteristics 
will be made for each growth alternative in reladommdtip to the land uses. 

The level of transoartation network improvements required to acccmatodate 
each growth alte=ative will be estimated based on professional judgement. 
A =fat analysis will be per6orme 4  to test whether the proposed transportation 
elements eXceed or are within accepOWnle service levels. This will assist 
in the development of threshold levels for infrastrazture improvements. 
Rey elements of the transccnionaxmi network infrastructure will be identified 
in each area of the CTICY upon whidh development thresholds eould be based. 

The implications of generalized land use concepts for each growth scenario 
will be identified in terms of impacts on extension of city sewer, fire 
services and other public services based on use factoreavailable froa the 
City and other agencies. This analysis is intended to collectively provide 
a generalized "feeliog" for relative implications and costs for eadh alternative 
growth scenario to be used as a basis for further analysis in TASK 17. 

Beyond a five-year projection, forecasts' will consist of ranges intended to 
indicate law/high probabilities. 

TASK 17: Rwcparts EvabondomiCzitecia  

The CCAIKUMMZEwill identify policy implications and options under eadh 
scenario to the extent necessaryto -rmake a meaningful choice; additional 
criteria will be important as well. TAC assistraxaswill be sought in devising 
the evaluation =iteria. 

TASK 18: Review Growth Scenarios with TAC and CAC  

The CONSULMNPrivill MAW the Growth Scenarios with the two advisory bodies 
to enable then to refine the scenarios and their interpretation in preparation 
for subsequent Plannim;Ckamdzmdomers' review. In addition, a recommendation 
will be sought frau each advisory group as to the preferred growth future 
for the CITY. 

TASK 19: Review Growth Scenarios with the Planning Ccmanmrion  
- 

The CCMEXT=Twill review all scenarios with the Cannission and the preferred 
growth oolicy emerging from previous reviews will be explained. A re=nendation 
from the Ccamission will be sought. 

TASK 20: Prepare INpanded Cost/Benefit Analysis  

Amore extensive oast benefit analysis than the original generalized comparison 
will be. performed by the COSSUDIANT in order to give the Board of commissioners 
the best rogsimP insight into the implications of what is being reommended 
to them. The specificity of the analysis will be based on existing data. 

Fiscal implications and relationships will be outlined and policy implications 
and options of the preferred scenario will be further defined. 

-5- 
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A key aspect of the City's General Plan is the ability of the CITY to finance An() 
projects and provide services in relation to new development embodied in 	lk./..4r 
the plan. An analysis of the City's revenues, expenditures and indebtednees 
(including any proposed new debt issues) will be provided by the CONSULIRNT 
at this point. Ma addition, the unit costs for grooditmcdections, and 
of conservation and revitalization in older parts of Las Vegas, will be 
identified by the CCNSULTRNT on a preLininary basis as a meams of testing 
the financial feasibility of these unit costs and establishing expenditure 
priorities. 

ThSr 21: Review Growth Scenarios with Board of City Consissioners  

The CONBIUMeewill mike a presentation to the Board of City Ccandssianers 
of all scenarios, summary of points of key czitiques, a deenciptim of the 
prefecred growth alternative and a discs:emanate the rationale for that 
recomendation. Their approval of the preferred alte=ative will be sought 
with final admptioncccurring as pert of the plan.. 

The CONSULINNT shall complete the following Phase Three Products: 

1. Alternative Growth Scenarios 

2. Evaluation Criteria 

3. Fecconerded (pciferred) Growth Policy 

PhamThree Szttednle: Eight Weeks 

PERSCIVIDU =MED =NEM PLhN 

Based upon the aptmoved goals and cbdectives, the approved smith policy 
and the General Plan format developed in previoumpbases, a draft General 
Plan will be metered duzing this phase: • 

• TRSK 22: Draft Updated Plan, Parts I and II 	• 

The CONSIMUERNT will assedble all of 	parts of-the plan into the proposed 
foam. Growth policy and populatim standards will be placed in Part I, 
Long Bangs Planning Premark. 

Part II, the Md&Bange Plan, will include generalized lend use, tzansportation, 
nonseznity fanilities and enbaneenedr (water, wastewater, drainage, utilities, 
receeation, visual and historical), fiscal impacts, economic development, . 
conservation and housing.. This part of the plan will also map and describe 
community planning areas as the basis for Part I1I. 	 . . 

TRSK 23: Prepare Cast/Effectiveness Analysis  
• 

In this task the CCNSOLMANT will produce the most rigorous fiscal and economic 
analysis of the planning prccess. It will take into aonsideratica the complete 
scope 

 
of the plan rather than just the gro4th factors included in Phase Three: .  

Direct fiscal relaticathips, relationships between elements, and direct and 
indirect impacts of various totential policies can be determined at this tan.. 
The fiscal analysis will provide further delineation of impacts. 

The CONSULTANT will analyze the City of Las Vegas' past budgets and expenditures 
in relationship to change in eccestic activity within the CITY - population . 
growth, new construction, employment growth, etc. - in order to develop 
revenue and expenditure Coefficients for each major type of land use in 
the City. City staff will assist the CCINSEDIONNY in developing factors for 
fiscal, projections sun-ft as revenue trends, new revenue sources or constraints 
imposed by the 1983 Nevada State Legislature, expenditure patterns and capital 
inproverent funding and priorities. 

Using this analysis the CMISCIZOW will prepare a fiscal impact model which 
to the degree possible, given available data, expresses City revenues and costs 
per acres,per unit (by price and tenure), per square foot, etc. for all types 
of' laid uses. The draft updated plan and community profiles as well as the 
final land use plan, will be evaluated in attar:Imre with this model and 
the fiscal impact of each will be identified. 

By integrating growth projections and the fiscal conseque:ces of various • 
types and =rbinations of growth, the cieSULMNY will develop a series of 
rennmmmeamions for a growth program that is fiscally soUnd in terms Of 
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generating adequate revenueSto support the additiOnal costs ipplied by 
0 various ccobinations of growth-that are achiAmmtlewithin market constraints 	003 

applicable to the City of Las VMgas. Based on this task the CCNSULMANT 
will formulate an Economic Development Strategy consistemtwith Maximizing 

• opp,ortunities and minimizing constraints, implementing a realistic land 
use pattern in conjurction with reasoneble phasing, and insuring that the 
Statement of.  Policies and Guidelines is practically implemented. 

The CONSTUMNTwill review the Ability and apprcpriateness of the C1TY to 
f479mmr4Ally assist in the implementatics of different aspects of the draft 
plan. The vatic= financing altezratimes will be prioritized.= to their 
inplementability and develops:It acceptability. A general perone-Irma mechanism 
for inplenentation of the financing alternatives deemed most acceptable 
to the CITY will be provided by the CONSULTANT as a guide ft:,  future use. 

TASK 24: Review Draft Plan and Cost/Effective:imams Analysis with TAC and CAC  

The CONSULTANT will review the Dtaft Plan and Cost/Effectiveness Analysis 
with tha TAC and C. This will be the most important review in Shaping 
the final plan for considezation by the Board of City Cnmmissioners. 

.TASK 25: Review Draft Plan and CostiEffectiveness Analysis with PlanningCcmaisaion  

The same presentaticalwill be made to the Planning =omission by the CONSULTANT 
that was made to the TAC and C. Consents frombrith of these revise will 
be ahansiwith the =omission and its reconmandationwill be sought. 

TASK 26: Refine Draft Plan  

Nacessazy champaswill be made by the CONSOMME as a result of previous 
reviews. Won completion of changes the draft will be ready Szr beatings 
by the Board of City Ccnoissioners• 

The coNsaman shall complete the followiUtr Phase Four Products: 

*1. Draft General Plan Documents, Part I and Part II. 

2. Cost Effectiveness Analysis 

Passe Pour Schedule: Ten weeks .  

PHASE FINT.: COMMUNITY PROFILES 

This phase o=pletes the policy prcducts proposed for adoption in the General 
Plan and will resolve the concerns expressed by the qmr about land use 
guidance at the ccormzmity level. 

TASK 27: DRAFT cumbacrlY PROFILES  

The CONSULOBITwill include the following info:anti= at this plan level: 

1. Location of housing, amerce, industry, open space, recreation and 
public uses: 

2. Location and claavification of emisting and proposed arterial hignmays: 
and 

3. Location of natural or an features to be =moved or preserved. 

Land use categories will be more detailed than those in Part II and will 
provide a guide for zoning decisions. 

The CONSMUDANTwill make provisions in this process for iome 
in development nriority in ceder to avoid land owner inequity. More land 
will be designated in various categories than will be needed according to 
preferred growth rates. In addition, substitution criteria will be incor-
porated so the conditions under which =designated pastels may be rezoned 
are clearly understood. 

-7- 
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The following outline represents a brief description of the mock program 003'1- 
that will be fat-Lamed by the CONSOLTAINT in ccupleting the preterainah of 
the community plans. 

1. Define the connunity planning areas. Criteria will be established to 
define the camanitty boundaries. Consideration will be given to developed 
areas and developing areas including the different uses contained therein, 
such as living, shopping and employment areas. 

2. Priorities: 
Prepare recommended time scbalulee and priorities for the preparation 
of =unity plans. 

3. Preparation of the Canmsnity Plans: 
tobrk on the camminity plans shall include the follading: 

a. Inventory of existing conditrians. 

b. Prepare short-range (5-10 year) projectiths, trends mad needs 
based upon the mid-range and lcarrerqe plans. 

c. Identify Lemmas and priorities. 

cll. Prepare preliminary goals, objectives, and policies for a 
short-range (5-10 year) plan. 

sa- 12:Mara a short-range (9-10 year) land use plan based on the 
gthmth alternatives for the C. 

f. Identify the fie:el impacts of the land use alternative 

4. Crumunity Plan Supportive Text and Data: 
. The CONS=M9fifiLl prepare a. series of alternative approaches to be 

• used by City staff in the preparation of the final plan for each community 
after the public input is received. The alternative :411 be prepared 
in such a manner as to allya selection of relemtht standardized criteria 
thereby creating a custom designed plan for the carammity. 
These will iiraude: 

a. Stem:mat:of Intent 

b. Location stardartis . 

c. .A land use matrix =elating the land use distriotwith land 
use classifination (=ming) 

d. .Developrent stmniards 

e. Methods far implementatiOn of the plea 

TASK 28: Review Community ProfiLeswith the TAC  

The CCNSULTANTwili remitetCtununity Profiles with the ThC in order to ready 
:Part ra for packaging with the rest of the General Plan. At this time 
a decisirmileill be meteiAhether to recannend Part III as a portion of the 
General Plan or to rectum:xi a lesser status as implementing policy as 
ate= period. With subsequent reonnsiderati.on as an ingredient in the 

:General Plan. 	• 

TASK 29: Revied Community Profiles 

The CCNSOLIANTwill make the changes react:amended by the TNT and complete 
the following Phase Five Piriducts: 

1. Set of Cthuunity Profilmq 

Phase Five Schedule: Eight Weeks 

PHASE SL: 24PLEMITATION PROGRAM 

In this phase the CONSILIMIT will produce a set of implementation ;volt= 
for carrying out the General Plan. Millie sane aspects of the program will 
be ;laced in the General Plan itself, most of it will consist of actions 
to be taken by the CITY to irplemmit the Plan. The implementation program 
will he =sidered =currently with the General Plan. 

-8- 
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TASK 30: Confirm Pronrem Scone with the TAC  

The CONSULTANT will review a proposed outline of implementing actions with 
the TAC for assessment as to practicality and effectiveness. 

TASK 31: Draft Istolarentation Pronram 

The CUNSULMANT will prepare a Draft ImplementatiOn Program to include both 
short and long range implementation actions. A key component will be a 
monitoring program to tradk progress toward plan implementation and to 
provide early . warning that plan changes any need to be considered. The 
implenyantation prommtaill be thorough, but will not be dependent upon 
sophisticated, automated information nYstems- 

Programs for overall implementation of the General Plan will be prepared 
by the CONSULTANT. They will include recommendations for public improvements, 
the phasing of land use, and guidelines for an ongoing implementation program, 
including reammiandations that might be incorporated in the CITY'S Capital 
Inprevemeht Plan, and suggestions for private sector participation. The 
implemerstation promos will include, but not be limited to: 

I. Identification of alternative pUblic and private actions required to 
expedite the implementation of 

2. Alternative financing systems with recceraendations for financing of 
the full range of public and private aspects of the Plan. 

3. Etegulatory governmeanal actions and monitoring prcgrams required to 
stimulame and encourage implementation. 

4. Integration of community Land use plans. 

The CONSULTANT shall complete the following Phase Six Products: 

1. Draft Program Outline 

2. Proposed Implementation Program 

Phase Six Schedule: Four weeks 

PIOUME MIEN: FINAL RENMOU4 AND AMMON 

This phase will include review of all products as a package by advisory 
groups and two hearings by the Board of City Commissioners. 

TASK 32: Comcile Final Draft Plan Package  

The CONSULTANT will complete the Final Draft Plan Package which will include 
all parts of the plan, including goals and objectives, growth policy, Long-
Range Planning Framework (Part I), Mid-Range Plan (Part II), Shcrt-Range 
Plan (Part III-Conaunity Profiles), Implementation Program, General Plan 
Manual and an ENecutive Summary. 

TASK 33: Cdmolete TAC Review  

The CCHSULTANT will provide the Final Craft Plan Package including the General 
Plan Manual and EXecutive Summary to TAC members for written comments. 
Comments and/or revisions based upon them will be forwarded to C. 

TASK 34: Complete CAC Review 

The CONSULVIITT will provide the CAC with the Final Draft Plan Package including 
the Carraunity Profiles, Implementation Prooram. General Plan Manual, and 
EXecutive Summary. The CAC will be asked for verbal =rents based on reading 
a review draft, TAC comments, consultant presentation and meeting discussion. 

TASK 35: Clete Planning Commission Review  

The CONSULMIT will provide the Planning Commission with the same complete 
Final craft Plan Package as the C. The same process for eliciting Planning 
Comnission =rams and plan aperoval will be used as with the CAC except 
tnat it will involve at least one and perhaps two public hearincs with general 
;unlit testi:1=y. 

- - 
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TASK 36: Board of City Camissioners to Ccmolete Review and Adopt Plan 003 3.  

The Planning Commission recommended version of the plan and supporting dccumeiits 
will he presented by the CONSUL:MC to the Board at two public hearings 
with adoption to be sought at the second hearing. 

The COMILTANT shall complete the follcwing Phase Seven Products: 

1. Final Draft Goals and Chjectives 

• 2. Final Draft Growth Policy 

3. Final Craft General Plan 
Part I - Long-Range Planning Framework 
Part II - Mid-Range Plan 
Part III - Short-Range Plan (Cbmmunity Profiles) 

4. Final Draft Implementation Progrmn 

S. Final Draft General Plan Manual 

6. Final Draft Executive Summary 

Phase Seven Schedule: Eight Weeks 

PIM MOTT: pc= PINS, PLAN 

This phase will caliphate the prcgram. 

TASK 37: Prepare Final Ccov and Print  
• 

The CONSULMNNT will incorporate changes enacted by the Board of City Commissioners, 
produce camera. ready originals for all products, print 100 copies of the 
EXecutive Smeary and 25 copies of the remaining final ;redacts and deliver 
the originals and copies to the Project Director (Director of the Depmraemnt 
of Cbcounity Planning and Develogment). 

The CONSUIMAM shall ccmplete the following Phase Eight Products: • 

1. Camera reedy originals of all plan documents listed in Phase Seven. 

2. One hundred copies of the Executive Summary and 25 copies of the remaining 
plan documents listed in Phase Seven. 

SECTION III: MEETINGS 

The CONSOLMANT agrees to attend 35 meetings generally divided as follows: 

Board of City Camissianers 	4 
Planning Cammission 	 5 	• 
Citizens Advisory Committee 	6 
Technical Advisory Coamittee 8 
PlaimmingStalf 	 12 

The exact timing and distribution of these meetings are to be established 
during Phase One of the work program. Every effort will be made to schedule 
meetings to efficiently use CONSULTANT!S time during on-site visits. 

SECTION TV: WORKING REPORTS 

The CONSULT= will generally provide written interim progress reports at 
all attenielneendras and draft study prcducts at the end of each _phase 
of the work ;regime. Five copies will be provided of all interim materials. 

SECTION 	WuRK PROGRAM SCBEDULE 

Within ten (10) calendar days from delivery of notice from the CITY to the 
CONSULTANT•to proceed, the CCZISTILMNT shall commence performance of this 
agreement and thereafter diligently proceed with the performance thereof 
to completion. CONSULTANT agrees to complete the perforrence of this agreement 
within twenty-four (24) weeks, not including formal review and adoption, 
after the date of the notice to proceed. The =N72.17.1;NT will generally 
be expected to complete each phase of the work program as set forth in F.ECTICN II: 
SCOPE OF 'ACRK. with respect to the pertcrmance of the CONSUCMNT of the 
terns, conditions, and covenants herein provided it is extresslv agreed 
thnt tire is of the essence. 

—1 n 
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SECTION VI: RESPONSIBILITIES OF CITY STAFF 

City staff participation in the work program will be centered in the develogment 
of the stated tasks in SECTION II. Department of Community Planning and 
Development staff will be directly involved in the collection and updating 
of planning and other necessary data under the direction of the CONSULTANT, 
as well as review of draft material, and in maintaing comamioation and 
coordination, with City Boards and Commission, City officials, citizen groups, 
Staff committees, and other public agencies. 

The CITY hereby agrees to also provide upon request all pertinent reports, 
tame maps, maSter plans, land use data, population projections and similar 
data or information, whiob is in its possession, to the CONSULTANT at no 
cost. 

SWITON VII: CCRPENSATICH 

The total fees, covensatian and costs for services, as herein described in 
SECTTON II to be paid to the CONSULTANT by the CITY is $85,000.00, payable as 
follows: 

Monthly payments based on actual charges incurred for 
labor and materials. 

PRASE 	 BUM= AUL:CATION 

FMS 	REPRODUC=N TRAVEL =MAL • 

CNE 	 $12,400. 	$ 100. 	$ 750. $13450. 
Assemble Data 
and Analysis 

7.43 
Goals ind Objectives 

TERM 
Growth 
Strategies 

FOUR , 
Updated General 
Plan 

FIVE 
Community Profiles 

SIX 
Irq:klerentation 
Programs 

SEVEN 
Final Review 
and Adoption 

EIGHT 
Print Final Plan 

TCTALS  

	

7,000. 	250. 	 500. 	7,750. 

	

10,960. • 	500. 	 750. 	12,210. 

	

12,380. 	1,000. 	1,250. 	14,630. 

	

15,560. 	750. 	 250. 	16,560. 

	

5,060. 	400. 	 250. 	5,710.. 

	

8,480. 	1,500. 	2,250. 	12,230. 

	

1,160. 	1,500. 	 2,660. 

$73,000. 	$5,000. 	$6,000. 	$85,000. 

The CONSULTANT as a prerequisite to the obligation on the part of the CITY for 
payment of any compensation or osmoses as herein provided, shall submit 
to the= invoices detailing the number of employee hours and the type and 
date of the expenditure, along with the appropriate receitts where possible. 
for which the CONSULTANT seeks compensation from the CITY. The CITY reserves 
the right to withhold payment of up to 10% of the total contract amount 
(S8,500.00) until final completion of this contract by the CONSULTANT. 
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The C1TY reserves the right tO terminate this Agreement without cause or default 
on the part of the CONSULTANT immediately upon written notification to the 
CONSULTANT. Notification of the CONSULTANT is deemed to have occurred on that 
date that the CONSULTANT receives the written notification or five (5) days 
fron the date that the C1TY deposits with the United States Postal Services, 
postage prepaid, and addressed to the party and location contained in Section . 
XXVII of this Agreement, whichever occurs sooner. 

In the event of termination, without cause or default, the CITY agrees to pay 
to the CONSULTANT the reasonable value for all wank and services performed 
to the date of termination. 

SECTICN IX: COORDINATION 

In reviewing any and all plans, specifications, maps or other documents related 
to the paric=ance of this Agreement, CCVSULTANT agrees to ccmplete said review 
so as to not delay the performance of this Agneement. or any other agreement 
between the 0= and third parties. consultant agrees to notify the aTY of 
any and all documents in the pnssessian of the CITY needed by the CONSULTANT 
in performing this Agreement. 

SECTION X: cammur 

A. The occatence of any of the following events shall be a default by 
CONSULTANT hereUnder (hezeinafter called "Events of Default"): 

1. If CONSULTANT shall defailit in due cbservance and performance of 
any teem condittonorcoventest conttUnd herein and any such default 
Shall continue unremedied for three (3) days after written notice 
of and: default shall have been given by the =X; 

2. If CONSULTANT Shall (a) voluntarily terminate operations or consent to 
the appointment of a receiver, trustee or liquidator of CONSULTANT 
for all or a substantial portion of its assets, (b) be adjudicated 
bankrupt or insolvent or file a voluntary petition in bankruptcy, • 
or admit in writing its inability to pay its debts as they become due, 
(c) make a general assignment for the benefit of =editors, (d.) file 
a petition or answer seeking reorganization or an arnangement with 
creditors or take advantage of any insolvency Law, or (e) if action 
shall be taken by CONSULTANT for the purpose of effecting any of 
the foregoing; 

3. If any warrant, executicn or other writ shall be issued or levied 
upon any property or assets of CONSULTANT and Shall continue unvacated . 
and in effect for a period of thirty (30) days; or 

4. If CONSULTANT should, in the ludgment of the CITY, neglect to prosecute 
the work hereunder properly and with ;toper dispatch in'•ccordance 
with the time schedule which may have been agreed upon between the 
parties hereto: 

Then, if any such !Vent of Default ccertinues for three (3) working days 
after written notice to the CONSULTANT, the CITY may, without prejudice 
to any other remedy it may have at law or in equity, (a) terminate 
this Agreement, suspend all payments otherwise due to oorsaczea 
hereunder, finish the work by such -mans as the CITY may see fit, deducting 
fron any balance due cassuLwr the cost of finishing the wank and paying 
the encess, if any, to =REM= and in the event the cost of finishing 
CCNSULTANT'S work enceeds the blanace due CONSULTANT, such excess 
Shall be paid by CONSDLTANT to the CITY within five (5) days of invoicing 
by the CITY, or (b) terminate this Agreement and all the obligations 
intcsed hereunder, including the obligation of any further payment for 
the services of the CONSULTANT except for the reasonable value for all 
work and services performed to the date of termination, or (c) at its 

- option, the CITY may remedy any Event of Default and deduct the cost 
thereof. The costs and al:senses of completing the work of the CONSULTANT 
shall be commuted and audited by the CITY'S designated representative, 

,whose certification thereof shall be final and binding upon the cattier. 
The audit shall be made in accordance with generally accepted accounting 
principles and CONSULTANT shall pay all costs of such audit. 

3. In the event the CITY is re7uired to perform or does perform or hires others 
to perform any 	or services because of the default of the COtSULTANT, 
the cost thereof, plus an additions/ ten ?woe= (10%) to cover the COTVS 
overhead enInenses, shall he promntiy paid by Cazumxs.  to the CI'?!. 

-12- 
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C. It is expressly agreed that the CITY reserves the tight to offset any and 
all claims redo by CONSULTANT for payment of its fees hereunder or the 
reimbursenent of additional costs it incurred, with any claims that the 	0)11 
CITY might have against CONSULTANT for failure to comply with any of the Amax) 
terms and conditions of this Agreement. 

SE=ION 	ovIMERSICP CE OCMMENIS 

All plans, policies, drawings, analyses, reports or other like documents given, 
prepared or assembled by the CCNSULTANT or any subcontractors which are related 
to the terfo=anoa of this Agreement are deemed to be the property of the CITY. 
In the event of coupletion or termination of this Agreemeat, the CITY reserves 
the right to require delivery of any and all plans, policies, drawings, 
analyses, reports or other like documents not presently in its possession. 

S1=ION 	noSURANZE 

A. CONSMTANT shall provide and raintaizi, and it will require its subcontractor 
to provide and maintain, during the egistence of this Agreement for 
the protection of the CM4SULTANT and the CITY, the following insurance coverage: 

1. Workmen's Compensation Insurance covering its full liability under 
thellorkmen's Compensation taws of the State of Nevada as required 
by the State Industrial Insurance System= equivalent coverage 
approved by the CZTY. 

2. Comprehensive General Liability insurance in the amount of 
$1,000,000 for each cccurrence. • 

S. Prior to the carmeturemant of this Agreement and as a condition precedent 
thereto, the CONSTUMVemill obtain the insurance coverage required 
hereunder and will furnish Certifiottes of insurance to the CITY deronstrating 
the procurement of such insurance. 

C. The insurance coverage required herein must be written by a conpaay 
acceptable to the CITY and whiCh is licensed to do business in the 
State of Nevada. The Certificates of insurance sent to the CITY must 
contain a.clause to the effect that cancellations, reductions or 
restrictions shall not be made until thirty (30) days after written 

. notice to the CITY. in the event that any of the insurance coverage 
required hereunder is cancelled, reduced or restricted, the CITY 
reserves the right to terminate this Agreement. 

SECTION XrII: 2MEMNITY 

notwithstarding any of the insurance requirements bereinahove set forth or limits 
of liability set forth therein, CONSMTANTshall protect, indemnify and hold 
harmless the CITY, its officers and emplcyees from any and all claims, damages, 
lasses, expenses, suits, actions, decrees, judgments, attorney fees and court 
costs which the CITY, its officers or employees ray suffer, or which may be 
sought against, recovered from or obtainable against the CITY, its officers 
or emplayees as a result of, or by reason of, or arising out of the negligent 
acts or emissions of the CONSULTANT, its subcontractors or agents or anyone 
directly or indirectly employed by the subcontractor or agent, in fulfillment 
or performance of the terms, conditions or covenants of this Agreement, regardless 
of whether it is caused in part by the tarty indemnified. hereunder. 

It is expressly agreed that the =Kamm shall, at its own cost, defend any 
and all suits or actions that may be brought against the CITY, its officers or 
employees by reason of any act or omission against which the COMM:ANT has 
indemnified the CITY. If the casstamr shall fail to do so, the CIT shall 
have the right to defend same and to charge all direct and in cidental ctsts 
of such defense to the CONSULTANT, including court costs and counsel lees. 

SECTION XIV: ASSIMPIENT 

The CITY and the CONSULTANT each bind itself and its partners, successors, 
adrinistrators and assigns to the other party of this Agreement and to the 
partners, successors, executors, administrators and assigns of such other 
party in respect to all covenants of this Agreenent, except neither the CITY 
ncr the CONSULTANT shall assign, sublet or transfer its interest in this 
4heement without the written consent of the other. Nothing contained herein 
S.:all he construed as creatihg any personal liability on the part of any 
officer or agent of any public body which may he a party hereto. 
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SECTION XV: WAIVER 
net 

No consent or waiver, express or implied, by either party to this Agreenamtlida6 
or of any breath or default by the other in the terfornaulce of any otliqaticlie 
hereunder than be deemed or construed to be a consent or waiver to or of 
any other breach or default by such party hereunder. Failure an the part of 
any party hereto to =plain of any act or failure to act of the other party 

'or to declare that other party in default hereunder, irrespective of how long 
such failure continues, shall not constitute a waiver of the rights of such 
party hereunder. Inspection by, payment by, or tentative accctval or acceptance 
by the CITY or the failure of the CITY to perform any inspection hereunder, 
shall not constitute a final acceptance of the work or any part thereof and 
shall not release CCVSULTANT of any of its obligations hereunder. 

SECTION 1SJI: D=SIGNATION CP REPRESERMTIVE 

The Director of Community'Planning and Develoment or his authorized represenm 
tative is hereby designated as the CITY'S retresentative with respect to the 
Nctk to be performed under this Agreement. Said representative than have 
complete authority to transmit instructions, receive infcmcation, interpret 
and define =TY policies and decisions with respect to the services of the 
CONSULTANT. 

SD:TION XVII: CONSULTANT MERANTIES 

CONSULTANT represents and warrants: 	 - 

A. That it is financially solvent, able to pay its debts as they mature, 
and possessed of sufficient wicking capital to complete this Agreement: 
that it is able to furnish the plant, tools, materials, supplies, equipment 
and labor, and is experienced in and competent to perfocm thematic con-
templated by this Agreement, and that it is qualified to do the work 
herein and is authorized to do business in the State of Nov. 

B. That the CONSULTANT holds a license, permit or other sties-dal license 
to tee= the services included in this Agreement, as required by law, 
or employs or works under the gametal supervision of the holder of such 
license, permit or special license. 

SECTION MIT: CONSULIANT'S EMPLOYEES 

The CONSULTANT shall be responsible for medurtairdasg satisfactory standards of 
employee competency, conduct and integrity, and shall be responsible for taking 
such disciplinary action with respect to its employees as may be necessary. 
In the event the CONSULTANT fails to remove any emplalee from the contract work 
whom the CITY deems incompetent, careless or insubordinate, or whose continued 
employment on the work is deemed by the CITY to be contrary to the pUblic 
interest, the CITY reserves the right to require remcmal as a condition for the 
continuation of this Agreement. 

SB=ION 	INCCPEYMENT CONISACTOR 

It is hereby expressly agreed and understood that in the performance of the 
services provided herein, the CONSULTANT and any other person employed by him 
hereunder shall be deemed to be an independent con=actor and not an agent 
or employee of the CITY. 

=OD ITC: APPLICABLE LM/ 

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the la's 
of the State of Nevada. 

5=IC2 	CCtlea-S.A1= =FL LARS 

The CIETEILTANT shall in the performance of its obligations hereunder comply ,lith 
all applicable laws, rules and regulations of all governmental authorities having 
jurisdiction over the performance of this Agreement, including the Federal 
Occupational Health and Safety Act and all state and faderal laws prohibiting 
and/or related to discrimination by reason of race, sex, age, or national origin. 
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CITY OF LAS VS, NEVADA 
a tioniciral Corpigation, 

XIII. MAIM, lia 

447-sies 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

B. A provision that the subcontractors have no more rights against 
theCr!  0 0 

eN 
than that of the CONSULTANT; 	 r  	3 11  

C. A provision that the subc=ctor agrees to be bound by all the terms, 
conditions and Obligations of this Agreement: and 

D. A provision that the subcorrL—ac-cr" will obtain and maintain professional 
errors and omissions insurance coverage in =Inaction with the subcontracted 
met in an amount equal to that required of the amsamor as provided 
in Section XII of this Aqreement. 

siscrloN XXVII: NOTICES 

Any notice required under this Agreement shall be sent to the following 
addresses: 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS: 

CCISSULTA.VT: 

sEcrzast 1 .̂4,77.=: VIODIFICATICV 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
Director of Community Planning 

and Development 
400 Z. Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

The Planning Center 	• 
240 NOwport Center Drive, Suite 215 
Nemo= Headh, California 92660 

All modificatitcs or amendments to this Agreement are null and void unless 
reduced to writing and signed by the parties hereto. 

SECTION XXIX: WV,WABILITY 

Mn the event that any provision of this Agreement shall be held to be invalid 
or unenforceable, the remaining provisions of this Agreement shall remain 
valid and binding on the parties hereto. 

=Sal 200C: D.71"22 Aczemmte 

The Agreement documents constitute the entire Agreement between the parties 
hereto with respect to the matters covered thereby. All prior negotiations, 
representations and agreements with respect thereto not in 	in 
such Agreement documents are hereby cancelled. This Agreement can be modified 
or amended only by a document duly executed on behalf of the parties hereto. 

IN VITNESS NHEREOF, this Agreement is hereby executed as 
of the data first above set forth. 

• PLANNING =CM, COISTIMIG PLAMERS 



FROM: TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners Russell W. Dorn, City Manager 

• StatOs Due: 	  
---112200A.11202 

IV(a) 	C 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

oo 
_ 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 1 Oam March D. 198,3 

SUBJECT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE SELECTION OF AN EXTERNAL AUDITOR FOR THE 
CITY OF LAS VEGAS AS REQUIRED BY MRS 354.624 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Nevada Revised Statute 354.624 requires that each local government provide for 
an annual audit of all funds and separate accounts and that the auditor or firm 
which is selected to perform the audit be designated not later than three months 
before the close of the fiscal year for which the audit is to be made. 

The Board of City Commissioners, at their March 17, 1982 meeting, directed city 
staff to request proposals from accounting firms to perform the annual audit for 
future years. Requests for proposals for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1983, 
1984 and 1985 were submitted to 10 accounting firms on October 15, 1982. Eight 
of the 10 firms submitted proposals for our review. The proposals were evaluated, 
utilizing four criteria: (1) skill and time commitment, (2) demonstrated understanding 
of our requirements and plan for meeting them, (3) municipal audit experience, and 
(4) price. 

--- 
External auditing is a professional service and is therefore exempt from competitive 
bidding according to MRS 332. The use of the above mentioned four criteria in-
corporates all evaluation elements and is a fair method to evaluate all audit firms. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

Fiscal Year 

Fiscal Year 
Fiscal Year 

1982 - 1983: 

1983 - 1984: 

1984 - . 1985: 

$ 34,000.00 

$ 36,000.00 

S 38,000.00  
$108,000.00 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The City Manager recommends the accounting firm of Seidman and Seioman, currently 
in the process of transferring the practice of their Las Vegas Office, including 
all clients, rignts and contracts, to Ashworth, Ernst & Sanford, Ltd. This recom- 
mendation would be for external audits for the City of Las Vegas for Fiscal Year ending 
June 30, 1963, 1984 and 1985. 

pISPOSITION 
Approved 
Disapproved 
Held 



Seidman 
Seidman 

March 14, 1983 

Russell Dorn 
City Manager 

• 

& Seidman 
"ay &dune, Partner 

C.ITY ()MMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

MO) 
• 700 Oreener Tower. 601 fefrieilion 5itstipt.14etamatt. Texas 77002 (713) 

TWX Number 910 8814698 o 

. Seidman & Seidman has:tranaferred - the practice of-H:H. 

.their Las Vegas. Office, inCluding all clients, rights and contracts

as of plarch..1. 1983.: to Robert Ashworth and Glen Sanford (both, prior . 

partners -  of Seidman •61 Seidisan);.,whO,have organized as Ashworth, 

Ernst & Sanford, Ltd. 

This transfer includes any right we may have with the __..• 
City of Las Vegas. 

1 
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Date: 
 March 15, 1983 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

ezigiAziks‘s. 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION , 

FROM: 	Russel l W.frirtsi 
City Manager 

TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners 

SUBJECT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE HIGH SPEED/SUPER SPEED TRAIN 
FEASIBILITY STUDY AS COMPLETED BY THE BUDD COMPANY AND APPROVAL OF FINAL PAYMENT. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

On March 2, 1983, the Las Vegas Board of City Commissioners considered the issue 
of completion of the High Speed/Super Speed Ground Transportation System Feasibility 
Study performed by the Budd Company. The Commission directed the Department of 
Financial Management to conduct an internal audit of the financial transactions 
relative to the study. In addition, the Commission directed the City Attorney's 
Office to review all documents involving the feasibility study for compliance of all 
parties. 

The Department of Financial Management and the City Attorney's Office have completed 
their respective reviews. The conclusion of the audit is that all transactions were 
properly handled. The Attorney's Office has indicated that the Budd Company has con-
formed to the provisions of their contract. 

Based•upon the results of the financial audits and the legal review, final payment 
can be made to the Budd Company for completion of the study. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

. A final payment of S48,372.97 is available, 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The City Manager recommenas that the Commission authorize final payment to the Budd 
Company and accept the High Speed/Super Speed Ground Transportation Feasibility Study 
as completed upon receipt of the following: written acceptance by the Federal Rail-
road Administration which has assisted in funding this project, and; all pertinent 
working documents and papers produced by the Budd Company during the study. 

Agenda item 

IV(a) 0 



OF LAS VEGAS CITY COMMISSION MINUTES- MARCH 16, 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
March 21, 1983 

Russell W. Dorn 
City Manager 

FROM 

COPIES TO: 
George Ogilvie 
Mike Daly 
Richard Blue 
Carol Hawley 

11  Carroll Varner Finance Department 

ET: 

Final Audit of Federal Railroad Administration 

II Funding of "feasibility Study". 

The attached letter from DOT/FRA approves the Final Report of the subject Study and 

.quests that the City of Las Vegas inform Mr. James T. McQueen when we are ready for 

the final audit. 

Please take appropriate action to fulfill this audit requirement and advise me and other 

appropriate City staff when completed. 

RWD:jae 

1 

CLV-6217 P 
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0044 
US. Departrneit 
of Traraponation 

eoo sevemn St.. s.w. 
Wawungtan. DC. 20590 

• Federal Railroad 
Adrninistrcrtion 

es T. McQueen 
Actint—Director, Office of 

Passenger and Special Programs 

• 1 6 mAR 1983  

Mr. Russ Dorn 
City Manager 
City of Las Vegas 
City Hall 
400 E. Stewart Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Dear Mr.-  Dort: 

This letter is 
Corridor Study 
Administration 

in reference to the Las Vegas Rail Passenger .  

Grant between the Federal Railroad 
and the City of Las Vegas. 

We have reviewed the final report, Las Vegas-to Los Angeles 
Eigh Speed/Super Speed Ground Transportation System Feasibility 
Study, prepared by the Budd Company and have determined that it 
fulfills the scope of work of the study grant. Please proceed 
with closing the grant and inform me when you are ready for the 
final audit. 

Sincerely, 

• cc: Jack Thomason
Office of Economic Development 
City of Las Vegas 
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0045 
March 16, 1983' 

Department Action 

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

PHONE 386-601: 

Commission Action 

IfIGENDfl 

ITEM 

4 tAis. tiesm. 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Items 1 thru 3 
Unanimous 
(Christensen excused 

Staff to proceed 1 

1 

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

*CONSENT AGENDA  

All 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 
In the amount of $2,956,858.53 

2. Payroll Warrants 
In the amount of $706,157.48 

3. Other Warrants and Investments 
In the amount of $646,548.95 



Dri/A.G.•••-•..-•••e 

'AA • 7 1:••• ' ' 
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
Warrant Register Summaries Recap 

SERVICE & MATERIAL WARRANTS AND OTHER WARRANTS 

n 4 6 

	

so.  c700649 	Thiu, 	  AMT—  S   (3.541 . 	Diaczynosi VOID  

• 

	

r-1 , 1101 	 _100.000.00 	Bank Tr ansf er  

	

ri/lima 	 271.414.07 	Service & Materials.  

	

,..111Ing 	r-yrrtruc 	 4ma.cion on 	mask  

	

C121107 	 212.601.52 	. Service 6 Materials  
. 

	

121/(45161. 	3119865 	 3.187.50 	Bond & Interest  

	

rItaP6fi 	;31996R 	 12.537.50 	90nd & Interest  

	

s'elm7aA 	elmOus 	 77.950.65 	Service & Materials  

•rnmism 	 R.354.79 	Service & Materials  
' 	C700751 	C700980 	 130.823.95 	C.Z.C.A.  

	

r7nnos, 	 - 	m7nlass 	 2.1ROL:42 1P 	c0,974,.* F._ marmer4p1.‘ 

Taal service & materki S 2.956.85s ci 

Total other S 545.54P.PA 

PAYROLL WARRANTS 

„ 	095949 	Dv.,  097274 	"41.3  706,1.37.48 	otscatfmioNi•PP/E reb. 26, 1993 

Total Payroll S 706,157.48 

TOTAL NET AMOUNT S 4.309.5.64. °I  

I hereby certify that I have audited the above warrants: 
an aoproye same for payment as being in compliance with all applicable laws, to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

APPROVED: _______________ 
..i•hrsACER 

. !9 —I 	71e Board of 	Corrrrilif•ioners orderec 	wove .*arrants 
.7 ec zo nee nne war•ants as ..-2•e$ented. 



BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Commission Action 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 
(Christensen excused 

staff to proceed 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

IfIGENDfl 

I 	ITEM 

tit t64 ver44 
1)()41 

March 16, 1983 

Page 15 

Department Action 

IV. 	(c) 	DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL 
& EMPLOYEE RELATIONS 

MICHAEL P. COOL, DIRECTOR 

AUTHORIZATION TO FILL BUDGETED 
VACANCIES - CRITICAL HIRES - CITY 
FUNDED - FULL TIME 

Dept/Class  

Municipal 
Court 

Management 
Analyst I 
(Replacement) 

Monthly 
Salary 	Justification  

$ 833. 	Responsible for 
reviewing judi-
cial programs 
and projects an. 
coordinating 
activities with 
other City 
departments and 
governmental 
agencies; par-
ticipates in 
automation 
projects, budge. 
analyses, and 
personnel and 
staffing recom-
mendations 

1 

Iry • 
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Date: March 10, 1983 

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

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The following is submitted under Agenda Item IV. 	(c) 

Management Analyst I - to replace employee who resigned 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

41.44tic.94 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners 

FROM: 
Ashley Hall 
Deputy City Manager 

FISCAL IMPACT  

All 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 these positions. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

RECOMMENDED  ,!2/r2;  
MichaeltP. Coof,'Director 
Personnel & Employee Relations 

IV. 	(c) 

Agenda Item 



MICHAEL P. COOL, DIRECTOR 
PERSOME4,8 EMPLOYEE RELATIONS 

FROM: 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES — MARCH 16, 1.983 

TO:, 
The Board of City COintnissioners 

ez, 4 LA-slice/4i 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: 
VACANCY REPORT 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The lest Vacancy report showed a total of sixty-eight (68) vacancies. Since then 
nine (9) of those vacancies have :been filled and six- (6) new vacancies incurred, 
making the total number of vacancies as of this report sixty-five (66). 

FISCAL IMPACT  

The total dollar savings realized through vacancies thus far this fiscal year 
is $671,868. If the positions that are currently vacant were to remain vac* 
for the rest of the fiscal year, the estimated .total savings for the fiscal year 
would.be  $935,668. 

RECOMMENDATION  

Agenda Item 

IV (c). 

0049 
Date. 	March 16, 1983 



Lurie - 
PPROVED as recom-
ended by staff to 
increase fee to 
$515 per team. 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

Richard Campbell 
appeared. 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

ØK3EMDA 
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

0,4 4 1,4 tlesi4 ()()5() 

March 16, 1983 

Page 16 

ITEM Commission Action Department Action 

IV(f) 	RICHARD CAMPBELL, DIRECTOR 
RECREATION & LEISURE ACTIVITIES  

A. Recommendation of the Park and 
Recreation Advisory Board that the 
City's softball program be self-
supporting resulting in a need 
to increase fees from $325 to 
$515 per team. 

APPOVED AGENDA ITEM 
I Mr_ 

1 
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Dam  March 7_, 19R3 

3-16-83 --adieDSILLtetal 
IV (f) A. States Due: 	  

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

ev, 41.4,st/tits 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners 

FROM: 
DON J. SAVIOR 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

SUBJECT: 	RECOMMENDATION OF THE PARK AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD THAT THE CITY'S 
SOFTBALL PROGRAM BE SELF-SUPPORTING RESULTING IN A NEED TO INCREASE FEES. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

In an all-out effOrt to reduce expenditures, we are trying to make many 
of our recreational programs self-supporting. We recently advised you 
of our position in providing facilities to the soccer, Pop Warner and 
little league baseball groups on the basis that they would be responsible 
for any power costs due to the lighting of the fields and for certain 
maintenance costs. There are no fees to the City involved in these pro-
grams. 

The softball program, however, is a City-sponsored program. Therefore, 
the only way the City can pass on the cost to the users of the program 
is by means of a fee. The present fee is $325 per, team, and weHare pro-
posing to increase it to $515 which will cover the costs of lighting, 
field preparation, officials, and equipment. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

The increase in fees will put the softball program on a self-supporting 
basis which means the cost of the program will be borne by the users 
rather than by the general public. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The Director of Recreation and Leisure Activities concurs with the above 
recommendation of the Las Vegas Parks and Recreation Advisory Board. 

pISPOSITION 
Approved 
Disapproved 
Held 

70.1/.10 



0052 
March 16, 1983 

Page 17 

Lurie - 
PP ROVED 
Items A & B as recom-
ended. 
nanimous 

Staff to proceed 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

iRGENDO 

ITEM 

1.‘44 
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 3864011 

Commission Action 	Department Action 

IV (g) 	DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES  

DAN R. .PILKINGTON, DIRECTOR  

*CONSENT AGENDA 

All items listed under Items *A, and *13 are con-
sidered to be routine by the City Commission, 
and may be enacted by one motion. However, any 
item may be discussed if a Commission member or 
citizen so requests.  

PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DIVISION  

*A. AWARD OF BIDS  

1. 	Office Furniture 
Municipal Court and 
Department of Public Services 

2. 	Plaster Sand 
Department of Recreation and Leisure 
Activities 

ANNUAL BID AWARDS  

1. 	Chemicals 
Department of Public Services 

11Z-A 

*B. 



0053 
Dam 	MARCH 4; 1983 

FROM: TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL, 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

Dan R. Pilkington, Nrettor 
Department of General Services SECTION A PAGE I 

IV (g) 

AlmodoIhmn 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

ez, 4 ii&-tikits 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

• SUBJECT: 	 AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 16, 1983 
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*A. AWARD OF BIDS  

1. 	BID TITLE: 	OFFICE AND CONFERENCE 	BID NUMBER: 	 83.1230.4 
ROOM SEATING 

ITEM: 	CAPITOL EQUIPMENT 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $7,850.00 

DEPARTMENT: 	MUNICIPAL COURT AND 	 INVITATIONS MAILED: 	7 
PUBLIC SERVICES 

FUNDING: 	ENTERPRISE FUND AND 	 RESPONSES RECEIVED:  6 
SPECIAL REVENUE FUND 

NEED FOR PURCHASE • 

THE NEED FOR THIS PURCHASE STEMS FROM LOWER COURT COUNSELING'S REQUIREMENT FOR 
NEW AND REPLACEMENT CHAIRS FOR NEW OFFICES; AND TRAFFIC ENGINEERING'S REQUIREMENT 
FOR NEW CHAIRS FOR THE TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT CENTER. 

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY  

IDEAL STAPLE COMPANY 	LAS VEGAS 	NV 	 $5,916.00 
TAB PRODUCTS 	 LAS VEGAS 	NV 	 $5,981.34 
GOODMAN'S INC. 	 LAS VEGAS 	NV 	 $6,312.80 
SARRETT OFFICE SUPPLY 	LAS VEGAS 	NV 	 $6,571.88 
LEE OFFICE 	 LAS VEGAS 	NV 	 $7,740.00 
S.P.D. OFFICE 	 LAS VEGAS 	NV BID GROUP II ONLY $ 760.00 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD  

THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:  

IDEAL STAPLE COMPANY LAS VEGAS 	NV 	 $5,916.00 

FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 82-83. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE FOR MUNICIPAL COURTS SHARE 
IN THE ENTERPRISE FUND AND FOR PUBLIC SERVICES SHARE IN THE SPECIAL REVENUE 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 cm,  MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE AWARDED. 



Date: MARCH 4,._1983 

ASHLEY HALL, 
. DEPUTY CITY. MANAGER 

FROM: 

Dan R. PJ1kiiqton. Director 	: 
Department of General Services 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

0054 
e, et imikets - 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
TO: 

The Board of City Commissioners 

:SUBJECT: . 	'AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 16, 1983 
' IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES'. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*A. AWARD OF BIDS  

2. 	BID TITLE: 	PLASTER SAND AND 	 BID NUMBER: 	 83.2650.3 
BLOW SAND 

ITEM: 	 EXPENDABLE SUPPLIES 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $8,000.00 

DEPARTMENT: 	RECREATION AND 	 INVITATIONS MAILED: 	13 
LEISURE ACTIVITIES 

FUNDING: 	GENERAL FUND 	 RESPONSES RECEIVED: 7 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO MAINTAIN PLAYGROUND AREAS IN CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
PARKS AND BALLFIELDS. :  

• BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY  

ITEM.I . 	ITEM 2 	 TOTAL 

CONSOLIDATED LANDSCAPING 	LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$4,650.00 	$3.500.00 	S 8,150.00 
SEDILLO LANDSCAPING 	 LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$4,650.00 	$6,250.0a 	S10,900.00 
AMERICAN SAND , & GRAVEL 	LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$6.119.40 	$4.400.00 	$10,519.00 
GORNOWICH SAND & GRAVEL 	LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$4,805.00 	NO BID 	$ 4,805.00 
BASIC ROCK & SAND 	 HENDERSON 	NV 	$5,270.00 	NO BID 	$ 5,270.00 
WESLEY TRUCKING 	 N.LAS VEGAS NV 	$6.305.00 	$6,000.00 	$12,305.00 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION. OF AWARD  

THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:  

CONSOLIDATED LANDSCAPING 	LAS VEGAS 	NV 	ITEM:1 AND 2 	$8,150.00 

FISCAL IMPACT' 	. 

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 82-83. 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. 

Agenda Item 

SECTION A PAGE 2 
1Y (9) 



FROM: TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners ASHLEY HALL. 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

Dan R. Pilkington; Oirettor 
Department of General Services SECTION B PAGE I 

IV (g) 

Agendaltern 
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ez., 4 iA4ticifrs, 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

Dam 	MARCH 4.. 1983 

SUBJECT: 	 AGENDA - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 16, 1983 
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*B. ANNUAL BID AWARD  

1. 	BID TITLE: 	LIQUID ALUMINUM SULFATE 	BID NUMBER: 	82.9999.10 

ITEM: 	EXPENDABLE SUPPLIES 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $850,310.00 

DEPARTMENT: 	PUBLIC SERVICES 	 FUNDING: 	 SANITATION 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THE NEED FOR THIS PURCHASE STEMS FROM FEDERAL AND STATE WATER QUALITY STANDARDS THAT 
MUST BE COMPLIED WITH CONCERNING DISCHARGE OF TREATED WATER INTO LAS VEGAS WASH. 

CONTRACT EXTENSION  

THATCHER CHEMICAL COMPANY 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 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1984 AT 1983 PRICES WITH AN ESTABLISHED REPUTABLE 
CONTRACTOR. 

STAFF RECOMMENDS  

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

THATCHER CHEMICAL CO. SALT LAKE CITY UT 	$850,310.00 

FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 82-83. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE SANITATION 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. 



Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Items A & B 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Items A & B 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

Lurie - 
PPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

VIGEMDfl 
CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

0056 

March 16, 1983 
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ITEM Commission Action Department Action 

IV (h). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES  

DONALD E. DONOVAN, P i E., DIRECTOR  

*CONSENT AGENDA • 

All matters listed under Items A and B, 
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 
so requests.  

*A. 	APPROVAL OF SUBDIVISION MAPS  

It is recommended that the following 
final map be approved subject to posting 
of bond and signing, of agreement and 
plans within thirty days. All engineer-
ing designs are being processed. 

1. Rosewood Estates Unit No. 3. (Chism 
Homes, Inc. - property generally located 
on the east side of Oran K. Gragson 
Highway, south of Alexander Road., No. 
of acres: 11.4, No. of lots: 74, Zoned 
RPO-6) 

*B. 	ACCEPTANCE OF RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS  

1. Grant Deed 
From: 
To: 
For: 

.[C 	REPORTS/ACTION 

1. Approval of an additional agreement 
for Emergency Veterinary Services. 

APPIOVED AGENDA ITEM 

Storione, U.S.A. 
City of Las Vegas 
Portion of Lot 7, Block 
18, Starlight Park Sub-
division 
Radius. Procyon Ave. 
(2/10/83) 



005'7 

Date-  March 7,1983 

1 
FISCAL IMPACT  

None. 

RECOMMENDATIONS'  . • 	 - 
The Director of Public Cervices recommends that the Board of City 
CoMmissioners approve the agreement and authorize the Mayor, on 
behalf of the City Commission, to execute the. agreement. 

DONALD E. opmovAN; :  P.C.' 
.Director of Public Services 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES — MARCH 16, 1983 

ez,4tAstkeit.s. 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 	APPROVAL OF AN ADDITIONAL AGREEMENT FOR EMERGENCY VETERINARY SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Previously the Board of city Commissioners approved agreements for 
Emergency Veterinary Services with ten (16 veterinary establishments 
located within the.incOrpOrated liOits of the city. of Las Vegas. 

Dr. Neil A. Patton, Rainbow Animal Hospital, has established a new 
. 

	

	veterinary practice within the City limits of the City of Las Vegas 
and Wishes to be included by Agreement in the group which can provide 
Emergency Veterinary Services for the City of Las Vegas. 

TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners DON J. SAYLOR 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 
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AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into as ofthe 16th 
day of•  Mirth  , 1983, by and between the CITY OF LAS 
VEGAS, NEVADA, .a municipal corporation of the State Of Nevada 
(hereinafter referred to as "CITY OF LAS VEGAS") and RAINBOW 
ANIMAL HOSPITAL (hereinafter referred to as "CLINIC"). 

WITNESSETH.: 

JiMMEELAS 4  the CITY OF LAS VEGAS is the governmental 
entity respOntible for the care and control of animals within 
its corporate boundaries; And ' 

wamitAs, part of :this responsibility requires the 
impounding of - injured or diseased animalt . foundIrvmping at large .  
within the cOrptitate bOundariet Of the CITY 60 LAS VEGAS; and 

waptgAs,. the CITY OF LAS VEGAS desires to provide for 
emergency Veterinary services in Order to insure that these 
impounded animals receive proper and immediate attention to 
any injury or disease;:  and 

WHEREAS, an inquiry has been made of all the veteri-
narian clinics located within the community is to whether they 
are interested .n providing emergency veterinary services to 
these impounded animals; and 

_ 
WHEREAS, the CITY-0F LAS VEGAS has entered into various. 

individual contracts with those clinics interested in providing 
emergency ,veterinary services to the CITY OF LAS VEGAS .; and 

10120s, ,CLINIChaarequested.that it be added to the 
list of clinics-Providing eMergencyveterinary services on 
behalf Of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS; and 	. 

. - WHEREAS, the -purPose of this Agreement is to set 
forth the term* and conditions under which emergency veterinary 
serviced Will be provided to the CITY OF LAS VEGAS. 

NOW, TplagnAgi in consideration of the mutual terms, 
conditions and covenants set forth: herein, the parties hereto 
agree as follows: 

SECTION I: SERVICES 

The cianc agrees to render emergency veterinarian 
services to those animals -  referred-  by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS for 
examination.. Said examination shall be conducted on the premises 
of the C.Linc by a -41erion licensed within the State of Nevada as 
a Doctor of Veterinary Medicine. 

. The CLINIC agrees to provide veterinarian services 
on A twenty-four hour basis, seven rn dayi a week with a 
Maximum response time of thirty (10) minutes from the time 
that the CITY OF LAS VEGAS notifies the CLINIC of its intent to 
refer an animal to the time of the cOmmendement of the examina-
tion. 	; 

- it is understood and agreed by and between the parties 
that the CITY OF LAS VEGAS has ontered-into other contracts of 
a .similar nature and purpose. Therefore, to insure the impar-
tiality , of any and ill - refertile, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS shall ' 
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refer the impounded animal in need of treatment to the nearest 
clinit determined by its proximity to. the location at which 
the aaimal was impounded bY the CITY OP LAS VEGAS. 

. If veterinary tervides are not available within, the 
respcnse time provided for herein, then the CITYDP LAS VEGAS 
reserves the right to select any other clinic Agreeing to 
prdvide such services. 

- SECTION II: F.  

The fees to be paid by the CITY OP LAS VEGAS to a 
CLINIC for the veterinary services shall be as follows: 

Exam Fee 	 $ 7.50 

Emergency Fee 	 10.00 

Hospitalization 	 6.00 

Minor Shock 
Dexamethasone 	 6.25 
Antibiotic 	 3.50 

Major Shock 
Dexamethasone 	 6.25 
Fluids 	 7.50 
Solu Delta 	 7%50 
Antibiotic 	 3.50 

The CLINIC agrees to invoice the CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
for ths cost of any veterinary services rendered to the referred 
animal in accordance with the above fee schedule. The CITY OF 
LAS VEGAS agrees to process said invoice for payment subsequent 
to its review and approval. 

SECTION III: TERM 

This Agreement shall ciontinue in force and effect until 
the ripat of termination ..provided 'Under Section IV is exercised 
by one' of the partieS. 

SETION IV: RIGHT OR TERMINATION 

This Agreement may be. terminated prior to its normal 
expiration date bYaither party notifying the other party In 

' 	Of its intent to so terminate. Thirty :(30) days from 
the'da:e that the notice is deposited with the United States 
Postal Service, pottage pfdpeid and addressed in the manner 
provided for under Section V this Agreement Shall become null 
and ypici between the parties hereto. . 

- SECTION V: NOTICES 

' All correspondence or legal noticee provided for under 
this 'tgreement Sie'to be sent td the following persons' and 
sddresseS: 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS: . 

CLINIC: 

SuperviOr of Animal Control 
Animal Control Center 
700 N. Mojave 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Dr. Neil A. Patton 
Rainbow Animal Hospital 
244 South Rainbow 
Las Vegas, Nevada 39l28 



CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 

, 

WILLIAM H. BRIARE, Mayor 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 
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SECTION VI: INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR 

It is expressly understood and agreed that in the 
performance of the services provided herein, the CLINIC, its 
employees or agents, shall be deemed to be an independent 
contractor and not an agent or employee of the CITY OF LAS 
VEGAS. 

SECTION VII: ASSIM1MENT 

This Agreement is understood and agreed to be one for 
personal services on the part of the CLINIC. The CLINIC agrees 
not to assign or transfer any of its interest in this Agreement 
without the written consent of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and 
executed this Agreement the day and year first above written. 

ATTEST: 

Carol AnAlley, Citv( plerk 

RAINBOW ANIMAL HOSPITAL 

,.) 

By 	  

NEIL A. PATTON, D.V.M. 
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ITEM 

March 16,1983 
Page 19 

Department Action 

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Commission Action 

Lurie - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended subject to 
Clark County's 
participation. 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

City Manager 
directed to request 
that County give 
this priority. 

Lurie - 
APPROVED 
Amendment 
Unanimous 

Staff to proceed 

1 

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

C. 	REPORTS/ACTION (Continued)  

2. Approval of installation of a 
traffic signal at the intersection of 
Oakey Boulevard and Jones Boulevard. 

3. Amendment to Consultant Agreement 
for construction inspection of parking 
garages. 

4. Award of Bid - City Hall Plaza 
Fountain Pool. Levy - 

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff. 
Motion carried with 
Christensen voting 
"NO." 

Staff to proceed 

YED AGENDA ITEM 
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Dam  March 4, 1983 

FROM: 
The Board of City Commissioners DON J. SAYLOR 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

E.'DONOVAN, P.E. 
Director of Public Services 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

07 Le, tkeAl  
r  

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

ULHEICT: 	APPROVAL OF INSTALLATION OF A TRAFFIC SIGNAL AT THE INTERSECTION OF 
OAKEY BOULEVARD AND JONES BOULEVARD 

IMPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Due to a traffic volume increase caused by development of the surrounding 
. 

	

	area, the City has received numerous complaints about the hazardous 
driving conditions at the intersection of Oakey Blvd. and Jones Blvd. 
A traffic signal warrant study was conducted and the warrants have been 
satisfied to install traffic signals. 

This intersection is located such that the west one-half is in the City, 
and,  the east one-half in the unincorporated area of Clark County. There-
fore Clark County was contacted to participate by paying one-half the 
installation cost. A letter (attached) received from Clark County stated 
that no funds are available to participate in the installation cost. 
However, the County has placed a condition of development on the owner 
In the northeast corner of the intersection to pay one-fourth the cost. 
The City also has requested the developer in the southwest corner pay 
one-fourth the cost. 

The cost breakdown for installation of the traffic signal is as follows: 

Owners in the northeast corner (County) 
Newport Cove development (City) 
City of Las Vegas 
Clark County 	• 

$ 7,190.00 
7,190.00 
7,190.00 
7 190 00 

Total cost: 	528,760.00 

FISCAL IMPACT  

$28.760.00 
Funds, are available in the Traffic Signal Capital Improvement Fund. 
City of Las Vegas share is anticipated to be $7,190.00. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  
The Director of Public Services recommends that the Board of City 
Commissioners approve the installation of traffic signals at the 
intersection of Oakey Blvd. and Jones Blvd., subject to Clark County 
participation • 

Agenda Item 

IV (h). C. 2. 



I 

c 
tranville M. Bowman 

Director of Public Works  

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES -.. MARCH 16,l983 

Tiepartyfient of Public V‘i7 oilks 
Public Services Building 
401 South Fourth Street 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
(702) 386-4621 

- 	 . 

0 3 

February 14, 1983 

II 	 CVA44  
E. Donavan, P.E. 

11 

	

	
i1rector of Public Services 

 City of Las Vegas 
400 E. Stewart Avenue 

11 	Las Vegas, NV 89101 	• 

• 	 JONES BOULEVARD AND OAKEY BOULEVARD TRAFFIC SIGNAL 

We are aware of the need for a traffic signal installation at the inter- 

11 

	

	section of Jones Blvd. and OekeY Blvd. We were provided a copy of the 
' 	signal warrant study by your Chief of Traffic, Al Bossi, and concur with 

his conclusion that a signal is presently warranted. Using the "Traffic 
11 	Signal Needs Rating" nomograph recently adopted by the Regional Transpor- 

tation Commission, we have determined this intersection's rating is 255. 
A, copy of the completed nomograph is enclosed for your reference. 

11 , 	
No County funds are no available for our participation with the City of 
Las Vegas in this signal installation. Furthermore, our present signal 
priority list includes 17 locations of an equal or higher rating. As 

it 	general or rotor fuel tax monies become available, such funds rust be 
11 	applied by the County toward these other intersections first. 

11 	
In a related ratter, hoxever, the Board of County Commissioners recently 
cave anproval for a zoning change and a use permit on the property lo- 
cated on the northeast corner of the subject intersection. You will be 
pleased to know that, as a condition of the zoning approval, the developer 

11 	is required to contribute 25 percent of the actual cost of the signal. Pi 
similar action was taken with respect to a property .near the corner of 
Jones Blvd. and O'Bannon St., except that the size of the contribution this 

I 

	

	developer is to pay toward the Oakey Blvd. signal has yet to be determined 
by a traffic study to be conducted by our office. 

COPAP.011ELCIONEFte 
'The:12 tsA. Clonde•-et. Ctsiserrseri • Jack R. pew= vice.chein.„ffusn  

Manuel J. COMaX Karen .1-40YelL 	 PiCin.1=Orie• wocrci-ow Wleon. Sm.= L.. wooer:4ov 
Etruce W. Spaaars Catrity hAts-se2er • Joseph ow-vv.  Assatent ccx.mw  isoseme2er,

• 
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CONMID E. DONOVAN, P.E. -2- 	 MRUARY 14, 1983 

1• 
We would be happy to net with you to coordinate the efforts of the City 
and the County to accanplish this signal installation. Our 'a -affic 
Engineer, Kurt Weinrich, will be contacting your office in the next few 

to schedule a meeting. 

y yours 

GRANVILLE M. EVAN 
DIRECIOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 

G18/1:111ch 

closure 

cc: Corm. Manuel Cortez 
J. Allen Bell 
Kurt Weinrich 



TO: 	 I FROM:\ 
The Board of City Commissioners 

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT TO CONSULTANT AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION INSPECTIONIOF 
PARKING GARAGES 

Agencin morn 3/16 /83 

MUTE: DONOVAN, 17 
Director of Public Services IV (h). 	C. 3. 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 
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e.; et livstips, 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The City of Las Vegas previously contracted with Daniel, Mann, Johnson & 
Mendenhall (CMJM) for design and construction supervision for structural 
repair of three parking garages. At the time these contracts were pre-
pared it was anticipated that the time of construction would take sixty (60) 
days. During the design process it became necessary to specify one 
hundred twenty (120) days time of construction because of the complexity 
of the required repairs, public safety, and limiting of closed parking 
stalls. This increase in construction time necessitates additional time 
for inspection. The total amount allocated for the inspection will not 
change because of previous deletion of work on the Carson Avenue Parking 

- Garage. 

The City Attorney's office has prepared the amendment to incorporate this 
change. (Attached) 

Date:  March 11, 1983 

FISCAL IMPACT 	 . 
• 

None. The original contract was for $15,000. This action will not change 
the amount, only. the scope of work for which the money is to be used. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The Director of Public Services recommends trat the Board of City 
Commissioners approve the amended agreement in lieu of the original agree-
ment dated November 10, 1981 and authorize the Mayor, on behalf of the City 
Commission, to execute the amended agreement. 
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THIS AMENDMENT, Made and entered into as of the 16th 
day of  A140#00 	, 1983, by and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, 
NEVADA, a municipal corporation within the State of Nevada 
(hereinafter referred to as the "CITY OF LAS VEGAS") and 
DANIEL, MANN', JOHNSON AND MENDENHALL, a Professional partnership. 
in the State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as "CONSULTANT"). 

W/TNESSETH: 

• WHEREAS, the CITY OF LAS VEGAS and the CONSULTANT 
entered into an Agreement dated November 10, 1981 retaining 
the services of the CONSULTANT for the- purpose of designing, 
structural repair, and supervising the implementation of the 
designed repair for three municipal parking facilities, to wit: 
the City Hall Complex parking garage and the municipal parking 
facilities located on Carson Avenue between Casino Center and 
3rd Street and on Ogden Avenue between 3rd Street and 4th 
Street: and 

WHEREAS, the parties to that Agreement desire to 
execute the following 'amendment to,delete -therefrom all 
references to the Carson Avenue parking garage because the 
repair project as it pertains to this facility has been Can-
celled by the CITY OF LAS VEGAS and to increase he amount of 
compensation te be paid to the CONSULTANT. 

'NOW, THEREFORE., in light Of the foregoing presages, 
that Agreement dated November 10, 1981 between the parties 
hereto, is hereby-amended as follows: 

• 
1. Any and all references to the municipal parking garage 

located at Carson Avenue between 3rd Street and 4th 
Street is hereby deleted from said Agreement. 

2. SubtectiOn A of Section ry is hereby amended by deleting 
the bracketed portions and adding thereto the following 
underlined language: 

• 
The CITY OF LAS VEGAS agrees to compensate the CONSULTANT 

• on an hourly fee basis for thOse:employeet-of the CONSULTANT 
in the performance, Of the services required under - 

Section I of this Agreement. -  Said compensation Shell not 
exceed the sum of THREE THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED AND 00/100 
DOLLARS ($3,800.00) for the design of each municipal 
parking facility, [with]: without  the prier written approval 
of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS,And . the sums of [SIX THOUSAND AND 
00/100 DOLLARS ($6,000.00), FIVE'THOUSAND AND 00/100 DOLLARS 
(55,000:00) and FOUR THOUSAND AND 00/100' DOLLARS ($4,000.00)] 
SEV=_THOUSAND.Flvt HUNDRED AND 00/100 DOLLARS (57,506..00). 
and:SEVEN-THOUSAND TIVEHUNDRED- AND - 00/100 DOLLARS  
.(s7,500.00).  for construction inspection services with 
respect to the (Carson Avenue .  facility,1 7En7Wden Avenue 
facility and the City Hall CompleX, facility, respectively
CONSLTNT agrees to segregate the cost, expenses and 
compensation on each Municipal parking facility* as to 
allow the CITY OF LAS VEGAS to ascertain that the expendi7 
,turwhave not exceeded the cOhtract ; maXiMUMs provided 
LInderthit Section. :Compensation shall be computed "[as] at 
25 tines the actual payroll expense. 



LAM H. BRIAME, 'Mayor 

Carol Ann Hawley, City 

DANIEL, MANN, JOHNSON AND 
MENDENHALL OF NEVADA 

By 
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Non-salary expenses incurred under this Agreement shall.be  
compensated at actual cost plus ten percent (10%) of 
actual cost to cover overhead and administrative expenses. 
Subsistence expenses shall be at actual cost not to exceed 
the maximum limit of $55.00 per day. 

Travel expenses shall be paid at actual cost. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and 
executed this Amendment the day and year first above written. 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS, 
a Municipal Corporation 

ATTEST: 
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Date:  March 10, 1983 

TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners 

• States Due: 	  
71114.10 

Aaanda Item  

I IV (h). C. 4. 
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: AWARD OF BID - CITY HALL PLAZA FOUNTAIN POOL 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Several months ago we brought to you a bid to repair the City Hall Plaza 
at which time the Commission rejected all bids and directed staff to explore 
alternatives. An exhaustive evaluation of potential alternatives was con-
ducted by the Design Committee and due to the ramifications of the wind 
factor, the weight-load factor, aesthetics, cost and the need to be compatible 
with the architecture of the building, no suitable alternatives were concluded 
with the exception of filling in the pool area with light-weight concrete. 

The bid for the repair of the reflecting pool carries with it a 5-year guaran-
tee in which the contractor is responsible for repairing all leaks within the 
5-year period if any should come about. 

One Hundred Eleven (111) invitations were mailed; two (2) responses were 
received; the estimated cost was $25,000. The two (2) responses were: 

Pacific Waterproofing 	Los Angeles, Ca. 	$18,061.00 
Caulking and Waterproofing Burlingame, Ca. 	$28,400.00. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

$18,061.00. Funds are available in the City Hall Capital Improvement Fund. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The City Manager recatnends that a contract be awarded to the low bidder, 
Pacific Waterproofing, Los Angeles, California, in the amount of $18,061.00 
with a ten percent (10%) contingency to be administered by the Department 
of Public Services. 

DISPOSITION 
Approved 0 
Disapproved 
Held 
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PHONE 3064011 

Commission Action 	Department Action 

	

V. 	GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY 

	

. 	Approval of Extension of Lease with Junior 	Lurie - 	 Staff to proceed
APPROVED League re: Repeat Boutique 	 Unanimous 

I 

1 	B. 	Appeal of Work Card Denial: 	 Lurie - 
APPEAL APPROVED 	

City Clerk to not 

Mr. Lonnie Goodman 	 Unanimous 	Lonnie Goodman 

I 

	
(Note: 	Metro Police present 
Department withdrew 	Ron Bradshaw, 

I 	

objection to work 	LVMPD appeared 
	 card denial at 

. 

	

. 	Special Improvement District No. 442 	meeting ) 	Don Charlieboux
appeared. 

Resolution determining 1 	Step No 	19 - 	
. 

the costs to be assessed and 	Lurie - 	 Staff to proceed 

prepare the Assessment Roll 	Resolution Unanimous 	
ADOPTED 

1 	

ordering the City Engineer to 

Location: 	On Park Paseo, Eighth Place 

1 	
and Ninth Street from Franklin 
Avenue to Park Paseo 

, 

I 	

Improvements: 	The installation of street 
lighting, consisting of 100 
watt high pressure sodium 

i
luminaries on steel poles with 

I concrete bases and underground 
wiring 

I • 

I 	
• 
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DISPOSITION 
Approved 
Disapproved 
Held 

States Due: 	  
7111.3-110 
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATIO 

I FROM: 
.141MITITF.'047 
City Attorney 

The Bawd of City Commissioners 

SUBJECT: 	Extension of Lease with Junior League re: Repeat Boutique 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

At its meeting which was held on Wednesday, February 16, 
1983, the Board of Commissioners approved the recommendation 
of the City Manager that the lease between the City and the 

• Junior League for the City property which is occupied by the 
Repeat Boutique be extended for a period of five years, subject 
to a 90-day cancellation clause. 

The document which is before you formally extends that 
• lease. 

TO: 

• 
FISCAL IMPACT  

None 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is recommended that the attached amendment to an Extension of 
Lease be approved and that the Mayor be authorized to execute the 
same on behalf of the City. 
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AMENDMENT TO AN  
EXTENSION - OF LEASE  

This Agreement, made and entered into this16th day of 

March, 1983, but effective as of the 15th day of March, 1983, by 

and between the City of Lis Vegas, a municipal corporation of the 

State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as the "Lessor"), and 

Junior League of Las Vegas, Nevada, Incorporated, a Nevada 

non-profit Corporation (hereinafter referred to as the 'Lessee"); 

T N E 5.5 5TH: 	. 

.WHEREAS, the parties hereto have heretofore, on the 15th 

day of March, 1978, executed that certain document which is 

entitled "Lease" and provides for the lease. by the the Lessee Of, 

that certain parcel of Property which is situate at and comlonly 
, 

known as 300 Mesquite Street, Las Vegas, Nevada, . end. is more 

particularly described in Said document; 

WHEREAS, the ,term of said lease has now expired; and 

WHESSAS,:the parties hereto, by thiedOcUment, desire to 

extend said lease, and each of the provisions thereof, for an 

additional period of five years, subject -  to the right of the 

LeseOr to cancel said lease Upon 90 days' prior %mitten notice to . 

the Lessee; 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premises, 

,2511:tba mutual promises and agreements contained in said Lease and 

2Gflherein and for other coed andValuable-cOntiderations, the receipt 

2711of which is hereby acknowledged, the parties do hereby agree as 

28Yfollows: 
i 

29 1 - 1 	. 

.30 	 The first numbered paragraph of , that certain document , 

:il!;which'is entitled ".Lease", is dated the 15th day of March, 1979,. 

::2Yand was 'exeCuted by the parties hereto is hereby amended to 
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JUNIOR LEAGUE OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, 
INCORPORATED 

By 
resent 
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read as follows: 	 • 

(1) DURATION AND COMMENCEMENT: This lease commences 

. on the 15th day of March, 1983, and continues for 

a period of five (5) years, terminating on the 14 

day of March, 1988. 

Each, every and all of the provisions of said document, 

including the prepatory clauses thereof, except as are hereinabove 

expressly amended, shall remain and be in full force and effect. 

. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this 

document to be executed by their duly authorized representatives 

the day and year first above written. 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS, 

H. B 
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Duber Industrial Security, Inc. 
Security Consultants to Management 

State Lic. 2921292A 

Bill Briare, Mayor 
City of Las Vegas 
400 E. Stewart Ave. 
Las Vegas, Nv. 89101 

421 E. Bridger RUCIllit 

LOS Uegas, Reuada 89101 

(702) 387-9028 

Regional Offices 

Beuerlg Hills, California 
Oakland, California 

Westminster, California 
San Diego, California 

Re: Mr. Lonnie Goodman 	 March 9, 1983 

Dear Mayor Briare; 

• At the request of the City Clerk, Carol Ann Hawley, I am 
, writing this letter to show that I am aware of the arrest 
record Of Mr. Lonnie Goodman. 

I am satisfied with the explanations presented by Mr. Goodman 
as to each of the charges he was involved in. I intend to 
utilize Mr. Goodman as a Salesperson far new accounts. He 
will not be employed as an investigative Security Officer or 
Process Server with Duber Industrial Security. 

As a Salesperson, Mr. Goodman will be under my direct daily 
supervision. 

Respectfully submitted, 

..,01• 

Don Charleboix 
Nevada Regional Director 

cc: Lt. Ron Niemann 
Metro Police Department . 



0014 

CITY of LAS VEGAS 
MAYOR BILL BRIARS 

cow4HHONERs 
RON LURIE 

PAUL). CHRISTENSEN 
AL LEVY 

WILLIAM U. PEARSON 

arY ATTORNEY 
GEORGE F. OGILVIE 

Cm MANAGER 
RUSSELL W. DORN 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

Mr. Lonnie Goodman 
4535 Newton Drive 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 

Dear Mr. Goodman: 

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 16, 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 
await your turn. The meeting will be conducted in the Commission Chambers 
at 400 East Stewart Avenue, City Hall. 

Please bring to the appeal hearing, if at all possible, a letter from your 
employer, acknowledging he is aware of your record. 

Sincerely, 

Carol' Ann Hawley 
City Clerk 

cc: City Attorney • 
MetrOpolitan Police - Department 
Business Activity . 

CI. V.7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE • LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101* (702) 386-6011 
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March 3, 1983 

Mrs. Carol Ann Hawley 
City Clerk 
City of Las Vegas 
400 East Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Dear Mrs. 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, 

\ 

Lonnie Goodman 
4535 Newton Drive 
Las Vegas, NV 89121 

(Telephone: Contact thru Fredrick Kaplan at 387-9028) 



FROM: 

e, id4lIcits 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

Td: 
The Board of City Commissioners GEORGE F. OGILV7E 

City Attorney 

0 March 3, 1983 1 

STEP NO. 

LOCATION 

IMPROVEMENTS 

Statas Due: 	  
79.1-10 
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SUBJECT: .  RESOLUTION DETERMINING THE COSTS TO SE ASSESSED AND ORDERING" THE, CITY' ,  
ENGINEER TO.PREPARE THE ASSESSMENT ROLL IN SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT 
No. 442 	  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

S.I.D. NO. 	 442 

19 - Resolution Determining the Coits 
to be Assessed and Ordering the City 
Engineer to Prepare the Assessment 
Roll. 

On Park Paseo, Eighth Place and 
Ninth Street from Franklin Avenue 
to Park Paseo. 

Improvements include the installation 
of street lighting; consisting of 

' 100 watt high pressure sodium 
• luminaires on steel poles with con-
crete bases and underground wiring. 

FiSCAL•tMPACT  • 

NONE 

, . 	 , • . 
RECOMMENDATIONS 	: 	

.•. . 

It is recotmended that the:Board of Commissioners take the appropriate 
Steps to adopt this'-Resolution. 	 . 

, 

' 

DISPOSITION 
Approved C 
Disapproved C 
Held 	C 

--amosia.11801 
V-C 
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RESOLUTION DETERMINING THE COSTS TO BE AssEsno =LAS VEGAS, 
NEVADA, SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO 442, AND ORDERING THE 
CITY ENGINEER To P174.4RARE THE ASSESSMENT ROLL. 

WHEREAS, the City of Lai Vegas, in the County of Clark, 

and State of Nevada, has taken requisite legal action preliminary 

to and in the creation of Special Improvement District No. 442, 

Consisting of: 

The Liprovements include the installation of street 

lighting, consisting of 100 watt high Pressure sodium luminaires 

on steel poles with concrete Iwises. and underground wiring on 

Park Paseci,Righth Place and Ninth Street from Franklin Avenue 

to Park Paseo, to include the necessary installation, removal 

and relocation of'dhy end all utilities and .appurtenances that 	' 

are neCestary to complete iame, as More particularly shown on the 

plats, diagrams and plans of the work And the locality as filed 

in the Office of the City Clerk. 

and to defray -the entire costs and expenses thereof . 

by Specialimprovements, according to benefits, against the taxabl 

. lots and premises in said District; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to law,. the City has entered into 

the following contracts, to-wit: 

DESERT CONSTRUCTION, for the improvements to be installe 

in said District; and. 

WHEREAS, the costs, including administrative costs, for 

21511installing the improvements in Said District is as follows: 

26H 	 AesessmentAhit No. I 	$39,236.23 
.11 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Com- 

98 1 1missioners of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, at a regular meeting 
11 

29hthereOf held on the 16th.day of .March, 1983 that the following 
• 

3011aMOunt Shall be assessed against and paid by the assessable prop7. 

i,erty in said District . , to-wit: 

•!•) 



E. MAY WILLIAM H. BRIARE, MAY 
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Assessment Unit No. I 	$36,000.08 

all as designated in Ordinance No. 3012, passed and approved 

on the 16th day of March, 1983. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Engineer is hereby 

ordered to make an assessment roll containing among other things: 

1. The name of each last known owner of each lot or 

• 	 parcel of property to be assessed: and , 

2. A description of each lot or parcel of property 

to be assessed and the amount of the proposed assessment 

thereon, apportioned upon an area basis, all as more 

particularly set out in Section 4 of Ordinance No. 3012. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk shall furnish 

a copy of this Reicilution to the City Engineer. 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 16th day of 

March, 1983. 

ATTEST: 

, cr CAROL ANN HAW 



hristensen - 
econd Reading and 
ill ADOPTED 
nanimous 

Clerk to proceed 
with second 
publication. 

Christensen - 
Second Reading and 
Bill ADOPTED 
Unanimous 

Clerk to proceed 
with second 
publication. 
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ITEM Commission Action Department Action 

VI.. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE' 

A. BILL NO. 83-10 -AMENDS MASTER PLAN OF 
STREETS AND HIGHWAYS BY DELETING THEREFROM 
TORREY PINES BETWEEN RANCHO DRIVE AND 
CRAIG ROAD.  
Committee: Commissioners Christensen and 

Levy 

1st Publication: R-J - 3/9/83 

Committee Recommendation: 

Adoption at 3/16/83 City Commission meeting. 

B. 	BILL NO. 83-11 - ANNEXATION NO. A-7-82(A) 
• PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE 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 CLASSIFICATION) N-U (CITY 

• EQUIVALENT.  
Committee: Commissioners Christensen and 

Levy 

1st Publication: R-J - 3/9/83 

Committee Recommendation: 

Adoption at 3/16/83 City Commission meeting. 

APPROVE) ACEiiDA:7E.:1 

A,! 
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION Date:February 16, 19,83 

orca---)-- - TO: 	 FROM•- 	 • 	- 
The Board of City Commissioners 	 John Edward Roethel 

...lanuaty City Attorney 

SUBJECT: 
Amends Master Plan of Streets Si Highways by deleting therefrom Torrey 
Pines between Rancho Drive and Craig Road - BILL 83-10 

PURPOSE/BACMOROUND  

This bill would amend the Master Plan of Streets and Highways by 
deleting therefrom Torrey Pines Drive between Rancho Drive and 
Craig Road. This segment of Torrey Pines Drive has not been 
built nor has any right-of-way therefor ever been acquired. 

This amendment to the Master Plan of Streets and Highways was 
approved by the Board of Commissioners during a public hearing 
held on February 2, 1982. This bill merely effects this Change. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

NONE 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for 
review, hearing and recommendation to the Board of City Commis-
sioners for final action. 

D/SPOSITION 
Approved 
Disaoproved C 
Meld 	Cl 

Status Due: 	 Agenda Item 

VI -.A 
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ary  

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION : D 
 Febru 18, 1983 

a": 
.."..; i 4-- -'  

John Edward Roethel 
—Deputy City Attorney 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

• The proposed ordinance annexes certain real property located 
at the southwest corner of Buckskin Avenue and Tenaya Way. 
The annexation process has now been completed in accordance 
with the NRS and the final date of annexation (March 25, 1983) 
is set by this ordinance. 

The following is pertinent information: 	- 

Annexation No.: 	 A-7-82(A) 

Property Located: 	 Southwest corner of Buckskin 
Avenue and Tenaya Way 

Petitioned By: 	 James C. Smith and 
Rayola Smith Trust R-501, et al 
5816 Carmen Boulevard 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89108 

Acreage: 	 Approximately 20.17 acres 

Zoned: 	 R-E (County classification) 
N-U (City equivalent) 

TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners 

SUBJECT: Bill No. 83-11 
Annexation No. A-7-82(A) 

FISCAL IMPACT  

'RECOMMENDATIONS 	 • 
• 

This Bill should be submitted to a !acommending Committee for 
review, • hearing and recommendatiOn to the Board of City 
Commissioners for final action.' 

DISPOSITION 
Approved 	C.  

•Disumrcwed = 
Held 

--dessmaltam 
VI - g 

States Due:. 
79.2.10 • 
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Stelg(an employee in the Office 
of the CITY CLERK) 

I. 
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(Mailing required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) 

STATE OF NEVADA 

COUNTY OF CLARK 

an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada 

dZah:92.75,, 198j , a copy of a NOTICE OF INFORMATION MEETING before various 
lbeilig first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the, r  	day of 

RECOMMENDING MMITTEES relative to proposed ordinances, to be held at the hour 
of  A./ 'I  	, on Monday  "Whobetedg 7  ,Ra,  , in the City Manager's Conference 
Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, 400 East 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 whose name 
appears in the Agenda Register maintained in the Office of the City Clerk as 
having requested, in writing, a copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE). 

) s s 

1 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

P m  ci 	day of 	  

NOTARX -PDBLIC 1n and for said County 2/ 
and S.tate. My Commission expires: /-3/I'ffril 



Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

5r4 	day of  M7LvJ,... 	,i2Ln 
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AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 

(Posting required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) 

STATE OF NEVADA 	) 

COUNTY OF CLARK 	i ss 

C 	OF LAS VEGAS i 

, 

QCsacdc4 Ai, Eink i 0.3 V4.11 ) 	, an employee of the City of Lai,Veggs, Nevada 
l■•■ A 	• being first qyly sworn, deposes and says that on the 	6/foak  day of 

, ki  , at the hour of -4:00 	t  Arm  there were posted copies of 
CE, the attached of which is a true and 'correct copy, of an INFORMATION 

MEETING before various RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES relative to proposed ordinances, 
to be held at the hour of 	4:00 P.M. 	on Monday ,  March 7  
_11311 in the City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, 400 East 
Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted 	 Public Bulletin Board at the 
following  locations: -- 

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

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

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

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

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

(-0141_   i ds`usau-, 	lam c/A ) 
SI 	

r  

GNATURE 	. 

1g J&f5j  
uEPAnTMENI OF DIVISION 

NOTARY PUBLIC in and for said County 
and/State. My Commission expires:  

MON ICE P. KELLER 
rtaty Public- State of Made 

kw= 	o01kboy 
et kayo= Boma a UM 
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March 2, 1983 

The following Bills proposed for adoption by the Board of City Commissioners of the 
City of Las Vegas, Nevada, will be the subject of PUBLIC COMMENT before the respective 
Recommending Committees at the hour of 4:00 P.M., Monday, March 7, 1983 in the 
City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, 
Las Vegas, Nevada. 

A. BILL NO. 83-10 - AMENDS MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND HIGHWAYS BY DELETING THEREFROM 
TORREY PINES BETWEEN RANCHO DRIVE AND CRAIG ROAD.  
Committee: Commissioners Christensen and Levy 

...BILL NO. 83-11- ANNEXATION NO. A-7-82(A), 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 CLASSIFICATION) N-U (CITY 
EQUIVALENT) 	 -  
Committee: Commissioners Christensen and Levy 

C. BILL NO. 83-12 - AMENDS SEXUALLY ORIENTED BUSINESS PROVISION RELATING TO NUDE 
SHOWS TO.INCLUDE LICENSED LIQUOR ESTABLISHMENTS THEREUNDER.  
Committee: Commissioners Levy and Christensen 

ALL INTERESTED PERSONS ARE INVITED TO ATTEND. 
recording of the proceedings will be kept on 
until final disposition of any Bill. Copies 
through the Office of the City Clerk, Monday 

Attendance will be noted and a tape 
file in the Office of the City Clerk 
of the above Bills can be obtained 
through Friday, 8:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. 

I. 



INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM March 7, 1983 

1 

MEETING HELD: 

PRESENT: 

1 

I CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 
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TO: 
FILE 

UBJECT: 

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING 
PROPOSED NEW BILLS 
MARCH 7, 1983 

FROM: 
CAROL ANN WLEY 
CITY CLERK 

COPIES TO: 
All Agenda Books for 3/16/83 City Comm. Mtg. 
City Attorney 
Community Planning & Development 
Building & Safety 
Public Services 
Fire Services 
business Activity 
Metro 

4:00 P.M., MARCH 7, 1983, City Manager's Conference Room, 
10th Floor, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, 
Nevada. Meeting adjourned at 4:20 P.M. 

Commissioner Levy 
Commissioner Christensen 
Deputy City Manager Don Saylor 
City Attorney George Ogilvie 
Deputy City Attorney John Roethel 
Jerry Cahill, Director of Business Activity 
Jerry Ashenfelter, Business Activity 
Harold Foster, Director of Community Planning & Development 
Vern Christensen 
Larry Lapenta, Larry's Villa 
Chris Gellner, Attorney 
Jerry Ralya, Las Vegas Sun 
Jim Kastelic, Review-Journal 
Carol Ann Hawley, City Clerk 
Sandra R. LeBoeuf, Deputy City Clerk 

A. BILL NO. 83-10 - AMENDS MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND HIGHWAYS BY DELETING THEREFROM 
TORREY PINES BETWEEN RANCHO DRIVE AND CRAIG ROAD.  
Committee: Commissioners Christensen and Levy 

No one appeared in opposition to this bill. Committee recommended adoption at 
3/16/83 City Commission meeting. 

B. BILL NO. 83-11 - ANNEXATION NO. A-7-82(A), LOCATED: SOUTHWEST CORNER OF BUCKSKIN 
AVENUE AND TENAYA WAY, PETITIONED BY: JAMES C. SMITH AND KAYOLA SMITH TRUST, 
ACREAGE: APPROXIMATELY 20.17 ACRES, ZONED: k-E (COUNTY CLASSIFICATION) N-U (CITY 
EQUIVALENT)  
Committee: Commissioners Christensen and Levy 

No one appeared in opposition to this bill. Committee recommended adoption at 
3/16/63 City Commission meeting. 

CLV-6217 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

0086 RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING 
MARCH 7, - 1983 	- 
.Page 2 

C. BILL NO. 83-12 - AMENDS SEXUALLY ORIENTED BUSINESS PROVISION RELATING TO 
NUDE SHOWS TO INCLUDE LICENSED LIQUOR ESTABLISHMENTS THEREUNDER.  
Committee: Commissioners Levy and Christensen 

City Attorney George Ogilvie introduced a First Amendment to this Ordinance 
He stated that the Charter of the City requires that when You amend a section 
of an ordinance, you have to amend the whole section. The Ordinance was 
previously introduced as referring only to subsection "i". The First Amendment 
includes the whole Section Twenty (20) to conform with the City Charter. 
Also, a minor change in the definition of nude show to clarify that in 
addition to the Provisions of the sexually-oriented businesses, liquor 
establishments are also to conform to that. 

Attorney Chris Gellner and Larry LaPenta, Larry's Villa, appeared in opposition 
to this bill. Mr. LaPenta felt that the Ordinance was being passed to put him 
out of business. 

Committee recommended adoption at 3/16/83 City Commission meeting as per 
First Amendment. 

-CAH/s1 



COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

0087 
TRANSCRIPT - RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING, MARCH 7, 1983 

!ILL NO. 8312 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

We're not even discussing liquor ordinance here today, 
Larry. 

Well, I'm here because I want to know how does this 
concern me. I'm one of very few. There's only three 
or four places. I've been doing this for 10 years. 
I was in the --1 come under the 1966 City of Las Vegas 
ordinance. That's how I was in business. Now, there's 
two other ordinances that have come in. I want to know 
where do I stand? 

The liquor ordinances that were discussing and redoing 
all the liquor ordinances, the nude portion was never 
brought up or discussed because it was not part of the 
liquor ordinances. This was the -- this is the new 
ordinance or the sexually orientated businesses. 

Where do I stand? That's what I want to know. 

Well, nothing. You stand wherever you're at until we 
either this ordinance is approved or turned down. 

I think you have received a letter from the Business 
Activity Department stating that you're expected to 
cease the topless entertainment by April 15 of '83. 
I don't think that this ordinance changes anything that 
was in that letter. The letter was written under the 
ordinance that has now since been interpreted by Judge 
Guy not to include liquor establishments. At the time 
the letters went out, it was the intention of the City 
and the Business Activity Department and the Board of 
Commissioners that you were included in this ordinance. 

In 1978. 

So now the judge has ruled that I'm not included. 

The judge has ruled that our interpretation -- his 
interpretation or felt that we were a little weak in 
there and that's why we're putting it up here today. 

This cleaning up that you're going to do, is that 
going to effect my future? 

It could. 

Why? 

What do you mean "why"? 

If I've been operating for 10 years, why should it be 
ruled that I'm not allowed to operate any longer? 
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Page 22 BOARD OF CITY COMMISBIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 
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OGEPIDfl I.A4vesA4 

Levy - 
Second Reading and 
Bill ADOPTED. 
Unanimous 

Clerk to proceed 
with second 
publication. 

APPEARING .IN OPPOSIT: 
Atty. Paul tarelli'01 

Galardi 	- 
Larry . 

LaPenta, Larry' 
Joe Whalum and Al Mc( 

of Colony Club 
Jack Doyle, LV. Rest. 

Assn'. 

(NOTE: -  Final action, 
Session at end of Pli 

(Verbatim transcript 
the final minutes), 

ON TO BILL: 
behalf of Jack 

s Villa 
reary on behalf 

& Tavern Owners 

taken in PM 
nning Agenda.) 

made a part of 

Second Reading and 
BILL ADOPTED as per 
Second Amendment. 
Christensen & Levy 
voted "No." 

Motion to adopt Bill 
drafted was made by 
made a motion to ame 

Clerk to proceed 
with second 
publication 

as originally 
Christensen. Lurie 
d Christensen's 	- 

Adoptfon as per FitttAmendment at 
3/16/83 City Commission meeting, 

APPROVE 
a 

leci) 

ITEM Commission Action Department Action 

VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES (Cont'd) 

. 	BILL NO. 83-12 - AMENDS DEFINITION OF 
"NUDE SHOW" IN ZONING REGULATION OF 
SEXUALLY-ORIENTED BUSINESSES TO RECONFIRM 
THE INCLUSION THEREIN OF CERTAIN LIQUOR 
ESTABLISHMENTS. (FIRST AMENDMENT)  
Committee: Commissioners Levy and 

Christensen 

1st Publication: R-J - 3/9/83 

Committee Recommendation: 

Adoption as per First Amendment at 
3/16/83 City Commission meeting. 

D. 	BILL NO. 8375 7 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 

1st Publication: R-J - 2/23183 

Committee Recommendation: 
motion to_adopt First Amendment. Motion  
did not carry with B iare, Christensen, 

I 

and Levy voting "No. 	Briare then moved 
to amend Bill whereb only detention 
facilities and indus rial zoned areas 
may be permitted to se razor wire sub-
ject to approval of ranning Commission 
and with normal appe 1 process provided. 
The amendment carrieI with Levy & 
Christensen voting 	"No." 

APPEARING IN.OPPOSIT ON TO BILL: 
Wry Becket', Greens Development 
Kay'Orral, HurnaneSot iety 
Charlie,:aurnett, Citi Auto Towing .  
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Date: February 24..1983 

Agenda Item 
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3:t/ 4)-04. liveL 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

/::47Onn 	
'<-'- 

Edward Reethel. 
OSputy City Attorney - 

SUBJECT: • • 	• 	 • 	 • 
Bill #81-12: Amends Sexually -Oriented Business Provision Relating to 
Nude Shows to Include Liquor Bitablishments Thereunder 

TO: 
The Hoard of City Commissioners 

PURPOSE/BACRGROUND  

This bill amends Title 19,.Chapter14 which•relates to sexually 
oriented businesses. In December, 1980,,IVMC 19.74.20 (I) was 
added to.this:Chapter tO provide a definition of. "nude shows." A' 
controversy arose as to whether the'definitiOn.of "nude shows" 
applied to liquor establishments. On February 23, 1983, a 
District Court Judge ruled that liquor establishments were 
excluded from the definition of "nude shows." 

This bill will clarify the scope of the '"nude show" definition by 
making it certain that any establishment, Including liquor 
establishments, are included within its Coverage. 

, 
If this bill is adopted, topless entertainment in liquor 
establishments will be permitted in the .City only in zoning 
districts C-2, pot -or M and only at Locations that are more than 
1,000 feet from a Chi:re:hi Sdhool, park, playground or other 
sexually-oriented business. Bottomless entertainment is banned 
already at all Liquor establishments in the City pursuant to.wric 
6.50.430. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

NONE 

RECOMMENDAT/OMS  
• • • • . 

This bill should be submitted. to a Recommending Committee for 
review, hearing and recommendstion•to the Board of City Commis-
sioners for final action. ' • 

DISPOSITION 
Approved 	0 
Disaoproved 0 
Meld 

Status Due: 



Statos Due: 	  
VI. D. 
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATI 

0 (YEW 
Nor  February 10, 1983 

TO: 
The Board of City Commissioners 

FROM: 

CITY ATTORNEY 

SUBJECT: Bill No. 83-5 -- Permits the use of "razor wire" in security fencing 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  
At the present time the Uniform Building Code of the City of Las Vegas permits 

the use of barbed wire as the top strand of security fencing around public buildings, 
. in commercial.and industrial areas and, with the approval of the Planning Commission 

as to each development, around townhouse and condominium developments if the lower 
strand is at least six feet above grade or the adjacent ground level. 

In reliance upon this provision, the owners of some storage lots and some town-
house and condominium homeowners' associations have installed certina or "razor" 
wire on the top of their security fences. However, the City Attorney's office has 
rendered an opinion to the effect that the provision which permits the use of barbed 
wire cannot be extended to include certina or "razor" wire. 

As a consequence of this ruling, Commissioner Christensen has requested that 
the provision of the City's Uniform Building Code be amended to permit the use of 
certina or "razor" wire in those situations in which the use of barbed wire is 
permitted. Bill No. 83-5, if adopted, will accomplish this objective. 

ADDENDUM (March 11, 1983)  • 

At a meeting of the recommending committee which was composed of the whole 
Board of Commissioners and held .  on Wednesday., March.9, 1983, the committee, by a 3 
to 2 vote, agreed to recommend to the Board of Commissioners the adoption of an ord-
inance which authorizes the use of "razor" wire only around detention facilites and 
publicly-owned storage areas and fn commercial and industrial areas, subject to 
the following conditions: 

1. The Planning Commission must approve each installation; 

2. If the installation abuts properties which are developed for residential 
. purposes, it must receive the Approval of the owners of the developed 

residential properties; 

*3. The lowest portion must be 6 feet or more above grade or the adjacent ground 
level, measured on the exterior side of the fence; and 

4. No portion may extend beyond the plane of the fence on the exterior side 
thereof. 

Although it was not part of the motion, with the concurrence of Commissioner 
Lurie, who made the motion, I have added a fifth condition which permits anyone who 
is aggrieved by the Planning Commission's action to appeal that action to the Board 
of Commissioners. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

N/A 

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 M 
DisaPProved 
Held 

Attendaltem 

79.1.10 



Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

540(  day of 	 . 	  

/ CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCIjr16, 1983 
AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING k 
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(Mailing required under the provisions of A. B. 437, NRS CHAPTER 241) 

STATE OF NEVADA 

COUNTY OF CLARK 

Loretta A. Hall 	 , an employee of the City of Las Vegas Nevada being 
fjrAI duly sworn, deposes and says that on the 3rd  da y of Aarch 	 , 

a copy of an AGENDA (NOTICE), the attached of which is a true and 
correct copy of a SPECIAL STUDY MEETING of the BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

OFAITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, to be held on the 9th 	Of  March 
198, 	deposited in the United States Mail, Postage prepaid, First Class 
Mail , to each person and/or organization whose name appears in the Agenda Register 
maintained in the Office of the City Clerk as having requested, in writing, a 
copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE). 

'647(a; 	 

SIMATURE (a employee in the Office 
.0 the CITY CLERK) 

- NOTA 	 in and for said County 	AAA, 
and state.: My Commission expires: r. *'"'" v 

SS 

1 
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e of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada 
	  day of 

913 0A-P-/  there were posted copies of 
correct copy, of an SPECIAL STUDY 
THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, 

Marrh 	 
ig83,  at 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted on Public 
Bulletin Board at the following locations: 

In the Unfted States Post Office (Downtown), 301 Stewart Avenue; 

2. In the Federal4Suildihg, 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)i-and 

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

Sratflife" 

D PARTMENT OF DIVISION 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

day of  1+10,0.4L  ,LL/13 

NOTARY'PUBLIC in and for said County 
and State. My Commission expires: 	- 

on the 
 ,.ya s  at the hour of  9i3a,44-1  
a NOTICE, the attached of which is a true and 
MEETING of the BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS OF 
to be held on the  C144,1  day of 

STATE OF NEVADA 	) 

COUNTY OF CLARK 	) ss 
c)12 ovILC4Lati4o 4  

+NA. •  0  an employe 
being first :it'll/0m, deposes and says that 

9 

1. 

UNDA M. OWENS 
Naar/ Public - State of Nevada 

Wow Rectotal to Cid Cozy 
ktIokkel Cm* kg, 12.1981 
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NOTICE 

The following Bill proposed for adoption by the Board of City Commissioners 
of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, will be the subject of PUBLIC COMMENT 
before a Study Committee consisting of the Commission as a whole at the 
hour of 3:00 P.M., Wednesday, March 9, 1983, in the City Manager's Conference 
Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada: 

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. 

• 

ALL INTERESTED PERSONS ARE INVITED TO ATTEND. Attendance will be noted and 
a tape recording of the proceedings will be kept on file in the Office of 
the City Clerk until final disposition. A COPY:  of the above Bill can be 
obtained through the Office of the City Clerk, Monday through Friday, 
8 AM to 5 P.M. 



SUBJECT: 

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING 
PROPOSED NEW BILL. 
MARCH 9, 1983 	' 

PRESENT: 

'CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

CITY. COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

I Date 

FROM: 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
0 0 9 4 

March 10, 1983 

FILE CAROL ANN HAWLEY 
CITY CLERK 

COPIES TO: 
All Agenda Books for 3/16/83 City Comm. Mtg. 
City Attorney 
Community Planning and Development 
Building and Safety 
Public Services 
Fire Services 
Business Activity 
Metro 

MEETING HELD: 3:00 P.M., March 9, 1983, City Manager's Conference Room, 
10th Floor, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, 
Nevada. Meeting adjourned at 4:00 P.M. 

Mayor William H. Briare 
Commissioner Paul J. Christensen 
Commissioner Al Levy 
Commissioner Ron Lurie 
Commissioner William U. Pearson 
Deputy City Manager Don Saylor 
City Attorney George Ogilvie 
Harold P. Foster, Director, Communtty Planning and Development 
Clay Hymer, Director, Building and Safety 
Lois Solomon, City Manager's Office 
Carol Ann Hawley, City. Clerk 
Linda M. Owens, Deputy City Clerk 
Olga *Scheel, Springhurst Development 
Timon S. Greene, Springhurst Development 
Jelindo Tiberti II, The Tiberti Company 
Allan Gasho, Manager, Spanish Oaks Development 
Kay Korell, Resident 
Barry Becker, The Greens 
John P. Ahern, Ahern Renters Center 
Atty. John P. Fadgen 
Al Tobin, Las Vegas SUN 
James Kastelic, Las Vegas REVIEW-JOURNAL 

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 

I. 
CLV-6217 
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Mayor Briare welcomed citizens and invited their input during the deliberations. He 
showed two pictures to illustrate the use of razor wire, one of an actual 
installation at Spanish Oaks, and another which showed an artist's draw-in of 
razor wire at the subdivision at the corner of Oakey and Rancho. 

The City Attorney had prepared four alternative bills dealing with razor wire 
and explained their various ramifications. (See his memo of 3/9/83 to the Board 
of Commissioners attached hereto.) One of the major purposes of this meeting was 
to try and arrive at a concensus of opinion regarding this bill. 

Olga Scheel of the Springhurst development advised that she had contacted an 
insurance underwriter regarding the use of razor wire and he had indicated a 
possible liability for the City if the proposed ordinance was adopted. 

Jelindo Tiberti, Tiberti Company, who installs razor wire stated he had talked to 
a manufacturer regarding a case where a burglar had been injured going over a 
fence where the wire was installed and had sued and the court had ruled that the 
criminal was responsible, not the property owner. Mr. Tiberti stated razor wire 
was used as an effective crime deterrent around boat and recreational parking 
areas inside of condominium and townhouse developments. 

Barry Becker of The Greens felt the alternate bill drafts were too restrictive.and 
that situations would continue to arise under which the wire should be permitted. 

Allen Gasho of Spanish Oaks appeared on behalf of the original bill. 

Kay Korell, a County resident, spoke in opposition to razor wire and felt strongly 
that Las Vegas should not look like the "Berlin wall." She said her cat didn't 
know the difference in commercial or residential. 

The Commission received a letter from the Beautification Committee Executive Board 
indicating their opposition to the use of "Razor Wire" in residential areas (see 
letter attached). 

Commissioner Lurie stated there were approximately 19 citations issued for razor 
wire violations awaiting the outcome of the matter, one of which involved the City's 
detention facility. 

Commissioner Christensen throughout the meeting spoke in favor of the original bill. 
Commissioner Lev)/ felt the bill should have amendments wherein surrounding property 
owners would have to be in agreeance for razor wire installations. The City Attorney 
advised of potential liability for the City relative to a razor wire ordinance. 

Commissioner Lurie moved to instruct the City Attorney, to introduce a First Amendment 
to this bill at the 3/16/83 Commission meeting, which would be the bill drafted as 
Alternative B with "public buildings" changed to "detention facilities" and added 
the use of razor wire in publicly-owned storage areas. The City Clerk called the roll 
and the motion passed with Commissioners Christensen and Levy voting "No." 

(A TAPE RECORDING OF THIS MEETING IS ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK.) 
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0096 FROM: 

George/F:001Vie, 
City Attorney 

ICITY, OF LAS VEGAS... 	 CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

ete 

March 9. 1983  

Mayor William H. Briare 
Commissioner Paul Christensen 
Commissioner Al Levy 
Commissioner Ron Lurie 
Commissioner William Pearson 

Bill No. 83-5 -- Permits the 
use of "razor" wire in security 
fencing under certain circum-
stances 

COPIES TO: 

Russell Dorn, City Manager 
Don Saylor, Deputy City Manager 
Clay Hymer, Director 

Dept. of Building & Safety 

I. 

Attached are drafts of four alternatives to Bill No. 83-5 
which, if it is adopted, will permit the use of "razor" wire 
in security fencing six feet or more above grade or the adjacent 
ground around public buildings, in commercial and industrial 
areas and around townhouse and condominium developments under 
certain circumstances. These alternatives, including the original 
draft of the Bill (of which each of you already has a copy) may 
be summarized as follows: 

Original draft 

(a) Maintains the status quo with respect to 
barbed wire (provided that the lower strand 
is six feet or more above grade or the 
adjacent ground-, permitted as of right as 
the top strands of security fences around 
public buildings and in commercial and 
industrial areas and, with the approval of 
the Planning Commission as to each develop-
ment, around townhouse and condominium 
developments); and 

(b) Permits "razor" wire, subject to the same 
conditions as pertain to barbed wire. 

2) Alternative "A": 

(a) Maintains the status quo with respect to 
barbed wire (see paragraph 1(a) above); 
and 

(b) Provided that the lowest portion is six feet 
or more above grade or the adjacent ground 

1) 

CI v 7007 
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• Mayor William H. Briare 

Commissioner Paul Christensen 
Commissioner Al Levy 
Commissioner Ron Lurie 
Commissioner William Pearson 
March 9, 1983 
Page 2 

level, measured on the exterior side of 
the fence, and there is no extension 
beyond the plane of the fence toward the ex-
terior side thereof, permits "razor" wire as 
the top portion of security fences around 
public buildings, in commercial and industrial 
areas and around townhouse and condominium 
developments only  with the approval of the 
Planning Commission as to each installation 
or development and, if any such building, 
area or development directly abuts any 
property which is developed for residential ' 
purposes, other than apartments, with the 
approval of the owners of the residential 
properties. 

3) Alternative "B" -- identical to Alternative "A", 
except that "razor" wire is not permitted around 
townhouse and condominium developments under any 
circumstances. 

4) Alternative "C" -- identical to Alternative "An, 
except that no Planning Commission approval is 
required for "razor" wire around public buildings 
and in commercial and industrial areas (but all 
other conditions remain the same as in Alternative 

). 

5) Alternative. "D" -- identical to Alternative "B", 
except that no Planning Commission approval is 
required. 

From the standpoint of the City's exposure to liability, I 
recommend Alternative "D" which applies only to commercial and 
industrial areas, requires the approval of the owners of any 
abutting residential properties (but not the approval of the 
Planning Commission) and provides that the lowest portion is six 
feet or more above grade or the adjacent ground level, measured 
on the exterior side of the fence, and that there is no exten-
sion beyond the plane of the fence on the exterior side thereof. 

GFO/ph 
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An Advisory Board to the City & County Commissioners on Area Beauty 

agatie-11.997-Tom Rubidoux 

-• 	 March 8, 1983 =•, 	_ 

erre:. COMMISSION  
FROX:, 	,LA.Sur,  VEGAS METROPOLITAN BEAUTIFICATION COMMITTEE 

, EXECUTIVE BOARil  

SUBJECT: 	RAZOR WIRE' 

The Las Vegas Metropolitan, Beautification Committee Executive. Board ,  
wishes to go- orr record- as-being opposed to-the- use-of—razor viiie - • 

- in- residential areas. Razor wire should' only be allowed in-
commercial, industrial and public buildings, not in *residential. 

Sincerely • ..... 

or..4 
Tom Rubidoux 
Chairman 

Allied Arts Council 
American Institute of Architects 
Chamber of Commerce 
Citizens-at-Large 
Cooperative Extension Service 

Federation of Garden Clubs 
Jaycees 
junior League of Las Vegas 
Las Vegas Rotary Club 

League of Women Voters 
Mesquite Club 
Nevada Federation of 

Women's Clubs 

Nevada Sign Association 
Southern Nevada Home Builders Assn. 
Westside Community 

Development Commission 
Youth for Community Pride • 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Lastly, I'd like to conclude this morning's 
agenda 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 	 We're not through, Mayor. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

CAROL ANN HAWLEY: 

COMMISIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

CAROL ANN HAWLEY: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

taking up Bill No. 83-5 -- is that what you 
were going to 'remind me about there? 

:I'm not too anxious to be looking forward to it, 
but yes: 

Unless the gentlemen 	unless the gentlemen 
behind the Ca:Metes would all like to come back 
this afternoon. 

No, no. 

Did we take up 83-11? 

Yes, we did 11. 

I don't think we did. 	We took 83-10 the annexation. 

Carol Ann, did we do 83-11? I think so. 

Yes, we did. It was adopted. 

Yes, it was done. You voted for it. I remember 
you made a speech. 

That's the annexation. 

You voted on it. 

Commissioner Christenen made the motion to approve. 

• Well, maybe I was out of the room. 

Do you want to bring it up again? 

No. 

Okay, on Bill 83-5, the original Committee reported 
at our last meeting and then in order to do further 
work on it, I appointed a Committee of the whole 
consisting of the entire Commission with myself as 
Chairman of that meeting, and therefore, I will report 
out from the Committee  as the whole on Bill 83-5. I 
went to make—Ifii—aninent, however, that at that particular 
meeting, I mentioned that perhaps the best thing to do 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

with this ordinance would be to kill in 
entirely and go back to square one. I, 
however, voted in favor of putting it before 
this Commission and I wish now to make the 
comments to my fellow members of this commission 
that I wish that we could agree on an ordinance 
that would provide for razor wire but only under 
two exclusive circumstances. One that it would 
be used for detention facilities only and number two 
that it could be used in industrially zoned land 
subject to the approval of the Planning Commission, 
which ultimately in the event of an appeal would 
come before the City Commission, but in no other 
instances at this time could it be utilized. 
With respect to the property owners who have already 
installed this kind of wire, those that were cited 
by the City, would be given a reasonable amount of 
time to remove it and in the interim time that we 
would request our City Manager or our City Planning 

. Department or whoever would be the proper body within 
the city Government to do a extensive survey throughout 
the entire community with respect to this particular 
kind of wire. I believe then -- before I ask you 
to read the ordinance -- I'm a little concerned about 
this ordinance also -- sometimes you can take an 
ordinance -- I like to use legislative terms -- 
you can take a bill in legislature and if it's a 
bad bill going in, you just can't make it look any 
better and you can also in the legislature -- you can 
take a good bill and you can amend it so much that 
it becomes a bad bill and I don't know whether that's 
the situation we're faced with here now or not, but, 
Mr. Ogilvie, assist me on this if you would. Should 
I request that you read this and then talk about the 
amendments, or would it be better to kill the whole 
thing and start over again and see what the Commissioners 
feel about detention facilities and industrial land? 

On detention facilities, Mayor, I'd like to also have 
that approved by the Planning Commission and the appeal 
process. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 What would be a way for me to accomplish what I'm 
trying to recommend here? 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 	 Since the Bill that's before you is the one that was 
recommended -- 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Excuse me, Mr. Ogilvie, my question was answered. 
The first thing that we should do before we consider 



COMMISSIONER LEVY.: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

DON SAYLOR: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

DON SAYLOR: 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

, MAYOR BRIARE: 

this is to make sure I got the vote. Go ahead 
would you please. 

Since the Bill that'sbefore you is the one that 
was recommended by the Recommending Committee, I 
think it should be read by title and then -- 

Following the procedure then, Mr. Ogilvie, would 
'you.read 8375 and remebering the procedure is that 
then the floOr is then given to the Chairman of the 
Committee.. 

First Amendment, Bill No. 83-5, Ordinance No. Blank. 
An ordinance to amend Title 16, Chapter 4, Section 1 
of the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, 
Nevada, 1983 Edition by amending section 7107 of that 
certain document adopted by reference by said Section 
1 thereof and entitled "Supplemental Document, 
adopted by reference, completing the Uniform Building 
Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, contained in 
Title IV of the Municipal Code by modifying, amending, 
adding to or deleting from certain sections of the 
Uniform Building Code, 1979 Edition" to permit the 
use of -"Razor" wire or similar material in fencing 
around storage yards located in the C-V zoning district 
and detention facilities and in commercial and industrial 
areas under certain circumstances; providing for other 
matters properly relating thereto; and repealing all 
ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith. 

Okay the Chairman of the Committee then -- I'd like 
to have a full Commission here if possible. 

What happened to your Committee? 

They just evacuated City Hall so you can't go up 
to your office anyway, you might as well stay here. 

Was it something we said? 

It's just been that kind of a day, Mayor. 

NO, they had some kind of a gas problem. 

Right. There was a problem. 

Please tell us at your leisure. 

-- problem resulted from the liquid they used to 
clean out the drains and that the drains -- evidently 
some of them were dry and the gas resulting therefrom 
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DON SAYLOR: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

DON SAYLOR: 

came back up into the circulation system. 
Now if you have a need to go upstairs to get 
something when you break here, I'm going up 
anyhow and I'll get it. There's really no 
danger -- 

Our hero. 

Did this gas emanate from the bottom part 
of the building or the top part of the building. 

Well, everybody out there likes to think it 
came from the 10th floor down, Mayor, but I 
told them, no`it couldn't because they were all 
down here. 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	It's probably coming out of the Commission chambers. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 If you want a little gas, would you please listen 
to my motion. ;Thank you for' reading, Mr. Ogilive. 
I would now move that Bill 83-5 be amended by 
deleting all of its provisions and substituting 
new provisions to accomplish' the proposal that 
I had. That is that detention facilities and 
industrial zoned land -- oh, you want to take them 
one at a time? 

What I'd like to do, Mr. Mayor, is I think it'd be 
best if we took these piece by piece so that -- I 
myself, I'm in favor of certain parts and -- 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	Your Honor, I have a question. At the risk of 
sounding like -- 

MAYOR : BRIARt: 	• 	' 	A lawyer? 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

MAYOR BR1ARE: 

former Commissioner David Cantor -.-'raise a point 
of order and ask ifit's proper to amend a bill out 
of exfstence and . substitute another bill or if that 
isn't 

No, except for the title, you can amend everything 
except the title. You' canamend the whole thing 
out and substitute another 	you see it's a motion 
to substitute. 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	I want you to understand, Mayor, I believe you but 
I'd like to heat that from the attorney. 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: I think that gas is coming from here. 



COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 
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GEORGE OGILVIE: The only thing that I know about parliamentary 
procedure, Commissioner Christensen, is that 
parliamentary procedure is at the discretion 
of the Chair, but I think you're correct you 
cannot -- 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	I suggest that you buy a manual and study up on it. 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

I do not think that you can amend one measure by 
attempting to by amendment substitute an entirely 
new measure. 

Well if it's on the condition if you'll -- let's 
see what's the nice legal way to say this -- something 
they use in Congress, but what I'm trying to say is, 
George, you're right in portion but you're not right 
altogether and that is you can -substitute an entire 
motion -- or you can substitute an entire matter 
providing it's germane to the subject, and my proposed 
amendment which I have not been allowed to complete 
is germane to the subject before us. Now, I don't 
care how you want to do it. How about this one? 
I move that further consideration of "razor" wire 
be indefinitely postponed. Think about that one for 
a second. 

No, we'd have a problem with that, Mayor. 

Right. I wish to propose that we have an ordinance 
that would allow razor wire -- so called razor wire 
in detention facilities and in industrially zoned 
land providing that it have the approval of the 
Planning Commission and what was that other part? 

Both of them -- just both of them. 

Oh, pardon me, detention facilities and industrially 
zoned lands with the approval of the Planning Commission 
and the normal appeal processes to follow. Now -- 

Could I suggest, Mr. Mayor, that you also include 
the provisions about height and the orientation of 
the wire. 

Well, that should be automatic. 

That is -- that is -- if the Mayor's motion is to 
completely strike the -- what has been proposed, then 
that motion to strike would include striking the height 
of the wire and the orientation with respect to the 
exterior of the fence. 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Well, I think what I want to do, I'd like to 
get a nose count on this commission to see if 
I have any support whatsoever in doing this and 
get it out of the realm of the parliamentary 
procedure. 

Well I have a question, Mayor. On the ordinance, 
George, on the item D where it says exceptions -- 
actually what the Mayor is doing is he's taking 
out the -- barbed wire may be installed as top 
strands on security fences around public buildings 
and commercial and industrial areas with the approval 
of Planning Commission of each development, but what 
I'm getting down to the next one, item 2 which you 
actually want that left in. 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 	 Item 1 should be left in because that's the 
existing law. 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 	 Right. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Oh yes. I don't intend to change any existing law 
whatsoever, and this is only pertaining to razor wire. 
Maybe we should have a separate ordinance that's 
labeled razor wire. Isn't it amazing when you try 
so hard to do something that the impediments that you 
have because you don't understand the English language. 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 	 Your Honor, perhaps I could assist you if I could 
ask you a couple of questions? 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Why don't you do something to help me? 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 	 If you'll look on page 2 commencing on line 16, 
I would think what the intent of your amendment is 
to strike on line 19 -- 18 and 19 the words storage 
yards whichare located in C-V zoning district and -- 
strike those words. Further on in line 19, strike 
the words in commercial and. That portion would now 
read: razor wire or similar material may be installed 
as the top portion'of security fences around 
detention facilities and in industrial areas, with 
the approval of the Planning Commission as to each 
installation. Now, I believe, that it's your intent 
to strike this next provisio which says, and if any 
such installation directly abuts any properties which 
are developed for residential purposes other than 
apartments with the approval of the owners of the 
developed residential properties. Am I correct? 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

Yes, you're correct because the normal procedure 
in the Planning Commission would be to send notices 
to all the adjoining, which would include of course 
abutting property owners. 

Then with those deletions on lines 18 and 19 and 
the requirement for the approval of the abutting 
residential property owners, I believe, what is 
left probably effectuates your intent and if I 
may do so, I will read it in it's entirety? Razor 
wire or similar material may be installed as the 
top portion of security fences around detention 
facilities and in industrial areas, with the approval 
of the Planning Commission as to each installation; 
provided, however, that the lowest portion is six 
feet or more above grade or the adjacent ground level, 
measured on the exterior side of the fence, and there 
is no extension beyond the plane of the fence toward 
the exterior side thereof. Any person who is 
aggrieved by the action of the Planning Commission 
may appeal that action by filing a written notice 
of appeal with the city clerk within 10 days after 
the date on which that action was taken. 

That's it. 

That's a goOd.mOtion. 

That's what I said wasn't ft?: Thank you, Mr. Ogilvie. 
That conveys my thinking'. Now then, comments from 
the Commissioners? 

Call for the question. 

Your Honor, I would just point out that what you're 
doing with that amendment is that you're making this 
ordinance so that it can be used by the City but not 
by the other residents of the City and I find that 
objectionable. You allow us to protect our storage 
yard which is civic zoned and our detention facility 
which is civic zoned and any industrial areas, but 
anybody else with any kind of a commercial business 
that is not in an industrial area that may have a 
storage yard in conjuction with it is not allowed to 
protect that and the citizens are not allowd to 
protect their so called "walled" communities and I 
think that's wrong for us to feel that we're above 
the citizens and have a right to a greater protection 
than the citizens have. 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

Well, Commissioner, of course you realize 
that from the beginning  there's been a differences 
of opinion by  members of this board on those 
very  comments and you know to bring  in what mi ght 
appear to be an emotional point of view with 
respect to keeping  people who have been sentenced 
to a detention facility  in that facility  or to 
protect the adminimstrative office, in the instance 
of the City Municipal Jail from inmates crossing 
into areas, I don't see how , that could possibl y  
compare with the same thinking  out in the nei ghbor-
hoods where you have families and childrens and 
nobody 's there to detain anyone, and with the 
Industrial areas, to try  to compare an 
industrial area -- protection that we mi ght be 
able to allow industrial areas to have more razor 
wire and by  so doin g  the Metro-Police can put those 
squad cars out into the nei ghborhoods, and I think 
that's an ideal situation. 

Well, I understand what you're saying , but I don't 
think you realize what you've done with your 
amendment. You've made it so that the City  of 
Las Vegas can protect the vehicles that are in our 
storage yard down on Stewart and Mojave but the 
guy that has the boat shop on Boulder Hi ghway  can't. 

Commissioner Christensen, the amendment that I read 
deleted the proportion with respect to the C-V 
storage lots. 

I understand that and you also deleted the commercial. 

That's ri ght. 

So if a person has a commercial business that has a 
storage yard such as a boat dealer that may  have 40 
boats inside of a chain link fence alon g  side of his 
dealership is not allowed to protect them, but the 
City 's allowed to protect our street sweeper that's 
behind a chain linked fence with razor wire on it. 

The portion with respect to the City  owned storage lots 
has been deleted. 

We're out too. 

But you have to look a little farther than, this ordinance. 
You know, our predecessors when they  put in this 
ordinance that you can't use sharp pointed pickets 
or stakes on top of the fence and you can't use 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 
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- COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

• COMMISSIONER PEARSON: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER PEARSON: 

electrified apparatus cm the fences, and you 
can't put pieces of glas and nails on top of the 
fence, this is just another item that we're not 
allowing on top of the fences. I think that a 
precedent has been set on what type of tops of 
fences that you can have in the City. We're just 
not going to allow any of the razor wire on the 
top, but we do allow barbed wire, which, you know, 
that's going one step probably farther then we really 
should have in the past, but I think this is 
a good motion that the Mayor's made. It answers 
the question of industrial areas where we have 
over 18 citations and it answers the question of 
our detention facilities. I'm supporting the 
Mayor's motion. 

The original ordinance was probably written back before 
you had to lock your doors in Las Vegas too. I 
don't think anyone anticipated the decline of 
the moral values of the world when they passed 
that ordinance, otherwise we wouldn't be building 
walls around the communities. 

May I say a comment? 

Commissioner. 

I think what we need to define here is the 
difference between industrial areas and commercial 
areas: 

.COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	That's clearly defined in our zoning ordinances. 

COMMISSIONER PEARSON: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

It may be but -- because some of the areas down 
on Main which are commercial areas -- guys have 
tires in them and things like that -- I think they 
may need the Protection and I would consider that 
commercial instead of industrial. What I would 
consider industrial is like out on Losee Road or 
something like that to me is industrial. I'm 
slightly like Paul. I think we should do something 
about the commercial areas and we need to define -- 
specify what we're talking about when we say 
industrial and commercial. 

I can't disagree with that. What I do disagree 
with, Mr. Becker, and momentarily s'il vous plait, 
what I do disagree with is myself and why in the 
heck am I getting involved in this thing. This was 
Paul's ordinance and he introduced it and now all 
of sudden it's mine. I don't want the bloody sucker. 



MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 
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COMMISSIONER LURIE: 
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COMMISSIONER LEVY; 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

Let's kill the whole thing, come on. You know 
what we're doing? We're just making -- I'm 
helping the cause maybe more than anybody else. 
We're making monkeys out of ourselves here. 

Mr. Mayor, I'll tell you what I'd rather do. I 
might make another suggestion -- is make it legal, 
subject to approval of the Planning Commission 
and this board and then we take each case at a 
time when they come before us. 

Can you imagine what it's going to be like. 

No, I can't. 

I can imagine what it will be like. 
- 

I think that's what the original ordinance says. 

You've got 19 that are going to come before you 
right away. 

We won't care. Most of them,-- I think those 
industrial ones would be coming before the 
Planning Commission and if the neighbors don't 
complain and no one's complaining, we won't hear 
it again. 

I think we should vote on the Mayor's motion. 

Well, -- 

Then if the neighbors got a complaint, I have always 
been underthecontention if both sides of the fence 
approve it -- if both sides of the fence approve it, 
I can't see anything wrong with it as long as both 
sides approve it. 

Well, for the third time now in my opinion we have 
demonstrated to the public of Las Vegas that we don't 
know what we're doing because I believe that we should have 
more than a 3 to 2 vote on this and I have to -- since 
I all of sudden evolved into the head of this committee 
that I ask the City Attorney to read the Bill as it 
came out of the committee and then I proposed -- 
didn't quite complete my proposal, which I'm kind of 
Pleased with because I'm withdrawing that and I'm 
going to put up for discussion -- in other words there's 
no motion before the Commission because the effort 
was interrupted and I'm pleased that it was The 
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MAYOR BRIARE . :. 

COMMISIONER 

MAYOR BRIARE: 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

‘ COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

:MAYOR BRIARE: 

matter of the razor wire before us right now -- 

I move for the adoption of the ordinance. 

-- the position 
tiMe.is that it 
and in order to 
type of action, 
pleasure of the 
Christensen has 

of the razor wire ordinance right at this 
has been read by the Attorney 
put it before this board for any 
I will now call for what the 
Commission is. Commissioner 
moved -- 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: . . 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

Moved for adoption. 

Right, Commissioner Christensen has moved for 
adoption and as a -- in the procedures that we 
normally follow, I will ask if there's anyone -- 
wishes to comment on that motion? 

What is the adoption 7- what is basically -.- you know, 
I'll tell You we're been:.-- I neVer thought we'd 
cote to that 	I'd like to knoW exactly the outline 
of this 

• Well, it's a motion to approve the:ordinance as 
j amended. 	• 	 • 

The Original ordinance? 

•No, you just stepped out. Commissoioner Christensen 
has made a motion to adopt the one that he voted 
against in the Committee. So I'm not the only one that's 
changing my mind. 

Oh no. Oh no. Oh no. I voted against your amendment. 
I move for the adoption of the original ordinance 
as written, 83-5. . 

Well now, Commissoner Christensen, I've got to ask 
You a parliamentary question. The acton of the 
Committee was to recommend to the Commission -- this 
was by a 3 to 2 vote in the Committee -- was to 
recommend •that the bill be adopted as per First 
Amendment at the March 16th '83 City Commission 
meeting. I've asked Mr. Ogilvie to read that and 
he has done so. Now you are moving to adopt the 
ordinance -- 

Without amendments. 
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

Okay. I appreciate what you're saying. There 
could possibly be an error there. Did you read 
the original ordinance, George, or did you read 
the amendment? 

Today I read the First Amendment. The one that 
came out of the Recommending Committee. 

Okay, then I'd like you to read the original 
motion -- the original ordinance and then I'll 
make a motion to adopt it. 

I'm sorry, I do not have that in my book. 

I don't think any of us do. 

You mean the Committee has removed an item 
from the agenda is what's happened -- officially 
happened. The Recommending Committee has removed 
an item from the agenda. 

I wouldn't say that. I would review it as on a 
3 to 2 vote that the overall Committee as the 
entire Board recommended that the ordinance be 
amended and brought before the Board as amended. 

Yes, but that's a Recommending -- that's a 
Recommending Committee. That doesn't have the 
action. The action takes place on the first 
and third Wednesdays of the month, not at 
Recommending Committee. So the action on the 
ordinance has to take place at this point. 

Commissioner Christensen, I now have a copy of 
the bill as originally drafted. 

We don't though. I don't. 

Let's go to lunch. This isn't accomplishing nothing. 

Do you request that I read it, Commissioner 
Christensen? 

Yes. 

Bill No. 83-5, Ordinance No. Blank. An ordinance 
to amend Title 16, Chapter 4, Section 1, of the 
Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada., 
1983 Edition, by amending Section 7107 of that 
certain document adopted by reference by said 
Section 1 thereof and entitled "Supplemental document, 
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GEORGE OGILVIE: adopted by reference, completing the Uniform 
Building Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 
contained in Title IV of the Municipal Code by 
modifying, amending, adding to or deleting from 
certain sections of the Uniform Building Code, 
1979 Edition" to permit.the use of Certina or 
"razor" wire in fencing around public buildings, 
and commercial and industrial developments, and 
around townhouses and condominium developments 

• under certain circumstances; providing for other 
matters properly relating thereto; and repealing 
all ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict 
herewith. 

II COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	I'll move for adoption. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE.: 

• MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

Right, now, Commissioner, both.7the amendment has 
been read and the ordinance has been read and 
you wish to move the adoption Of -- 

The original ordinance. 

Without the amendment? 

No amendment. 

Mayor, as a member of the Committee, I'd like to 
move that the Ordinance be amended to reflect the. 
vote taken at the Recommending Committee meeting. 

Wait a minute, you want it amended to reflect the 
Vote? The vote was 3 to 2. Where do you want that 
put in the Motion? 

The majority. 

In the ordinance? 

He's talking about -- 

I'm talking about the changes -- the amendments in 
the ordinance. I think you can vote on an amendment 
before you take the original motion. 

Barry, how do you say that? Have patience. Until 
we get to the point where just before we're going 
to vote on the ordinance as a whole. We are only 
voting now on the amendment that came from the 
Recommending Committee to this Board. Does everybody 
understand that? 	Well, I'm going to -- 
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	Which says what? 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

Which says, I'm going to vote against it -- the 
amendment. Anyother comments? Cast your vote. 
It's very dramatic. Oh, post. The amendment 
fails. (Pearson and Lurie voted "Yes", Briare, 
Levy and Christensen voted "No.") So, we have 
before us now the ordinance as it was originally 
written and I propose the following -- the following 
amendment: that detention facilities and industrially 
zoned land may use razor wire upon the approval 
of the Planning Commission and subject to the 

• normal appeal before the Commission. Are there 
• any questions on that proposed amendment? 

Mr. Mayor, does that include the 6 feet -- 

Yes, as you read it, as you read it. For the 
record, it was as Mr. Ogilvie -- comments? Cast 
your votes. Post. That motion is adopted -- that 
amendment is adopted. (Motion carried with Levy 
and Christensen voting "No.") We now have before 
us the motion of Commissioner Christensen unless 
there's anymore amendments to submit -- the motion -- 
pardon me, we now, have before us the motion to 
adopt 83-5 as amended, and to make the whole situation 
go from the sublime to the ridiculous, I'm inclined 
to vote against it. I can't help it. 

Well, Your Honor, it's interesting because it 
substantially changes the ordinance to -- that I 
believe it's -- and I'm also going to vote against 
it now. 

I know this though. I know this, Mr. Becker, you're 
going to have the opportunity -- I promise you. 
I would have -- in fact, I just conferred with 
Commissioner Lurie for a minute. I would have been 
opposed -- I'd have been favorable to go ahead and 
kill this whole thing and then adopt a brand new 
ordinance that simply states -- that simply states 
what I had indicated I'd be in favor of as far as 
the detention facilities and industrially zoned land, 
but then I thought to myself that we've made this 
thing so complicated now that perhaps it would be 
even more complicated if we killed the whole thing and 
then started a new ordinance that would provide 
only for industrially zoned land, and then I thought 
to myself, well then we've got more complications 
because some people have wire up now and they have 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

BARRY BECKER: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

to take it down and whether commercial is here 
or comtercial is there and so forth and so on. 
I don't recall that we've ever been in this kind 
of a mess with a proposed law and I know it's 
not going to get even a 4 to 1 vote. I wish it 
could get a 4 to 1 vote because at least it would 
give the impression that we have some kind of -- 
you know, 3 to 2. vote is very dangerous because it only 
takes one person like I thought I was going to 
be the only one coming here to want to change this 
thing. So if there's no further amendments to be 
proposed by the Commission, I'm going to ask if 
Mr. Becker would like to make a commmet here, and 
if there's someone else that wants to make a comment 
that has not already been made to the Study Management 
Committee and remember we all sat -- Study Management 
Committee -- what is it called .-- Study Ordinance -- 
Study Committee -- Recommending Committee. 

The same comments should be made to - Mr. Becker as 
anyone else that wants to speak. Are we reopening 
the public, hearing? 

No, no. 

One question. I won't repeat my testimony before. 
My name is Barry Becker, 5O South Jones, Suite 101. 
When you had originally -- opening the discussion on 
this ordinance given your feelings, you had mentioned 
requesting along with your motion a full study of 
this by the Planning Department and a possible 
moratorium on the existing wire during that study 
period. You know, that's something that I would 
like to see included in this and I have no problem 
you know, with your motion the way it is. 

Well, from a management standpoint, Mr. Becker, I 
have a feeling that if we were to try to include that 
provision in the ordinance that we're just going to 
have a lot more trouble, but I do -- I do agree with 
my original comments the same that until we can have 
a little bit more work done on this proposal as it 
affects our entire community and not just the industrial 
area, that we ought not to prosecute those who have 
received citations, and if there are any that feel 
like they might want to jump in put some up right 
now in a moratorium period, they would new -- they 
would get new citations. 

They don't have the right under the law to put it up. 
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I. MAYOR 'BRIAREi 	 That's correct:. • 

Even now. That's true. Your motion -- concerning 
the ordinance that shouldn't be a part of the 
ordinance, but possibly the Commission could direct 
the Planning Staff after this ordinance thing is 
done. 

BARRY BECKER: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

BARRY BECKER: 

*MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

KAY .KORRAL: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

Well, on a 3 to 2 vote if that's the way it turns 
out, Barry; you better not direct the City Manager 
to do anything because then tomorrow it might change. 

That's my only comment. I would just hope that there'd 
be some more study on it. 

Okay. Ma'am, would you like to be recorded as 
being present as you were at the Planning Commission -- 
I mean at the -- what's it called? 

Recommending Committee. 

Recommending Committee meeting. 

Yes, my name is Kay Korral --KORRALand I'm 
here on behalf of the Humane Society. One thing 
that hasn't been spoken of yet. 

Yes, I'm sorry. Would you come forward. I -- my 
eyes aren't so good and I was'mistaking -- I'm sorry 
I was mistaking you for someone else. The Humane 
Society sent a letter in opposition to this proposal 
and the amendment that has been offered -- the amendment 
that has been offered if you understand would not -- 
that's very nicely done, yes. Would you give -- would 
you give the cameras a little better opportunity there. 

• COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

How can you go against that? 

I would just point out, Mayor, that we have an 
Ordinance in the City of Las Vegas requiring cats 
to be kept under the control of their owners, on a leash 
inside the yard. I keep hearing that the cats are going 
get in trouble running along the walls and cats are 
not supposed to be on the walls. 

I agree with you. I couldn't agree with you more. 
I had my cat made into a gentleman and -- 

Maybe you ought to be a gentleman too, Paul. 

and 
to 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

EXCERPT- CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 
VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES 
D. 	BILL NO 83-5 PERMITS THE USE OF "RAZOR WIRE" IN SECURITY FENCING 

MORE ABOVE GRADE OR GROUND IN COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS AND 
BUILDINGS AND TOWNHOUSE AND CONDOMINIUM DEVELOPMENTS. 

0115 
SIX FEET OR 
AROUND PUBLIC 

PAGE 17 

KAY KORRAL: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

-- so he wouldn't wander -- so he would not 
wander and yet he's -- I think he's a house 
cat. He's thinks -- he thinks he's an outdoor 
cat and he will slip out 	-- couldn't shut the 
door fast enough to keep him from going out when 
he intends to go out and he will chase cats. 
He's big and hairy and he chases strange cats and 
if the strange cat stops, my Tommy tries to slap 
him death with his little soft powder puff paws 
because he has no claws. He shouldn't go out. 
He has to be inside. I try to tell him and he doesn't 
know the difference in the boundaries between the City 
and the County. Gentlemen -- 

I thought you said you made a gentleman out of him. 

Technically, but he 	this 'is : -why I'm saying 
someone here today told Mea-cat is too smart to 
go through 4 razor Wire fence. I think the 
intelligence of cats it Overrated. 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 	 I wish you-had.come u0 an hour ago. 

KAY KORRAL: 

KAY KORRAL: And, I think that mOst of you gentlemen-know that 
we shouldn't go against nature and I think it's 
nature in men as little,boys to walk along fences, 
and I'll bet most of you have walked along fences. 
I didn't. I walked along Curbs and I'M still tempted 
to. 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	I've always been smart enough to stay off the ones 
that had barbed wire on it because I could get cut. 

KAY KORRAL: Well, I do feel that we do have an attractive nuisance 
because a boy -- even a man wants to walk along a 
edge of a cliff or bridge or whatever even yet. Their 
little boys grown tall, but I think that when this 
boy has a challange, oh the risk. This is a town 
that loves risk. People come here -- the risk of 
winning or losing. You're going to lose if you get 
the razor wire, gentlemen, because nobody wins on 
that one Even if a cat gets caught into -- a cat 
that's not smart enough to stay out of it gets caught 
in there and impaled and bleeds and cries. If a 
boy who thinks it would be some challenge to walk 
across the top of this fence because he could fall 
6 or 8Jeet on one side or he could fall into your 
wire on the other side, and if he's impaled in this 
wire, he could bleed to death, but you as the owner 
shouldn't even touch him because you might further 
hazard his condition if you cut the wire; and by the 
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• KAY KORRAL: 	 way as far as deterring crime, I'm not sure that 
it ever will because certainly anybody with a 
pair of wire snips can take care of that right away 
and go over it. 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	We have testimony that it has deterred crime and 
we also have testimony from the manufacturer's 
representatives that it does not cut with wire 
snippers. That's one of things it is 	It's harder 
you can't cut it with wire snippers, I've tried. 

KAY KORRAL: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

KAY KORRAL: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

KAY KORRAL: 

Well, there are bolt cutters -- bolt cutters. 

And there is -- and there is -- there is such 
inference -- You're talking about this town 
loves risk. There's one risk this community's 
tired of and that's the risk of leaving your 
house unattended and that's a real risk and I 
know people are tired -- people like risks in 
this ccamunity and that's all well and good, but 
that's one risk people are tired of. That's 
why they're using every means available. People 
are moving into prisons in order to eliminate 
that risk because the prisoners are outside -- 
they have to be inside to eliminate that risk. 
That's why we're having so many vicious dogs 
imported in this community , to try and protect. 
and alleviate some of that risk. So there are 
some grave risks that are far, far -- 

Not greater than -- 

-- more dangerous than some of these other things. 

Certainly not more important than animals and 
children. 

Thanks very much, Kay, we appreciate your coming 
forward. You're a delightful person. Why didn't 
you come up here earlier. We could have had you 
sit up here with us. 

I really enjoyed the whole day so far even though 
I now am overparked, but I do recall I want to 
remind you that the City Attorney said last time 
that you are liable'-- you're possibly liable. 

Could be. Could be. 



KAY KORRAL( . . 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

KAY KORRAL: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

'KAY KORRAL: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

CHARLIE BURNETT: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

: - COMMISSIONER.CHRISTENSEN: 

MAYOR.BRIARE 

: COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

'MAYOR BRIARE: 	' 
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COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 	The judge determines that. The City Attorney 
doesn't. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Okay. Thanks, Kay. Did you do that? I didn't 
hear, did you do that? 

Oh, I did that. I'm an artist. I'm a member -- 

Are you a school teacher? Were you a school 
teacher of art or something like that? 

Actually -- 

It's very nice. Well listen I'll talk 
to you Later. 

Let's talk later. We'll talk later. 

Lastly -- 

If you can beat this one, you're all right. 

Briefly, Ilm Charlie Burnett. I'm from the 
law firm of Bilbray & Fadgen. We represent 
City Auto Towing for those of you who are 
overparked and may lose your car, you can see 
us. Our position, I think, has been set forth 
before by Mr. Fadgen and we think it's appropriate 
in industrial and commercial areas. In fact, it's 
permitted by the contract that we have with Metro. 
We impound vehicles for evidence and are responsible 
for the safekeeping of the personal effects that 
are there. That's all I have to say. Thank you. 

Thank you. Then the matter -- does everyone on 
the Commission understand the motion? Then -- okay 

It's your amendment that we got the voting -- 

No, we've got the whole thing now. 

I know the whole thing with your amendment. 

In accordance with the amendment that I proposed, 
yes, that changed the flavor of the thing. So cast 
Your votes. Post. Before I announce the vote, 
does anybodywant to change their vote? Very well, 
the ordinance is adopted. (Motion carried with 
Christensen and Levy voting "NO.") 
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COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

MAYOR BR1ARE: 

As amended. 

As amended. 

We can't have it in commercial areas. 

Unless it's -- yes, you're right. Correct you 
can't have it in commercial areas. So listen 
next week we'll move for reconsideration and 
start all over again. 

END OF EXCERPT 

1 
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March 11, 1983 

City of Las Vegas 
City Commissioners 

I 

Dear Sirs: 

It is understood that the City Commissioners are considering a ban on topless 
dancer in local Las Vegas Taverns. 

The Colony Club has just applied for special sanction for topless dancing on 
this premises. 

The Colony Club is located at 2360 N. Highland Ave. This is in the Las Vegas 
' 	black community. The community is presently entertainment starved. We are 

attempting to create entertainment within the community as well as employ-
ment opportunities. 

Allowance of topless dancing to be performed at the Colony Club, will greatly 
enhance the financial viability of the Club, which would help in reducing 
unemployment in the community. 

If the ban, is imposed, we are reqeusting special consideration to allow 
topless dancing at the Colony Club. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

SincerA0y, 	A  

Vid4Gevu 
4149"0400k,  

0-A:01:2"°111 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES. - MARCH 16, 1983 

EXCERPT -'CITY COMMISSION MEETING MARCH 16, 1983 
VI:. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEESS 
C. 	BILL V0.83-12 - AMENDS DEFINITION OF "NUDE SHOW" IN 

SEXUALLY-ORIENTED BUSINESSES TO RECONFIRM THE INCLUS 
LIQUOR ESTABLISHMENTS 	(FIRST AMENDMENT)'  

• 0120 • 

ZONING REGULATION OF 
ION THEREIN OF CERTAIN 

PAGE 1  

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

The next is Bill No. 83-12. Commissioner Levy. 

May I have it read, Your Honor? 

Mr. Ogilvie. 

First Amendment, Bill No. 83-12, Ordinance No. Blank. 
An ordinance to amend Title 19, Chapter 74, Section 
20, of the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, 
Nevada, 1983 Edition, to confirm the intention of the Board 
of Commissioners of said City that certain liquor establish-
ments be included within the definition of nude. show; and to 
provide other matters properly relating thereto. 

Commissioner Levy. 

. Yes, I'll move that we adopt it as amended. 

Okay. Now,I know that there are persons who 
wish to make comment on this We now have it 
officially before us. If there is someone in the 
audience that wishes to make comment, please 
come 'roma:Tx' and give us your name and your 
address. 

Mr. Mayor, Commissioners, Paul Carelli of the 
law firm of Carelli and Miller, 302 East Carson, 
Suite 830, appearing on behalf of Mr. Jack Galardi 
who is the owner of the Shadow Box Lounge on East 
Charleston. It's our recent litigation, I take it, 
which the City was unsuccessful in that has 

- resulted in the amendment before you, and reading 
the papers, it appears that the aim of this ordinance 
is to include topless dancing, or topless entertainment 
in liquor establishments within the definition of• 
"nude shows". Now, I'm not too sure if that's the 
intent because to my mind the definition of "nude 
shows" means something other than semi-nude and 
the definition of specific anatomical areas which . 
was raised but never addressed by Judge Guy uses the 
conjunctive pronoun "and" rather than "or" in describing 
what areas are opposed so I'd like a clarification. 
Is it intended that semi-nude entertainment is within 
the defintion of "nude shows" or are we just looking 
at totally nude or topless, bottomless, together? 

Mr. Ogilvie, will you tell Mr. Carelli what the 
ordinance says. 

_It's the intentionOf the ordinance, that topless be. 
:subject to the definition of "nude Show" in the sexually-
_oriented businesses ordinance. 
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PAUL CARELLI: Then I'm -- strongly suggest that this board 
think through -- and I don't know if it has or 
hasn't -- the consequences of including topless 
entertainment as a ban, and that's basically 
what you're doing. I realize you're saying 
you're amending your zoning 
ordinances and that topless entertainment can 
be conducted in certain areas of the City, but 
in our litigation, we took the deposition of 
your deputy zoning head and as a practical matter, 
you have very limited areas in the City -- very 
few parcels of property that meet the definition 
where topless entertainment can be carried on. 
For example, in the southwest portion of the City 
that's bounded on the north by Charleston, on 
the south by Sahara, on the east by the Freeway, 
and on the west by the City Limits, there was 
two parcels of property that meet the requirements 
of this ordinance and that doesn't even take into 
consideration whether there was anything on those 
parcels that could be --would preclude an establishment 
being created there that would permit topless 
entertainment. You know this ordinance applies 
to this entire City. It applies to the downtown 
area. I'm not too sure you've gotten any input 
from the owners of those hotels downtown as to 
whether this was going to preclude them from ever 
bringing in the type of entertainment that appears 
out on the strip. There are right now establishments 
downtown that meet the requirements. As you know, 
only one is permitted within a 1000 feet of each 
other. That would preclude the entire downtown area 
of ever having a French-type review. Is that the 
intent of this board by this ordinance, or is this 
just a knee jerking response of having a case go 
against you in District Court? I think you really 
got to think this through and I don't think that 
really has been done. You know, the City of Las Vegas 
has a reputation of having the best entertainment 
in the Country and that includes reviews that have 
topless parts to it. Now, you're not saying in this 
ordinance, bars that don't have gaming, etc. and 
you're not limiting it to just the neighborhood bars. 
You're limiting it to any establishment that has 
liquor and that includes the hotels. And I suppose 
tomorrow,  we can see in the papers and it'll probably 
make Ripley's Believe It or Not television program -- 
Las Vegas bans "topless", but that's what you're 
intending to do because as I said, while you consider 
it a zoning ordinance, it is so restrictive as a 
zoning ordinance that you've precluded almost, I would 
say, 90 to 95% of the parcels of property in the City 
from ever indulging in this type of entertainment 
including the downtonw area. 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 16, 1983 	 0122 
VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEESS 
C. 	BILL NO..83-12 - AMENDS DEFINITION OF "NUDE SHOW" IN ZONING REGULATION OF 

SEXUALLY-ORIENTED BUSINESSES TO RECONFIRM THE INCLUSION THEREIN OF CERTAIN 
LIQUOR ESTABLISHMENTS. (FIRST AMENDMENT) 	 PAGE 3  

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 	 Maybe the City Attorney could maybe address that because 
I don't read that in the ordinance. I think we're 
talking about two different things when you talk about a 
tasteful type of a show as a production or a go-go 
dancer. Now, Paul, don't try to shake your head 
and tell me you don't know the difference between a go-go 
dancing operation and a super spectacular production 
like they have out on the strip. 

PAUL CARELLI: 	 Yes, but your ordinance doesn't make those 
distinctions. All it says is that if you have 
topless and it's for entertainment, it's a 

. nude show and it's a sexually-oriented business 
and you can only have it in cetain zones. Now 
it doesn't say that spend $10,000 and bring it in from 
France and you're exempt. There is no exemption 
anymore and you -- 

- 
COMMISSIONER LURIE: 	 You as an attorney representing your clients 

interpret it one way. we up- here internret it 
differently. 	- 

PAUL CARELLI: 	 What I'm suggesting is -- 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 	 We discussed that before.- 

PAUL CARELLI: 	 Once you've taken out this exemption for holders 
of liquor , licenses, you have now no exemptions. 
So you can't impose your feelings that gee, imported 
French shows that have French topless show girls 
in it is okay, but the neighborhood lounge that has 
homegrown American girls topless, that's out -- 

• because there's no language in the ordinance. 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

• Alright. 

That's -- if George wants to comment on that, I'll 
be more than happy to listen, but I think it's a 
serious consideration for this board to take into 
account. 

In this one respect Mr. Carelli is correct that there 
is no distinction in this ordinance that is before you 
that would exempt from the definition of "nude shows" 
hotels that put on the review type entertainment. 
There's no such exemption. I do take issue with some 
of the things that Mr. Carelli has said when he says 
that there is perhaps 95 or 99 -- I've forgotten what 
percentage of the property in Las Vegas that 
preemptify this ordinance. That is not correct.. There 
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GEORGE OGILVIE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

are many adult oriented businesses that are 
located throughout the City that are perfectly 
in compliance with this ordinance. Perhaps, 
because of their existence, they may preempt 
other localities or other locations within 1000 feet 
of those establishments, but that does not say 
that this ordinance forecloses 95 or 99% of 
the territory within the City because a lot of 
that already has established sexually-oriented 
businesses in them and because of the 1000 foot 
radius, preempts any new businesses coming in there. 
With respect to the downtown area, I don't think 
the downtown area is preempted -- or the total 
downtown area. 

George, there's the Tiger Room. 

What? 

The Tiger Room will preempt. 	_ 

The Tiger Room falls under the provision of this 
ordinance and falls under the moratorium or the 
abateman provision and will be -- falls under the 
closure order that went out some months ago saying 
that all adult oriented businesses that are not in 
compliance with the ordinance shall close on April 
15th of this year. 

I don't recall it but there is another sexually-
oriented business that does preclude -- if you 
remember, you were with me during that deposition 
and I believe -- 

There's one on -- between 4th and 5th on the north 
side of Fremont and there's one on the south side 
of Fremont between 6th and 7th, but this does not 
extend as far up as Casino Center. There are some 
areas in the downtown or some locations in the 
downtown areas that would be preempted by the 
location of St. Joan of Arcs, but this ordinance 
does not prohibit or preempt a good part of the 
downtown area. 

If I remember, everything from the Union Plaza, 
including the Union Plaza, down through the entire 
Fremont Street area were all precluded for one 
reason or another, and that's another issue I want 
to get in. You know, when the City Commission's 
position is based upon what the City Attorney is talking 



PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

pAtm. CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 
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about, the sexually-oriented ordinance is 
constitutional because it's based upon the 
City of Detroit case,and that issue has still 
not been addressed by any courts, and my client 
wants to see an ordinance that is valid and it 
doesn't think -- and you don't have one right 
now, Commissioner Levy. 

I question your clairvoyance. 

His civic emotions overwhelm me. 

But we want to see an ordinance that is 
constitutional with regard to sexually-oriented 
businesses. 

.Se do we- - 

A topless bar, first of all, is not a sexually-
oriented business. 

That's you deciding, 

It isn't. I don't think you would -- if the 
Stardust Hotel was in the City, 	sure you 
'wouldn't consider the Stardust Hotel a .  sexually-
oriented business because they had -- 

I sure consider the Can-Can Room or whatever it 
is that's in the County. 

'PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

That is topless and bottomless. It would be 
subject to your ordinance if the ordinance were 
constitutional. We're talking about liquor 
establishments right now that have topless. 
Remember, your liquor ordinance prevents bottomless 
dancing. If you want to prevent topless dancing 
in liquor establishments, change your liquor 
ordinance and include that prohibition.- What we're 
saying is don't make a bar or any other establishment 
that has topless dancing a sexually-oriented 
business and throw it in with adult bookstores, 
mini theatres that show the movies that they show, 
and massage parlors, and counter centers. A bar 
that has topless dancing is not a sexually-oriented 
business,just as the Stardust isn't. 

Then why do you have it? 

Whydo you have what? 



COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

, 	- 
PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CARECLI: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CAREW: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 
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Does it make the drinks taste better? 

No. Commissioner, you and I both know why. 

Yes, I think we do and you just said I don't. 

The same reason why the Stardust has their show 
and all the other hotels. 

You didn't answer my question. You didn't answer 
my questions, Counselor. 

It's to bring customers to your location. 

And how do you bring the customers to the 
location? 

You bring them in by the type of entertainment that 
you present to the public. 

Which at topless is what? 

Which is topless. It's bare breasted. I agree. 

Yes, and why do you have it that way? 

Because that form of entertainment -- 

what? 

to the American public. Otherwise 

what in the American public? 

their desire to see -- 

what? 

Desire for what? Desire for good entertainment, 
Commissioner. Desire -- 

Mr. Carelli, how many times have you been in those 
stores? 

You know, we didn't just get off the boat. 

Into which store? 

In your client's store? 

Appeals to 

-- appeals 

Appeals to 

Appeals to 

Desire for 
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Several times. 
. 	• 

Do you go there often? 

No. 

Your wife would kill you. 

I want you as my district attorney. 

I Wbuld.think that you would want to represent 
something that's going to improve the image of 
the City, not 'distract from the image of the City, 
and you can't keep saying that you can say that • 
the Stardust Show it the . same show that you're 
going to see In the Can-Can Room or the -- 

PAUL CARELLI: 

OMMISSIONER LURIE: 

Legally speaking it is. 

It's not the same. At some of -these -- you don't 
maybe understand some of these bars and maybe 
haven't been in them and maybe' haven't read a lot 
of reports about them. It's like a touch and feel 
and there's different types of shows. 

No, it isn't, Commissioner. 

Well, you're wrong,see,because you haven't been 
•into them. You haven't read the reports and you're 
notlamiliar with the reports that we're privy to 
on what goes on in these locations and that's why, 
you know, we're -- 

PAUL CARELLI: 	 All I know is with regard to my client's business, 
there has never been anything objectionable by the 
Metropolitan Police Force. 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 	There sure has been by its neighbors who have kids 
coming in that music store next door with their 
clients walking out the door. 

• Considering that the topless doesn't start until 
five o'clock and the music store probably closes 
around five o'clock -- 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

.PAUL CARELLI.; 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN 

Wrong. 

-- the overlapping is extremely minimal to say the least. 
Let me get back -- 

It's really immaterial. 



MAYOR BRIARE: 

PAUL CARELL1: 

. MAYOR BRIARE 
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PAUL CARELLI: 	 Yes, if your mind's made up, of course, it's 
immaterial. 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: • 

PAUL CAREW: 

Never made up. 

What I'm suggesting though is that we want an 
ordinance that is going to preclude the spread 
of the sexually-oriented businesses as we see it, 
and what you got now based upon the decision of 
the U.S. Supreme Court in that Detroit case and 
what you proposed and have enforced in this City 
are completely two different things. In the 
Detroit case, there was a twofold prohibition. 
Now, this was an anti-ski row ordinance in which the 
City of Detroit said we don't want business -- 
these businesses bunched together. They've got to 
be outside of a 500 foot radius of each other. 
There was a second Provision that said they can't 
be within 500 feet of a residential area. The 
U.S. District Court, even before it got to the 
Supreme Court, ruled that provision unconstitutional. 
You have a provision in your ordinance -- 1000 feet 
between sexually-oriented businesses, schools, churches, 
playgrounds, etc. I think what you're going to find 
if you don't take serious time to look at that 
ordinance and amend it properly is that -- and it's 
coming in the next month by the people that run 
these adult bookstores and theatres that you're 
going to try and close down because they're going 
to take you into Federal Court and you're going to 
lose and I don't really want to see that portion of 
the ordinance get beat on. I really don't. I think 
there should be some prohibition as to those type 
of sexually-oriented businesses. 

Mr. Carelli, if -- 

I don't think you should want them -- the type of 
business operation my client has and other people 
that operate liquor establishments with this type 
of entertainment into sexually-oriented businesses 
ordinance, and that's basically all I have to say. 

Mr. Carelli, for the eight years that I've had the 
honor of sitting in this chair, I've heard that same 
sort of argument come before us and we've been in 
court and we've won some and we've lost some. I 
certainly don't like going to court. I would rather 
have the Commission be able to accomplish what -- 

_what_as_the_elected leaders of this community feel 
are the' -- are the judgements and the wishes of the 
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MAYOR BRIARE: people who live in the City of Las Vegas 
without having to go to court every time. 
I don't think there's any question in anybody's 
mind about how -- what goes on in the County 
goes on in the County. What I'm worried about and you 
brought up the Detroit anti-skid row ordinance. 
I had made myself a note here. I didn't put 
anti-skid row. I just put skid row because I 
think one of the historic cases for what happens 
to a city when it becomes proliferated with 
thingswhich you'd accept on skid row -- that 
the reason for it was massage parlors, nude 
wrestling, topless and/or bottomless dancing, 
and in order to make a city come up to community 
expectations -- you know what city I'm talking 
about? Atlantic City. The first thing they 

. had to do before they, tried to compete with Las 
vegas was to get rid of all thet junk. Now, 
I think it's the desire of this commission to not 
allow that to happen in Las Vegas. Because if we do, 
thenwecan go through the same historic degradation 
that happened in Atlantic City and now Atlantic City 
is thought in the minds of some to be Las Vegas's 
greatest competition, and I for one don't wish to 
sit here and allow what happened to Atlantic City, 
when it went downhill, to happen right here in our 
own community. And, in order to do it, I think 
this commission has in its mind, and I only speak 
for myself but I can feel judgement vibes or something, 
we want to do -- we want to accomplish something 
so that just because a topless joint in one particular 
area of the community is successful then someone 
out in another area is going to say to themselves 
gee business is slow, I think I'll do it, and in 
some other areas do it and some other area do it. 
We want to address it right now. If your client 
happens to be caught in the middle, in my personal 
opinion he has his rights. That's why'he hired you. 
But I want to be sure from Mr. Ogilvie that the 
desires of the City Commission 
express it as eloquently in legal terms -- but the 
desires of the City Commission are to want to be -- 
want to be interpretative of the community's desire 
to not have this type of business proliferate our 
city or turn it into a slum, and if we can accomplish 
that -- if George Ogilvie can draw us an ordinance 
to accomplish that, then I'll tell you right-now how 
I would vote on it, but I'm not looking -- I'm not 
looking for court cases. I'm not looking for something 
whereby virtue of a court case where there's doubt 
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in anybody's mind as to what the intent of 
what this commission was to go into a court and 
then find out that we're wrong and open up the 
flood gates for everybody and his -- and his 
perverted uncle to go into business. 

Commissioner -- Mayor, just two points. One, 
my client isn't going to be affected by your 
changes. We've got litigation and that litigation 
is not going to be affected by this ordinance. 
So, I'm speaking out -- I'm speaking out really 
what I consider the best interests of the City. 
Secondly, Commissioners -- 

You must live in the County because you sure 
don't live in the City because you can't speak 

. for the City residents. 	- 

The City residents have spoken for themselves. 

And, secondly,on that I have yet to see a poll 
of citizens of this City that oppose bare breasted 
entertainment. 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

: PAUL CARELLI: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

1 

I think they made that in a vote. 

I haven't seen anything that would indicate that 
they're opposed to that type of entertainment. 

Well, but I'm talking about zoning. Your comments 
might be general, Counselor, but I do believe that 
every four years the City of Las Vegas has an 
opportunity to select people who believe that sound 
principles in zoning will accomplish in the community 
what they want, and I think that as far as I'm concerned 
I'm looking at this as a matter of zoning as we did 
on previous matters and I think that the will of the 
Commission can be accomplished if it's properly 
put into legal form. 

I think so too. What I'm suggesting is that this be 
referred back to a study group  and really consider 
the consequences of that City of Detroit case and 
prepare an ordinance that will meet the requirements 
set down by the Supreme Court and other Federal Courts. 
There's a case out of Florida almost.going to be exactly 
on point, and a -- 

Mr. Ogilvie -- excuse me, Counselor. 
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PAUL CARELLI: 	 -- they struck out the Florida ordinance. 
They're going to strike out this ordinance. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Do you have a recommendation on this? I 
realize that sometimes you can't be a mind 
reader although you do, I think, very well, 
George. Is this accomplishing -- if I have 
expressed closely to what this commission 
feels with respect to this situation here, does 
this ordinance accomplish what you feel is 
the will of this Commission? 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

I think it is. I think it compliments what 
this commission did in April of 1978 when it 
originally adopted the sexually-oriented 
businesses ordinance, and what it thought it 
did_in December of 1980 when it added nude 
shows to that ordinance and coerects what 
Judge Guy found to be a deficiency in that 
December of 1980 ordinance. Yes, I think this 
does accomplish what the Commission intended 
to when it started out in 1978 with this ordinance. 

Would that -- would that include then -- I need 
to know this because I respect Mr. Carelli's 
legal background. I think he's a very competent 
attorney, but also know that he's getting paid 
to do what he's doing and Mr. Carelli says that 
this ordinance as he reads it would preclude a 
Lido type show in downtown Las Vegas. Do you agree 
with him? 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 	 Yes, I do. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

Then, I can't go for it. I find nothing objectionable to 
any of the strip hotels and their entertainment policies 
and I don't want to go back to the days of the late 
50's when that became a national issue in our own 
courts, but I do firmly believe and support the 
opposition to the skid row effects that we were both 
talking about a few moments ago. 

Well, that's why Detroit passed an ordinance preventing 
certain businesses being lumped together. They said 
expand it anywhere in the City and you won't have 
the skid row. Now that's really a question of -- for 
this commission to decide on as to whether you want 
to lump them like in Boston and what they call the 
war zone or you want to have them proliferate throughout 
the city as they decided in Detroit, but what I'm 
telling you is send it back to a study group and'! 
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PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

PAUL. CARELLI.: .  

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

think you've .  got to make some serious:changes 
in the ordinanCeso that what we both want is 
going -- 

And your client will have four more places' in 
.town? 	. 

If my client'wanted_four more places, he would 
have filed for the other places he. owned prior 
to any=action being taken by'thts board. He didn't 
want that. - 

I think he -- 

He'd be here to tell you.-- he's here to tell you 
he didn't want it. The only reason it is where 
it is is economic reasons. 

Everything is based on economics, Mr. Carelli. 
Everything you do is based on economics including 
bringing you here today is based on economics. 

Commissioner Levy, what I'm suggesting if you want 
to accomplish the purpose, then let's do it in a 
proper manner. 

I think that what we could do is go this route 
which there is nobody downtown clamoring to have 
a topless review, going on right now. There's 
only -- basically one hotel downtown that has 
any type of entertainment policy going on -- major 
entertainment policy and they don't think -- have 
anything in the back of their mind for this type 
of review. I feel I'd rather go ahead with this type 
of ordinance and then look at it -- at least we have 
something tied down and we're on the right track and 
listening to what our public has indicated to us 
rather than leave this alone and have five more, 
maybe not your client, but have five more places 
pop up and then we really have a problem. 

I think you're going to still have a problem because 
they're going to all attack the constitutionality of 
the ordinance. 

Then let them attack. 

Mr. Carelli -- 

Your Honor. 



COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER CHRISTENSEN: 

II MAYOR BRIARE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

II MAYOR BRIARE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

PAUL CARELLI: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Yes, Commissioner? 

How many more.pulic hearings are you going to 
have on this Ordinance? Are we every going to 
come to vote on it, or what? 

I've already -made.a motion. 

Oh, I see what you mean, Commissioner, in other 
words, all of this has been rehashed at the 
Committee meeting. Is that what you're saying? 

Sure, I mean, you know, we've had the public 
hearings. We've opened it to another public 
hearing -- 

Carelli, I was not at that particular meeting. 

The Recommending Committee meeting? 

Yes,' Were you there to present these same 
arguments? 	. 

PAUL CARELLI: 	 Neither was I. I was in Bankruptcy Court at the 
time. I would have like to have been. 

Do you have associates in your office? 

Mr. Miller, yes. 

So, could he have been here? 

No, he was in court also that day. 

Well, you drew your priorities right then. So, 
you've had your opportunity to present your case. 

There was another attorney -- today -- I certainly 
have. I can't say that you tried to not have me 
present my case. I believe Mr. Galardi would like 
to -- 

Thank you, Mr. Carelli. Is there someone else? 
Is there another representative of 'a club in town? 

My name.  it Larry LaPenta4 Larry's Villa. Mr.- Mayor, 
Commissioners, Mr. Ogilve, I agree with you 100% that 
I'm concerned too about:Yolk skid row worries and 
your too many topless bars and your -- 

. - LARRY LAPENTA: 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

EXCERPT - CITY COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 16, 1983 	 01.33 
VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEESS 
C. 	BILL NO. 83-12 - AMENDS DEFINITION OF "NUDE SHOW" IN ZONING REGULATION OF 

SEXUALLY-ORIENTED BUSINESSES TO RECONFIRM THE INCLUSION THEREIN OF CERTAIN 
LIQUOR ESTABLISHMENTS. (FIRST AMENDMENT) 	 PAGE 14 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

COMMISSIONER LURIE: 

LARRY LAPENTA: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

Did you make a presentation at the meeting 
of the Committee? 

Yes. 

We have -- we have transcripts of those meetings 
you know. 

I'm just going to take a moment of your time. 
Like I say, I agree with you, but I just don't 
believe that -- it's that a big problem now and 
that after given permission to have a topless 
bar for ten long years, to be suddenly booted out -- 
I'm simply just offended and feel that the rapport and 
the cooperation and the -- that we've had in past 
years is just a sudden shock that I'm suddenly 
out of business and I was supposed to be given 
five years notice on the 1978 ordinance and I 
only received a letter three or four months ago. 

Who gave you permission in the first place? 

Oh, Metro and -- 

It wasn't this Board that gave you permission. 

You had an ordinance at that time, sir, Commissioner. 
There was an ordinance in 1966 that permitted topless 
dancing. So, I went to licensing and I went to 
Metro and they said, yes, you do this that and the 
other thing and you're in business. So now ten 
years later, I'm booted. That's all. Well, like 
I say, I agree with you. I wouldn't want to see 
Las Vegas -- I'm an old time resident. I wouldn't 
want to see it get dirtied up, but there's more 
sin that goes on around some of these dance halls 
and with the serving of minors and teenagers and 
juveniles running around Las Vegas and we don't have 
anyone under 21 in our establishment. Thank you 
very much. 

Thank you, Mr. LaPenta. Is there a representative 
of the Colony Club here? Gentlemen, we have a letter 
from your manager expressing approximately the same 
that's already been expressed this morning. Do you 
have anything that you wanted to add to that or just 
record your presence, or what would be your wishes? 

AL McCREARY: 	 Well, we'd just like to record our presence to the 
Commission. 
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We have your letter of Match the 8th where you 
indicate and I'don't know -- Ican't tell by our 

well I could if I could get my glasses fixed 
here. Were yOu at the meeting of the Recommding 
Committee? 

No. 

Okay. Thank you, gentlemen. Oh did you give -- 
I'm sorry. 

Joe Whalum. 	 • 

Al McCreary. 

And their establishment is called the Colony. Club 
at 2360 North Highland. 

I would like to make one comment. 

Oh, sure. 

The Colony Club doesn't meet the new locational 
requirements if the new ordinance is imposed. 
However, there isn't any other establishment 
in the community that has topless dancing at the 
present time. We would be the only nightclub 
in the area with topless dancing. I don't think 
any of the other clubs desire to have any topless 
dancing at this time. We would like special 
consideration if the ordinance is imposed. 

Okay, thank you very much, sir. 

Mayor, I'm Jack Doyle from the Las Vegas Restaurant 
and Tavern Association. At the time you had the 
Commission meeting, the Association was involved 
in changing officers, and in changing officers, 
the Chairman of the Board has the right to pick 
his own attorney which we are now picking a different 
attorney. We don't have Steve Minagil which was 
meant to represent us at the Commission hearing. 
We don't want to dirty up the City. We really 
don't care for a lot of topless like you say, but 
we don't want to put people out of business. I 
feel a little bit sorry for Larry. He's my 
competitor down the street. Doesn't bother me a 
bit as long as they keep it clean, but the Association 
feels that they didn't have time to get to the 
Committee hearing. 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE ORGILVIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

Thank you, Mr. Doyle. Commissioner Levy 
has a motion before us. I would like to 
see if the Commission might agree to hold 
this off until this afternoon because I'd 
like to consult with Mr. Ogilvie about the 
possibility of adding an amendment. Mr. Ogilvie, 
we can add amendments at this -- in our -- when 
we're considering the ordinance as a whole at 
a public meeting, can't we? 

Yes, you can. 

Can you request an ammendment from here -- I 
mean from the Commission meeting that could be 
considered by the Commission? I'd like to -- 

I have no problem with that, Mayor. 

If it meets with your approval, Mr. Ogilvie, could 
I get with you and any other -- there might be some other - 
suggestions that we might get _with you on. 

I think that if that is your desire that you should 
announce when this afternoon it will be taken up 
for the benefit of the people who would be interested 
in what -- 

Can't I consult with our attorney without -- 

No, what time we're going to have the hearing. 

Oh, I'm sorry. I thought you meant what time am 
I going to talk to you about the amendment. 

No. When it's going to be considered again. 

I'm sorry. For the benefit of Mr. Carelli and 
the representatives of the Colony Club and Mr. LaPenta. 
Well, it's going to probably have to be following 
our -- we have already -- it would be late in the 
afternoon. 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 	 Whatever you want. That's fine. 

MAYOR BRIARE: If there's no objections, Commissioners, I'd appreciate 
it if you'd allow me to lay this on the table until 
approximately 3:00 o'clock, 3:30 this afternoon? 
Very good. 

END OF MORNING SESSION ON THIS ITEM 
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C. 	BILL NO.83-12.- AMENDS DEFINITION OF "NUDE SHOW" IN ZONING REGULATION OF 
. 	SEXUALLY-ORIENTED BUSINESSES TO RECONFIRM THE INCLUSION THEREIN OF CERTAIN 

LIQUOR.ESTABLISHMENTS. (FIRST AMENDMENT) . 	 PAGE 17 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

GEORGE OGILVIE: 

The other item of business to be concluded at 
this time is Bill 83-12. Mr. Og ilvie, I 
believe it mi ght be that because I wanted to get 
with you and discuss the possibility  of an 
amendment that this was held over until this 
particular time and based on an assurance 
that you gave me,and please correct me if 
I'm misunderstanding  the discussion that we had, 
that as I indicated this morning , that the shows -- 
the show policy  that is in existence amon g  the 
owners of the strip hotels at this time, I have 
no objectiomsto whatsoever, and the motion that 
was brought forth this morning -that shows like 
the Lido, for example,would be prohibited in the 
downtown area caused me the concern that I 
expressed earlier. My  understanding  is that 
that could be a fear but that there --there is 
a request before you or you are in the process 
of drawing  an ordinance that would make such a 
happening  not in conflict with our ordinance 
that were discussin g  today . Let me just put that 
last part a little differentl y . That the ordinance 
that we would adopt today  if such would be the 
majority  desire of this commission -- if the y  were 
to stay  in effect without a new ordinance bein g  
drawn, that shows such as the Lido would be 
prohibited downtown? 

That's not entirel y  correct. 

Okay , would you restate for me then what the 
future holds as far as that type of entertainment 
being  downtown. Quite frankl y , I mi ght also just go 
on record, I think it would be wonderful if there 
Were facilities,which apparentl y  there are not at 
this time, to have such entertainment downtown. 

There are certain locations which I feel compl y  with 
the ordinance. They 're in the proper zone and they 're 
outside the 1000 foot prescription. There are other 
areas at the present time that are not --other locations 
in the downtown area which at the Present time which 
are not in conformance with the ordinance that's 
proposed today  and as to those locations, this ordinance 
would, unless amended, create problems. 
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MAYOR BRIARE: Alright. Well, that being the case, I want 
to announce to the Commission I have no intentions 
of offering any amendments to the ordinance and 
I believe we have a motion. Mrs. Hawley, do we -- 
I think we have a motion -- 

COMMISSIONER LEVY: 	 We sure do. 

CAROL HAWLEY: 	 Yes. Commissioner Levy moved after the Bill was 
read to adopt as per the First Amendment. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Right. Okay, then now I have announced that 
I have no intentions of offering an amendment. 
Are there any further comments or questions by 
the Commissioners? Then, cast your votes on the 
motion as presented. Post. Motion's approved. 
Motion carried unanimously. 	- 

END OF EXCERPT 
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. 	LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN BEAUTIFICATION 
COMMITTEE 
3-year term  

1. Aggie Roberts - Term Expires 
4/7/83 1 

1 

APPROVED::IDA 

%GENOA 
1 

I 	ITEM 

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 	 Page 23 
COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Commission Action 	Department Action 

VII. BOARDS & COMMISSIONS 

Levy - 	 Clerk to notify 
Motion to concur in 
Mayor's reappointmen 
of Aggie Roberts to 
a new 3-year term - on 
the Las Vegas Metro- 
politan Beautificati.n 
Committee and 
Don Marshall to a 
new 3-year term on 
the Park & Recreatio 
Advisory Commission 
carried unanimously. 

B. 	PARK & RECREATION ADVISORY COMMISSION 
3-year term  

1. Don Marshall - Term Expires 
4/10/83 

See Above 	ISee Above 



TO: FROM: 

1165217 

Sandra LeBoeuf 
Las Vegas Metropolitan Beautification 
Committee 

COPIES TO 

Carol Ann Hawley 

. CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

ICITY OF LAS VEGAS 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Owe 01.39. 
March 8, 1983 

Las Vegas Metropolitan Beautification 
Committee 

This is to advise you that Aggie Roberts desires to serve another term 
on the Las Vegas Metropolitan Beautification.Committee. Her term'will 
expire on 4/7/83. 

CLV-6217 VII ft 



J CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

If 

1617171: 

FROM: 

RICHARD L. CAMPBELL, DIRECTOR 
RECREATION & LEISURE ACTIVITIES 

COPIES TO: 

CAROL HAWLEY 
CITY CLERK 

1 

Date 

()IA()  
March 11, 1983 -  

DON MARSHALL - PARKS & RECREATION ADVISORY 
COMMISSION 

I have this date spoken with Mr. Marshall and he has expressed a 
desire and willingness to continue to serve on the Parks and Re-
creation Advisory Commission. 

Mr. Marshall has an exemplary attendance record with only three 
excused absences during his past term on the board. 

RLC/mm 

1 

CL V.6217 
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PHONE 386.4011 

Commission Action 

- 	Page 24 
March 16, 1983 

Department Action 

1.44 Vesivs. 4 tIGEMDe 

ITEM 

VIII. 	NEW BILLS TO BE REFERRED TO A STUDY 
COMMITTEE OR RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE 

A. 	Bill No. 83-13 -- Excludes from "gross sales" 	First Reading and 	3/14/83 Agenda 
over-allowances on trade-ins of used merchan - 	referred - 	 Recommending 
dise and inventory transfers between dealers 	Christensen and 	Committee 
of new merchandise and their wholly-owned 	Lurie 
leasing companies. 

Sponsored by: 	Commissioner Paul Christensen 

B.' Bill No 	83-14 -- Annexation A-2-83(A) 	First Reading and 	3/14/83 Agenda 
• referred - 	 Recommending 

Property Located: 	Northeast corner of 	Lurie and 	- 	-- — 	Committee 
.Westcliff Drive and 	Christensen 
Tenaya Way (Antelope) 

Petitioned by 	William C. & Trish N. Stap 	 ' 

Acreage: 	 Two and One Half Acres 

Zoned: 	' 	 R-E (County classificatior 
N-U (City equivalent) 

Sponsored by 	Commissioner Ron Lurie 

First Reading and 	3/14/83 Agenda 
. 	Bill No. 83-15 -- Expends the "newsrack" 	referred - 	 Recommending 

zone to include the North side of Ogden Avenue Lurie and 	 Committee 
• and both sides of Stewart Avenue from 7th 	Christensen 

Street to Main Street 

Sponsored by 	Commissioner Ron Lurie 

II 
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION rte.  I March 7, 1981 Oatir 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

01.42 

TO: 	 I FROM: DON J. SAYLOR, AICP 
The Board of Cltv Commissioners 	 DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING AGENDA ITEMS 
MARCH 16, 1983 CITY COMMISSION AGENDA 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

SUMMARY OF ITEMS - SEE BACKUP MATERIAL 

Item A - Vacation - VAC-2-83 - Carol Miller, Et Al 

Item 8 - Vacation - VAC-3-83 - Phyllis M. Silvestri 
Item C - Amendment to the Master Plan of Streets and Highways 

Item %) - Street Name Changes 

Item E - Use Permit - U-7-83 - The Boardwalk Investment Company 

FISCALIMPACT  No Funding Required 

RECOMMENDATIONS 	See Attachments . 

HAROLD P. .FOSTER, DIRECTOR 

gISPOSITION 
Aoorovect 
Disapproved 
Held 

M.rds Its 
States Our 	  



IflGENDO 

ITEM 

March 16, IML43  

Page 25 

Department Action 

U.4. 
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Commission Action 

Lurie - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff 
subject to condition 
Unanimous 

Clerk to notify 
and Planning to 
proceed. 

Carol Miller was 
present. 

No one appeared 
in opposition. 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

IX. 2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS 

A. 	VAC-2-83 - Petition of Vacation submitted 
by CAROL MILLER, ET AL to vacate a portion 
of Wilson Avenue between 11th Street and 
Maryland Parkway. 

The Planning Commission unanimously 
recommends APPROVAL, subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. Application be amended to vacate only 
the north 10' and the south 10' of 
Wilson Avenue. 

2. If the Order of Vacation is not 
recorded within one (1) year after 
approval by the City Commission, or 
an extension is not granted by the 
Planning Commission, then approval 
will terminate and a new petition 
must be submitted. 

Staff Recommendation: Application be 
amended to vacate 10' on each side of 
Wilson Avenue. 

PROTESTS: 0 

APPROVED AGEND4 
3  

1 
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

A. VACATION - VAC-2-83 - CAROL MILLER, ET AL  

The request is to vacate 20' on the north and south sides of Wilson 
Avenue between llth Street and Maryland Parkway. Presently there is 
80' of right-of-way on this segment of Wilson Avenue. To the west, 
10' was vacated on the north side of Wilson with the intent beina to 
only vacate 10' on the north and south sides to reduce the 
width of the street to 60 which is the same width as a collector street 
and is needed because of the apartment development in the area. At 
the Planning Commission meeting, staff recommended the application be 
amended to 10' on the north and south sides and the applicants were 
in agreement. Presently the street has an improved width of 40'. 

. PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Amend vacation to 
10' on each side of Wilson Avenue. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Amend vacation to 10' on each 
side of Wilson Avenue. 

PROTESTS: 0 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

NOTICE 
• 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a petition has been filed 

with the Clerk of the Board of Commissioners of the City of Las 

Vegas, Nevada, asking for the vacation of certain real property 

hereinafter described: that said petition has been referred to 

the Planning Commission of the City of Las Vegas: and that said 

Planning Commission has recommended that said petition be approved 

and that the following property be vacated, to-wit: 

A portion of Wilson Avenue between 11th Street 
and Maryland Parkway 

SUBJECT TO  

1. Application be amended to vacate only the north 

10' and the south 10' of Wilson Avenue. 

2. If the Order of Vacation is not recorded within 

one (1) year after approval by the City Commission, 

or an extension is not granted by the Planning 

Commission, then approval will terminate and 

a new petition must be submitted. 

3. Satisfaction of the requirements of the various 

utility companies. 

4. Conformance to code requirements and design - 

standards.  of all City departments. 

. 	• 3.. Vacation shall not be recorded until all of the 

above conditions have been met. 	 • 

, • A PUBLIC HEARING on said petition and recommendation of 

the Planning Commission will be held on the ltth day of march, 

1981, at the hour of 2:00 p.m., in the Commission Chambers of 

City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, CountY of Clark, 

State of Nevada. 

If, upon such hearing the Board of Commissioners of the 

City of Las Vegas is satisfied that the public will not be 

materially injured by such proposed vacation, the above described 

property will be ordered vacated. 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

• * 
THIS NOTICE is given pursuant to an.Order made by the 

• 
Board of Commissioners of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada,' at a 

regular Meeting thereof held on the 2nd .day of March, 1982. 

0 1. 4 6  



Clerk to notify 
and Planning to 
proceed. 

Phyllis M. 
Silvestri appeared 

No one spoke in 
opposition. 

Lurie - 
APPROVED as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 

leIGENDO 
CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

e,z, 	livs VesA4 
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

(AV 
March 16, 1983 

Page 26 

ITEM 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Commission Action Department Action 

IX. 2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS (Cont'd) 

B. 	VAC-3-83 - Petition of Vacation submitted 
by PHYLLIS M. SILVESTRI to vacate U. S. 
Government Patent Reservations located 
between West Charleston Boulevard and 
Holmby Avenue, west of Rainbow Boulevard. 

The Planning Commission unanimously 
recommends APPROVAL, subject to the 
following condition: 

1 

1 

1. If the Order of Vacation is not 
recorded within one (1) year after 
approval by the City Commission, or an 
extension is not granted by the Planning 
Commission, then approval will terminate 
and a new petition must be submitted. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

APPROVEDACEiDalTEA aaa 	9 



CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

• MAS 

To:. The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

B. VACATION - VAC-3-83 - PHYLLIS M. SILVESTRI  

The request is to vacate a 33' wide Government Patent Reservation on 
the east and west sides of a government 10t southwest of Rainbow and 
Charleston. Also, the request includes the vacation of the north 3' 
of the 33' easement on the south side of this lot where Holmby Avenue 
is located. Only a 30' half-street will be needed for Holmby and the 
3' can be vacated along with the east and west patent reservations because 
no streets are proposed in a north/south direction on this property. 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

3 

IX. 
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0149 

NOTICE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a petition has been filed . 

with the Clerk of the Board of Commissioners of the City of Las 

Vegas, Nevada, asking for the vacation of certain real property 

hereinafter described; that said petition has been referred to 	. 

the Planning Commission of the City of Las Vegas: and that said 

Planning Commission has recómmended that said petition be approved 

and that the following Property be vacated, to-wit: 

U.S. Government Patent Reservations located 
between. West Charleston Boulevard and Holmby 
Avenue, west of Rainbow Boulevard 

SUBJECT TO  

1. - If the Order of Vacation is not recorded within 

one (1) year after approval by the City Commission, 

or an extension is not granted by the Planning 

Commission, then Approval will terminate and 

a new petition must-  be submitted. 

2. Satisfaction of the requirements of the various 

utility companies. 

3. Conformance to cede requirements and design 

standards of all City departments. 

4. , Vacation shall not be recorded until all of the 

aboVeconditions have been met. - 

.A.  PUBLIC BEARING on said petition and recommendation of 

the Planning Commission 7.'44 be held on the 16th.day of March, 

1983, at the hour of 2:00 p.m.., in the Commission Chambers of 

City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, County of Clark, 

State Of Nevada. 

If, upon such hearing the Board of Commissioners of the 

City of Las Vegas is satisfied that the public will not be 

materially inured by Such proposed vacation, the above described 

property will be ordered vacated. 
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0 150 

THIS NOTICE is given pursuant to an Order made by the 
; 

Board of Commissioners of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, at a 

regular meeting thereof held On the 2nd day of March, 1983. 

0.40-414; 	A/1=A 
CAROL ANN 	, City Cier 

VAC-3-83 



No one spoke in 
Opposition. 

I OGENDO 

1 

1 

1 

c-41 

46 
46 
4X 

ITEM 

IX. 	2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS - . (Cont'd)  

C. 

	

	AMENDMENT TO THE MASTER PLAN: OF STREETS 
AND HIGHWAYS FOR - THE FOLLOWING: 

tN. (8) 

, 	. 
ARMANINO STRADA To add an 80' wide 

.717j, Secondary ,  Street apProXiMately 1/4 mile 
south - of the north section line of ' 
Sections 31 and_324-1.044464ip 20 South, 

- :Range 60 East, between Hualpai Way on 
the:west and DUI-an- go Drive On the east; 

(1)  

(2)  

(3)  

(4)  

(5)  

(6)  

(7)  

GRAND CANYON DRIVE - To realign between 
Westdiff Drive on the4lorth and 
Charleston Boulevard on the south, 
increasing the width from 80' to 100' 
and to delete the alignment between 
Charleston Boulevard On the north and 
Sahara Avenue on the South; 

HUALPAI WAY - To realign at Charleston 
Boulevard between Alta Drive on the 
north and Oakey Blvd. on the south; 

FORT APACHE ROAD - To delete between 
Westcliff Drive on the north and . 
Sahara Avenue on the south; . 

EL CAPITAN WAY - To realign between 
Westcliff Drive on the north and 
Sahara Avenue on the south; 

ALTA DRIVE HTO realign,Hualpai Way on 
the west and Durango Drive on the east; 

WESTCLIFF DRIVE - To delete the-align-
ment between Hualpai Way on the west 
and Durango Drive on the east, 

DURANGO DRIVE - To realign at Charleston 
Boulevard between Alta Drive On the 
north and Oakey Boulevard on the south; 

OAKEY BOULEVARD -To realign between 
Durango Drive on the east and the 	I 
proposed .PeCcole Strada on the west 
and to delete the alignment between 	' 
HUaIpai-Way on the west and the proposed 
Peccole Strada on the east;: 

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Commission Action 

Page 27 

Department Action 

'Lurie - 
!APPROVED 
Amendments 1 thru 10 
Unanimous with 
exception that Levy 
abstained from. votinEl 

Planning to 
proceed. 

William Peccole 
4/as present. 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - .MARCH 16, 1983 

e 	I. 4 tiesm. March 16, 1983 

0 I 5 



BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Commission Action 	Department Action 

Page 28 

- CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

1.44 
ovila 

March 16, 1983 

APPROVED 
See Page 27 See Page 27 

!MEMO 

1 

1 

1 

ITEM 

IX. 	2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS (Cont'd) 

. 	AMENDMENT TO THE MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND 
HIGHWAYS -.CONTINUED 

(10) PECCOLE STRADA - To add an 80' wide 
Secondary Street between Alta Drive 
on the north and Sahara Avenue on the 
south. 

The Planning Commission unanimously 
recommends APPROVAL, subject to the 
following condition: 

1. A request be made to- Clark County to 
approve the alignment of Grand Canyon 
Drive. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

APPROVED 
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0153 
IX. To: The Board of City Commissioners 

Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item 
March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

C. AMENDMENT TO THE MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND HIGHWAYS  

The request is to amend the Master Plan of Streets and Highways on the 
Peccole property and on Angel Park. The changes involve some deletions 
and realignments that were requested in part by Mr. Peccole and some 
by the City. Essentially, all of the changes were considered at the 
time the zoning was approved and it was approved with the condition 
that the Master Plan of Streets and Highways be amended. Staff has 

' worked with the developer on these changes and the only street that 
was not considered at the time of the zoning is the 80' Secondary on 
the south side of Angel Park that has been determined to be needed to 
handle traffic volumes in this general area. Mr. Peccole has agreed 
to provide the south half of this street. The amendments will also 
eliminate one north/south street through Angel Park. Further, Grand 
Canyon Drive is proposed to be realigned to the north that will affect 
the alignment in the County. The County has been contacted and appears 
to be receptive to the change. 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to a request 
being made to the County to approve the realignment of Grand Canyon 
Drive. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 
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0154 
C. LOCATION MAP - AMENDMENT TO THE MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND HIGHWAYS  

EMIV 
1 a Ell 

AMENDMENT TO THE MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND WIGIMAYS FOR THE FOLLOWING: 

(1) HUALPAI WAY:  TO realign at Charleston Boulevard between Alta Drive 
on the north and Oakey Boulevard an the south. 

(2) GRANO CANYON DRIVE: To realign between Westcliff Drive on the north 
and Charleston Boulevard on tne south, increasing the width frog 80' 
to 100'. and to delete the alignment between Charleston Boulevard on 
the north and Sanara Avenge on the south. 

(3) FORT APACHE ROAD: To delete between Westcliff Drive on the north and 
lanara Avenue on the south. 

(4) EL CAPITAN WAY: rc realign between Westcliff Drive on the :north and 
Sahara Avenuethe south. 

(5) DURANGO DRIVE: To realign at Charleston Boulevard between Alta Drive 
Ontiuti—a—orand Oakey Boulevard on the south. 

(5) OAREV ROULEVARO:  To realign between Durango Drive on the east and 
the proposed Peccole Strada on the west and to delete tne alignment 
between Nualpai Way on the west and the proposed Peccole Strode on 
the east. 

(7) ALTA DRIVE: To realign between Nualpai Way on the west and Durango 
17ivecir—mie east. 

(3) WESTCLIFF DRIVE: To delete the alignment between Hualpai Way on the 
w7i7—FrOMMT Drive on the east. 

(9) 1ENETIAN STRADA: To add an air wide 'Secondary Street aporoxlmately 
/A so l e 	of the north section line of Sections 31 and 32, Township 

30 South, Range 50 East, Dellverl Nualpai Way on the west and Durango 
Drive on the east. 

(I0) PECCOLE STRADA: To add an 30 wide Secondary Street between Alta Drive 
on the north one Sahara Avenue on the south. 

4 
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

MAYOR BILL BRIARE 

COMMISSIONERS 
RON LURIE 

PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN 
AL LEVY 

WILLIAM U. PEARSON 

CITY ATTORNEY 
GEORGE F. OGILVIE 

CITY MANAGER 
RUSSELL W. DORM 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

MARCH 16, 1983 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on Wednesday, March 16, 1983, at the hour 
of 2:00 P.M. in the Commission Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart 
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, the Board of City Commissioners will consider 
the following: 

AMENDMENT TO THE MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND HIGHWAYS 
FOR THE AREA GENERALLY BOUND BY WESTCLIFF DRIVE ON THE 
NORTH, SAHARA AVENUE ON THE SOUTH, DURANGO DRIVE ON THE 
EAST AND HUALPAI WAY ON THE WEST. 

(SEE ATTACHED DESCRIPTIONS AND GENERAL LOCATION MAP) 

ANY AND ALL INTERESTED PERSONS may appear and be heard at said meeting 
or, prior thereto, may file written objections thereto or approvals 
thereof with the City Clerk, 10th Floor, City Hall. 

Cli cuSf 
CAROL ANN HAWLEY 
CITY CLERK 

CLV-7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE • LAS VEGAS. NEVADA 89101 • (702) 386-6011 
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

1.44 vesm. 

Commission Action ITEM 

IWGEEIDfl 
1 
1 

0 .156 
March 16, 1983 

Page 29 

Department Action 

Lurie - 
APPROVED subject 
to condition. 
Unanimous with 
exception that 
Levy abstained from 
Voting. 

Planning to 
proceed 

William Peccole 
was present. 

No one spoke in 
opposition. 

IX. 	2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS - (Cont'd)  

STREET NAME CHANGES. Request by CITY OF 
LAS VEGAS for a proposed Street name 
Change for the following: 

(1) From HUALPAI WAY to VENETO DRIVE 
between Westdiiff Otive_and Sahara 
Avenue and between: Moccasin Road and 
Grand Teton Drive; 

(2) From FORT APACHE ROAD to EL CAPITAN WAY 
between Westcliff Drive and Sahara 
Avenue; 

(3) From EL CAPITAN WAY to PECCOLE STRADA 
between Alta Drive and Sahara Avenue. 

The, Planning:Commission_unanimously 
recommends APPROVAL subject to the 
following Condition: 

1. Clark County approval must be obtained 
for these street name changes. 

Staff Recommendation .: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 	- 

APPROVED 
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To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

D. STREET NAME CHANGES  

This involves the Peccole property and is tied into the Amendment to 
the Master Plan of Streets and Highways under Item C. The three major 
streets to be rennamed are as follows: (1) From Hualpai Way to Veneto 
Drive between Westcliff Drive and Sahara Avenue and between Moccasin 
Road and Grand Teton Drive; (2) From Fort Apache Road to El Capitan 
Way between Westcliff Drive and Sahara. Avenue; and (3) From El Capitan 
Way to Peccole Strada between Alta Drive and Sahara Avenue. All of 
the changes affect streets in the County to the north and to the south. 
Contact has been made with the County and they are receptive to these 
changes because there are no assigned addresses on these streets. 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, Subject to a request 
• being made to the County to approve these name changes. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

I X. 
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CITY  of LAS VEGAS 

EIRSERIV 	 . 

CLV:7009 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

MARCH 16, 1983 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on Wednesday, March 16, 1983, at the hour 
of 2:00 P.M. in the Commission Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart 
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, the Board of City Commissioners will consider 
the following: 

REQUEST- BY THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS TO CHANGE STREET 
NAMES AS FOLLOWS: 

1. FROM HUALPAI WAY TO VENETO DRIVE BETWEEN 
WESTCLIFF DRIVE AND SAHARA AVENUE AND 
BETWEEN MOCCASIN ROAD AND GRAND TETON DRIVE. 

2. FROM FORT APACHE ROAD TO EL CAPITAN WAY 
BETWEEN WESTCLIFF DRIVE AND SAHARA AVENUE. 

3. FROM EL CAPITAN WAY TO PECCOLE STRADE 
BETWEEN ALTA DRIVE AND SAHARA AVENUE. 

(SEE ATTACHED MAP) 

ANY AND ALL INTERESTED PERSONS may appear and be heard at said meeting 
or, prior thereto, may file written objections thereto or approvals 
thereof with the City Clerk, 10th Floor, City Hall. 

CAROL ANN HAWLEY 
CITY CLERK .  

400 E. STEWART AVENUE • LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 • (702) 386-6011 
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est 1A4 Vese4 
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 306-6011 

IWGENDfl 0160 
March 16, 1983 

Page 30 

ABEYANCE at request 
of applicant's 
attorney. 

4/6/83 Agenda 

Clerk to notify 
Atty. John Moran, Jr 
of abeyance 
action. 

■•■• 

Board of Zoning Adjustment recommends 
APPROVAL (3-1 vote). 

No one appeared 
in opposition. 

ITEM Commission Action Department Action 

IX. 	2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS - (Cont'd) 

E. 	U-7-83 - Application of THE BOARDWALK 
INVESTMENT CO. for a Use Permit to allow 
a Class III Secondhand Dealership (Jewelry) 
at property located at 2301 Las Vegas 
Boulevard South in Zoning District C-2 
(General Commercial) 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL 

*PROTESTS: 0 

1 

I. 
1 

• AP I" ncrf:_n 
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TO: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

E. USE PERMIT - U-7-83 - THE BOARDWALK INVESTMENT COMPANY  

Commissioner Lurie has received a request from the applicant to hold 
this application in abeyance to the next meeting because the applicant 
has hired a new attbrney to represent them and he needs additional time 

: to prepare his presentation.. There were no protestants at the BZA 
meeting and staff' has no objection to holding this in abeyance. 	• 

The request is for a 'Class III secondhand dealership on a segment of 
Las Vegas Boulevard South which prohibits this type of Use by ordinance. 
The applicants applied for a variance application at the seine time the 
use permit was filed and the Board of Zoning Adjustment approved - both 
applications. You will remember e similar request was made for a Class 

. III operation on Las Vegas Boulevard at Charleston and the City Commission 
, 

	

	denied that application. This proposed operation is to buy used gold 
Jewelry. 

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

STAFF 'RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL - Insufficient justification was presented 
to allow' this use on this segment of Las Vegas Boulevard South. 

PROTESTS: 0 

IX. 
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CAROL ANN HAWLEY 
CITY CLERK 

I 0.v.7039 400 E. STEWART AVENUE • LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 • (702) 386-8011 

MAYOR BILL BEARE 

COMMISSIONERS 
RON UJRIE 

PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN 
AL LEVY 

WILLIAM U. PEAitSON 

CITY ATTORNEY 
GEORGE F. OGILVIE 

CITY MANAGER 
RUSSELL W. DORN 

I. 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

MARCH 16, 1983 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on Wednesday, March 16, 1983, at the hour of 2:00 P.M. 
In the Commission Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, 
the Board of City Commissioners will consider the following: 

U-7-83 	Application of THE BOARDWALK INVESTMENT CO. for a Use 
Permit to allow a Class III Secondhand Dealership (Jewelry) 

• 	at property located at 2301 Las Vegas Boulevard South 
in Zoning District C-2 (General Commercial) 

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS PORTIONS  
OF LOTS 18, 19, 20, 21, AND 22, BLOCK 2, MEADOWS  
ADDITION.  

ANY AND ALL INTERESTED PERSONS may appear and be heard at said meeting or, prior 
thereto, may file written objections thereto or approvals thereof with the City 
Clerk, 10th Floor, City Hall. 
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COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 304-6011 

Commission Action 	Department Action 

1111GEMDfi 
I .  

i ITEM 

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. 

1 

1.1 

All zoning items shall conform to the 
following general conditions: 

1. Conformance to the plot plan and 
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. All 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: 

htative Maps: 

• lopproval of the tentative map shall be 
for no more than twelve (12) months. 
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS• 400 BASTSTIEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386.4011 

Commission Action 

Page 32 

Department Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT  
DEPARTMENT (CONTINUED)  

If a final map is not recorded on all or 
a portion of the area embraced by the 
tentative map within twelve (12) months 
of the approval of the tentative map, or 
an extension of time up to one year, is 
not granted for the tentative map, a new 
tentative map must be filed. 

2. Street names to be provided in accord 
with the City's Street Name Policy. 

3. Subject to all conditions of City depart-
ments and State Subdivision Statutes. 
(B) Final Maps - Conformance with the 
tentative map. 

• 	All Vacations shall conform to the following 
general conditions: 

1. Satisfaction of the requirements of the 
various utility companies. 

2. 'Conformance to code requirements and 
design standards of all City departments. 

3. Vacation shall not be recorded until all 
of the above conditions have been met. 

All Variances and/or Use Permits shall con-
form to the following general conditions: 

1. Conformance to the plot plan and 
elevations; 

2. Satisfaction of City Code requirements 
and design standards of all City depart-
ments. 

AraENDA ITEM 
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0165 

11): 	 I FROM: 	DON J. SAYLOR, AICP 
TheileardofCltyConneissieners 	 DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

SUBJECT: COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT AGENDA ITEMS 
MARCH 16, 1983 CITY COMMISSION AGENDA 

PURPCISE/BACKGROUNO  

SUMMARY OF ITEMS - SEE BACKUP MATERIAL 

Item A - Annexation Report - A-9-82 - Dan and Judy Gardner 
Item 8 - Abeyance Item - Zone Change - Z-9-83 - Bivins Construction Co., Inc. 
Item C - Plot Plan and Use Review - Z-54-79 - Gary Guy Wilson on Behalf 

of Family Savings and Loan Association 

Item D - Zone Change - Z-I0-83 - Carl A. Swanson, Et Al 

Item E - Zone Change - Z-I1-83 - Home Investment Co. 
Item F - Zone Change - Z-12-83 - Oscar and Olivia Green 
Item G - Zone Change - Z-14-83 - Dick Hunter, Et Al 
Item H - Zone Change - Z-15-83 - Leonard and Lena Van Dusseldorp 
Item I - Zone Change - Z-13-83.- Electrical Workers Real Estate Corporation 
Item J - Zone Change - Z-16-83 - Metropolitan Development Corporation, Et Al 

FISCAL IMPACT  No Funding Required 

ECOmMENCIATIONS  See Attachments 

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 

DISPOSITION 
Aperaved 
Dissooroved 
Hefd 
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1 
1 

1 

I 	AGENDA 1TEAt 

1 

A. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENLDEPARTMENT:, -: 
(CONTINUED) 	 f'  

Report for annexation of property generally 
•located on the north side of Vegas Drive, east 
of Mountain Trail, containing approximately 
one-half acre. 

Staff Recommendation: Adoption of Report 

eomeo or crrr COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION Cl4AMIIERS • 400 CAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 304-4011 
Commission Action 

41444 liefe4 

Levy - 
Report ADOPTED 
Unanimous 

-March 16, 19830 16 6-  

Staff to 
proceed. 

Department Actic 

Page 13 

ANNEXATION REPORT A-9-82 DAN A JUDY GARDNER 
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0161 
X. To: The Board of City Commissioners 

Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 
March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

A. ANNEXATION REPORT - A-9-82 - DAN AND JUDY GARDNER  

The annexation report is a required step in the process to annex this 
one-half acre parcel that is owned by the applicants. The report 
Indicates the City will provide its normal services to the annexation 
area and the applicants would bear the cost of all utility extensions. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adoption of report 



Page 34 

Department Action 

Levy - 
APPROVED motion to 
follow staff's 
recommendation that 
application be 
held in abeyance 
until applicant 
directs it be 
placed back on agen. 
up to a six month 
time limit and that 
applicant to pay 
a $100 fee to defra 
renotification cost 

Motion carried with 
Lurie & Briare 
voting "No." 

IGOR* 
I. 

ITEM  

CITY COMMI SION MINIUeTir 1 1.:4 i61  1983 
• 

efer44 March 16, 1983 0168 

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS•400 EAST STEW ART AVENUE 

PHONE3S4.4411 

Commission Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

B. ABEYANCE ITEM - ZONE CHANGE - Z-9-83 - BIVINS 
CONSTRUCTION  CO., INC.  

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 
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions: 

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted 
to a twelve (12) month time limit. 

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 flow as 
required by the Department of Fire 
Services. 

4. Provide a 65' wide lot 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 
APPROVED AGENDA REM 

Clerk to notify 
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0 .169 

To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Ccmmission Agenda 

8. ABEYANCE ITEM - ZONE CHANGE - Z-9-83 - BIVINS CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.  

This item was held in abeyance because the applicant was not present. 
The applicant has contacted staff and advised that he wishes to hold 
this item in abeyance until further notice because he would first like 
to resolve some recently filed claims against this property. 

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 applicant is proposing to develop 
R-1 sized lots across the street from the existing R-I and develop the 
remainder with compact lots approximately 40' x 100' in size that will 
back up to developed R-1. There is vacant R-3 on the east side of 
Sandhill and a public 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 (NOTE: Staff has no objection to holding this 
item in abeyance as requested by the applicant.) 

PROTESTS: 28 

X. 
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1A4 

3.  

4.  

5.  

6.  

Levy 7 

APPROVED as recom-
mended by Staff and 
Planning. Commission. 
Unanimous: 

Clerk to notify 
& Staff to proCeec .  

Applicant present 

APIROVED AGENDA ITEM 

March 16, 1983 0.170 

ITEM, , 

BOARD  OP CITY coalmositomens 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS 0  400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 334-4011 
Commiasion Action 

Page 35 

Department Actic 

I. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED).  
PLOT PLAN AND USE REVIEW 7.Z-54-79 - GARY GUY 
WILSON ON BEHALF OF FAMILY SAVINGS AND LOAN' 
ASSOCIATION 	 . 

Plot Plan and Use Review to convert Towne 
Terrace Apartments to an office condominium 
plaza on property generally located on the 
northwest corner of Lewis Avenue and 7th 
Street, R-6 Zone. 

Planning Commission unanimously recommends 
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions: 

1. Conformance to the revised plot plans 
and elevations. 

Provision of an agreement reflecting a 
minimum of tdenty (20) years, authorization 
of the use of 61 parking spaces on the 
church property to the north. 

Approved for professional office use only 
and excluding any medical use. 

Conformance to the requirements of the 
Department of Building and Safety. 

-Conformance to the original conditions 
of the rezoning and variance actions.. 

Provide a recorded copy'of the trustee 
deed to the Department -Of. Community 
Planning and Developtent... 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 
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0 .171 

To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

C. PLOT PLAN AND USE REVIEW - Z-54-79 - GARY GUY WILSON ON BEHALF OF 
FAMILY SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 

The plot plan review is to convert a 52-unit apartment building to an 
office condominium project. The apartment building is approximately 
two-thirds completed and has been in foreclosure proceedings for some 
time. The building has 44,000 square feet and is four stories of 
offices and one story of partially sub-grade basement for parking. 
There are 50 parking spaces in the basement and 110 spaces are needed 
for general office use. The applicant proposes to enter into an 
agreement to utilize the 61 spaces on the adjoining church property 
to the north for the remainder of the required parking. The agreement 
will also allow the church to use the 50 spaces under the Office complex 
on evenings and weekends. The Planning Commission recommended the 
parking agreement be for a minimum of 20 years with the church and that 
no medical use be allowed because the parking can only accommodate 
general office use. 

PLANNING COMMISSION REOCMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

X. 

1 
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March 16, 1983 ez#' eft uvs, tiesm. 

Lurie - 
APPROVED, subject to 
conditions. 
Unanimous 

Clerk to notify & 
Staff to proceed 

Robert McNutt 
represented 
applicant. 

I 
I ITEM  

1110/11110 0? CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION C14AMISCRS•400 CASTSTICWART AVENUE 

PHONE 300-4011 

Commission Action 
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Department Actic 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

D. ZONE CHANGE - Z-10-83 - CARL A. SWANSON, ET AL  

Reclassification of property generally located 
on the south side of Johnson Avenue, between 
Pecos Street and Honolulu Street. 

From: R-1 (Single Family Residence) 
To: 	R-3 (Limited Multiple Residence) 
Proposed Use: Medium High Density 

Residential (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. Conformance to the plot plan amended to 
provide minimum 64' wide lots. 

3. All driveways shall be a minimum of 24' 
wide as required by the Traffic Engineer. 

4. Install street improvements on Johnson 
Avenue as required by the Department of 
Public Services. 

3. Provide fire hydrants and water flow as 
required by the Department of Fire 

• Services. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

1 IIPPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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0173 

To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

D. ZONE CHANGE - Z-10-83 - CARL A. SWANSON, ET AL  

The applicant is proposing R-3 zoning on the south side of Johnson Avenue 
to allow the construction of three fourplexes. There is existing R-3 
zoning to the east and south. To the southwest is C-1 and immediately 
west is vacant R-1. Across Johnson Avenue is R-I zoning that is partially 
developed. The buildings will be two stories in height and there will 
be adequate off-street parking and landscaping on the site. 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - In accordance with the 
transitioning R-3 zoning pattern in the area. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

X. 
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etti4 liefA4 March 16, 1983 0174 
BOARD OICITY commisimoncas, 	 Page 37 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS* 400 CAST STCWART AVENUE 	' 

PHONE 3844411 
Commission Action Department Act; 

Lurie - 
APPROVED, subject 
to condition. 
Unanimous 

Clerk to notify & 
Staff to proceed 

Steven Gilmore, 
Realty Holdings 
Group, repre-
senting applicant. 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

E. ZONE CHANGE - Z-11-83 - HOME INVESTMENT CO.  

Reclassification of property generally located 
on the north side of Sahara Avenue, east of - 
Las Verdes Street. 

From: C-C (Neighborhood Commercial Center) 
• To: 	'C-1 (Limited Commercial) 

Proposed Use: Auto Lubrication Facility 

•Planning Commission unanimously recommends 
APPROVAL, subject to the following condition: 

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted 
to a twelve (12) month time limit. , 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

—PROTESTS; 0 

APPROVW ACF.NDA ITEM 
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

0175 

To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 	. 

ZONE CHANGE - Z-11-83 - HOME INVESTMENT CO.  

The rezoning is to allow a Minit-Lube facility on the shopping center 
where the Wonder World department store is located. There is a tune-up 
facility immediately to the west and a health spa to the north on this 
shopping center site. A request for this same use was denied in 1980. 
The applicant is proposing the building on the westerly portion of the 
site which apparently has eliminated the opposition from the major tenant 
of the shopping center. The previous application .had the building on 
the east part of the site. 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

X. 

E.. 
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0;#41,44 VesA4 
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS• 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 316-4011 

Commission Action 

1 
IRGEP100 

1 	ITEM  

March 16, 1983 0177 
Page 38 

Department Actic 

Pearson - 
APPROVED, subject to 
conditions and added 
condition that lot 
have sufficient ugh 
Motion carried with 
Christensen voting 
"NO." 

Clerk to notify & 
Staff to proceed 

ring. 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

F. ZONE CHANGE - Z-12-83 - OSCAR AND OLIVIA GREEN  

Reclassification of property generally located 
on the south side of Jackson Street, west of 
"F" Street. 

From: R-3 (Limited Multiple Residence) 
To: 	C-2 (General Commercial) 
Proposed Use: Parking Lot 

Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL (5-0-1 
vote), subject to the following conditions: 

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted 
to a twelve (12) month time limit. 

2. Install alley improvements as required 
by the Department of Public Services. 

3. Repair any damage to the existing street 
improvements as required by the Department 
of Public Services. 

4. Conformance to the Flood Hazard Reduction 
requirements of the Department of Public 
Services. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

AIVROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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0178 

To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

F. ZONE CHANGE - Z-12-83 - OSCAR AND OLIVIA GREEN  

The request from R-3 to C-2 is to expand the parking lot for the New 
Town Tavern Casino across Jackson Avenue that was just approved for 
a major addition. At the time the zoning was approved for the casino 
expansion, satellite parking was approved on this site and across the 
alley to the north. One of the conditions of the zoning was the westerly 
lot would have to be rezoned for parking lot use. There is a C-2 zoning 
pattern on both sides of Jackson Avenue. 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

X. 



4/6/83 Agenda 

Jay Downey 
represented 
applicant. 

Clerk to notify 
of Abeyance actior 

Lurie - 
ABEYANCE 
Unanimous 

- 

- 	 nuf 
tir---. 
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SOARD.OFCITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS• 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 31164411 

Commission Action 

I. 
I .  

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

ZONE CHANGE - Z-14-83 - DICK HUNTER, ET AL  

Reclassification of property generally located 
on the south side of HarrisAvenue between 
Sandhill Road and Lamb Boulevard. 

From: R-E (Residence Estates) 
To: 	R-CL (Residential Compact Lot) 
Proposed Use: Medium Density Detached 

Single Family Residential 
(Zero Lot Line) 

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. Conformance to the plot plan reflecting 
a 20' minimum front setback to enable 
the units to have varying setbacks. 

.3. Conformance to the elevations. 

4. Approval of the curb cuts by the Traffic 
Engineer. 

5. Installation of street improvements on 
Harris Avenue and the two unnamed streets 
adjacent to this property as required by 
the Department of Public Services. 

6. Install a 30' minimum width paved access 
to either Lamb Boulevard or Bonanza Road 
as required by the Department of Public 
Services. 

7. Redesign the proposed subdivision layout 
as required by the Department of Community 
Planning and Development. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL -  Minimum lot 
size be 4,000 square 
feet 

G. 

PROTESTS: 0 	_ 



PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Compatible with the 
zoning pattern in the area. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - With the minimum lot sizes being 4,100 
square feet. 

PROTESTS: 0 

• 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: . :Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

. 	March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

G. ZONE CHANGE - Z-1443 - DICK HUNTER, ET AL  

The applicant is requesting R.CL zoning on this 15-acre site for a 127 
lot development : The single family hones will be on a zero lot line 
basis but detached: This site was formerly approved for a mobile home 

. park and that Zoning expired. To the south it vacant C2 and R-E that 
extends to Bonanza Road and to the west is vacant C-2 and R-E. To the 
north is vacant R-MHP zoning and to the east is R-E and:Cra. ' The C-2 
portion to the southeast is where thellectrical Workers Union Hall 
is located. On your agenda under Item I the Electrical Workers are 
requetting . a rezoning to C-I on the R-E parcel to the north of the Union 
Hall to construct an apprentice' training facility. If that is approved, 
there will be commercial zoning bordering the southeast, south and 

' 

	

	southwest portion of this property where the R-CL is proposed. Staff 
advocated a redesign because the lots are proposed to front on the boundary 

. 	streets that would be across from the commercial. Also, staff recommended 
that all lots; be a minimum of4,000 square feet in size, whereas the 
applicant is proposing 1/3 of the lots be 3,000 square feet and 1/3 
be 3,500 square feet In site. The lot sizes range from 38 to 53 wide 

, and are either 80' or.88' deep. The purpose of increasing the lot sizes 
to 4,000 square feet is to slightly lower the density' in this neighborhood 
because most of it will be transitioningto apartment, R-CL and mobile 
home park use with density ranges from 7 to 24 units per acre. If a 
major portion of this neighbOrhood is not developed around 7 units per 
acre, the designed population will be substantially exceeded. The 
Planning Commission recommended a redesign of the subdivision layout 
but felt the density was acceptable at 8.5 units per acre. 

X. 

0180 
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Levy - 
APPROVED as recom- 
mended by Staff and 
Planning Commission 
Unanimous 

Clerk to notify & 
Staff to proceed 

Jay Downey 
represented 
applicant. 

CITY COMMISSION MINUTES -MARCH 16, 1983 

ITEM 

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 3S4-601 

Commission Action 
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X. 'COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED) 	!"  

ZONE CHANGE - Z-15-83 - LEONARD AND LENA 
VAN DUSSELDORP  

Reclassification of property generally located 
on the south side of Owens Avenue, between 
Gateway Road and Lamb Boulevard. 
, From: R-E (Residence Estates) 
To: 	R-P09 (Residential Planned 

Development) 
Proposed Use: Medium Density Residential 

(Condominiums) 

Planning Commission unanimously recommends 
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions: 

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted 
to a twelve (12) month time limit. 

Reverse the parking lot layout on the north 
end as required by the Traffic Engineer. 

3. This approval does not constitute approval 
' of the child care facility. 

Dedication of right-of-way for Moldon 
Avenue and Van Buren Street and the 
radius corners at the intersections of 
Owens Avenue and Moldon Avenue, Moldon 
Avenue and Van Buren Street, as required 
by the Department of Public Services. 

Install street improvements on Owens 
Avenue, Moldon Avenue and Van Buren 
Street as required by the Department 
of Public Services. 

Provision of fire hydrants  and waterflow 
as required by the Department of Fire 
Services. 

7. Provision of decorative patio walls along 
Moldon Avenue. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL APPROVED 

PROTESTS: 0 

MA ITEM 
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0182 
To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

ZONE CHANGE - Z-15-83 - LEONARD AND LENA VAN DUSSELDORP  

• The request is from R-E to R-P09 to construct four 12-unit buildings 
on this site that is relatively narrow and has a depth of approximately 
one-quarter mile. The parcel is slightly over 5 acres in size and the 
density for the 48 units is at 9.3 units per gross acre. Most all of 
the parcels in this area along the south side of Owens Avenue extend 
south to this one-quarter depth. Due to the depth of these parcels, 
an east/west street (Van Buren Street) has been approved for this area 
and this development is in accordance with that street plan. There 
is a child care facility proposed on the south portion of this property 
which is not allowed in the R-PD9 zone. The applicants indicated they 
would pursue it through ervariance or other means. There is vacant 
R-E land to the east that extends to Lamb and immediately to the south .  
Is a developed mobile home park. To the west is R-E zoned land with 
scattered single family development. To the north across Owens Avenue 
is Fend located in the County. 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION--APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

GeoAlev•'• 

X. 

H. 



Lurie - 
APPROVED, subject to 
conditions and an 
extension Of one yea 
on street improve-
ments (condition no. 
3). 
Unanimous 

Clerk to - notIfY &- 
Staff to proceed.  

Doug Speer and 
Cecil Lynn 
represented 
applicant. 

liGEMOR 

ITEM 

CITY commIssIoN MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

BOARO OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 CAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 3004011 

Commission Action 
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March 16, 1983 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT -
,(CONTINUED) 	 -  

ZONE CHANGE - Z-, 13-83 - ELECTRICAL WORKERS 
REAL ESTATE CORPORATION 

Reclassification of property generally located 
north of Bonanza Road, between Lamb Boulevard 
and Pecos Road. 

From: R-E (Residence Estates) 
' To: 	C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
Proposed Use: Apprentice Training Facility 

Planning Commission unanimously recommends 
APRPOVAL, 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. 

Construct street improvements on the 
public street on the west side, south to 
Bonanza Road, which may be installed by 
means of an Assessment District. 

Construct a 4' block wall or 3' berm along 
the west, set back for landscaping. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 1 

kOVED AGENDA ITF.A1 
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CITY COMMISSION MINUTES - MARCH 16, 1983 

X. To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

/. ZONE CHANGE - Z-13-83 - ELECTRICAL WORKERS REAL ESTATE CORPORATION  

The Electrical Workers are requesting C-1 for an apprentice training 
facility immediately.north of their Union Hall that fronts on Bonanza 
Road. The area to the east is predominantly vacant and zoned R-E with 
a convenience store on a C-1 zoned parcel at the corner of Lamb and 
Bonanza and the Plumbers Union Hall to the northeast that is located 
in the R-E zone by means of a use permit. To the north the Electrical 
Workers awn the five acre site that is proposed for a park facility 
for the electrical workers and north of that is. mobile home park zoning. 
To the west is the parcel under Item G on this agenda that is requested 
for R-CL zoning. All access to the apprentice facility will be off 
Bonanza through the Union Hall site. A street is proposed along the 

. westerly portion of the property which is to be improved because the 
area is starting to develop. 

• 
• PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Compatible with the 
zoning pattern in the area. . 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

*PROTESTS: 1 
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Levy - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended by Staff and 
Planning Commission 
Unanimous 

Clerk to notify & 
Staff to proceed 

Barry Becker 
represented 
applicant. 

Susan •Kearns 
6316 Lorille Lane 
Big Sky Ranch 
Estates appeared 
in opposition. 

Lorraine Elms 
6170 Duncan Dr. 
appeared in 
opposition. 

APPROVED AGEN A ITEM 

. CITY ,  commIssum MINUTES,- MARCH 16, 1983 

ITEM 

BOARO OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 
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X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
'(CONTINUED)  

j. 20KE CHANGE - Z-16-83 -11ETROPOLITAN 
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATIONET AL  

Reclassification of property generally located 
on the north side of Gowan Road between 
Lorenzi Boulevard and Tenaya Way: 

PARCEL #1: 
From N-U (Non-Urban) (under Resolution of 

Intent to R-1) and 
R-PD18 (Residential  Planned 
Development) 

To: 	R-1 (Single Family Residence) 
Proposed Use: Medium Low Density Detached 

Single Family Residences) 

PARCEL #2: 
From R-E (Residence Estates), 

, R-1 (Single Family Residence) (a 
portion under Resolution of Intent 
to R-P020) and 

• R-PD20 (Residential Planned 
Development) 

To: - R-PD18 (Residential Planned 
• Development) 

Proposed Use: Medium High Density 
Residential 

Planning Commission unanimously, recommends 
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions: 

1. Resolution of Intent with no time limit. 

Application be amended to R-P014 on the 
east parcel. 

Conformance to the plot plan and elevations 
amended to reduce the density on the east 
side of Oran K. Gragson Highway. 

. Approval of the revised plot plan by the 
Planning Commission with consideration 
for more open space to be provided in the 
easterly portion of the development. 



ITEM 
mumm 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

J. ZONE CHANGE - Z-16-83 - METROPOLITAN 
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, ET AL (CONTINUED)  

5. Dedication of 40' of right-of-way for 
Gowan Road and the 20' radius corner 
at the intersections of Gowan Road and 
Lorenzi Boulevard as required by the 

. 	Department of Public Services. 

6. Install street improvements on Lorenzi 
Boulevard, Gowan Road and Tenaya Way as 
required by the Department of Public 
Services. 

7. Conformance to the Flood Hazard Reduction 
provisions of the City Code as required 
by the Department of Public Services. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 1 

See Page 42 See Page 42 
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x. • To: The Board of City Commissioners 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

March 16, 1983 City Commission Agenda 

ZONE CHANGE - Z-16-83 - METROPOLITAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, ET AL  

The proposed rezoning involves two parcels of land on the north side 
of Gowan that is bisected by the Oran K. Gragson Highway. The parcel 
to the west is owned by Metropolitan Development and Ernie Becker and 
is zoned R-1 and R-P018. MetropolitansDevelopment owns the R-I portion 
and is requesting a rezoning on a portion of the R-P018 to R-1 to increase 
the size of its R-1 development. Ernie Becker owns the easterly parcel 
that is presently zoned R-E, R-1 and R-P020. He is proposing to rezone 
this entire easterly parcel to R-1 3018 on the basis of transferring the 
reduction of density requested on the westerly parcel and on the basis 
higher density has been approved around this site. There is R-CL zoning 
to the north and R-CL to the east. To the south is R-P020 owned by 
Mr. Becker along with R-1 and R-E. The R-E strip along the west side 
of Lorenzi that was approved both on this parcel and the parcel to the 
south was to provide for a row of R-E lots fronting on Lorenzi that 
would be across from the developed R-E portion to the east. The strip 
of R-E involved in this application is somewhat removed fromthe.developed 
R-E to the southeast by over one-quarter of a mile. There is approved 
R-CL to the east and the Water District well property is south of the 
R-CL. The present zoning on this easterly parcel is approved for 147 
units in the R-E, R-1 and R-P020 zones with the R-P020 not being proposed 
to the maximum number of units allowed. Transferring approximately 
84 units from the westerly parcel and considering the R-E and R-1 on 
an R-CL density would result in a total of 264 units. The applicant 
requested 304 units on his application but was in agreement to amending 
it to the 264 units and amending the application from R-P018 to R4014 
as recommended by staff. The reduction in density on this east parcel 
will allow for• more open space.in  this development. 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to the application 
being amended to R-P014 and a revised plot plan be approved by the Planning 
Commission on the east parcel. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Amending the east parcel to R-P014 
and submitting a revised plot plan on the east parcel. 

PROTESTS: 1 

J . 
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Street Name Change 1 
(Dusty Tratl'Ackermarl 
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 	 Page 44 
COMMISSION CI4AMIDERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 311441011 

Commission Action 	Department Actic 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(M4TINUED)  

K. SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON ANY ITEM 
REQUIRING A PUBLIC HEARING THAT WAS ACTED 
UPON BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION AT ITS 
MARCH 10, 1983 MEETING. 

L. SET DATE ON ANY APPEALS FILED OR REQUIRED 
PUBLIC HEARINGS FROM THE BOARD OF ZONING 
ADJUSTMENT MEETING HELD FEBRUARY 24, 1983. 

None 

CV AGENDA Imm 
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PHONE 3815-6011 

Page 45 

NONE 

ITEM Commission Action 	Department Action 

XI. ADDENDUM ITEMS 
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Page 46 BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Commission Action Department Action 

NONE 

ITEM 

XII. CITIZENS PARTICIPATION 

Items raised under this portion of the 
Agenda cannot be acted upon by the City 
Commission until the Notice provisions 
of the Open Meeting Law have been complied 
with. Therefore, action on such items 
will have to be considered at a later 
meeting. 

APPROVED ACaai 
ft 
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MEETING ADJOURNED AT 
APPROXIMATELY 3:45PM 
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